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Agenda

City of Brookings
Common Council Meeting
Brookings City Hall Council Chamber
898 Elk Drive, Brookings Oregon
June 26,2006 7:00 p.m.

Beginning at 5:00 p.m., before the regularly scheduled Common Council meeting, the

Council will be meeting for a work/study session to discuss the status and needed

improvements of the city water system. The Urban Renewal Agency Meeting will begin

immediately following the Common Council meeting.

I.  Call to Order
II.  Pledge of Allegiance
III. Roll Call
IV. Ceremonies/Appointments/Announcements
A. = Ceremonies
1. Certificate of Appreciation — Tidewater Contractors, Inc.
2. Certificate of Appreciation — Oregon Department of Transportation
B. Appointments
1. City Council Ex Officio
V. Public Hearing
A. Amendments to Chapters 5, 6, 7, and 8 of the City’s Transportation Systems Plan
(TSP) continued from June 12, 2006 ,
VI. Oral Requests and Communications from the Audience
A. Committee and Liaison reports
1. Chamber of Commerce
2. Council Liaisons
B. Public Comment — limited to a maximum of 5 minutes per person
A public comment card, located near the southern council door, must
be completed and turned into the Administrative Assistant prior to
the beginning of the meeting or prior to approaching the podium to
speak.
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VII. Regular Agenda
A. Discussion and possible acceptance of the City of Brookings Municipal Fee Study
prepared by the Financial Consulting Solutions Group, Inc (FCS Group).(Finance
Department)
VIIL. Consent Calendar
A. Approval of Council Meeting Minutes
1. Meeting of June 12, 2006
B Approval of Liquor License for That Special Touch Florist & Gifts
End Consent Calendar
IX. Ordinances/Resolutions/Final Orders
A. Final Orders
1. Final Order and Findings of Fact in the matter of Planning Commission
File N. CP-2-06; an amendment to Chapters 5, 6, 7, and 8 of the city’s
Transportation Systems Plan; city initiated.
B. Ordinances
1. In the matter of Ordinance No. 06-O-574, an Ordinance amending Section
13.20.010 and adding Section 13.20.030 to Chapter 13.20 “System
Replacement Charges” of the Brookings Municipal Code (BMC).
2. Tn the matter of Ordinance No. 06-0-575, an Ordinance amending
Sections 15.05.010, 15.10.100, 15.15.440, 15.15.450, 15.15.460, and
15.15.480 of Title 15 “Building and Construction” of the Brookings
Municipal Code (BMC).
3. In the matter of Ordinance No. 06-O-576 (File No. CP-1-06), an
Ordinance amending the Transportation Systems Plan (TSP) of the City of
Brookings to incorporate changes in Chapters 5, 6, 7, and 8 to reflect
projected changes to the highway system through the city from
Carpenterville Road to the Chetco River Bridge.
4. Tn the matter of Ordinance No. 06-0-577, an Ordinance adding Chapter
13.30 “Administrative Services and Charges” to Title 13 “Public Services”
of the Brookings Municipal Code (BMC).
C. Resolutions
1. Resolution No 06-R-754, A Resolution Adopting Rates, Fees and Charges
to the Users of the City of Brookings Water Supply Services and
Repealing Resolutions 05-R-746, 92-R-534 and 93-R-553.
2. Resolution No. 06-R-755, A Resolution Adopting Rates, Fees and Charges
to the Users of the City of Brookings Sewer Services; and Repealing
Resolution 03-R-715.
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3. Resolution No. 06-R-756, A Resolution adopting the City of Brookings’
supplemental budget for fiscal year 2005/2006

4. Resolution No. 06-R-758, A Resolution adopting the City of Brookings’
Budget, Declaring Tax Levied, Making Appropriations for the 2006/2007
Fiscal Year and to Categorize the Levy as Provided in ORS 294.435.

5. Resolution No. 06-R-760, A Resolution of the City Council of the City of
Brookings Establishing Fees for the Performance of the Actions and
Reviews Required by the Brookings Municipal Code, and Repealing

Resolution No. 92-R-532

X. Remarks from Mayor and Councilors
A. Council
B. Mayor

XI. Adjournment to Meeting of Urban Renewal Agency

Urban Renewal Agency
Regular Meeting

Immediately following the City Council Meeting

1. Call to Order
. Roll Call

III. Minutes of June 12,2006

IV. Regular Agenda
A. Resolution No. 06-R-757, A Resolution adopting the Brookings Urban Renewal

Agency Supplemental Budget

B. Resolution No. 06-R-759, A Resolution adopting the Brookings Urban Renewal
Agency Budget, Declaring Tax Increment Funding as Provided Under Section 1c,
Article IX of the Oregon Constitution and ORS Chapter 457, and Making
Appropriations for the 2006-2007 Fiscal Year.

V. Adjournment
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Phone (541) 469-1100 r .
FAX (541) 469-3650

E-mail - city@brookings.or.us
898 Elk Drive 4 Brookings, OR 97415

APPLICATION TO SERVE ON A CITY OF BROOKINGS
COUNCIL, BOARD, COMMITTEE, COMMISSION

e T e T e S ey o T3
Name: M { L\{\Q\\@. (E_nOL\\\.Jk(J ' Date: (0~ 12— Ol

This is my application to serve on the following board or committee. Check one or more:

L City Couneil .....vevveeeeereieiiceceeeceeeeee e (4 year term, appointed by Council)

[ Planning Commission/Committee for Citizen ................ (4 year term, appointed by Council)
Involvement (CCI)

[0 Parks and Recreation COmMmMiSSiOn..........vvvvevevveeen (4 year term, appointed by Council)

[ Systems Development Charge Review Board............... (4 year term, appointed by Council)

[ Budgel Commmifes. . .uwsimsimmimmmeasmmmmmmsmmemmmmseess (3 year term, appointed by Council)

B Other (Please lis: “-Avudo vk cepee sepdkakive an Man iy

oun( l\ \ l“‘v-\ m:‘uré-, -Co(’ \ \J\Q ax .

