
SUBJECT: Lane County Plan Amendment
DLCD File Number 001-09

The Department of Land Conservation and Development (DLCD) received the attached notice of adoption.
A Copy of the adopted plan amendment is available for review at the DLCD office in Salem and the local 
government office.  

Appeal Procedures*

DLCD ACKNOWLEDGMENT or DEADLINE TO APPEAL:  Tuesday, March 08, 2011 

This amendment was submitted to DLCD for review prior to adoption  pursuant to ORS 197.830(2)(b) 
only persons who participated in the local government proceedings leading to adoption of the amendment 
are eligible to appeal this decision to the Land Use Board of Appeals (LUBA). 

If you wish to appeal, you must file a notice of intent to appeal with the Land Use Board of Appeals 
(LUBA) no later than 21 days from the date the decision was mailed to you by the local government.  If 
you have questions, check with the local government to determine the appeal deadline.  Copies of the 
notice of intent to appeal must be served upon the local government and others who received written notice
of the final decision from the local government.  The notice of intent to appeal must be served and filed in 
the form and manner prescribed by LUBA, (OAR Chapter 661, Division 10).  Please call LUBA at 
503-373-1265, if you have questions about appeal procedures.

*NOTE:     The Acknowledgment or Appeal Deadline is based upon the date the decision was mailed by local 
        government. A decision may have been mailed to you on a different date than it was mailed to 
        DLCD. As a result, your appeal deadline may be earlier than the above date specified. NO LUBA  
       Notification to the jurisdiction of an appeal by the deadline, this Plan Amendment is acknowledged.

Cc: Rob Inerfeld, Lane County
Jon Jinings, DLCD Community Services Specialist
Ed Moore, DLCD Regional Representative
Bill Holmstrom, DLCD Transportation Planner
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NOTICE OF ADOPTED AMENDMENT

02/23/2011

TO: Subscribers to Notice of Adopted Plan
or Land Use Regulation Amendments

FROM: Plan Amendment Program Specialist
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Notice of Adoption 
This Form 2 must be mailed to DLCD within 5-Working Days after the Filial 

Ordinance is signed by the public Official Designated by the jurisdiction 
and all other requirements ofORS 197.615 and OAR 660-018-000 
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FEB 16 2011 
'-AND CONS 
AND DEVE ERVATION 

LOPMENr 
For Office Use Only 

Jurisdiction: Lane County Local file number: PA 1272 

Date of Adoption: February 9, 2011 Date Mailed: February 15,2011 

Was a Notice of Proposed Amendment (Form 1) mailed to DLeD? ~ Yes D No Date: 1/29/09 

~ Comprehensive Plan Text Amendment D Comprehensive Plan Map Amendment 

D Land Use Regulation Amendment D Zoning Map Amendment 

D New Land Use Regulation D Other: 

Summarize the adopted amendment. Do not use technical terms. Do not write "See Attached". 

Amend the Eugene-Springfield Regional Transportation System Plan ("TransPlan") to : 
• Remove completed transportation projects from project lists in TransPlan; 
• Adjust TransPlan twenty year planning period horizon to reflect actual (slower) growth rates since plan 

adoption;· 
• Add a footnote regarding the status of the West Eugene Parkway; and 
• Make parallel amendments in the Eugene-Springfield Metropolitan Area General Plan (the "Metro 

Plein") to maintain consistency between the Regional Transportation System Plan and the regional 
comprehensive plan. 

Does the Adoption differ from proposal? Please select one 

Yes. A footnote regarding the status of the West Eugene Parkway was added. 

Plan Map Changed from: N/A 

Zone Map Changed from: N/A 

to: 

to: 

Location: N/A Acres Involved: 0 

Specify Density: Previous: N/A New: 

Applicable statewide planning goals: 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 

DDDDDDDDDDD~DDDDDDD 
Was an Exception Adopted? D YES ~ NO 

Did DLCD receive a Notice of Proposed Amendment. .. 

4S-days prior to first evidentiary hearing? 

If no, do the statewide planning goals apply? 

If no, did Emergency Circumstances require immediate adoption? 

~Yes 
DYes 

DYes 

DNo 

DNo 

DNo 

houcka
Typewritten Text
DLCD File No. 001-09 (17340) [16512]



OLeo file No. 001-09, related to 007-08 
Please list all affected State or Federal Agencies, Local Governments or Special Districts: 

City of Eugene, 
CitY 'of Springfield, 
Lane County, 
ODOT, 
DLCD 

Local Contact: Lydia McKinney, Senior Planner 

Address: 3040 North Delta Highway 

Phone: (541) 682-6930 Extension: 

Fax Number: 541-682-8554 

City: Eugene Zip: 97408 E-mail Address:lydia.mckinney@co.lane.or.us 

ADOPTION SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS 
This Form 2 must be received by DLCD no later than 5 days after the ordinance has been signed by the public 

official designated by the jurisdiction to sign the approved ordinance(s) 
per ORS 197.615 and OAR Chapter 660, Division 18 

1. This Form 2 must be submitted by local jurisdictions only (not by applicant) .. 

2. When submitting, please print this Form 2 on light green paper if available. 

3. Send this Form 2 and One (1) Complete Paper Copy and One (1) Electronic Digital CD (documents and 
maps) of the Adopted Amendment to the address in number 6: 

4. Electronic Submittals: Form 2 - Notice of Adoption will not be accepted via email or any 
electronic or digital format at this time. 

5. The Adopted Materials must include the final decision signed by the official designated by the jurisdiction. 
The Final Decision must include approved signed ordinance(s), finding(s), exhibit(s), and any map(s). 

6. DLCD Notice of Adoption must be submitted in One (1) Complete Paper Copy and One (1) 
Electronic Digital CD via United States Postal Service, Common Carrier or Hand Carried to 
the DLCD Salem Office and stamped with the incoming date stamp. (for submittal instructions, 
also see # 5)] MAIL the PAPER COPY and CD of the Adopted Amendment to: 

ATTENTION: PLAN AMENDMENT SPECIALIST 
DEPARTMENT OF LAND CONSERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT 

635 CAPITOL STREET NE, SUITE 150 
SALEM, OREGON 97301-2540 

7. Submittal of this Notice of Adoption must include the signed ordinance(s), fmding(s), exhibit(s) and any' other 
supplementary information (see ORS 197.615 ). 

8. Deadline to appeals to LUBA is calculated twenty-one (21) days from the receipt (postmark date) of adoption 
(see ORS 197.830 to 197.845 ). 

9. In addition to sending the Form 2 - Notice of Adoption to DLCD, please notify persons who participated in 
the local hearmg and requested notice of the final decision at the same time the adoption packet is mailed to 
DLCD (see ORS 197.615) . . 

10. Need More Copies? You can now access these forms online at http://www.lcd.state.or.us/. You may also 
call the DLCD Office at (503) 373-0050; or Fax your request to: (503) 378-5518 



BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMI.SSIONER$ 'OF LANE COUNTY, OREGON 

) in the Matter of Amending the Eugene .. SpringneJd 

ORDtNANCE NOT PA 1272 

) Metropolitan Area Transportation Plan (TransPlan) to 
) Adjust the Planning Period from Year 2015 to Year 
) 2027, to Remove Completed Projects from the 
) Project listst to make Related Amendments to the 
) Eugene~Spfingfield Metropolitan Area Genera! Plan. 
) and Adopting at Severability Clause. 

WHEREASl Chapter tV of the Eugene-$priogfieid Metropolitan ATea General Plan (Metro 
Pian) sets forth procedures for amendment of the Metro Plan, which for Lane County are impfemanted 
by lane Code Section 12.225; and 

WHEREAS, the Metro Plan identifies the Eugene-Springfield Metropolitan Area Transportation 
Plan (T ransPlan) as a special purpose or functional plan which forms the basis for the Transportation 
Element of the Metro Plan and guides surface transportation improvements In the metropoUtan area; 
and 

WHEREASf on April 23, 19881 the Board of County Commissioners (Board) adopted 
TmnsPlan by OrdInance No. PA 908, which was subsequently amended by O.n:UMnoo No. PA OOO~ 
enacted on Aprt126, 1989, Ordinance No. PA 1013~ enacted on September 2. 1992, Ordinance No. PA 
1020. enacted ft..ugust2S, 1992, Ordinance No. PA 1145 enacted March B. 2000, and Ordinance No. 
PA 1174 enacted July 31.2002, adopting a revised Transportation EJement of the Metro Plan and 
adopting revisions to TransPlan; and 

WHEREAS, on November 8. 2007 f the Metropolitan Policy Committee adopted an update to 
the federally-required Regional Tran.sportation Plan (RTP}; the update included extending the RTP's 
piann~ng period to 2031 and deleting projects that had been completed or that were determined to be 
no longer needed; and 

WHEREAS, following a public hearing on April 7, 2009, the Lane County Planning Commission 
rec¢mmended to the Board that TransPlan be amended to adjust the planning period from year 2015 
to year 2024, to remove completed transfX'rtation projects from TransPlan's project lists, and to make 
related amendments to the Metro Plan. On September 1 t 2009t following Eugene, Sprjngfietd and 
Lane County's adoption of coordinated population rorecastsl the lane County Planning Commission 
recommended to the Board that the prevtOusly-recommended 2024 pianning period be adjusted to 
refled the newly a.dopted popufation numbers; and 

)VHEREAS1 on June ;7, 2010. the Board conducted a First Reading and joint public hearing 
wrth the Springfield and Eugene counciis on these amendments. and win take action based upon ftie 
above recommendations and the evtdence and testimony already In the record as well 8$ the evidence 
and testimony presented at the pubhc hearings held on adopting revisions to T ransPJan and to tfle 
Metrp Plan after a Second Reading of this Ordinance; and 

WHEREAS, substantial evidence exists wIThin the record that the proposal meets 'the 
requirements of lane Code Section 12.225 and the requirements of applicable state and klcallaw as 
described in the findjngs adopted in support of this Ordinance. 

NOWJ THEREFORE~ the Board of County Commissioners of Lane County Ordains as follows; 

SectIon 1. The Eugene-Sprlngfield Metropolitan Area Transportation System Plan 
(TransPJan) adopted by Ordinance No. PA 906, enacted April 23, 1986, which 

Ordinance ~, PA 1272-
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Section 2 

Section 3. 

was subsequently amended by Ordinance No .. PA 950, enacted April 26. 
1 ga9, Ordinance No. PA 10131 enacted September 2. 1992, Ordinanoe No. 
PA 1020, enact~d August 26: 1992, Ordinance No. PA 1145 enacted March 8, 
20001 and Ordinance No. PA 1174enact~d July 31, 2002, is hereby further 
amended as set forth in Exhibit A attached and incorporated herein by this 
reference, 

The revisions to the 20-Year Financially-Constrained Roadway Projects list 
included In Exhjbit A are hereby adopted by reference and made a part of the 
Metro Plan, as required by Metra Plan Policy F.9. page III~F~7. Project timing 
and estimated costs are not adopted as policy, 

The Metro Plan, Transportation Element1 Chapter II!~ Section Fl is hereby 
amended as set forth In Exhibit B attached and ~ncorporated herein by this 
reference. 

FURTHER1 although not a part of this. Ordinance. the Board adopts findfngs In support of this. 
action as set fort.FJ in Exhfbft C. 

If any section, subsection, sentenceJ clause, phrase or portion of this Ordinance is for any 
reason held invalid or unconstitutionaJ by any court of competent jUrisdiction. such portion ~ deemed a 
separate. d istmct and independent provision, and such holding shall not affect the validity of the 
remain ing portions thereof. 

Ordinance No. PA 1272 
Page 20(2 
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ExbibitA 

Trends and Issues 
The region is anticipating sigDificmt population and . employment growth. flbe. population of the 
Eugene-Springfield a:reais expooted to grow by 41 percerit bY r~] 1~17. ~p1oyritentin the 
region is expected to grow by 43 pm;ent during that sam~ period. A forecast of trends during the 
plannmg p~od points to sevetal issues should land use patte.rm and travel behavior continue as 
they exist today. 

" 
- ~ Omgestinn would rise dramaticaDy~ increasing- the tast of travel_and f'Cdut;ing the efOOiem:y o-fthe tegiDn.;s. 

roadway netwmk. Congested miles t?ftravel ~'OOld ~ from 2.8 ~ of't;)taJ milei ~ w 10.6 
psn::ent, a2B3 peramt in~. Vehicle mib traveled per capita would go ftnm. lO.99lo 11.83, a 7.1:pemem 
inaease. 

Q One oftheprimBIy roles playedbypublic a~ is in the provisUm of~ ~~. 
WHhaut a ba~ :ffpproaclI to lim devclnpmeni of.fiJi.me impro~n!lma, tittle change will be made in ~ 
1ntl8pOrtation clwiccs available to the regloa With little improvemem in ~~ tbJ:? ~ of dr:be alooe 
atto trip! woold increa.$e while the proportion ofallmlative modes _ would &creaae. 

