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Executive Summary

The City of Amity Transportation SystemPlan (TSP) is a longrange (25-year) plan that seeks to

improve the tran sportation system and support planned land uses and economic development for

the residents of Amity. The Amity TSP provides context for transportation planning in Amity,

establishes new policies to guide system improvements, and provides a 25year list of projects

intended to improve the multi -modal system for all current and future residents and businesses
anticipated for Amityds newly expanded Urban Grow

Process

The Amity TSP process began in the summer of 2013 and finished in spring 2015. The process

started with convening a project management team (PMT) consisting of key staff from the City, the

Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT), and the consultant. The PMT guided the process

throughout the project. A Project Advisory Committee (PAC) and Technical Advisory Committee

(TAC), consisting of City Council members, citizen stakeholders, state and local government staff,

and City staff met several times to review and provide input on different aspects of the plan

throughout the process. Community meetings, surveys, the project website and public hearings
provided opportunities for Amityods r eApperdlig@®@t s to ¢
provides meeting summaries and sample public outreach materials used during the project.

The TSP was reviewed by the Planning Commission and City Counatluring winter 2014, and was
adopted in March 2015.

Goals and Policies

As part of the TSP development process, theproject team developed and vetted new transportation
policies. The Cityods transportation element of it
and the policies needed revisions and addi ttd ons i
transportation system and comply with state plans and regulations. These are reviewed in section

1.3in the following section and in further detail in Appendix F .

Transportation System Plan

The Cityds preferred syst e rtatiprl pamand 25 gebrlistl of [gojeats f un ct
intended to meet the Cityds c uMhedunctionshalassifidation ur e tr
plan describes the intended function of city streets. For example, streesd e si gnat ed as 01 o
primarily inte nded for accessing homes, and are lowspeed and have low traffic volumes. The

projects in the transportation system plan include street extensions to improve street connectivity;

sidewalks, bicycle lanes, and paths to improve the bicyclingand walking environment (which is one

of the top goals for the City), and other improvements to the transit system. Replacement of the Salt

ES1
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Creek Bridge is one of the top projects for the City, and represents more than half of the total cost
of all projects in the TSP.

Fgure ES 1 below shows all projects in the preferred system plan. They are colorcoded by the
transportation mode primarily targeted by the project. Though projects may emphasize one mode,
most projects include improvements for several transportation modes . Table ES1 includes the
project name, priority level, and estimated cost.

ES2



FIGURE ES
TSP Projects

Amity Transportation System Plan

Legend
Recommended Projects and Future <= i City Limits = Street extensions
Street System Urban Growth Boundary m=== Dependent on development
Parks ¢===3 Bicycle and pedestrian improvemer
Bus stops -
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TABLE EB
Projects h System Street Plan
Amity Transportation System Plan

Map ID Project Name Priority Level Estimated Cost

Street System Projects

Dependent on

S1 Rosedell Ave to Rice Lane connection $596,000
development
S2 3 Ave to OR 153/Nursery Avenue connection Dependent on $1,013,000
development
ityl
S3 South Goucher Avenue connectivity - 8 OR Low $534,000
153/Maple Court
S4 South Goucher Avenue connectivity d Jellison Ave. Low $854,000
S5 S-5 South Goucher Avenue connectivity 8 Old Low $639,000
Bethel
. . $14,400,000 (2009
h ’ ’
S6 OR 153/5" Street (Salt Creek)Bridge Replacement High ODOT estimate)
. . Dependent on
S7 Railroad Crossing Improvementsnear Inez Lane $80,000
development
Bicycle and Pedestrian Projects
BP-1 Oak Avenue, from Church to 39 Avenue High $209,000
BP-2 OR 153/Nursery Avenue, from OR 99/Trade Street High $940,000
to Goucher Street
Stanley Street from OR153/5" Street to 15t and OR .
BP-3 99W/Trade Street Medium $893,000
rd i
BP-4 Oak Ave from 3 Avenue to Rice Lane (along High $638,000

Jellison)

Rice Lane from OR 99WTrade Street to near )
BP-5 Amity Vineyards Road High $239,000

BP-6 4% Street from Stanley to OR 99W/Trade Street Medium $178,000

h
BP-7 OR 153/5" Street from OR 99W/Trade Street to High $403,000
Park Entrance

Woodson Avenue from Oak Avenue to Trade
BP-8 Street/OR 99W Low $103,000

BP-9 S. Jellison Aveue from Roth Ave to Church Low $96,000
Avenue

BP-10 EC;T,Z Ave from OR 99W/Trade Street to Jellison High $127.000

lekNBS 2LJiA2 ya I NB AyOf dzZRSR T2 NJoiiyobe optipnavdzid e corstdrded ByNie Cigy . yHyvie() turifidr ( & ¢ LINE
study beyond the scope of the TSP is needed to determine which option is preferred.
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TABLE EB
Projects h System Street Plan
Amity Transportation System Plan