L. Resident of City of Brookings since: Month: Q L ”‘f . Year: 19 q \

2. Please briefly explain why you wish to serve the community in this capacity and what
prior experience, community service, or background you have in this area. (Attach
additional sheets if needed.) "X Loawdk Ao e Ao - RN

{e ;\;,\ce.ie,»r-&a:‘vi\xﬁ- becante & dard Ao e e
Lwoved in e ommondy. T st A ko

(Continued on back)"
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2. Continued: \A)\/\a:‘&\ S %'\M N\ Doy C.\}h.( .\ alke
bt 40 \QA’ e ("‘i’ R Ay ua\(\a\-‘i mnm

-\\m__m_a};_&mo&__iluﬁ_h_n&@v ‘.’&W\

&_\r \A\ \ N‘,; S(0 ’.‘::.0\\;!‘ \\K) \_ ’\0&' ”X_ \A)M\si“ '\’0 \L-QQ‘ ’XV‘».L

\.\ : s, LY .
g, (4 Hg Oy K0 NG e Sl

>
3. Biographical Sketch: (Education, employment, volunteer activities, etc.) (Attach
additional sheets if needed.)

Q\O:)\Nsv Ciows Sowva S\ W \I\(O:)\A SO\ o
' b LY Q;O"T dona. Lo Coing f..\ INEVRNE . PN
L c:})\'ie SN WK Vo WY/ W 2Ya V0= Yl ia\\:\f\" Na sV
naved  nal Qg S&;\ \l\o\'.'l oA\
N0 \eodoviaiy Quov so T aek endny Qanes
Yo Ao yth _ynhear oligkies . Sods adialey  widids
\:\Q\Q;,/_\% ok o toviash Soe &\mxnt_@m. Wakyna YNV

C Cova ‘ AN Mg veMan.te,

3
\{\Q‘\.;;\w% ok o eas@eNn (lnie Loy Noane Caldvean.

4

4, Please list no less than three references:
NAME: ADDRESS: PHONE:

A. Kodmezn X Koley £ A 2109
B. Dine m@g 28 Lo AW ;\:.Rmkgm,.m, LU g -2\08
c. I\ g \(mxr\g,w @23 £ Qg SRy kagﬁég,d& Ed 13208

S echole  Sa la s =12 —0ol,
Signature—My signature confirms my knowledge Date

this document will be presented to the City Council
and news media and become public information.
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D. :\m.

2. I acknowledge that I will not be under the direct supervision and control of the City in
connection with voluntary services described above. ‘

3. I'ack:nowledge that no compensation or expense reimbursement will be paid by the City in
connection with the services described above.

4. Iagree that such volunteer services will be donated to the City at times other than my regular
work hours.

5. Irelease the City from all matters relating to voluntary service by the undersigned, including

compliance, if any is required, with social security, withholdings, insurance and all other
regulations and reportings governing such matters. I assume full responsibility for any
injuries or damages suffered by or arising from this voluntary service.

6. I release, indemnify and hold the City harmless from and against any and all actions, causes
of action, claims, demands, liabilities, losses, damages or expenses, of whatsoever kind and
nature, including attorney fees, which City may sustain or incur as a result of errors or
omissions in the performance of voluntary services set forth above.

Signed voluntarily in the presence of the witnesses whose signatures are shown below mine.

ec Solas Gliz2 o

Date
F'-"a“ph(‘a SQ‘QA 6//2/0G.
Witness Date
_‘Sn{_}w  Sule fhz fos
Witne, Date
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City of Brookings
Phone (541) 469-1100
FAX (541) 469-3650
E-mail — city@brookings.or.us
898 Elk Drive 4 Brookings, OR 97415

APPLICATION TO SERVE ON A CITY OF BROOKINGS
COUNCIL, BOARD, COMMITTEE, COMMISSION

e ———
Name: J/ZI‘SI/)II?(/! G}@’VH’}’]@{/ Date: Jﬂ//gla_ﬂ

This is my application to serve on the following board or commitiee. Check one or more:

L1 Gty COUNCL siiiiiisnsecneransrsssversrassossossssssonsanssnssssssssasssissin (4 year term, appointed by Council)

U Planning Commission/Committee for Citizen ............. (4 year term, appointed by Council)
Involvement (CCI)

O Parks and Recreation Commission...............oo.eeeevvnn...... (4 year term, appointed by Council)

O Systems Development Charge Review Board............... (4 year term, appointed by Council)

O Budget Committee... ... (3 year term, appointed by Council)

[ Other (Please list): _ €4 ~ Oﬁ AR (%w&; ek Rm\ (\‘l-l.'r Cane] - -

1. Resident of City of Brookings since: Month: 05 Year: 97

2, Please briefly explain why you wish to serve the community in this capacity and what

prior experience, community service, or background you have in this area. (Attach
additional sheets if needed.) 7~ 4 ;

5

R % (Continued o"n baclE)
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3 Biographical Sketch: (Education, employment, volunteer activities, etc.) (Attach -
additional sheets if needed.)
ot camd, ebicode! p— LodPh oAty al doderld) A
< / l - V4
Ll pid , [TL- , Z WOV 72 Y ZL#;/.( Py B A 2 4“/
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;@/fuf, r;/ /fﬁ,e 7 4/ 012 %mu ?72/ x&/zd —%E/W&L\ﬁ,