9 Shorter trip disbmce is Me fac;tcrtMt eMtnDutes to mak:iDg·1he use of ~ modes ma.re ~ve. The 
~ oftoml trips under Dne mile in length woold decUneby 9.2 pen:mt 

Overview ~f the Regional ansportation System Plan 
The Eugene,.sprin.gfield Metropolitan ArdQ TrahSpOTt(1tion Pion (IrcmsPlan) guideS regional 
transpurtation system planning and development in the Eugene-SpringfieJd metropolitan area. 
TransP,an includes provisions for meeting the transportation demand of (l pl'()jecfed pDp~12 
of 296,Sf)(J ill tile TransP/tm Study Area, {TSSWeats e:9ef a 40 ·~,IsmHaB ~J while ' 
addressing 1mnsportation issues and making changes that can contribute to improveu.tents in the 
regi~n':s quality of life and economic vitality. AI dis~USlJed wuIer the "PartklpatJn.g Ageftda~ 
GeograplUc Aretl and Planning Period" sectidn "/this Chapter, the Tran:sPlfIIJ SJudy 4rea is 
an area extending beyond the UGB (l1fd Mittro PIIm houndtJry dud iN wedloruansportatiolf 

. modeling PflTJ'ose& 

There is a great deal of flexibility in choosing how the region's transportation demand is met via 
supply decisions and demand management strategies. With the balanced and integrated 
cQmb~ation of land use) tran..qit,. de:m.and managetneD.~ and bicycle strategies inoluded in . 
TransPlan, significant progress can be made away from the trends. Notably, while congestion 
. will still increase signfficantly over existing conditions, TransPlan's proposed e()~bination of 
stmtegies v.ill help reduce future congestion by 48 percent over fOl"CC8.S.fed trends. 

Comp~ to the :future Trend Conditions, thete will also be: 

Q . g percem less vehlcle miles travcl~ (VM1) pot eap~ 
Q 20.5 pera:nt more 1rips ~ one m11c in length" 
q 7 ~t ~ drive akmetrip$t 
q 29 percent more nolHlUbJ ~ and 
Q II peroo1t less cartxm:monoxide emissicm~ 

TransPlan 
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concepts indicated that TDM strategies can contribuw to greater U5e of modes 
such as bieycling~ waiking, trnnsit, and carpooling. 

Tl"ansPltm focuses on voluntary demand .management slnrtegi~ such as 
incentive~ i.e., free or reduced-cost bus pass prognuns. In me future, the region 
may expIate opportunities to establish market~base<l. user-pay progmms to offset 
subsidization. of the true cost of automobile use and ather t::raD..$pOrlation Se.rvices~ 

The region can xnaintaia conformity with air q·uality standards over the next 20 
years .. 

Tnt; computer model indicated that the :region will be able to .maintain conformity 
with existing national air quality standards through implementation of any of the 
. alternative plan concepts. Despite traffic ~ the offsetting effects. of less­
polluting and more fuel-efficient new vehicles wilt arose a net decline in 
emissions, even under trend oonditiOIlS« The attainment and mainterumce of air 
q;-uality ~ is plimarliy due to improved auto emission technology, rather. 
than reduced reliance on autos. 

Participating Agencies, [tlRd] Geographic Area and 
Planning Period 
TTtmSPlan represents a coordinated effort of public: agencies and citizens. The looal jurisdictions 
involved in regional tnmsportation plann.ing include the Lane Council of Governments (LCOG);, 
the cities of Eugene and Springfiel~ Lane Countyy and Lane Transit District (LTD). Other 
agencies involved m the planning process .inelude the Oregon Department of Transportation 
(OOO1)~ the Lane Regional Air Pollu.tion Authority (LRAP A)~ Oregon Department ofland 
Consuvation and Development (DLCD)!' Federal Highway Administration (FHW A),. and the 
FederalTmnsit Agency (F'fA). 

The TramPlan .study area is illustrated in Figure L As SIwWIl Oil FiglUe 1, the study area is tin 
tU'etl extending bqond the UGB and Ml!t1'o Plan bowul.ary. 

Whe.n TrlUtSPlan was updo.te.d ;n 2001, it was anticipoJed that the TraMPlan Study Area's 
population wou/4 relIC' 296:t500 111 201S. It is now IUfticipated tbm tile TransPlan Study 
Al'I!4 IS population wiJJ not Feach 296,508 until t1J1PToxinuztUy 2t1ll. Since the transportation 
mo4eJingfor tlu TnlnsPlim StUIiJ Area 19M bmed on " projected popu/.atien of196,5(){); . 
TFtIBSPUm guitfes rqlmrtll tUUi lra1tspoTtal.ilJlt system pltmning ad develtJpm21t/ in me 
, ~ Study.drelf until2IJ21. ACt::Ordingly, Trtl1UPIim',s pl41fning periu41u:s been 
updated to 2Q27. AJl4iJJiJN1lIyf tie Regional T1'tl1fSJ.HJ1'tt1JiDn Work Pltm, tulupte4 by the LmuI ' 
Conservation ad lJevei!>pme1ft Commisiion (LCDCj 011 October 16~ 2fJfJ8f rqllireillDf 
adjustmmJ to TrImSPla",s pltm.nJ:n.gperi04 tb 1ft()1"e IlCCUrlltely reJkd tire year t1ulI tke pllln'$ 
stlUly area wfll41dt the projected popJJ1lllion and to bring TrtmsPIa,,'s p14nnmg period CI8Sf!r 

to the plll1UtbJg pqW4 of the planning perliJd of the jederaHy-ntqlliNd RegiolUll 
Transportation P/4,. (RTP). 

Tr(J1fSPlan JuIy2002 
Chapter 1 ~ Page 5 
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E~IJ though T:l'llnsPl4n'I plmmhtg perkHlls extended etiI 2lJ27, 1'rIUfSPhm continues w 
contain some 'tif'erenC4v J(J 21J15. RefeTe1lC25 to 2015 remain in Tl'li1fSPlan wlfen tJu 1f1.I5 
year is i" Cf1,gunction with pet'C2l1tages reached usi.n.g tlte. Regional Traw:l ForecflSting 
Mokt; this model.predicts Jllture hu.mu.n. choices based Oil IIKJ,e tiuJn}tISt PIOJected 
POpuJalioll. References to lOIS al$(J remain in. TrtlllSPlan. in tams of iJJe LCDC...apprtJVed 
alt.e.11UltIwiperjormance tMiUl.lres (Order Ol-LCDC-Oll),· these rej'erlfflt:es arefound in 
Chapter 4 to TrDMPltt.n.. The locoJ governments inttlld 10 meet the 2015 4Itemlllive 
perjonnn.nce mttuUle goals reg41'(lless of population. Furthe,., because TransPlan was 
originally adopted to serve[~] as [OOtB:] the federally required RTP [Regional TnmspoP.tation 
Plan lot the Hagee Springfiela aHa ass as the Tf8:BSfJeflaH6Ji ·FUHetioaaJ. Plaa fer 1M };1;ige'f'lS 

Springfield:;4rea Gene1Ol:Plen (}Jette :&W~"Z)] in tuldition to the itate-required regiolJlll 
irlUlSportation system plan, TransPlan ineludes references to a (~ two pltmmq herizoae aN 

referred te ill tM dooumeat 2015 aad 292:1. The 2915 plaaHftg hormeIl is Utied ~ beooft!listest 
',,'lith the lO 1,5 },4Mra PJan p'lmndng ltari7.;;m. In partieular, fotesasted fegiasallaad aBe 
~tiOOS-'l1Se Metfa PJaa-'s 2015 ked $E!S EtS a "6miis .. The 72tH j ~g ~ is tlBe6 in 
eaajtmeHeft with me ~e 1~ ~ed iB Chapter 4 that fi!te a:~~ af 
WDe's T~tiEm PtaaaiBg Rale.J [A] 2021 planning [baffiiea] '"'" [has Bee!! dtwe~ 
to meet] mat met fedelal requirements[fel" ~iffiBg !it lmm R 20 year ~iaI ~s1ntmt aa4 
ai:r quality oon_n]. WlfiIe TnmsPlan no IOllger Sf!1"Ve$ lIS tiefedttrally 
required ll.TP1 Fd~ t() the 2fJl1 planning yetJr rmtflin. throughout thl$ ikJcwnmt. 
[Because there is ;flO emeial J~d H5e-Blloeatiea 'geyeM 2f)15, tee 2020 fomeasts repmaet as. 
~elatioo 0'2015 p0~Wa&eB: fmd empleyment;-JRevmtne and Cost esrlnm:res used in 
TransPhm are for 202l , 

TransPlan Legal Statw and Adopted Sections 
Local jurisdictions will ad.opt TI'1UISPlan a the region's tramportatioll plan. The portions 
of TransPlan tltatwiD be adopted as Metro Plan. polley amendments include goalst policies 
and lO"year flSeaUy eonstrained CapItal Investment Adion project lists (programmed and 
unprogrammed projects). 

Under state law, TransPlon. is a .functional plan of the Eugene-Springfie1d Metropolit(111. Area 
General Plan (Metro Plan). The Metro Plan is the official IongNrange general plan (public 
policy document) for the region comprised of the cities of Eugene and Springfield and 
metropolitan Lane County. The lJetro Plan establishes the broad frame'fi\'Ul'k upon which 
Eugene, Springfield; and Lane County make coordinated land use decisions. As Ii functional 
p1~ TramPlan must be consistent ~ith the Metro Plan. .LVetro Plan amendments required for 
consistency wil i be adopted by the elected officials concmrent with the adoption of TransPltm. 

See Appendix F: Metro Plan Text Amendments for a description of proposed amendments. 

lu1y2002. 
Chapter t Page 6 



Transportation Demand Management Policies 
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TraruPlan transportation demand management (fDtvf) policies direct the development and 
implementation of actions that encourage the use of modes other than single-occupant vehicles to 
meet daily travel needs. The IDM pOlicies support changes in travel behavior to reduce traffic 
congestion and the need for additional road capacity and parking and to support .desired patterns 
of deveiopmenl 

TDM Findings 

IDM addiesses federal ISTEA and state TPR requirements to reduce reliance on the 
au.tomobil~ thus helping to postpone the need for expensive capital improvements. The need for 
IDM stems from an increasing demand for and a constrained S'u.pply of road ~city, created by 
the combined effects of an accelerated rate of population growth (41 % projected increase from 
1995 to [~] 2027) and increasing hi~way construction and maintenance costs; for example, 
the City of Eugene increased the TransPortation systems development charges by a total of 15 
percent to account for inflation from 1993~ 1996. 

i. The Regional Travel Forecasting Model revealed that average daily traffic on most maj or 
streets is growing by 2-3 percent per year. Based on 1994 Commuter Pack Survey results. 
half of the local residents find roads are congested at various ~es of the day; and the vast 
majority finds roads are congested during morning and evening rush hours. 

2. The COMS1S TDM Strategy Evaluation Model, used in August, 1997 to evaluate the impact 
of IDM strategies~ found that vehicle miles traveled (VM1) and vehicle trips are reduced up 
to 3 percent by voluntary strategies (e.g., employer-paid bus pass program) and up to 10 
percent by mandatory strategies (e.g_, mar¢atory employer support); that requiring 
employers to increase the cost of employee parking is far more effective than reducing 
employee. transit costs; and that a strong package of voluntary strategies has a greater impact 
on VMT and vehicle trips than a weak. package of mandatory strategies. 

3. Lane Transit District (LTD) system ridership has inc~eased 53 pereent since thefust group 
pass program was implemented in 1987 with University of Oregon students and employees. 

4. The OHP recognizes that TOM strategies can be implemented to reduce trips and impacts to 
inajor transportation facilities, ·such as freeway interchanges:: postponing the need for 
investments in capacity-increasing projects. 

5. The study~ An Evaluation of Pricing Policies for Addressing Transportation Problems 
(ECONorthwest, July 1995), found that implementation of congestion pricing in the Eugene­
Springfield area would be premature because the level of public acceptance is low and the 
costs of implementation are substantial; and that parking pricing is the only TOM pricing 
strategy that would be cost-effective during the 20-year planning period. 

Tr~.8Plan lu1y2002 
Chapter 2, Page 19 
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Chapter 3: Table la-Financially Co-nstrained 
20-fear Capital Investment Actions: Roadway Projects 

. Name 
Geographic 

Limits Description 
EstiDlated 

Jurisdiction Cost Leugth Number 

Project Category: New Arterial Link or Interchange 

Status: Programmed 
JaeperRoad Main Sfreel to JB~er 
Exten$ion Road 

t 'fellY stJeet RDJal ~Iel rae ttF 
Ruose .elt BOdledlrd 

West Eugene Seneca Road to Senline 
Parkway. (1A) Road 

StatUS: Unprogrammed 

Cel1tennial 2881 Slreet to 35th Street 
Boulevard 

TraMP/an 

Construct 4-Iane a 1"Iefta1; Lane COunty 
phasing to be determined; 
~mprove RR X-ina al Jasper 
Rd; at grade lntsrim 
impruwmsni; grape 
separation long-J8flge 
improwment 

6I:I1Sb act III,.. !i! b Slane t:tI;ene 
tea .. facility 

W , 1th - Garfield: ...... ne ODOT 
new construcfion 

StalllS Sub-Total 

Construct 3-lane urban Springfield 

110.400,000 

$',~IiIlS.eSB 

517,283,000 

$28,799,000 

$3.000.000 

July 2002 
Chapter 3. Page 14 

3.2 66-

S.H 4811 

1.3 33a 

0.5 930 



Name i PI ...... "",ra.., 
e.ueiOll 

~El,lgene 
t1B) 

WlatEugene 
Pri:w.y (2A) 

:wei Eugene 
F'\l~('!9.) 

Geographic 

~bii A to Ofdine.rl~ No. PA 1m 
Page 6 of 31 

Estimated 
Limits Deuriptimt JurisdictiDn _ Cost - .Leugth Number 

Ii".-Iow Road to eelHlne *"0 la .. e .. 1110 41 tet lUi- ~pjbtgflVld '$~,truU.coo i ' itS6 
fi\iI~~ 

G~IW Strom to ~ W 11th - Gatficld: 4-laM ODOT $34,231,000 ·1,3331Pali!way. 
Road new construction, amtlmJad 

Wi~t 1 fi'l Avel1"'s tQ Coootruct two taf1~ of fi.th.lre OOOT $30,496,000 2.56 338 
Semina Road 4-lane ~adwa,. 