Map ID Project Name Priority Level Estimated Cost

BP-11 OR 99W/Trade Street from Maddox to Rice Lane High $892,000

Transit Projects

T-1 Park and ride on 39 Street Low $215,000

T-2 Parking improvements on 2" Avenue Low $215,000

Implementation Plan

The City is anticipated to have approximately $1.7 million available for capital projects during the 25

year life of this plan. Several projects are expected to be eligible for state or federal funding, and

several others are expected to be constructed concurrent with development (requiring no City

funds). Provided that these projects are mostly f
remaining costs are approximately $4.0million (dependent on which option is chosen for the South

Goucher Connectivity project).

TableES2 summarizespot enti al funding sources for TSP proje
funding gap for projects.

TABLES2
FundingSources Overview
Amity Transportation System Plan

Public Support/Other

Source Funding $ Available Eligibility /Restrictions Considerations
Federal highway Varies. Hundreds of Generally, projectsmust be on Few streets in Amity would be
fund millions available roads classified as major collector  eligible for federal funds
statewide over life of or higher classes; wide vaiety of
STIP.Competitive grant project types accepted.
program.
State highway Varies Competitive Many types of projects: bicycle OEnhanced6 funds
fund -0 e n h a n grant program. and pedestrian facilities, transit federal, meaning sometimes
projects, safe routes to school limited project eligibility in Amity

projects, and others

State highway Varies Competitive Must be Orepairdé OFix6 funds are
fund 80 f i x i grant program. variety of project types accepted meaning sometimes limited
project eligibility in Amity

Recreational trails About $1.5 million Must be a trail project; preference

program statewide (per year). given tta amm@pmort a
Competitive grant trails (i.e., those trails primarily
program. used for recreation)
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TABLES2

FundingSources Overview
Amity Transportation System Plan

Source

Funding $ Available

Eligibility /Restrictions

Public Support/Other
Considerations

Connect Oregon

$42 million available
statewide in most recent
biennium. Competitive
grant program.

Many types of non-highway
projects: rail, port/marine, transit,
aviation, and bicycle or pedestrian
facilities

Allotment (SCA)
Grants

project. Communities
are awarded funds in
part based on when
they last received SCA
grant monies.

preference given to those projects
that remedy safety or capacity
issues. Grants available only to
cities under 5,000 people.

Oregon Grants between $250k Primarily focused on projects that
Immediate and $2 million, provide economic development
Opportunity Fund depending on project benefits

type. Competitive grant

program.
Oregon Loan amounts vary Many types of road and highway Loans may be controversial, in
Transportation projects. Projects generally must that their repayment may require
Infrastructure be on major collectors or higher city financial resources that could
Bank street classifications be spent elsewhere
Special City Up to $50,000 per Many types of projects, with

Local gas tax

Perhaps $10,000 per
year per $0.01 in taxd

Any city in Oregon can levy a gas
tax

Local gas taxesmay be
controversial

Transportation
maintenance fee

$15,000- $20,000 per
year

Already implemented in Amity

These funds are not generally
used for capital projects, but free
up other resources for capital
projects. Potential equity impacts
on low-income households if
special dispensation is not given
to reduce fees.

Tax Increment
Financing/ Urban
Renewal Area
(URA)

Potential revenue
depends on size of URA

Amity can declare up to 25% of its
land area as an URA

May be controversial; URAs must
meet certain requirements

System
Development
Charges

Potential revenue
dependent on level of
development

Already implemented in Amity

Can be controversial with
developer community.

Parking fees

Potential revenue
dependent on parking
fee rate and amount of
parking charged

Downtown is the area most likely
suited to charging for parking

Potentially controversial;
depends on how well utilized
parking is and any need for
demand management.

2 This estimate was based gas tax revenues for the City of Coburg, which has one gas station similar to Amity. This estimate is lower than Coburg,
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AMITY

TABLES2

FundingSources Overview
Amity Transportation System Plan

Source

Funding $ Available

Eligibility /Restrictions

Public Support/Other
Considerations

Bonds Various bond types Factors to considerinclude the General obligation bonds may
(A way to borrow type of bond (revenue or general require significant city resources
money) obligation), cit torepay;revenuebonds require

and project scope new taxes or fees (like property
tax levies) that may be
controversial and have
disproportionately negative
impacts on low income residents.
General obligation bonds require
voter approval.

Local Dependent on size of Wide variety of projects could be Almost always started by

Improvement LID and levy rate funded in specific neighborhoods; property owners. May

Districts (LID)

example projects include
sidewalks, street paving,
stormwater infrastructure, etc.

disproportionately harm low -
income home owners.
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