Wleed T
Mﬁ@ﬁ ﬂf /2'/% /faé’ﬂﬂﬁ//’fl /ZW fl&é&_,ﬁ Lz e /,eg_/c\

AL Y o 2 2 ) _4/

4, Please list no less than three references: ‘ ™
NAME: ADDRESS: PHONE:

Mﬂé@%&i ,ﬂmﬁm_%; (ele(—07077 -
c. John I/Ufm[a%/u Po Rox 329 Y G~ 204G ~ llor 20
| A (géorgx Lee ! Tha Onion Gl dlpG- 2188 -

7
i ] 18[ot -
i Signature—My sj re confirms my knowledge Date

this document will be presented to the City Council
and news media and become public information. -
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Iintend to donate voluntary services for the City of Brookings (hereinafter "City") as follows:
EX-(Bcis ot Couned) = otkimd amoitimag.
ol OM ty ¢ ‘ . 4

I acknowledge that I will not be under the direct supervision and control of the City in
connection with voluntary services described above.

I acknowledge that no compensation or expense reimbursement will be paid by the City in
connection with the services described above.

I agree that such volunteer services will be donated to the City at times other than my regular
work hours.

Irelease the City from all matters relating to voluntary service by the undersigned, including
compliance, if any is required, with social security, withholdings, insurance and all other
regulations and reportings governing such matters. I assume full responsibility for any
injuries or damages suffered by or arising from this voluntary service.

I release, indemnify and hold the City harmless from and against any and all actions, causes
of action, claims, demands, liabilities, losses, damages or expenses, of whatsoever kind and
nature, including attorney fees, which City may sustain or incur as a result of errors or
omissions in the performance of voluntary services set forth above.

Signed voluntarily in the presence of the witnesses whose signatures are shown below mine.

,QQM%L_@M | (o/20/ 000
. Date
(,/M;J&' E)&LQM | é~20~c§é

Witness J " Date

Witness

Date

2 B/C b-2s-—2&
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- CITY OF BROOKINGS

City Council Agenda Report

Date: June 15,2006
To:  Mayor & City Council

From: John, ? Planning Director

Subject

Amendments to Chapters 5, 6, 7, and 8 of the City’s Transportation Systems Plan (TSP).

Recommendation:

The Planning Commission and staff recommend adoption of the proposed changes.

Backeround /Discussion:

se in the VC ratio between the figures in
e 5-14, attached is Exhibit 1. This

ct was projected to have a 150ksf
ded Table 5-14 shows only a 10ksf
The difference in the traffic

ge in the VC Ratio.

In response to the question raised concerning the large decrea
Table 5-14 of the original TSP and those in the amended Tabl
exhibit shows that the in the original table the Lone Ranch proje
retail area, a hotel and a golf course. The retail area in the amen
retail area and no golf course or hotel, as approved in the master plan.
generated between the two tables is 5,249 less vehicle trips and thus the chan

e Ranch project figures in the original Table 5-15, Exhibit 2

In response to the request for the Lon
ded figures that are based on the approved master plan.

shows both the original and the amen
ure is the standard used by

17B of the amended chapter, the 0.75 fig
Hour VC ratio for the two

To clarify the figures in Table 3-
_ The 0.52 and 0.59 figures are the Peak

ODOT as need for improvement
listed segments of the highway.

Reference to the Grayhound Bus service has been removed in the ordinance copies as well as the

changes suggested by staff at the carlier hearing.

Financial Impact(s):

No particular financial impact at this time. Impl
will be determined at that time. Amendments to

proposed improvements.

rovements will bare a cost that

ementation of the imp
ed with the

Chapter 8 have projected costs associat

City Manager Review and Approval for placement on Council Agenda:

Dale Shaddox, City g

898 Elk Drive Phone: (541) 469-2163 America’s __
Brookings, OR 97415 Fax: (541) 469-3650 Wile! Rivers
101 MALES OF NATURS'S BEST aﬂst--
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CITY OF BROOKINGS

City Council Agenda Report

Date: June 13, 2006
To:  Mayor & City Council
From: Paul Hughes, Finance Director

Subject: City of Brookings Municipal Fee Study prepared by the Financial Consulting
Solutions Group, Inc (FCS Group).

Recommendation:  Accept the Fee Study Report

Background /Discussion:

During the January 23, 2006 Council meeting, a municipal fee study contract was awarded to the
FCS Group, Inc, to determine if the city’s current service fees are appropriate related to the costs
of performing the service. All fees other than utility user fees, system development fees and
system replacement fees are included in the study. Planning department and public works related
fees were the main focus of the study. Staff spent considerable time with the consultants on-site
and via e-mail/phone gathering, developing and reviewing time analysis and cost information. A
draft of the results was presented and discussed on April 13™ during a council work session.
Recommendations and requested changes 1o the draft report were implemented and included in
the updated draft which was presented during a public hearing on May 22, 2000. Based on
discussion during the hearing, the planning fees for “Appeals to City Council” and “Appeals to
Planning Commission” have been changed to $250.00 and $125.00.The study also includes
language to capture all of the city’s actual costs (staff time, consulting services, materials and

supplies, etc.) related to specific planning services.

Presented later in tonight’s agenda, are staff recommended Resolutions 06-R-754, 06-R-755, 06~
R-760 and Ordinance 06-0-577 adopting the recommended fees and charges illustrated in the
study.