WQ.tA 11 a. Avenoo to Construd. remsioIng M't> i~ OOOT Se,:fA5.000 2.66 "9 
S$~ItI1!JR.o~ 

Project Category SulJ..Tot«l $111,.5 7liJOO 



Name. 
Geographic 

Limits Description 
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Estimated 
Jurisdiction Cf~t Length Number 

Project Category: Added Freeway Lanes or Major 
Interchange Improvements 

iMUHt b:ii .SikDt'd "' ... ..,. 
tiiP.(;t_~1t 

esIie""Joft iIwl ~m to 
81Ji1!:tM. fi:IJ :tt I.:t:ilfm: *.",,! 
OJ ,5 de" ltrle,96~ ef 
ge1Hiul!!lliIftd Abe)! \1'1!!!t 
~er. W. Hfb fl. dil' filI,MtI 

____________ I_.-=--S7.:-_ ........... _ ................ _ ... ____________ _ 

ODOT 

~~ t.GM~t;y 
~wJ~ 

mmf.*: ~ oeft4 
H!ghwi'l mdQe to a lanes 

------------------------.................. ~ ............ ---------

Status: Unprogro.mmet! 

f-5 

StaJus SidJ..ToJaJ 

~strwct inWtl:banQe 
and 1-5, upg-rade sml.i~ 
Rm.vJ &utlQ Slane u/tl:Jn 
taciillJ. atd ccnstrud 1-5 
bim ancI pet1eSIrbIn booge. 

OooT .$53,300,000 



Name 

Exhii:lil A 1.0 Ordinance No. PA 1212 
Page-Bof 37 

EfmnaWAf 
Jurisdiction Cwit Length. Hum bel' 

: Arterial Cttpacity Improvements 

MfNfIt HiGhway ~ 30m Modiacafor. rX mmedj,;m 
AWrn.l$ of ~ H~ t., 30th 

Lane~, 
ODOT 

__ .•....••.•.• _________ -.--;Aw=;;;;.;oo::.;;;;e:~_~~_~_~-- ........................ _-------

StatUti" Unprogrammed 

42nJ Street @ MBm'lIa Raad TrafflG control improvemetllS Sprfngfleld 1200,000 0 712 

iihmh'IAier;;~"" e.rfi~6e~h~ Pre\4kfe im~l!!lilitl"ellt! sucI'I ODe=F, SSES,eeB e HU\ '. 

~- ~\Ia$t-li" ... ~\lelfeftltlfJ 8'fj ",d;illMl'~ taAes aAl'I EtI~e:lila"" 
S"e4llt *911mf flllpI e.,eulm lis: 

fi.Il!lI:tll!l_I~ il~dUd.fJ! t)tjlff'bl 
),ifelWe9 e1! S.weki. 
etl~ 
.... 1t.t9tI .. B~"'" 
:I'WI1lfI' li)Ad{le ._---......... ......................................... "'''' ...... 

Seilfifle Hishway • Coburg fbld CCnmlt:i tamp and Si:Jntil ODOT ::ssoo.ooo 0 ~, 

IIn~ 

~ .2 ... ·~············ T;aftc~l,"p~ SprlI\gfie14 $200.000 \) e24 
aooteva.rd 

,." .......................................... _------------
~ .2i·i1-Shnr····· rtaftc~kn~ ~ $2t1O.ooo fi m 
BouJiMtRi 

~ Prncatt l.Me to MIIi ~.:ct!edIim tcoH ~ 11AOO,OOO O~ 81$ 
SwBwnt Roat! Rmee 

.~ .~~ Add ~ Wttampi COOT $2fID.000 O.SS 821 
Highway {SfHlGl ~ ........... 

HsrfawRomi .~~ Tmoo~imF~ Spi"~ ;2OO,OOn v 144 

NaQR~.NW ~,e~lo COnmrw:t~OWf lQrie County S2"OOo.oon IU 530 
~ ~~ HW&pre9tM!iJ}! P 

~S~at.tasS 
!.'m~ __ 

-----......... --.................. " ...... '" 

.. W't~ fiI~SNt TI'affie~~ ~ $200,000 0 89 



Name 

Project Category~· New Collectors 

Status: unprogrammed 

191n street Yolande Awnue lD E.m!nd i'!7Jsting ~ tIS 

Hayljoo ~ fiOlild 2..tane Q)itecta-r 

lIDmSlreet Main stMtto ~ NewmledDr~ 
~v_ 

36th SUeet Y~Amuatu E:ltand ~ ~t f8. 
~Road ~!.ii~ mtfedcf per L.ocat 

Sb'eet Pfan. 

54th Sbest Mam st_ m Dally New" 2"r.me eoIled"ilI' 
stTMt 

79th SIrea'!. Main Str~ert 1\1 ThurtfDn New :2 1D ~-Iane co9a=r 
Ro$d 

-~,.. .................. ", 

.fI !'III!ef'! 61P._eI Gfeef1 WlM Jaaad te ~ :..I., fRafeF sell". 
~ 

Car_II W", ;;aqlj~ ~ ~alitQ flU a "!f~/iI::il! ~i a i.e wdlaft .... Wl!. MMMlliat&li MtHl., 

~f&T$Ret .i~ ~f.MI~. if" ~iI.4 ~i_ Q is a !fP$ IM,nllll! 
bMtllJM fMii"" wllie: .-"wi 

_ ............ "'''' ... I<J.J. _____ ~~~ 
Futura Cn~r A Gil'Ylm W ~ Fam'I N'sw ne:igm.alt!ood ~r 

RIoi'd @ t.OcM Slreei 
--................. "'y-~ .................. 

Fi.d.ure CoilSdnr C1 lirIda tane • Juper Road New:2 til 3..Jane. uman 
...... ~n$r~m ,mlledor 

Future CQlIector C2 JAS:perR*~ New 2 to 3-!aoo urban 
MClJ n\air!gate .:pHllldDr 

.................... __ ............... _----
Fu!1ireCC[~ C3 _lasper R08id Exlenll!oo - Hew 2tD Mane urban 

£atNatron coIector 

Fun.nCcnecmr C4 ~t~ MR-NIRti New 2: 10 3-iane urt.fan 

• dedDr 
... .................. ~-................................ ----

FI.lWn!-~ C5 WJpRdin&wh~ New.2 to 3-iene mban 
SHe eolieaQr 

FL.'Wre- CoUe:::torca fAt YtlrnOI'l Road -.J0sper Na; 2. 10 3--:a;e urban 
Road~WI eoliedor "'''' ............. __ .......................... 

TJ'tJl'ISPlI1n 

~ 

sPrt~ 

~ 

SprInQiIekJ 
.,.,. ...... 'I''I'-~ ..................... 

SpMgfield 

_'.1.8 
ip4i19ff1ift4 

~paw 

£~'»l 

Sprt~aftekl 
.. __ ......................... 

Sprtngrteld 

Springileid 

~~ 

S~!d 

SpnngfklJd. 

Exhibit A to Ordinar.>C$ NQ, PA 1212 
Page &of31 

Estimated 
~ UBgth Number 

$891.000 {l"J3 roa 

sruw,500 om 915 

;1,1(1)]00 0.83 m 

$766,(00 0.2& tJ 

$1.000.000 0.37 113 

'S4G,~ 9~a 4iQj 

'1~212;~ ~U6 't@1 

S:9i!9,gw 9::S? 24 

$.1.890J,Ooo 0.1 ei$1 

$.1,350,000 0.5 33 

S;t51 0.000 1.3 36 

$1,890,00(1 0:1' as 

$1.520.000 D.6 4% 

$2.700.000 4l 

~70a,OOa 1 48 

Juiy2002 
('''hapter 3~ Page ZO 



Name 

fotum COllectOr 01 

Rmtre GofIedor c 

F1.I~ ecUador F 

F'~C~H 

F'tl'fU,,,.~J 

Punt'" COiledm' 0 

Fuhlnt Colladar P 

',. 

GJaderOIiw 

el/!:ilJWOOO 
fikJ.~ 
~ 

1f:!!l!illik~#I "re~ 

~. ~fgl·A~ .. ! .. 

; 

~1.htl'fl!8I ~l'! iii! 

l.w';ii~ 6If!J8f. .. 

M¢~Gal!!Way 
MOR Loop GoiIecttIt 

MOR. Site 

:iIlQWURiale bm. 

MtVarmRmKf 

VSWel 

Vere l:lrivelHa~ 
~Ro$i 

TtansPitm 

Geographic 

Exhilin A to Ordlnance No, 11'1..1212 
Page "10 (Jf a1 

Estimated 
Limits ' De.geri2tiQIl Jurisdiction Cust LeD!tlt Numher 

NortIHouth in mid~ N0'W 2 to S..-m urban Springfield $1,5121000 0,00 51 
aits dect\'lr 

________ ..... '¥Vyy"'yyy 

"" ... """,,"-"- ........... --------
Bailey Hill Rood t~ New",_ oodeaor Eugene '2,100,t)00 318 
Ber1el5ell~ 

fb)yat A.wnue to Terf)' New major toled.t:fr Eugan& . '1,900,000 0.7 429 
Sfreet 

............ ,,"'JVo ............... ____ 

fl.~~Gm ~~~ ~ $1,300,000 0.5 435 
Royal~ •• 

AINtltey ~ 1n E'rid N.awm*f~t ~ U.l00,fJiI),) rta '"1 
~ 

Ba~Priw ja AwlQi'l ~ n~r.bQmat:ld alamDr Eugn $1,800,000 0.5 #1 
SneI: 

Avalol\ SUeel ttl' Fube New ooighbOOIl:rod aiMed-Dr Eug~ $4,600,000 1.11 449 
Collector F 

551h Street to 4ath StrQCl l'.lcWlop newt 2·lane urban Spnngfiald $1,&40,000 0.92 57 
facility 

r eta I:::aureIllill Ori 1\\ Ue:w ISCilieett$1 EH;etl!o 52.565,6199 GI.9& ~604 

~-~---

~~I1jII\lIt w-¥llIiiWSIilfM,jI,_ ~1iiQg;ii EI!!i!~iiI ~CQQ :a "e 53~ 

~Ri;n.h~;~ 

GiiI fa iai~!8¥M. ~~I; Q$fp~QIIU a1f1i.IF &eliiRI; tiWgoo Q,~ ~g 

&MieRWay 

QiRa&t !4_~ W gQ~ ~kW.1 ~i8R;Q~ ~;tQji: ~;I!; $3~"~~ t.Hili &iii 
F:I"'uRoM 

iI~a~~.;l~~_ NlM\l ~~.QY!/lGltl' E'iP'" ~,at'Kl ~U oMS 
eIIMl-

Wdhln MOR, sim: New :2 to 3~ane to!~ Springfsld $2,100.000 ItS 700 
lom MOR$IR: 

Norlh -oou'lh wtthln MOrt Conatrud: rtOIlf ~'al'le Sprin9fi~ $1,440>000 0.4 762 
sile fIOr1!'I·ooUlh coHe~Of 

11&'; ~ le~ '911 ;-'aw:& laRe QSC.raF S"RAjileki ~al ~ iUM't99 e.s ~f! 
~ 

........................... ~_ ......... A"" .... ~ __ 

Jasparf{Qad EJder,l1ori b) Elrtn.~ Wee{u s~ $S4C.OOl 0.2 B1 
Mf;~ma~OtNe 24&MooIedW 

31s!S1reetta_~ NeW2b3-<~~ 5pringfiekI $1,155,000 0..00 m 
~ ..... ~ ........ --................................ 

'l'~ S1re:et fa 2mn S!r:Mt NiiW:2 In 34ioo Uftar! SpMgkki $918,000 tl34 730 
oolteGicr ............................ _---

July :2002 
Chaptel3 ~ Pagt; 21 
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Exhibit A It) Ordilwics No, PA 1272 
P8~11 of3! 

Geographic E&timllted 
Name Umita D~cdptlo. Jurisdiction Cost Length Number 

Project Category: Urban Standards 

Sttltus: PrDgrammed 

f .l~ha~ ... 
SfiIJ.IWI",,, !Wad ttI"liilb, tlpgtMtllt te i I~ tI'~' e:~Bftl!!.~e '~,_ige9 't71 aDa 
G..wF;e.atd Ja~ GEI~ 

~I"e9Ro:!:td BolI:a I tI,II .. ~ilh:l1ll 8p911'1It.ie m 2! ~ a ialle tJl bllIY- -5alJc[I!o lIi •• eee fl.5i 66a 
Rnad fe!~ 

SBJteIsen RotJd 18th Avef\Ue tf:I Bailey Hill Upgrade t.o 2. to 3-IaM urban Eugene IUI36,OOQ 0.6 J15 
~ radlily 

................ ~-.~- .---.~-

.o~a,af ~bl).f,Q __ .s Rea;II!Etn'slitl.3 !,;aM IMtM LMe QaiiAl) $2l_._ 1:f9 &26 
PtW f.ei1iy. I:;Q;. UfS !eM It 

~h sn __ ¥-Mat 

~Kijtr., AYIH ~Qd t9 SeltliM Vp§Rlif1e te a lu ...... E=ette ~.- &:91 6i! 
.ReM ~ 

-... ................... _._- ----... --.~--
OOIaroRoad 43Rl &reat tp Gamet UH,"ade trJ 24ane: u!b6n Eugene $4!$1l,0I)D n.M 233 

snet facI~_ 

roxHollowRmId fJonlillkf &nJet ttl UGB Upgrade '-0 ~I-Ia". ~n Eugane,Lane $$41,000 O.S 245 
facility county . 