Financial Impact(s):

The study illustrates that the majority of the planning and public works related fees are well
below the associated cost to the city. Once adopted, the recommended fees will pay for the
associated cost of providing the service.

City Manager Review and Approval for placement on Council Agenda:

Dale Shaddox, City Manager

898 Elk Drive Phone: (541) 469-2163 America’s__
Brookings, OR 97415 Fax: (541) 469-3650 Wile! Bivers
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CITY OF BROOKINGS
COMMON COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
City Hall Council Chambers
898 Elk Drive, Brookings, OR 97415
June 12,2006 7:00 p.m.

Before the regular Common Council meeting there was an Executive Session in the City
Manager’s office under the authority of ORS 192.660 (2)(e) to conduct deliberations with
persons designated by the governing body to negotiate real property transactions beginning at

.

6:30 p.m. The Common Council meeting began at 7:00 p.m. The Urban Renewal Agency

1L

1L

IV.

Brookings Cormmon Council minutes

Meeting began following the Common Council Public Hearings.

Call to Order
Mayor Pat Sherman called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.

Pledge of Allegiance
Led by Emblem Club

Roll Call
Council Present: Mayor Pat Sherman, Council President Larry Anderson, Councilors Jan

Willms, Craig Mickelson, and Dave Gordon, a quorum present.

Council Absent: None

Staff Present: ’

City Manager Dale Shaddox,

City Attorney John Trew,

Public Works Director Don Wilcox,

City Planner John Bischoff,

Finance Director Paul Hughes,

Administrative Assistant Donna Colby-Hanks,

and Incoming Administrative Assistant Joyce Heffington

Media Present: Curry Coastal Pilot Reporter Peter Rice

Other:
Approximately 35 citizens

Ceremonies/Appointments/Announcements

A. Ceremonies
1. Proclamation — Americanism Week
Mayor Sherman presented the Americanism Proclamation to the Emblem Club.

2. Proclamation - Relay for Life Weekend in Brookings
Mayor Sherman presented the Relay for Life Proclamation to the organizers who invited
everyone to join in the event on July 7™ and 8™
B. Announcements
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Councilor Anderson attended two city council related committee meetings, & four hour
Oregon State University Workshop, school board negotiations, the Azalea Festival, and

high school graduation.

Mayor Sherman attended six community related meetings, five committee events, the
Azalea Festival, and the Oregon State University Workshop.

Councilor Mickelson attended the Azalea Festival, 2 Planning Commission meeting,
and the Rush Medical Center ribbon cutting.

Councilor Gordon attended the Azalea Festival and high school graduation.

B. Public Comment — limited to a maximum of 5 minutes per person
A public comment card, located near the southern council door, must be completed and

turned into the Administrative Assistant prior to the beginning of the meeting or prior to
approaching the podium to speak.

Larry Aslinger, 439 Buena Vista Loop, Brookings commented on the annexation costs
of Borax, Lone Ranch.

Catherine Wiley, 96370 Duley Creck Road, Brookings was concerned that the cost of
Borax water and sewer infrastructure wasn’t being shared by the developer. Wiley
submitted page 5 of the October 22, 2001 Council minutes and two pages of from the

October, 2001 vouchers.

Barbara Nysted, 427 Buena Vista Loop, Brookings spoke of the past city manager.

Tim Ramis, 1727 NW Hoyt, Portland, OR 97209, attorney for Borax, expressed a desire

to reforge communications with the City. Ramis suggested a continuance on possible

action to accept the report on improvements of existing water and sewer systems for the

Lone Ranch master planned project.

VII. Regular Agenda

A. Discussion and possible action on staff report on improvements of existing water and
sewer systems needed to serve development projects on the north end of the City,

including the Lone Ranch master planned project. (Public Works)

Public Works Director Don Wilcox reviewed the staff report and letters dated April 22 and

June 6, 2006 from HGE regarding the HGE report of November 2001, Water and Wastewater

Facilities Plan to Serve Borax Development and Surrounding Areas. The Council asked

questions and made comments. Councilor Anderson requested clarification for a change in the

percentage of responsibility of the project for the City and Borax. City Attorney John Trew

suggested the Council establish contact with Borax prior to accepting the HGE report of 2001

and retain a land use attorney to advise in this area. Councilor Mickelson discussed different

sanitary fees collected and how they could be used. Councilor Gordon spoke about solving the

issues and leaving personalities out. Councilor Willms felt a plan needed to be laid out to get

the project back on track.

Brookings Common Council minutes Page 3 of 4
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Councilor Anderson moved, a second foll
continue this matter to a future meeting w

—— T amit o

owed, and the Council voted unanimously to
hen all parties would be prepared to come

before the council.

VIII. Consent Calendar

A Approval of Council Meeting Minutes
L Meeting of May 22, 2006

B. Acceptance of Planning Commission Minutes
1. Meeting of May 2, 2006
2. Meeting of May 16, 2006

C. Approval of vouchers for month of May, 2006 (8293,734.08)

D. Resolution No. 06-R-752, A Resolution in the matter of extending the City of Brookings’

workers’ compensation coverage to volunteers of the C
E. Resolution No. 06-R-

ity of Brookings.
753, A Resolution in the matter of declaring the City’s election to

receive state revenues.

End Consent Calendar

Councilor An

derson moved, a second followed, and the Council voted unanimously to

approve the Consent Calendar as published.

IX. Remarks from Mayor and Councilors

A

B.

X. Adjournment
Councilor Mickelson moved and the C

Council
None.
Mayor
None.

ouncil voted unanimously by voice vote to adjourn

at 9:16 pm.

Respectfully

Pat Sherman
Mayor

submitted:

ATTEST by City Recorder this day of , 2006.

Paul Hughes
Finance Director/City Recorder
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DEPARTN

Chris Wallace, Chief of Police |

Brookings City Council through City Manager Dale Shaddox

To:
From: Chief Chris Wallace 27813/201
Date: 06-21-2006
Subject: Liquor License Application/ Change of Business Location

The Brookings Police Department found no local disqualifying information prohibiting Linda Baldwin an
nse applications. T.S.T Corporation with

ed individual liquor lice
Chetco Avenue, Suite B, Brookings,

business manager Mary C. Fox with their attach
e above mentioned applicants be granted

business trade name of “That Special To
Oregon. It is the recommendation of the
their request with final approval coming

uch” will now be located at 937

Brookings Police Department th
from the Oregon Liquor Control Commission.

Respectfully submitted,

Chief Chris Wallace
Brookings Police Department

Phone: (541) 469-3118

898 ELK DRIVE
Brookings, Or. 97415 Fax: (541) 412-0253 w.’d ; -

www.brookings.or.us
mmwnmmmmst-.
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OREGON LIQUOR CONTROL COMMISSION
LIQUOR LICENSE APPLICATION

PLEASE PRINT OR TYPE )
Application'is being made for: FOR CITY AND COUNTY USE ONLY
LICENSE TYPES ACTIONS The city council or county commission:

Q Full On-Premises Sales ($402.60/yr) QO Change Ownership -
O Commercial Establishment 0 New Outlet (name of oty or county)
Q Caterer Q Greater Privilege recommends that this license be:
O Passenger Carrier ® Additional Privilege .
Q Other Public Location 4 Other W Granted O Denied O
Q Private Ciub By:
O Limited On-Premises Sales ($202.60/yr) / o - (signature) (date)
Y Off-Premises Sales ($100/yr) 2 Name:
Q with Fuel Pumps Title:
Q Brewery Public House ($252.60) e .
g VOth:ery ($250/yr) OLCC USE ONLY
er: Application Rec'd by:
Applying as:
o Date;_ (o~ 19— 06
Q Individuals O Limited ﬂCorporation Q Limited Liability ,
Partnership Company 80-day authority: O Yes No
1. Applicant(s): [See SECTION 1 of the Guide]
o_7TST /Cﬂ—;p . ®
@ @_

2. Trade Name (dba):

3. Business Location:

A=)

(county) (state) 2 (@IP code)

(nuer. street, rufal route
4. Business Mailing Address: PO Bx Hip : ’é’ s ORJ @Y S
(PO box, number, street, rural route) (city) () (state) (ZIP code)
5. Business Numbers;__<5 {4/~ 469-7015" LY )—4HeF-376 0
(phone) ) (fax)
6. Is the business at this location currently licensed by OLCC? UYes Ao 'io"%?w’@'sﬁ;{"s Le@® 1027 Cheteo .

7. If yes to whom: Type of License:

8. Former Business Name:

9. Will you have a manager? JYes QNo Name: m C_Fox

4 {manager must fill out an individual history form)

10.What is the local governing body where your business is located? Z 5/‘00 étn‘a 4

(name of city or county)
11. Contact person for this application:_m_éﬂ&m&m(_.MQﬁJ' Jox. SYI\-46G-7018
(name) (phone number(s)
P.0 Por M Ruslkunca RIUS SU-HEGTTT60
(address) I ®) {fax number) (e-mail address)
| understand that if my answers are not true and complete, the OLCC may deny my license application.
Date lo-z -0 Q@ Date
X f Date_b-1-0¢ ® Date
adwreep | 1-800-452-OLCC (6522)

www.olcc.state.or.us
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BEFORE THE PLANNING COMMISSION
CITY OF BROOKINGS, COUNTY OF CURRY
STATE OF OREGON

In the matter of Planning Commission File No. ) Final ORDER
CP-2-06; an amendment to Chapters 5,6,7,and 8 of - ) and Findings of
the city’s Transportation Systems Plan; city initiated. ) PFact

ORDER approving a the amendment to Chapters 5, 6, 7, and 8 of the city’s Transportation Systems
Plan (TSP)

WHEREAS:

1. The Planning Commission duly accepted the application filed in accordance with Section
144, Amendments, of the Land Development Code; and,

2. The Brookings Planning Commission duly considered the above described application on the
agenda of its regularly scheduled public hearing on May 16, 2006; and

3. Recommendations were presented by the Planning Director in the form of a written Staff
Agenda Report dated May 8, 2006, and by oral presentation, and evidence and testimony was
presented by the staff and the public at the public hearing; and,

4. Atthe conclusion of said public hearing, after consideration and discussion of testimony and
evidence presented in the public hearing, the Planning Commission, upon a motion duly seconded,
accepted the Staff Agenda Report and recommended that the City Council approved the request, and

5. The Brookings City Council duly considered the above described application in a public
hearing at a regularly scheduled public meeting held on June 12 and XXX, 2006 and is a matter of
record; and '

6. Atthe conclusion of said public hearing, after consideration and discussion of testimony and
evidence presented in the public hearing, the City Council, upon a motion duly seconded, accepted
the Planning Commissions recommendation; and

THEREFORE, LET IT BE HEREBY ORDERED that the application for an amendment of the
Transportation Systems Plan is approved. This approval is supported by the following findings and
conclusions:

FINDINGS
1. The city adopted the current Transportation Systems Plan (TSP) in August of 2002.

2. The adopted TSP contained mitigation measures for .projected congestion on Highway 101
through the city using a couplet design.