E,imdellW., SiMeI'9 ft/1ew l'NrlIUtf! kI :ypgt_e te ~te 3 laM!! ItritM iii !!II AB .~,~~iEI~_ -g~ ili1 
. altnieMtal ee~m ;e~ 

GooripaA.Q 0&ttI ~ayto Happy UpQmde to ~ urbfm Eugene $413 •• 0,19 eM 
iIfsmf Read Lane fsc:flity 

Q)-Dl~ii4 ~i. 8~~ ~ ""iff QaiiRl) IMQ-'II'fUI •• AM i..aASC;~1 ,a.M .• ~ ... il8$ 
It.J\l~A~U~. ml!liiJ:fImamGf~ fi pm 

-----............ __ ._- ~ft&l) "e;oIli""" ..... 1t.¥ ' 

-I¥liifleten Read ~ ~ .. Pi'l:Ma Read Ilp8f.OOe ta a tG ~ r.... !btIMi baFeGuyqty $.3",S9,009 ~M04 1ii;;3 
~ 

PFafl:ieReQl!d GPA'I' ~ Ie tNl'lgklA Rs.A~ le iI ~*AdI wballl baAe~9~ ,S21IQQg Q36 4+.a 
SfM'I taa~ 

RoyalA\!I3I"IOO lenyStrMtto GrasnnJll Upgade to Z4ane lDan Lane County. S2.aao,OOO 1.01 481 
Road fadIiy Eugene 

1"''''i~fEiJj timDn~!D~I$t tJi4adv toUf}!~! ~ &ge:nle !!I~,Qt)f ~ .... fc59 

~St. ~toManGr UPOf2da W IDeal ~ ~ SM'i,.QOC 025 181 
~ ~ 

Gstew':aylHarlGW ~,1)ian;w I~k.mitr~ SptirqfieId $1.300.000 O~ 785 
~Ion 

GatswaylGame Gatewfl.y.rG$tue Fann IrllenIectton rmpru~ SprIngfield $400..000 0'..25 766 
FarrnRd. Em Rd.. east Intemection 

StrJbuJ 5Mb-Tullil $J2~681MO 



Geographi~ 

Name Limits Deficripfion 

StatUS: Unprogrammed 

28th Street Main Street 10 Centennial WJdenlproW1e .sidewalfls 
Boulevard and bike lanes, provide 

inte!"!5sdion and signa! 
improvemems at Main Straet 

31st Street Hayden Bridge Road to U Upgrade to .2 to :Hane urban 
Sfnlet fadlity 

315th street Commercial Avenue to Upgrade to 3-IC!ne urban 
Qlymplc Street facility 

42nc:1 Street Mareole Road to Raitroad Reconmuct. to 3-laIIe urban 
Tracks faCilHy 

48th Street Main S&:!.t to G Slreet Upgrade to 2-lane tJrban 
fac:mty 

~Sbaet G S1reeI. to Upgrilde to 2-18ne llrban. 
Eugene-Sprlng1ield facility 
Highway (SR 125) 

69th street Main street to Thurston Widen on east .aide or 
Road roadway 

AgaleStreet 30th Avenue 10 Black oak Upgrade 10 Nane urban 
Road facility 

Aspe,:! Street Wast D Street to Remnsbud10 2 to 3-Iane 
Cenfennial Boulevard urba.n facility 

Baldy VIew Lane Deedmand Ferry Road 10 Upgrade to tJrban standards 
Ihe end at dedics.!I!Id 
right-of-way 

Bethel Drive Roo5eVelt Boulevard to Upgrade to ::2-Iane urn (In 
Hlgl"nNay 99 faclUty 

1 
Gemenl'lial B11I!I, Mare'" 9hBse fe I S bI~lF8ae te I;I..eaFl feeilit, 

tA8f#I 811iie~ 

Commercial Street 35m Streei io 42nd Street Upgrade in S-lal'l8 urban 
facility 

COW'lty Fann Loop North-lo-Sautn Sedi on Upgrade to 3-Iaoo urban 
facility 

County Fann Loop Wesl-to-East Section Upgrade to 2-t~ne mban 
fadlty 

Deadmand Ferry Baldy View Lane to Upgrade Ie urban standards 
Road McKen2le River 

Di1lisial Avenue DMsion PIaCillo River Upglllde to 2 to 3-Jane urban 
Avenoe fadl!!l 

r Ell'iiiFiiRead BertelxR Road w U~lme te 2 I&I'IB 1:If8111'1 

TransPlan 

8!:hibitA to Ordinance No. PA 1272 
Page 12 of37 

Estimated 
J 11 risdiction Cost Leugth Number 

Sp ringfield $1,050,000 0.7 -909 

Lane County S1,z15,OOO 0.65 765 

Springfield 5920,000 0.46 918 

Springfield $2,060,000 1.03 713 

Springfield $720,000 0.48 ::I 

Springfield $300,000 0.2 6 

Spnnglield $640,000 0.55 15 

Eugene $585.000 0.39 215 

Lsne GolD'lty. $750,000 0.5 809 
Springfield 

Splingfleld ~20,OOQ 0.28 715 

Eugene $2,500,000 f.68 414 

El:IgeRe i49B,QQt;I QA i~7 

Springt'ield 51,620,000 0_81 833 

LsneCOLlllt)', $625,000 0.55 631 
Eugene 

Lane County, $7~,000 0.;53 632 
ElJ,;Jene 

Springfie[d $1,095,000 0.73 724 

.E!.!gene $1,720,009 0.B6 509 

B:lE:I:!!flfi $1,S~S,Be9 H!1 oIi26 

Ju1y2002 
Chapter 3, Page 24 



H!itlwa.;t 99" facll~ 

Geographic 
Name Limits. !Jflcr,plion 

GStret -mil Sbwt t\l S2nd ~t ~ to ~1InQ wban 
~ 

al!l!!!! FeI!m RMd ecbm!;l Rood ~ I .: ~gl_ III!! e h! a fSl,e crbill:.1 
NtUlA 'fs(jfdl,y 

GameF.afIt)Road Game Farm Road Eal!ll: 10 upgrade to 2-ISI'l$ urb(tn 
Sollttl H~rtowRQad fadli!y 

09;ll'I&fIlI IitHf NI1Il~t.lMSf'fIIP.lilIiilIlIIiM~ r.'Ifi'9RIllIe to> a rafle WiUaIii 
~:I_II' Ie Ci~feaR •• t!I fi!I~ 

GmIDhmRood aa~ Oriw: to \:'\en 11th tW* m 2 to" ~ t.Dml 
twerrue. mtUy 

Gmanhm~ ~DrNetoAi~ Rumtw~an!1 . 
Road ~m~~ 

... .ayden BridQ!e Voiarm. Awnue to ~rmrua to 2··lane tll'"b&n 
Road Marcola Read hi~ility 

Huns/ilkei' ~lnel Division A~"ue to River upgrade "to 24ane urban 
BelVW S'trertt .Road fadlily 

Jeppe6eli At;;teJj Ghm Rnad b:J UpgrWti Il:I 2~lln!l urb\til 
RDad: FnMdMC8 S1reet meWf&! --_. 
LmmtSfTeet &:aui ~ Dmle1C Wdenki3-D~ 

MalwRoad: f.JcIlIy 

M-spis $t;eui tweesouill B~ kl t;;".I'" t6 !4efie t:fI'Mn 
iii_Read ... ., 

'6b:I~!1f~ $elln., ~ ~oad f:6 6N.Id I:1PII. t, a Ift"_ tII'M., 
&live M:!!i_ 

oRlOI'efAWflWEI Jit.IIM Read Ie gj j1j&i~ IJpB~ 1Q 31. 3 I,,~e W",iilFi 
.fII!~'lltlli laeilit)" 

RiIoIi!;oRlI!ad Gaft!B~a .A,,,,e~l:Ie lB 't,l;(49M fQ ~ ltulG l4ffJaJI 
ee.t:=~ Bli .. raelii~ 

S. 2DID Strem Main S)lf~ Til ~iiRKa ow-to ;:"lan& \»ban 
~ 

~.a2M~1i Mufti iittME !s RBI!U:l9 ~.ftlee tt) ~ ta,,~ ~$. 

~ 

£.4~!i~filM Ui'M Street .. JaSfH!f ~I" It ~ h1 a IeAe 
f:C~r.f't fooilily. 6ti,., 
e1dl(::!,. $6" Itn:t bHee j~!e~ 

f.W»1»t A to Ordinam::e No. FA 1m 
Pitge is of 37 

JuriMiictJo.l1 

s~ 

a;eJ let ~" 
~ 

Lane County. 
Springneld 

iU9QAQ 

la!'1le~. 
~ 

llme~ 

lane~ 

LanG County 

EFJgl!!n8 

Sprl~ 

usa Wi 

eLi~C:flI!l; 

'11!ilII~e 

WlPla V9URl'j 

SpJIDgWd 

Spfi~ 

690T 

Ettimated 
Cost Lesgth Numtmr 

$4fJ5.000 

t2,t58,eel! 

S1,&e5,OOO 

,al.fQ~ 

$6.000.000 

$2.01ID .ooa 

'$2.310.000 

$1.7'1Q,ooO 

fo~.OOn 

$8(IO,00'J 

$2'fQiM 

S~,ae9 

S5,'j!QQ,QOD 

S900.eeg 

$"2.006,000 

:$tIea,saa 

$1,66Q,Wa 

Juiy2002 
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{t31 

,.9 

0.93 

~ 4i 

2.5 

.2 

1,~ 

1.14 

0.35 

0,4 

GA+ 

araG 

085 

e.g,;; 

o.of' 

fU 

IU 

54 

e~ 

731 

'.110 

$ 

4&5 

141 

527 

(fro 

700 

ulir·· 

6SS ... 

142 

'" 
946 

!Me 

8&4 



Name 
Geagru.phic 

Limits Description 

Project Category: Study 

Status: Programmed 
of Iii 8 geltfiAa @IR~Rga PFajeal r~eUaIBJiI",eRl 
.£k dy !: gsSle'!=! 

aFk 

~ibitA to Ordinance No. PA 1272 
Page 14 0(37 

Estimated 
Jurisdiction Cost Length Number 

099:r '3,376,0013 sas 

StatKS Sub-Tota/. $3J375,000 

Status: Unprogrammed 
1-5 Jnten::l1ange Willamef:l:e Ri-.60Util CDmprehensive study of 1-5 ODOT $150,000 
Study 10 30" Avenue interct1anges 
18th Avertue Bertelsen Road (0 Aga.te ConIdor study m determine Eugene S251l,OOO 

street impro'lememts 

Cham ben. Street Bth AvenllB to 161h Comdor Study to dektmtll1e Eugene $250,000 
Avenue I'nprovements 

Coburg Rgad C~scent Avenue La Act;rass ntanClgemenU EUgene $100,OQO 
OakwayRoad safely-operationaf study 

Fe •• ) Sbeel Blle,e Oelr.tey Rose Ie l:or!l Ra .. ge SHpely Orlle",e nS"th8eg 
BIMIII¥III~ ReIiII!II ~ell t P12l~ I 

801;(.1'1 BSHlf ane! Mill e~1 eel Ie lilly,", Be 11!!11'lp! r'l'lfi"I!!!I"IBi'ft pie .. fep E~~ePJe, $2S8,&ge 
IFFlJ!lFB l:",eHts Btfeet BRei 5)elelft e90+ 

W 11111 A'lenue Beldine Road to Access Management, Eugenl! $100,000 
Chambers Street Safety, and Opera!lonal 

Swdy 
Willamette 13th Avenue to 33rd Conidor study to determine Eugene $250,000 
SlJeetlAmazcm A'lenue Tmprovements 
ParkwaylPatterson, 
streeUHllyard Street 
Main Streetl 1-5 to UGB Access management plan ODOTlSpringfieki $100,000 
HiglrNay 126 
EU'gene-Springfisfd . HSmMafn Corridor Study OOOTlSpringfieid S150,OOO 
Hwy. 
Main st and und 52fid ill Main Interchange Plans OOOTlSp;~ 19f"",ld $100,000 
St./Hwy 128 In'-
8elUina River Rd to Coburg Rd Facility Plan Study ODOT $500,000 

Status Sub-Total S3J 050J OOO 

Project Category Sub~Total $~425JOOO 

TrallSPlan Jufy 2002 
Chapler 3, Page 27 

- 250 

4,71 118 

0.8 136 

2.24 619 

1.98 199 

178 

2.74 332 

5.55 187 

6.0 B38 

6.5 835 

1.5 95 

346 555 



ExhibilA lo Ordinance No. PA 1272 
Page 15 of 37 

Chapter 3: Table 2 - Financially l;onstrained 
20-Year Capital Investment Actions: Transit Projects 

Name 
Geographie 

Limits Description 
Estimated 

Cost Number 

Project Category: Buses and Bus Maintenance 

Bus Purchases New & replacement bU5e5 

I &paflsiElA ef 
Fr81'11tIfA B! II!! 