3. The Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT) prepared an Environmental Evaluation of
the couplet mitigation option and several other options including a one alignment option.



4.The evaluation resulted in three viable mitigation alternatives as follows:

« A no build alternative (make no improvements).

+ A couplet system using Railroad St. as the south bound leg of the highway.

« A one alignment alternative using the existing right-of-way with no parking, left turn lanes at
certain intersections.

5. When the alternatives were presented to the City Council, the Council took the matter to the
voters, who in turn, voted for the one alignment alternative.

6. The adopted TSP contained an estimate and projection of the development that would occur on
the Borax property (Lone Ranch) with the resulting traffic generation and impacts on the

highway.

7. When the Lone Ranch Master Plan was approved, the ultimate development plan was different
than that projected in the TSP resulting in different traffic generation.

8. A condition of approval for the Lone Ranch Master Plan required the applicant to provide
potential mitigation measures for the Carpenterville Rd./Dawson Rd. intersection with Highway
101 prior to the approval of the first Detailed Development Plan implementing the Master Plan.

9. The applicant has submitted a mitigation plan that has been reviewed and approved by ODOT.

CONCLUSIONS

The proposed amendments to Chapters 5, 6,7, and 8 of the TSP will reflect the decision of the voters
to mitigate the projected congestion on Highway 101 through town using the one alignment
alternative. The proposed amendments will also incorporate the mitigation measures agreed upon for
the Carpenterville Rd./Dawson Rd. Highway 101 intersection and will update the various tables
within the TSP to reflect traffic generation from the approved Lone Ranch Master Plan on the Borax

property.

Dated this 26™ day of June, 2006.

Pat Sherman, Mayor

ATTEST:

John C. Bischoff, Planning Director

2 of 2 Final Order and Findings of Fact File No. CP-1-06



City Council Agenda Report

Date: June 16, 2006
To:  Mayor & City Council

From: Paul Hughes, Finance Director

Subject: Ordinance 06-0-574 amending Section 13.20.010 and adding Section13.20.030 to
Chapter 13.20 “System Replacement Charges™ of the Brookings Municipal Code
(BMC).

Recommendation:  Adopt Ordinance 06-0-574 amending Section 13.20.010 and adding
Section 13.20.030 to Chapter 13.20 of the Brookings Municipal Code
(BMC).

Background /Discussion:

Section 13.20.010 of the BMC includes language allowing the system replacement fees to be
used for the capital replacement, extension and expansion of municipal utility facilities. Staff
believes the original intent of the system replacement fees was for the use of replacement and
non-capacity increasing extension or expansion of municipal utility facilities. The portion of a
utility replacement which increases capacity should be paid through development (SDC’s)
whenever possible.

Section 13.20.020 of the BMC creates the amount of the system replacement fees charged to the
users of the City’s utility systems. Other City generated fees and charges are adopted by City
Resolutions with the original authority to collect the fee or charge in an adopted Ordinance. Staff
is recommending the addition of Section 13.20.030 to the BMC authorizing revisions to the
systems replacement charges by resolution of the Council.

Financial Impact(s):
The amending and added language to Ordinance 06-0-574 directs the use of the system
replacement funds and how the system replacement charges are revised.

City Manager Review and Approval for placement on Council Agenda:

ale Shaddox, City Manager

898 Elk Drive Phone: (541) 469-2163 America’s__
Brookings, OR 97415 Fax: (541) 469-3650 Wild! i ers
WWW.bTDOkil‘LgS.OI’.US 104 MILES OF NATURES B£5T COﬂSt-



BROOKINGS ORDINANCES

ORDINANCE NO. 06-0-574

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 13.20.010 AND ADDING SECTION 13.20.030 TO

CHAPTER 13.20 “SYSTEM REPLACEMENT CHARGES” OF THE BROOKINGS MUNICIPAL
CODE (BMC)

Sections:

Section 1. Ordinance Identified.

Section 2. Amendment to Section 13.20.010

Section 3. Addition of Section 13.20.030 - Future Revisions to Systems
Replacement Charges

The City of Brookings ordains as follows:

Section 1. Ordinance Identified. This ordinance amends Sections 13.20.010 and 13.20.020
of Chapter 13.20 “System Replacement Charges” of the Brookings Municipal Code (BMC).

Section 2. Amendment to Section 13.20.010. Section 13.20.010 of the BMC is amended
to read as follows: There is hereby created a utility systems replacement fund within the reserve fund
of the city as provided by Chapter 3.05 BMC, to receive funds to be collected under BMC 13.20.020.
The purpose of the fund shall be to finance the capital replacement, non-capacity increasing extension
and non-capacity increasing expansion of municipal utility facilities, including the acquisition of land
or rights-of-way thereto.

Section3. - Addition of Section 13.20.030 — Future Revisions to Systems Replacement
Charges. . All future revisions to the systems replacement charges, as presented in Section
13.20.020 of this Chapter of the BMC, shall be by resolution of the Council.

First Reading:
Second Reading:
Passage:
Effective Date:

INTRODUCED AND ADOPTED By the City of Brookings Council and signed by me in

authentication of its passage the day of 2006.

Mayor Pat Sherman Paul Hughes, Finance Director/Recorder
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' 13.15.250

of the charges imposed by this chapter. [Ord. 88-O-
431§ 15.]

13.15.250 Right of entry.

The public works director or his representative
shall have free access at reasonable hours to all
parts of buildings and premises to which sewer ser-
vice is provided by the city for the purpose of
inspecting and testing the pipes, wastewater fix-
tures and the manner in which sewer service is
being provided and used. [Ord. 88-0-431 § 16.]

13.15.260 Violations.

When any condition becomes known which
constitutes a violation of the sewer ordinances of
the city, the public works director shall provide
notice to the customer to correct the violation. If
correction is not made within the time limit stated
in the notice, then sewer service and water service,
if provided by the city, shall be immediately termi-
nated and cut off until the violation shall have been
rectified in accordance with federal, state and city
regulations. [Ord. 88-0-431 § 17.]

13.15.270 Recovery of damages.

Any person or persons who, as the result of vio-
lating any of the provisions of this chapter or oth-
erwise causes any expense, loss, or damage to the
city of Brookings, shall immediately become liable
to the city for the full sum of such expense, loss or
damage. The council may, at its discretion, instruct
the city attorney to proceed against any such per-
son or persons, in any court of competent jurisdic-
tion, in a civil action to be brought in the name of
the city of Brookings, Oregon, for the recovery of
the full sum of any such expense, loss or damage
sustained by the city. [Ord. 88-0-431 § 18.]

13.15.280 Penalties.

Any person violating any provision of this chap-
ter, or who shall fail to do any act required to be
done under the provisions of this chapter, shall,
upon conviction, be punished by a fine not exceed-
ing $500.00, or imprisonment not exceeding six
months, or by both such fine and imprisonment.
Each day any violation of this chapter shall occur
or continue shall constitute a separate offense.
[Ord. 88-0-431 § 19.]

13.20.010

Chapter 13.20
SYSTEMS REPLACEMENT CHARGES

Sections:
13.20.010 Creation of utility systems
replacement fund.

Monthly charges.

Depositing of moneys received.
Responsibility for payment.
Payment and nonpayment of bills,
contracts.

Fees and charges consolidated —
Liens.

Violations — Penalties.
Construction.

13.20.020
13.20.030
13.20.040
13.20.050

13.20.060

13.20.070
13.20.080

Creation of utility systems
replacement fund.

There is hereby created a utility systems
replacement fund within the reserve fund of the
city as provided by Chapter 3.05 BMC, to receive
funds to be collected under BMC 13.20.020. The
purpose of the fund shall be to finance the capital
replacement, extension and expansion of munici-
pal utility facilities for water, sewer and street ser-
vices, including the acquisition of land or rights-of-
way thereto. [Ord. 87-0-419 § 1.]

13.20.020 Monthly charges.

As of the date of enactment of the ordinance
codified in this chapter, the following monthly
charges are to be collected from all persons, firms
or corporations receiving utility service or services
from the city of Brookings or its contractors for
each service provided or used for the capital
replacement of each utility:

A. Water system replacement charge: $2.50 per
month;

B. Sewer system replacement charge: $2.50 per
month;

C. Street system replacement charge: $2.50 per
month. [Ord. 87-0-419 § 2.]

13 20.030 Depositing of moneys received.

All moneys collected from the charges estab-
lished herein shall be received by the city recorder
and shall be deposited into the appropriate accounts
within the utility systems replacement fund accord-
ing to the purpose for which collected and shall not
be otherwise appropriated or expended by the city.
[Ord. 87-0-419 § 3.]

13-36



City of Brookings
898 Elk Drive
Brookings, OR 97415

COUNCIL AGENDA REPORT

To: = Mayor & City Council -

From: LauraLee Gray, Building Ofﬁcial‘ﬁ'pg/
Date: May 22,2006

/

Subject: Ordinance 06-O-575 amending BMC Title 15, Sections 15.05.010. 15.10.100,
15.15.440, 15.15.450, 15.15.460 and 15.15.480

Recommendation: Adopt Ordinance 06-0-575 amending Sections 15.05.010, 15.10.100,
15.15.440, 15.15.450, 15.15.460 and 15.15.480.

Backeround /Discussion: Building Codes are adopted on 3 year cycles and various codes are not
on the same time table for adoption so any reference to the year of the code would necessitate an
ordinance change to keep the BMC updated. This change could be avoided by deleting all

reference to code year.

In several Sections our adopted standards conflict with State Statute. The proposed ordinance
amendment would bring us into compliance with State regulation.

Financial Impact(s): None

City Manager Review and Approval for placement on Council Agenda:

898 Elk Drive Phone: (541) 469-2163 America’s
Brookings, OR 97415 Fax; (541) 469-3650 Wild) Bivers
181 MALES OF NATURE'S BEST oast'-l

www.brookings.or.us
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BROOKINGS ORDINANCES
ORDINANCE NO. 06-0-575

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTIONS 15.05.010, 15.10.100, 15.15.440, 15.15.450,
15.15.460 AND 15.15.480 OF TITLE 15 “BUILDINGS AND CONSTRUCTION” OF THE

BROOKINGS MUNICIPAL CODE (BMC).

Sections:

Section 15.05.010  Adoption of Codes

Section 15.10.100  Permits and Plans

Section 15.15.440  Residential Construction
Section 15.15.450  Nonresidential Construction
Section 15.15.460  Manufactured homes
Section 15.15.480  Coastal high hazard areas

The City Of Brookings ordains as follows:

Section 15.05.010  Adoption of codes

A. The Oregon Structural Specialty Code, including the appendices and Appendix J,
provided however that ORS 455.320 shall not be applicable;

The Oregon Mechanical Specialty Code;

The Oregon Plumbing Specialty Code;

The Oregon Residential Specialty Code specifically adopting and including Section
104.8, liability;

The International Fire Code;

The Uniform Code for the Abatement of Dangerous Buildings;

. The Manufactured Dwelling Standards;

. The Parks and Camps Rules

momEH UOW

Section 15.10.100  Permits and Plans
A. Permits Required. No building or structure regulated by this code shall be erected,
constructed, enlarged, altered, repaired, moved, improved or converted unless a
separate permit for each building or structure has first been obtained from the building
official. A building permit shall not be required for those structures listed in the edition
of Oregon Structural Specialty Code Section 106.2 entitled “Work exempt from a

permit.”