Project Category Sub-Total 

TrCIlUPlan 

$41,155,000 1110,1315 

5S.aee,ess 1928 

$16,155,000 

July 2002 
Cbapter 3, Page 35 



Project Category: Stops and Stations 

Project Type: Gaeral Stops tmd Statknls 

S PiIk and ~ l. Tobe~ ParlHmd-Akk: w itIMg 
~~ 

lIFd....~ StiBFl ·.!i!i!i!it" ,.),I,....~_! "*'~ .... I .. *'~t.l!~aud 
Shntlflm Plil'Auti-ftl!:m fot 

'=GGstMin ~eelm"'I:I"11J Upaiid Leo Statio .. 
u,~!,!aien edley, 

Pa~ngef eoarclng Various Io:;d!{;)r,! Pads. 1WIe.'ie$ & ~ 
lm~ 

,.,.,;! 8dij'hl'l!! ~diJ ClF f ,1ft ~Ie: :ft'llU!lef 8tsticft, ~e~ ate_ !!i~_~HlI'e~W~ Pd"'tt,I! .. ~~ 

Se.,.., iii SlllI\'Ic atldlli,o;- j ,at.asfe, $/atilm, .......-itli, 
S;a~Sof1 Q"iI!f ~~rd ae~~, ~l1li¥ .. 'i:lam aelll R_IB~ 

Exhibit A to Ordiilanc& No. PA i272 
Page 16of37 

NumPer' 

Sfr.OOO,OOO H05,1~1345 

31.00t).OtlO n~ 

:amuuute .lmY 

$1,50£l,~1J1l 1130.1330. 1$SS 

$4.iM.eeo 1i&4&" 

tt:eec:eoo t95f1 i 

Projeci 1,p8 $1/./).,Tf1ta1 S14,OOO,O(JO 

Project r,7Je: Stops and Stations in Nodal Development Arens 

1- ,~R.fMW SeiaA 

Barger &. Bg/Uir.e 
Stab) 

VJdnity of 1 8th. Transfer SiatIon 

~5._900 

$1.0no,noo 

51.00Q,lloo 

'!'feEl 

1316' 

1335 
A-wnue ~nd BaRey HOI Road .... ~ ....... ~-----~ 

TrattsP/rm 

Vldftiy lJf Cobi.IrQ T~f s18tion 
Rdand~~ay ••••••• 

Project Category Sui).. Total 

Total Capital Projects: Tr(f.1'ait System 

~1.00u,QOO 1120 
... .................. _--

$1,OOQ,ooo 1~ 

$l(AS~OOO 

$24,500,000 

$170,6j5~OIJO 

lui)' 2002 
Chapmr 3~ Page 37 



Exhibit It. 10 Ordinance No- FA 1212 
Page 17 01'37 

Chapter 3: Table 3(l~Financially Constrained 
20-Year Cap!J1l1 Investment Actions: Bicycle Projects 

NaDle 

. Project ~te,ory: Multi-.Use PQths Without Road Project 

42M-SWet ~.~ M2#GS'ta Ruaa tAo RahM--Mcdti Use P;. 
1'-=' 

6utQaFikTr~ Qw9sao BAdgs fa 

G~~.~ 

~tJfI p~ R; T9WIY St __ g~ Hili ~MAWilittilH' YIJl6e~ParR!I8l----EEtli~LgeeF.A~e---""':2z~6m90JQ,.l'Piggg;»---42.,Q4r»---~433 
--..... ==:::::~R~!GaG~ ___ ~. 

Eugene 021 127 

0.313 
..... ------~--...... ---

Avalon Street (Aj Candlelight OrNe m MuItHJe PafhlRoule 0.3$ 
BettliMPmh 

28th Stmd: m Muti-USe Path $24$))110 921 
~rT~._ek._~ _______ _ 

8yGuItJ~lon MIDstreettosth~ MuIti-U&ePath $prlJ'!9fiek1 $80,0110 0:11 812 
-------------------.----.. ---------'-~~!~~ ... -------

Oelta Ponds PBth SUi Bank TIBi to Robin Mulfi..UM Pa1h and Bri;lgt:! EL!~ $1.372.000 1,00 
_~_ Hoodlan~e ___ ~ __ ...... ~ .•... ___ ~_. 

ca~(l:I'1~j ---. .. • .. ----GaRae Ca_ 16 W. QaAk Multi Yo!! ~----·······-~~mliRilrQ!g~a,.--~------~·····--G44--~-1iQ. 
i!(RMiEsFiMtUf SRdge ~ 
Cool*=ff)f 

Millrace PaUl {Eug.} ie) ~ Street 

Mult1-Uee PattI Ira Striped Springfield 
lane 

~~ir~~ __________ _ 

MIllrace PaiA ($pt.) 2~ .. ~ to ~.~~ Mu~Pa!tt 

aae 

1.:55 

0,51 

O.4a 



GeograpJlk 
Name Limlti Descrietioll Jurisdic:tiou. 

MiUmce Path (Sp[) s~ 2nd Street to S. 28th Multf..Use Path SpAngfield 
Shat 

I_~"-
.. ~- ................. 

O_~fIlNfi N 0;8_19 RBta! MWMi ~ PWi ii~8 
FOOH 

Q~CheMei CM~~tn ~Patn Eugene 
Garden Way Pmb 

Spring Bov~ (El) 2mh AvemJfl m 3(Ith MulHn$ Path ELlgene 

-- -~~ .. -~~!~ 
VafleyRivar V.n.y -River Way to North Ml.llti..t)s$ PaIh Eugene 
Connecblr (5) BankTmil 

westmoret$fld Park Rllmoq StrGat 11) Taylor Mulu.:IJN path Euger~ 
Path Street 

StalIIS SMlJ.. 'Total 

Project Category Sub-Tottd 

TramPian 

Exhibit Ate Ordinance No_ PA 1212 
?aae laaf3? 

Estimated 
Coat Leul!b Number 

$2.340,000 1.00 .840 

m".00G Q,~ A 

~.200 1.42 e82 

~.oOO O.2l $t 

$102.000 0,12 692 

$102,000 (l.41 181 

.................... _--
$1IJiil'l,7fJ(j 

$14, 132,7()(J 



Exhibit A to Ordinance No, PA 1272 
Page 1'9 of 37 

EstimaW 
Name Jurisdidioll Olst lA:ng'th Number 

Project Category: On-Street Lanes or Routf!!jT With Road Project 

.:t-11ftth~Affi,,+;eIGAm.UU\i19"'-----l+-6l~fPj'4S~mMt~-IGlGJHlg~~~~ ittlplid Lana' 
======~.~.:.~~~_~~_e _____ .yyyyy __ ••••• ________ .yyy~_~ •••• ____ - _____ •• yyy ___ •• _. _______ _ 

--~~~R~e~5~e~HR~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~mn~a--------fiW~~~~------~----~~.~---~~ 
c:.o~R;OO 

'YN3 RMet··------"'gl8j.iHH'~_W!fWI~kJjJ-'QGilitilRatam!R---Sl~-~LaI»lH~.-----~PM1r_-----~--.;-Oti:l-····-----iQa 
RQaS 

B~ ~Artem.tll ~laM W Wilke& Si:riped'Lane 0.92 .503 
DtHe 

1", Avenue to Bai~ m stnped Lane O.SO '3i5 
~ ______ Road 

KifiR$)' tASp kiAA;M8fG S1stRp~IIIfii,S"' .. Ilf!MAIItbI$I8~Ml!M.lwkfldGflii!r-__t.bBIJiH~;:"1I1d~~Ii!iI"""-----i$Q~-...-.j Q.31' i65 
------------~B~M!~~ ____________________ __ 

G.oo ~ 
-_ ...... YV ___ 

Diam Road 4rd stAJet to Game! SbipadUne El$ene $0 0.3& 23l 
.~ ____ St_Aflri,......,-.y-__ ------.............. 

0Mag, Awnue Deb Highway to SetM1f Si'rlPEd Ume Lane Cou.1ty $G 0'.47 512 

---------~--~(~.~~~~~~----
Fox Hollr!N Rmtd Donald Sbeat m ane striped Lane cugm&, Lene $0 0.50 

~~ .... -----Road --------, 
Strlpedune eugene $0 0.33 

FJaiiie R94;.d ~ loaf!. tG t~i~",....-~$;tftli..1pf9i_l!IEf..I:ba~fl'l'ee:-----4l.a.MFI&"CO~ ... flI~----~$9W---{lg:.3.3& 4H: 

- .... ------~---~-.----
-RR&I~~lStl!!dii~~ 9909M1wiMiiiflWtafHfdf---... .;I6iSmlUliflrjAeIHR~G~ •• ta!a-I::9MeDJMl!D<Qoo---'8lStr4p_8KJe-bts!Y'AeIe'----~Q~QO~lf------~~$C--·····~a..;a4----'44."i7S!li 
------------~_:~~~~mR~~!. ____ ------__ ~----
Royal A~ Terry Sflve.t 10 Gf'Mnltlll stripU wan.. tsne CQunty, 

--------------~~ <------------~---------~~~-------
$0 

----_ ... __ .. -
West Eugene PQlkway Seneca Road to BeIUlM ~d lime ODOr .$0 
(iN ~~ ______________ ~ __ ~~. ________________ _ ---.• --~~......-

$0 

1hmsPl~ 



, 
., 

Geographk 
Name Limits 

StatILS: l.lnprogrlJJlUtled 
26thStmet MWri Sh'ea to Oinilinniai 

ao~ 

31st Si.reet ~n Brid~.y' SUwt 

35th Street Commerclal Avenue to 
____ ...... 'P.,yy .O~ic~ ••.••• 

61at152nd Street Main StreetmHfgh Banks 
Road 

69th SbUt ~ SUet wThumor. 
Road ---........ " 

AspM$freet WfS. 0 StreeUIl Manto 
Loop 

SeIthiJJ Road Eut Gil;$'!NaY st:m«.w ~ 
_ .... ___ ._. _____ ~I!!l-I!~~--.-. 
aethel OriYe rco~b~to 

H%Jhway_~ ___ •• _. 

C~!Stmet ~ ~m 42nd Street 

COUnty Fann LoQP ~&ectiOn 

County Farm UOp Nortn--tQ-$oUlh eediOn 

OiIi9y street 46th StlMt to 48th street 

I ~"""'-
--............ ".-.................. 

8e*JM~ Roo~ ~9 
11ig~98 

Future Co8edor H Future Collector G b:t 
R.cyal~ 

Futura Collector 0 Barger OrNe til ~m 
CoiecwrG 

GameFlfm~ t·5 to Cr$~henue 
-~E.~ __ .... __ -----...... ..,. ......... _ ................. 

DeKrlption 

Stt!ped LSite 

Striped Lane 

Striped Lane 

Roult, &rlped Lane 

$~lAn& 

$lriped Lane 

$b'iped~ 

---... yyy,",,,,-_. 

StJiped l.af>t or Route 
--.... ~ .......... 

ExNbH. A to Otdir,ance Nr;<, PA 1272 
Pagll! 20 of a1 

Estimated 
JUJisdimOD Cast I£ngt1t 

Springfield $Il tL1C 

Laoo County $0 0.57 

Sp~ $ti 0.57 

Spmsfitki $(} 120 

Sp.>ingfield $0 o.~ 

UinaCtiumy, $0 0.58 
.J!I[1.~.~ 

OpOT· $n tun 

Number 

909 

1a5 

9f6 

6 

15 

D 

718 
---.. .,..,.... ...... _-"' ..... "'----------.,.".,.... ...... __ .. "' .......... _------

E.t.<gene $() '1.59 414 

~ Lan~_~---.... J;pr!nQfield. $0 .. _ .. __ ~70 933 

$trtped Lena lane County~ $0 tt56 632 
Eugen& ._._ .• 

SbiJ,'M;ld.i9M LaneCool\ty, $0 LM.3 631 
_ ... _. __ Susana 

'P'Pyyyy __ • 

~tane SQti~d $0 0.06 24 --............. _-
A ..... "Ae $Q ~ 424 

~l..8ncQtRllUti!\; Eugene $0 0.47 435 

Striped lane OJ Ro-Jte Eugene JO 0.49 441 
... _ ................. _--- ... _ ........ _--- ......... _"""" .. ,. ...... _------

s:rl~ume laM: Cot.at:t $0 1.01 60fJ 

CaRqS s<~ Raa;f···-----GeS~ MaS: ~ C~&IOIIRt---stRpad LaA8 L.&leCQwflt!i $I:) ~ §4. 

*til -Pl1#lBIl8 

Game Farm Road a.m- Road to Harf<r* .strfpm:Ilane Lane -Cmlnty. $0 a.so "f5'! 

&Mh R* _~p'~n~ 

(;iJbam Read HllrIeyoNO()d .street Stripec::U..arte or Rwte Eugene $0 1.03 662 
TO' Torr Awnue -_ ... 

GlenwoQci ~.de'i~~ Judkinsi'O $tripedUOO Springfield $0. 0.042 at'! 
Giennwoad om. 

1hmsPIan 



Name DeseripUOJl 

Exhl1ltA to OttIlnallCi:l No. PA 1212 
P.2~ of 31 

Estimated 
Cost 

Striped Lane l.an1I! County.· 2.74 454 
__________ ~E~ne 

Striped Lane Lane C()Unty $0 1.30 747 

---- --... _._-_ .. - -----._ .... _-_ ... _----_ .......••••• __ ..... 
w~ 9ridge ~¥al~a AUeqlireto .... sSttfi~~aSlEI-bba.H:a.seet--'---tb;aiat!ltEIe~C;.e9l!ItItllRi!' ..... ----~SQ~-~0.i4I,5:+--~7$6 

JKaIWIa Read 'm. ___ ~ __ --_ 

Hunsaker t.ane I Divbion AWM8 to Rfv.er striped taM 1.11 
_1!e_a_ve_r_S~ _--:;,.RIl=ad~ ... ~.~_ 

Mt. Vetmn Road to UGB Siriped una 0001 63 
South 

Gmlem Road to County Sniped lane Of'Rat.ru!I Eugene 0.79 
F.8ftnRoed 

laUlil street DAD 700 

-----........... ---.... -.... ~ 

$Q O. :1.5 ...... ---4iQ. I.-.~.apf& ;::-~ Elmllil A~t#. fI<t 
.. R;~w_~vsA'l . __________ . .------.... ~.... ""--
O\d Coburg Rolld Game FaIDl Road' kl Chad ~ Lane or R<lu1e '0.34 

. ___ DriW ____ _ 

$trlped lane Eugene 

S- 2Sf!l Street 

I iJ 12nd SI..A1~ 
Main Sfmetw M~_~_~ripedLa=ne;;......._ ..... __ ~~ __ _ 0..5t 

Mai~ Stiiiette ttaIWM .. · StFipEld basil: :S~ 
C-mMi4f'1 .. ~-.. - •. -----------

1 ,!~.4200 IiHat 

Van OUyn Road 

Ma Sfteetle Jas}l9F ~ lena .~~..:.;;.QOO.;;;,.. :p-···· .. ====~IQ~=~O~.OO~==~95~4 

W~ ~'to HaliOW Rtnste 
RQad 

_ S1reet to S1th Strwt Striped Lane 

WBkU DriYe RflMr ~~~ RMf loop 1 Striped~ .. 

West Eu~ PetkWay Highway 99 10 Seneca Rd Strtped lane 

~~~--------~--
West Eugem Parkway West 11'" tD BetWne 
(2A) 

Proj~ct Category SulJ-Total 

TrtmsPlan 

Eugene $0 0.25 

County 

0.91 

Lane Ccunty ...... _______ $0=---___ 0...,;.99"..;... 

OOOT '$a 

COOT $0 

$f} 

$0 

336 

July 2002 
Chapter 3 j Page 45 



Geographic 
Limib 

btJbit.1'." 1:0 OrdiruiOC:e No, PA '1 m 
Page22ofS7 

ProJect Category: On-Street Lones or .Routes Without .Road Proje~t' 

Status: Programmed 

28th Street Centennial BO\.Il\iMm;I to Striped Lane $p~ld $0 0,26 912 
, .•. , •.•.•.•.•. ".,.~ ••••••• ~~_Sbeet ___ --_------••••••••••••• __ ••• ______________ , __________ .. _ ••••••• ~'____ __ _ 

f)ji8th~st4~,.I!Qi!:Jtt---_jj~JlgJ9t1~6ieagks.~ReleiaB!B-Uts;..---;6tJiiritpN_..f..iLamn ... -----IS'p1i~AiflfWiliiikldil-------S;Q:{}--~O'~1+--·-·········~ 
======::!Tha~m:~oo~ReaGi~~ __ ....... _ .... ~-... .. __________ _ 

Bfiey HID Road in 
Mcl<.iniey Street --............. -----===::....::.::.:::.=.:'----------
5th A¥erus to W. 11U'I 
Avea,"!iiS 
--~~--

.~inie1StfHt ........ ~_~enuem1tbAvetU .... _~ ••••••••. ____ -..;;;;~.;;;;:;,;;.~_~ ___ ......;...; __ ...;;;;.;.;.~ __ _ 

Mflh_ liI~hWtJj'" G-$lrelit; f9 Mamala ~aalf ~ lane ~t4 

StIJ,tus: Unprogttlltllll2d 
10th Avenue Linl:Din .snet m High 

Street . ---... -~--------
ChambeB Sbeet m 

status Sftb..TotnJ 

__ •... _ ...... ___ Ul=n::.:...::ail:..:::.:m.:....-=-S1ft:et::....:....._~ _____ _ 

ChatnbeR ~lO 

----------~~== ~$~ 

$0 0.45 903 

$30.000 1.04 106 
............... _--"""' .. +---

$3l}.poo 0-00 108 

IQ Q;7a rU~ tlltt A'Rinue .. ·····:MfaF 'StPJelFio ,"'~.~!!W~~!:~~~~~W~A~I&::::=:::=~t;~wP'~.iQt=======~~=~~==~~ 

1:St AYettue Berlt!~ RDatf m Setie<.la SbtJed lane or ~ $) 1.12 AQ1 
............ ~ ....... -

$a ~ SQG 
I ;;;~~:~···----:::...==:=-S-lfee{-tq-Ofl-JmP-Ic--~-"-a-!l-t.6-!!I-e .......... ~--~~:;:~--.. -'---------
r =----............ '-------<~~~-----... -.-............ --.. ~~-----------

-------............ yVY'Vyyyy ... 

24thA;~n1Je Chambers Street to­
Jefferson street 

$80,000 

$0 I_;--_ .. _IL_~_~ __ -_-__ :!_e_:_~_( SI;J_._eet_;e_T_)4_er_~~_G_la_Fl_. ~ ______ ---_---_;IoI_s_eA_6 ______ ~_ 

T1'IJluPltm + 

O.e:! 121 

Q.1-Q :2Q3 

Ju1y2002 
Clu¢:r3,Psge,46 



'I 

~mphk 

E1:ttibi1 A to Qrdinance Nt:. PA 1272 
Page 23 of37 

FatimaWd 
Name Li.miti DeKriptio . D Iurisd1ctWn Cost LengtlI Number 

29th Avenue ~ari SUM! ~ POO/and Striped lane Eu~ 
Si~t -................. _ .. - ............ '11'" .......................... 

2nd Avenue Poix Street to Van- BUTen Route EV9ME 
Street 

.............. -~- ............... -.--
2WlAwnoei Agate Slreet: to 29th Striped Lane Eugene 
~p~ A\'enue 

33n1AwnuD ~Streetto striped Lane Of Route ~ 
----.......... yy_._-Hiyaro~ ... 

~CQMKiOP b."eofR St_te .tgh SI1.- baAs a-r Rawe; ilM"", -_ ............ Sieet _ .. _ .............. 

42nd Street Mareofa Road to Raffroad Striped Lane Sprtngfte{d 
Tfilcb 

SthS1met Centermial BCIU/sII'lnd f(i G S~Bdlane Springfield 
Street 

smhSlreet Main Street m Thumm S~Ume Springffeid 
~ 

AJgt.Sla street 1*5 Ramp w Fbrul HIli striped Lane w Rogle Eugene 
OfN(J ---................. _--" ................. _-- ---.............. --_ ................ 

Candlelight Ortve I SalYer Avenue tJ) Royal RoJ.iW eugemt 
OaneboAvenu$ Awmue -------
Ge~.AAiaI ~&R.FIi:ia1 .'\dd eidewalK-«;.btidp QfI~. 
S~f}'$ appraaOOe$, ffiQdi';' e~. 

8t1Uievam ~~ gwa~.~~!! ..... .. ~gJiek,i 

Charnbms Simet 24th Avenue in 2at.h St.liped Lane E~ 
Avenue 

Comon Drive Illcbrlck cal Young Roed in RO'Ute Eugene 
Road Wlllagillesp" Fto$l1 

DRlardRnad Gamet Street to UGS Striped Lane Eugene 

Donald mreet 39th Avenue to fox Route ~eM 
HoUowRoad 

~~AmRGA !I~_attfiil~ ~baR EI.t9!i1"G om; iJollWt~ REl~.~ 

Emerald~!iI 24th Avenue m Route Eugene 
Avenue ~lwood Golf eou," 

__ ~~~----_ •••• ___ a~~ Un'lve~ity $tm"!L. -----.. ., ......... - .. ~-

Fl~kflll BolJlevard <aIeI1WOOO B~rd t:o Striped Lan.e eugene. 
:Springfietci B~_. __ . OOOT 

fr.ndiy Street 15m Avenue 1Q 26tn SIrtped laM or RQUbtt Eugene 
AvMue 

-----.......... "' ... -" 

GShet 5th Street\Q 28th ~ ••••• Striped Lane or .~. --......... -~ii 

-lOOO 0.15 ~ 

$0 0.25 124 
................... -~--

$528.000 0,91 200 

$0 0.55 212 

$0 Q.,Q 4$Q 

$0 1.10 713 

$!I '0.35 606 
.. _--

$0 0..55 1.2 

$0 0..96 218. 
-----............ " ... --_ .................... ----

$0 

$50,000 

$0 

$0 

$510,009 ... 
$0 

40 

~ 

----... yyyyyWNNoHtW' ............... -

$264,1XlO 

$4O.noo 

$9.~ ... 

1.01 411 

~ G~Q 

GA2 224 

a.51 618 
......... _--

1.83 2S4 

0.£2 2$ 

~,OO iH9 
.......... _--

0.82 242 

0.54 &24 

Q.ea ~1 

--.,. ............... _-
1.00 899 

July 2Q()2 
Chapter 3~ Page 4-7 



Geograpbic 
Namt Limit& Descriptio. JUl"iIdiction 

GameFaIm~ BeitiiN 19 [)aa!iimGf1d s~~.tana ~g:ftaj;t 

~~ 

Gac'fieId stlget Roosewft Bou~ ro 5tIiped Lsne EugeM 
i~A~ .. . ................. -~ ... "-'----

Ga~en~ ~ Otive 10 Bssger Roote Eugene 

- .... - .... --_Q~ .... 
Q;eeOOi'i Road Sarpef Oli\l'e ro NlflOI'l Shoulder lanecaun~ 

Raad ..................... - .. ~ ... 

GmenhJl Road Crow Road to W. 11th striped unelShQulder LaneCounly 
Avenue 

GI'Q\'B street SitYer Lan. ttl Howald 5tnped Lane Of J1.cute lane CoUi'lty _ .. _. ~~.~ 

High Street ~A..~(Ho~Awnu~ ~.~R!'M9 Eugene 

HIl8«i lane Ii Patk A'lenue to w. RouW lsnft Cctmly 
~.!mn 

Hem lane- N. PiWk. Avenue to Rkier Striped ~ Qf'RQ~ LaneCOOflIy 
Road 

HclWard Avenue Rlwer RQao to N. Park striped ~ or Ro. Lane County 

A~~ •.•. 

~~lttet. ~J!b f?trMt to 10th S!Jaet Routw SpIi1!gfield 

KJfWDW A\IefltJ8 CMtenniliil Rcute euger.e 
ac~~ 1tf the Eut 

t..ake OrNe I H. Pam St.npeO 1..aI1e Qr ~ laneCoumy 
A¥enue 
-"'''''' ................... ---

Unecin areetJ 6lb A~ eo 1eth Route. Sinped l,.a~. Eugene-
LSWn=JtJt',li!~ ~w 

r Maiff &4_ Elfie! 6. ~tl S'f1_kIt ilfkfgea ta Stapasi baM: gQQ;. 
So eel entuGS Springfield 

"P ............... ~_. 

McVey Highway 1-5 to 30th ~y~l'!ue Striped LWle OooT ............... -~.-. 

MI1i$Ueet 10ti1 to 15thAwnue Rolri8 e;~r.e 

MiStreet S. A Sb'eetto F:tirview smpedl.Me S¢ngfieJd 
~ ............. ~-....... -----

~~~Y4y~~to Rm.ria Eugene 
~n<U1S~ _ ............ ........-_---

Mooroe isthefJJ9 10 f~ Ridge S~ t...a\'»or ~ EugfGl 
StmettF~ P3l!! ...... _._. 

N.361h StFeet Main. street to COt'I'IMCl'OiaJ Striped U;ne Of ~ -Springfield 
Street 

1hmsPlrm 

E:di:bltA m Ofdmmve No, PA 1m 
Fa~2+Qf31 

Estimated 
CHf Le.agth N1JDlber 

~~ 138 

$132,000 

10 

$2O&t~ 

$313,000 

$0 

W .......... -~ .. 
$0 

$144.Uoo 

$0 

$0 

$0 

$171,000 

$0 

$0 

$114,000 

$400.000 

$0 

Sil 

S,15,OOO 

$'(00,000 

t29 145 

o.~ 4£1 

1A·7 457 

Q,2S 463 

tt16 515 
.._._-

{US 1a5 

Hl9 :S1a 

015, 521 

(,).96 524 

1),31) "99 

Q.3Q 572 

run ~ 

....... ,,--------

'J.14 160 

UiQ 83g 

.0.11 .834 

O~ 168 

0.00 • 831 

tl51 61-4 

1.16 172 

0..3G 9.39 

Joly2002 
Chlpter 3~ Page. 43 . 



Exh\bitA to Crdir~ Na. FA 1272 
Page~5Df3r 

Name 
Geographic 

Lbnihl Description 

N. F"aJt:Awnue $1~,OOO __ , __ • 1_,02 __ 

Nugget.15t'h.11tn, 1~ 
m GitiI1WOOU 

$pringfietl 

I ~-::~:;.. ~~. Road W CQlnq ~:.:;::;.. E~gene 
---•• _----.. _-ReaQ 

. ----~~.~-~~-~.--~----~. 

21ststTe~\t! ~ strtpe(l lane 
~wrn 

0,213 

-.. _._--. ~-----.---.----~-----.~~---"-.----. --_._-----------_. 
~ StMt 6th Awcue W 24thAy()~ue ~ lsn$- EtQ!!:!_ 

J 
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RBu~ fiR fuWm 

~~ ------------------------,.--------------_. 
Prairie Rood t.~ Road to Highway Striped Lane 

99 --. __ .. _-.. _-----.-
We5t "'0" stA!I!i!t 10 
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.---~--------------------------.---------------------------

$0 

~ 70th S~ ___ ~ltJ ~tu Ny_~_~ lan= ________ ~jngfieM __ ~ ____ ..!11Q.OOO __ O:~ ____ ~ 
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$0' 

$0 
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1_07 
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Snet 

-----~ ... ---.. --------------------- ._------
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.-~-.-----------
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----~-----~----.. -----~ .~---~--.--------'--------

Th'.uatu" Road SBliog, Reed to ;llg~y Routa or Shoukiar Uno Caurriy $0 1_61 es 
___ .------~-~L--.-__ ~.---_ .. --~-.----.. --.. --.. ----.-~.~_ .. _ 
TorrAwnue GIlhn Raad·to U~ Striped wJ! Of ~ Eugene 

._Road~~._~._~. __ . ____ ~. 

24U1 ~ue 10 2tin 
Awrn.nt 

~--~-------------

$0 

O.e6 

0.31 
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v~_~Way(A) V~i~ RWr Oriw to StnpedLane 
____ TT~ __ ... ___ vai1e!~ Con~"":-'-~~T __ .. 

Van Dtryn Road f Ww1efnOriYt'ttD Route 
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SOtIlewro 
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GhM 

Wilameae Street tS1b Avenue tD S2nd striped Lane 
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Eugene 
----. ......... __ ....... _---

Eugene 
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. ipl4Ag#iald 
----.............. __ ... 
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Springfield 
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Esti:mated 
Cost Lettgth NlHdber 

$200,000 023 694 

.. _---
$0 0.61 698 

$0' Il'36 2$5 

;g. ~ eg 

---............. _-"''''",.,...-

$*.000 1.30 200 

$Q ~ :f.i4 

$0 ~um 784 

--........... ~Rmul •. -.......... --.-~--........ --. ---.-..".,.,,-_ .. 

TransPJQIJ 

Project Category Sub-Total 

Total Capital ProjeClS~· Bicycle. Projects 

$4,455,51)1) 

$1!1~188}2.(}(J 
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This plan discusses Capital Investment ActiOJlS arul presents Planning and Ptogram Actions 
related to parking managem.em that meet the parking requirements of the TPR, wInle maintaining 
a parking supply that supports the economic health of the community. Parking managemel.lt 
needs to be looked at regionally, while providtngjurlsdictional flexibility. 

Parking manage.m.ent strategies are an important part of an integrated set of implementation 
actions that support nodal development, system improvements~ and demand management A vast 
supply of free and subsidized parking can encourage automobile use over transit use. A limited 
rather than abundant supply of parlting can encourage use of non-auto modes, especially transit. 
There is also a di:rect relationship between the pace of parking and the use of public transit. 

Parldng management strategies address both the supply and demand for vehicle parking> They 
contribute to balancing travel demand with the region among the various modes of transportation 
available. Parking management strategies are effective in increasing the use of alternative 
modes .. especially when eombined with other IDM strategies. Supportive IDM prognuns 
include earpoollvanpool programs) preferential parking and reserved spaces for carpoolin& and 
parking pricing . 

. TPR Requirements for· Parking Space Reduction 
The TPR .requires a parldng plan that achi.eves a 10 percent reduction in the number of parking 
spaces per Capita in the metropolitan area over the 2G-year planning period. For the Eugene­
Springfield region, the TPR reduction. goal is .514. If the level ofparldng denSity {spaees per 
developed acre) .remains eonstant and land development and population forecasts are accurate, 
then the level of parldng spaees pm: capita 'Win be reduced by more than the 10 percent reduction 
required by the'IPR. 

Estimated Parkbtg Supply 1995 to [~ 2027 
1995 2027 2IJ27 TPR &tal 

ZODe/PiJ~n Total Total Spac~ Total Spaces 
Designation Spaces SpateS Per Spaces Pel' 

Ca ita Ca ita 
57~865 .194 61,618 .207 

.124 30~OO .101 33)05 .111 
218 49~067 .165 53,534 .t96 
~571 137132 .. 468 153,357 .. 514 

Capital Investment Actions 
Capitallnvestment Actions that support non-auto modes have an indirect impact on parking 
needs by lo-wering ihe demand for spaces in higher density areas. For example~ Park-and-Ride 
facilities can eootribute to lowering me demand for parking in downtown areas. Transit C~ 
Investment Actions call for the establishment ofPatk .. and .. :Ride faciJities t.~(}Dghout the E.ugene--
Springfield ~ . 

July 200:2 
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Part Tw-o: Projected Plan Pe·rformance 
The combmntion of land 1lSe~ f:'r8nsportation demand management (IDM), and transportation 
system improvement (1'51) progrmns and capital inve;mnents ineluded in Tn:msPlan is the result 
of a comprehensive evaluation of alternative scenarios. This technical analysis provided a 
process W ~ the relative significance of alternative scenarios and the desirability of one 
scenario over another, 

, The main focu.1f of reviewing the performanee of the plan is ro asses8 how the proposed 
investments and actions are either: 

1) Improving existing oonditi~ or 
. 2) Avoiding undesimb1e conditions that would be present without the planned investments and 

actions. 
, . 

Table 6 sb!rw's data. for exis1ing conditions and projections for 1.\\'0 future scenarlos: 
• .Enstiog Conditio.s 1995, shows system performance as. of 1995. 
• The first futtJ.re scenario_ f3DDjZtt27 Trends; shows system perfon:narJCe for 1995 conditions 

extended into the year [~12()27. This scenario shows projections ofwhatls expectedto 
happen by [2(H.$,}202 7 under bwines$ as usual trends. 

• The seeond future scenario, [~] 2021 Financially Constrained TransPkin, sho'9VS 
projected draft TransPlan performance fOr the year [~] 2027 Wlder eonditions of financial 
constraint. I..Jke tbe second scenario, it assumes implementation of land use and TDM 
strategies. Transi~ bicycle; and roadway capital actions are limited to fiDancial resouroes 
expected to be awilable to the region as discussed in Chapter 3. Capital actions identified as 
Future in Chapter:; are not inctuded in this scenario. 

For each:future scenario presented in Tabl~ 6~ the ammmtfor each performance measure is listed 
along with the peroentage e.hange in that perfO!l1lanCe measure from 1995 eonditio.rul. In the 
desaiptions of pettor.m.atl¢e measures that follow, except \\-1Jere explicitly.noted? compa.risons 
me drawn ~ 1995 Existing Conditions tm.d the ~] ZfJ27 Financially Constrained 
TransPlan. Changes to pe.rfonmmce.measures ~ from the West Eugene Parkway-related 
amendment to TmnsPlan are presented in tbis chapter in legislative format 

In ~ ixnplement.ation ofdw ~121J21 Financially Cotm1mined TnmsPlan is projected to 
serll(; the region tg futu.t'e travel needs fur people and ~ "While turning the tmnsportation 
system and the service it provides in a more desirable direction than existing trends. The 
proposed pJm reflects It set of tradeoffs among the CQmmunities! goats and objootives. A 
oo.mprehensive set ofttansporlation ~ perfmmance measures provides the ~fbr a 
roeaningful comparison ofihe sCenarios~ 

Trmv;PJan July 2002 
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uneongested~ TOO objective is to avoid area-wide congestion represented by values of 1 Of 

greater. A lower index value relative ID the trend indicates that the plan 'Will have a positive 
impact on managing oongestion. The Fimmeially Constntined TfansPlan RCI of c 96 is !~ than 
1 and thus indieates that while congestion might 0tXmt at peak traffie tim~ On aventg{; 
congestion would remain :relatively low on freeWays and arterials. In comparison. the regiOIl~S 
[~] 2027RClisbelowPort1and~s 1994 value oflJl. 

PM.3," Daily Vehicle Hours of Delay 
Daily vehicle hqurs of delay provides another measure of the level of congestion. Verr similar to 
congested miles of travel, it is expected to increase significantly in the future. However., as 
expressed earlierJ -while congestion will increase over existing conditions~ the investments 
proposed in the FbwlclallyConstrained TramP/an. minimize the increase in vehicle hours of 
delay OVa' what would be experienced under trend conditionB. While Daily Vehide HoUJ.-s of 
Delay is expected to i:ncrease by 115 percent over 1995 conditions~ this is approximately two 
thirds ofwbat is expected under trend conditions. 

PrV 4: % Transit Mole Shate on Congested Corridors 

The o/n Transit Mode Share on Congested corridors is the ratio of transit person trips to total 
. person trips on congested mcilities during PM peak hour. An increase in this measure is a direot 
indication {)f redu.ced reliance on the automobile. Increasing transit mode share on the congested 
corridors by 72 percent over 'the 1995 base js a significant shift in reliance On the automobile. 

Vehicle MJles Traveled and Trip Length Measures 

PM ~~ Daiq YeAkle Miles of Travel Per Cqita 
PM Sa is a measure of the total daily VMT by trips made within the metropolitan area by area 
residents (internal trips) and PM 5b presents \<Mr divided by the region ~s population.. Under the 

. Financially Constrained TrCJ1'4SPlan:" VMT .per capl'ta decreases slightly shO\\ing no increase over 
the 2(}.year period. The 'fiansportation Planning Rule (JPR) seeks no increase in VMT per 
capita over ten yeatS and a 5 percent :redu.cti.on over 20 years~ 

Reasons for not meeting this VMT .reduction target include a high proportion of growth in the 
outlying parts of the urban growth boundary (UGB)~ and few and small contiguous areas of 
higher density. Growth in outlying parts of the UGB has the effect of increasing average trip 
lengths in these area.~. Limited areas of higher density limits the effectiwness of transit and 
alternative mode strategies. The region~s model esti:maies that trips to and from 1hese growth 
areas are 21 per~ent l~ than the :regional average trip length. . 

TransPltm July 2002 
chapter 4. Page 7 
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Amendments to the TPR require areas not meeting the VMT reduction target to seek approval 
from the Land Conservation and Development Commission (LCDC) for the use at alternative 

. measures in demonstrating :redueed reliance on the automobile. This process is discussed further 
in Part 'I'l1ree: TPR AlteInate Perfo:cm.ance Measures of this chapter .. 

PM {$ and PM71 Average Trip Length and Percentage of Person Trips Under 1 
Mile 
Sbnrter trip distance is one tRctor that contributes to making the use of alternative modes mOre 
ai:tra<,1ive. As presented in Table 6~ trip lengthrefleets me average distance for trips taken within· 
the region by all modes and does not ~lude trips made through the region. The objective is to 
reduce average trip lqth. Pet¢elltage of person trips under 1 mile provides a measure of the 
phUl"S speeifie itnpaet on short trips. The objective he:u; is 10 i.nc.rease the percentage of trips 
under 1 mUe. 

Average trip length is projected to decrease sUghtly (Tom 3.7 miles to 3.6 miles under the 
flmmciaIly Constrained TransPlan. As discussed under PM 51 an ex:phmation fur why this 
change is not greater lies .m the fact that a large amount of growth over the planning period that is 
taking place 00 the edges of existing development in the :region. 

The percentage of trips under 1 mile is expected to increase m 16.1 percent. This reflects the 
impact of the plan~s proposed nodal deve1c!pment: strategy. 

wfode Choice ~Ieasures 

P~18.· Mode Shares (.c411 Trips) 
This measure shows the reLative share of the region's trips taken by each mode oftnnlSpOrtation. 
The objective is to reduce drive-alone auto trips while inc~asing the number of trips taken by 
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other modes.. Measures PM Sa t.bn:mgh PM Be indicate the relative percentage share for walk, 
bike, busJ shared..flde auto, and drive-alone auto trips. The most significant changes are the 49.2 
~ent increase in transit .,mode share and the 9.1 percent decline in dri ve--ruone trips. The 
decline.in bike mode ~ iB due in large part to the significant improvements in transit provided 
by Bus Rapid Transit. As shov-'ll in PM 8~ there is an overall increase in the use of alternative 
Ulodes under the Financially Const:rained TtansPlan. 

PM 8f is the sum of all oon .. auto (~ bike" and bus) trips. Mode} analysis indicates that non .. 
auto mode shares increase by about 18 percent under the Financially Constrai.ru:d Tmn.vPlan. 
Plv! Sg provides an aggregate estimate of the regiozl!S reliance on the auto. Total person trips 
iaken in the region are divided by the total number of auto i:rips. T'ne objective is JO increase the 
overall nmnbet of per.ron trips taken relative to total auto trips. Model results suggest that person 
trips per auto trip will increase by ~tely 7 percent under the Financially Constrained 
TransPltmw . 

~ 

~ 

Walk. 

Bike 

'I'nm&it 

Shared Ride.{2 W~) 

fii,veAlaDe 
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Environmental Measures 

PM 9; A'-lJt!rage Fuel Economy (Miles per Gallon) 
This measure provides an estimate offuei use under the three scenarios. The objective is to 
increase fuel economy. Fuel economy is directly related to levels of congestiOIL Higher levels of 
congestion n:sult in more :fuel use and lower fuel economy. The Financially CA)nstnUnoo 
TransPlan fS lower fuel economy is a result of increased congestion over existing C{)nditions~ 
However) 'the :fuel ~onomy achieved by the Financially Constrained TransPlan is higher dian 
that acllieved under the trend condition. 

PM 10: Vehicle Emissions (AnnlUll Tons of Carbon MOIlUXlae) 
Vehicle emissions is a measure of plan air quality impact The Eugene-Springfield area is 
required to meet National Ambient Ai! Quality Standards for ,'?rious pollutants. Of primary 
concern to the transportation systetn are the standards mr carbon monoxide. The region m 
ourtcnt1y in compliance with the standards for this pollubmt. The region will continue to be in 
compliance with the carbon monoxide standard in.1he future. Vebic1e fleet turnover ami stricter 
emission eootrols on newer vehicles are :factQ1'8 that contribute to lower emissions in future 
scenarios. 

-_ .. _---
r"- I 

tPet'tentage C'ha:nge in Envil'Ol1.Jl1GtalMeasuresl 
i (% c:hange from 1995) '---.... . ... --------' 

~CIiJmge 

Pup!.llatian 

, 

I 
I 
i 

1.2Ciw·~{'~~l.:ul~o! I 
____ . . .... ____ ~ .... ___ _.J 
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PM 15: Rtltio of Bikeway miles to Arterhd and CollecllJr Miles 
This measure indicates the ~e of total bifreway miles (both 011- and off-street) compared 
to total arterial and oollector roadways (excluding freeways). Because of the proposed addition 
of scvexa1 miles of off .. street b1keways~ additional new and reconstructed roadway miles with. 

July 1002 
Chapter 4: Page 12 
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bikmvays, and the proposed striping of several miles of existing roadway, this ratio JS expected to 
increase substmrtially from 44 percent today to 81 percent in ~110.z7. 

PM 16: Percentage of.Roadways in Fai,. or Betur Condition 
'Ihismeasure provides a S'UIIlIJlilIy of the overall pavement condition of the region)5 rowiways. 
CUm::nt1y, 85 percent" of the region'g road'Ways are. in :fair or better: condition.. The objective is to 
maintain at least 80 percent of the roadways in. fair or better condition. The ability to maintain 
that standard is dependent upon firumcia.L priorili.es identified during the <haft TransPlan revjew • 

. Maintaining the roadway condition at th.is level helps minimize the coot of future systen4 

PM 17: Percentage of Households Within ~ Mile of a Tfansit Stop 
".f'Iml:measure provides an indicatiOn of the geographic covemge of Lane Transit DiNtrict;>s 
service. Currmltly, 92 percent of the households in the region are within Y-l mile of It tmnsit stop. 
The objective is to maintain that level of covemge~ Given the 1.WlSit system's matwity and 
extensive geographic coverage, focus is not on adrieying 100 peroent coverage but on improving 
the convenience of existing service. 

PM 18: Tra1fSJJ Service Hours per CapitIJ 
This measure shows the mnount of annual transit service (in hours) per person in the region. The 
objective in the plan is to increase transit service hours~ ideally in t.en:n.B of the frequency of 
service (e.g" ehange from ~ce e\'ery 1.S Jlli.mltes to service every ten ttUnl)tes} The increases 
in service boutS projected -for the Trend condition are necessaxy 10 offset delays eaused by 
increased imfJic congestion. They assume ~o increases in service frequency~ but are neceSSBlY to 
.maintain existing frequency of serviee~ The {?t}H.]1017 Financially Constrained TransPltm 
increases (to 1.99 serviee hours per capita) reflect substantial increases in service frequency with 
1be implementation of Bus Rapid Transit (ERT). 

PM 19: Percentage of Households with Accus to Ten-¥inute Trtmsit Service 
Frequency of se.rvice is one of the key &.ctors in making public transportation more attractive" 
The frequency of service proposed in the extensive neighborhood feeder system and 
interommected trunk lines oftll.e BRT system is or.e of the priIr.t&""Y reasons explaining the 48.6 
percent increase in transit mode shares .. PM19 presents the percentage of households in the 
region with ~ to ten-minute ttansit service frequenci.es. The proposed BRT system Would 
increase the percentage of households with a.ceess to ten-minute service frequencies from 23 
percent under existing eondiOOns to 88 pertent in ~ 2017under the Financially Co:ostrained 
TransPlanT This represents an increase of approximately 282 percent. 

PM 20: Percentage of Employment with Accns to Ten--Minute Transit Service. 
Similar to PM! 9, PM20 presents the percentage of employment in t.h.e region with access to ien~ 
minute senice frequency. The proposed BRT system viould ine.rea..~ the percentage of 

TraJ'lSPIan. 
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employment with access to ten-mJ.nlltg service :frequencies ftom 52 percent under exi~iing 
oonditiolW to 91 percent in [~12(J17l.n1der the Financially Constrained TransPlan, Thi'l 
represent!t an increase of approximately 75 peroent. 

PM 21: BikewtJYKtks 
This measme indicates the additlooal bikeway miles and percentage change in bike\oVay miles 
anticipated over the planning period. As described under PMlS~ additions to the off-street 
system and striping of existing roadways result in a signifiC8Jlt increase in bikeway miles (103 
percent over existing oonditi()ns)~ 

Pin 21: jtrterinJlLlJd Collector M.illt-s 
This measure indioo.tes the additional roadmy centerline miles and percentage change in 
roadway centerline miles anticipated over fue planning period. Total miles of collector and 
arteImIs are proposed to increase by 9.3 percent from 325 .. 6 to 355.8. 

PM 23: Arterial and Collector Miles (exclutlingf,eewqs) 
This t:neaSUre is similar to PM19a except that it excludes :fi.'eevyay:miles. Total.miles of collector 
and arterials, excluding ~ ere proposed to inaeue by about 10 pettent from 290.5 to 
31!t6. 

Summary Assessment 
This section provides an o~ assessment of the plan's performance. A more detailed 
~essroent of the plan's compliance with Transportation Planning Rnle (TPR) requirements is 
provided in Part'I'hree: TPR Alternative Periormante Meas1.ites. 

Over the past 25 years~ gro"Wtb. in the region has been fairly cm:npact This is in part d~ to the 
lim.it.ations put on .partitioning of pareels outside of city limits and allowing development to occur 
only with the extension of public facilities. Thus, infiU and redevelu.pment have been taking 
place over time and, as a result, a large portion of future development will OCCIJI within the UGB 
on the edges of exist:hlg develqpm.ent As demonstrated above .. growth on the edges leads to 
longer overall trip lengths, whkh in ~ makes non .. auto modes less attractive. This makes it 
difficult to achieve VMT reductions within the planning period. 

However! the Financially Constrained TransPlan has been shown 10 perform much better than 
trend conditions in minimizing increases in congested m:lles of travel, and mjnjmizing area-wide 
eongestion. An overall outcome stemming from implementation ofnOOru devclop~ent is that 
the region is able to increase the percentage of person trips less than one mile in length to 
approximately 16 ,percent. 

Investments in non-auto modes (particularly BR'I) and implementation of nodal development 
-stnItegies. iInJh~..j'e choice£ available for travel and contribute to the FinanclaUy Constrained 
TransPlan :so ability to increase levels. of non....auto mode share of all trips QVer existing oonditions 
(increase:fum 14.1% to 11%)~ Increases in the percentage of households and empioyment with 

. 8.C-eess to ten-minute transit service are the basis for the 48.6 pe.n::ent increase in tran.sit mode 
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transit because it canoot compete with the ease and convenience their own automobile affords 
them.. As proposed in TransPlan the service will provide a quick and easy tJ:ansporUttion solution 

< for a ,,'hole wriety of trip pmposes and will compete well with the travel time of the automobile 
along major corridors. As such. the service will start to attract more rld~ As the time between 
buses using the BRT corridor diminishes, SO to does the need for using a schedule. Connecting 
viable nodes along the BRT corridor creates the ability for more riders to use the service to get to 
and from the destinations they want to go to. 

Transportation Demand Mmtagenrent (TDM) - roM is the essential :management of information 
that can be provided to prospective users of alternative m¢ms of tnmsportation to dimir.li&h their 
re~ on'driving to and from destinations via their OVin amoIOObiles. An essential component 
in establishing roM programs is marketing. The more attractive TDM options be.come~ the 
easier they are to use; however$ in order to be used the public needs to be made aware that 
various Programsll facilities and services exist. Nodal development ooupled with IDM ma:rketing 
and services e.ffectivelyreduces the reliaooe o£singIe oceupancy automobile trips. 

Priority Bilr2way Miles -. Priority bikeway projects consist of those projects that are along an 
essential oore route on which the overn11. system depends1 fill in a eritical gap in the existing 
bicycle ~ or overcome a barrier where nQ other nearby ex.isting or progra.tn:InOO bikeway 
alternatives exist (c"g., river, major street, hlghVlaY), or significantly imprQYe bicycle usenI safety 
in a given corridor. As such, they are the key additions to the bikeway system that support nodal 
development and an increase in the use of this alternative mode. 

c. Analysis 
The assessment of compliance below focuses on the five objectives listed in the iPR.. 

'IPR Objective A: Achieving the alternattve sttmtklrd will result in Q reduction In reliance on 
automohiles.. 

The plan's performance on this objective rum be measured using the Travel RespODSe 
performance measures. In general,. the travel response described below relies on implementation 
oftbe nodru developm~ Bus ~id Transit, and expanded roM sttiltegies set forth in 
TransPhm, and the PrioriV Bikeway Miles. 

Reduced reliance on the auto is indicated in the forecasted 18 percent ioo;rease in the Percent 
Non-Auto Trips;,. a measum of the relative proportion of trips oeeurring by alternative modes. 
This increase is particularly significant when compared to 1he [~] 2621Tnmd Seenario which 
indicates a 9 percent dec~ withQut implementatioo of the plan. An increase in the percent of 
the regian ~s tTIps taken by alternative modes is a direct measure of:reduced reliance on the auto. 
An increase indicates that improvements made to alternative modes have been successful in 
attracting m.ore. people to use those alternatives fur some bips. Perecnt Non .. Auto Trips is a good 
measure oftbe cumulative effect of the implementation of all of TnmsPJants; key strategies. 

The Percent Transit lJode Share on Congested Corridors measure also directly indicates 
reduced reliance on the automobile. The target of inct.easing transit mode share on the congested 
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ExhibitB 

The Transportation Element addresses surface and air trnnsportation in the metropolitan area. 
TransPian, the Eugene··Springfield Metropolitan Area Transportation Pl(1!l., provides tlw! basis 
for the snrface transportation pOrtions of this element and the Eugene Airport Master Plan 
provides the basis for the air t:ran..l)portatiofl portions. 

TransPia.n guides regional transportation. system planning in tIle metropoijtan area to sene [fef-a 
29 year pefieel an4-~ the transportation planning needs of [the) a projected popu1ation of 
296)500 m the Tr&ll.r;PJan Study Area {itt-l-li· l The TrangPlan Study A..rea is an area atlmding 
beyond the UGn and Metro Plo.n boundary that is used for transportation modeling purpose!;. 
TransPlan establishes the framework upon which all public agt:llcies can make consist.ent and 
coordinated transportation planning decisions. Goals and pOlicies in TransP/.an are contained in 
this Transportation Element and are part. of the adopted Metro Plan. Tf(1J'l.SPlan project lists and 
project maps are also adopted as part of the Metro Plan. 

This ele..rnent complies with Sta.te Transportation Goal 12J ~,..o provide and encourage a safe, 
convenient,. and economic transportation system. H Three types of transportation. planning 
straiegies are reflected in the goals and policies in this dement~ Transportation demand 
management (TD11) .. land use, and system improvements, TD:rvf strategies. focus on reducing 
demands placed on the transportation system, and thus system costs, by providing incentives to 
redistribute or eliminate vehiele trips and by encouraging alternative nlodes, Land use strategies 
focus on encouraging development patterns that reduce the need for automobiles, reduce trip 
len.r-JIs~ and support the use of alternative modes. System improvements focus 011 irttreasing 
efficiency and adding capacity or new facilities to the existing bighway~ transit, bicycle~ and 
pedestrian s )'Stems. 

Together, these strategies. form a balanced policy framework for meeting local and state 
transportation goals w; increase urban public transit ridership; reduce reliaoc'C on the 
aJ.lt.omobile: substitute automobile trips with alternative ·mode~ such as walk.ing and biking; and 
reduce automobile energy consumption and transportation costs. Consistent with this approacb, 
the policies jn this element are presente.d in the following categories: 

Not all Transportation Element policies win apply to it specific transpartation .. related decision.. 
\Vh.enoonfonnance with adopted policy is reqlli.red;:policies in this and other Metta Plan 
eiements will be exa.m,jned to detemrlne which policies are relevant and can be applied. When 
policies snpport varying :positions~ decision makers will seek a balaru:;c-of all applicable pOlicies~ 
Goals are timelesst but some. policies will expire. as they are impiememe(L 

G-oals 

L Provide an integrated transportation and land usc system that supports choices in modes 
of travel and development patterns that will.reduce reliance on the automobile and. 
enhance Jivability~ eronomi£ opportunity, and the quality of life_ 

f}in 11: 'ne l~k.m-.smrl:: l'~ is £m e:ea H~ fuy·-ttanGportaOOli :mtl8t;fmg :fBffe~-!fh& 2%,500 ~~ 
~lation fuf·we area iAduee&-a.a tsiimates 2013 pepulsQ1;Ii'! af286.QOQ fur fbe,.tIOBpbe all a_~M.i lQ,5GfJO 
pFejee:rea pBplliatien fer ~.1'i'OOSp6ftaJiaB fo.Haiyffi:s Zenes tb3t·e~tea4 BeyeRtl ehe Ufm.] 
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14. IDM addresses federal Transportation Equity Act for the 21Sf Century (TEA 21) and 
state TPR requirements to reduce reliance on the automobile, thus helping to postpone the 
need for expensive capital improvements. The need for IDM stems from an increasing 
demand for and a constrained supply of road capacity, ereated by the combined effects of 
an accelerated rate of population growth (41 % projected increase from 1995 to [~] 
2027) and increasing highway construction costs; for example, the City of Eugene 
increased the transportation systems development charge by a total of 15 percent to 
account for inflation from 1993-1996. 
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