F. Retention of Plans. One set of approved plans, specifications and computations shall
be retained by the building official for a period as specified in OAR 166-107-0010; and
one set of approved plans and specifications shall be returned to the applicant, and said
set shall be kept on the site of the building or work at all times during which the work
authorized thereby is in progress.



Section 15.15.440 Residential construction

A, New construction and substantial improvement of any residential structure shall
have the lowest floor, including basement, elevated one (1) foot above base flood
elevation.

Section 15.15.450  Nonresidential construction

New construction and substantial improvements of any commercial, industrial or other
nonresidential structure shall either have the lowest floor, including basement, elevated one 1)
foot above base flood elevation; or, together with attendant utility and sanitary facilities, shall:

Section 15.15.460  Manufactured homes

All manufactured homes to be placed or substantially improved within Zones A1-30,
AH, and AE shall be elevated on 2 permanent foundation such that the lowest floor of the
manufactured home is one (1) foot above the base flood elevation and be securely anchored to
an adequately anchored foundation system in accordance with the provisions of BMC

15.15.380(B).

Section 15.15.480  Coastal high hazard areas
Located within areas of special flood hazard established in BMC 15.15.260 are coastal high
hazard areas, designated as Zones V1-V30, VE and/or V. These areas have special flood hazards
associated with high velocity waters from tidal surges and, therefore, in addition to meeting all
provisions in this chapter, the following provisions shall also apply:
A. All new construction and substantial improvements in Zones V1-V30 and VE (V if base flood
elevation data is available) shall be elevated on pilings and columns so that:
1. The bottom of the lowest horizontal structural member of the lowest floor (excluding the
pilings or columns) is elevated to one (1) foot above the base flood level; and

First Reading:
Second Reading:
Passage:
Effective Date:

INTRODUCED AND ADOPTED By the City of Brookings Council and signed by me in

authentication of its passage the day of 2006.

Mayor Pat Sherman Paul Hughes, Finance Director/Recorder
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IN AND FOR THE CITY OF BROOKINGS
STATE OF OREGON

In the Matter of an Ordinance amending the
Transportation Systems Plan of the City of
Brookings to incorporate changes in Chapters 5,
6, 7, and 8 to reflect projected changes to the
highway system through the city from
Carpenterville Rd. to the Chetco River Bridge.

ORDINANCE No. 06-0-576

Sections:

Introduction.

Section 1. Amendment to the Table of Contents.
Section 2 Amendment to Chapter 3.

Section 3 Amendment to Chapter 6.

Section 4 Amendment to Chapter 7.

Section 5 Amendment to Chapter 8.

WHEREAS, the Brookings City Council, at its regularly scheduled meeting of June 12,2006,
did conduct a public hearing on this matter, during which hearing testimony and evidence was
presented by the applicant's representative, interested parties and recommendations were received
from the City Planning Commission and presented by the Planning Director; and

WHEREAS, at the conclusion of said public hearing, after consideration and discussion, the
Brookings City Council, upon a motion duly seconded, did vote in the majority to amend the City’s

Transportation Systems Plan, which is a separately bound document of the city’s Comprehensive
Plan, as follows: '

The city of Brookings ordains as follows:

Section 1. Amendment to the Table of Content.

The Table of Content of the Transportation Systems Plan is hereby amended to read as
follows:

CHAPTER 6: IMPROVEMENT OPTIONS ANALYSIS
Option 3. Improve the intersection of Carpenterville Road and US 101 6-5
Option 4. Construct the US 101 in the City of Brookings 6-6
Section 2. Amendment to Chapter 3.

Chapter 5 is hereby amended to read as shown in Exhibit A.
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Section 3. Amendment to Chapter 6.

Chapter 6 is hereby amended to read as shown in Exhibit B.
Section 4. Amendment to Chapter 7.

Chapter 7 is hereby amended to read as shown in Exhibit C.
Section 5.. Amendment to Chapter 8.

Chapter 8 is here by amended to read as shown in Exhibit D.

First Reading:

Second Reading:

Passage:

Effective Date:

Signed by me in authentication of its passage this day of , 2006.
ATTEST:

Pat Sherman, Mayor Paul Hughes, Finance Director/Recorder

2 of 1 Ordinance 04-O-565



EXHIBIT 1

Projected traffic for the Borax property in the original TSP and prior to the approved Master Plan.

TABLE 5-14
TRIP GENERATION SUMMARY - BUILD OUT OF VACANT LAND THROUGH 2017
AM Peak PM Peak

Area/Land Use Density In Out Total In Out Total Daily
Lone Ranch Creek

Hotel - 85% occupancy 170 rms 54 37 91 56 47 103 1,183

Golf Course 18 holes 38 8 46 25 23 48 541

Retail 150 ksf 85 86 171 350 350 700 7,510

Single Family 800 du 77 224 301 269 147 416 3,936

Condominium 100 du 5 29 34 29 15 44 469
Total 259 384 643 729 582 1,311 13,639

Projected traffic generated by the approved Lone Ranch Master Plan (Borax property).

TABLE 5-14
TRIP GENERATION SUMMARY - BUILD OUT OF VACANT LAND THROUGH 2017

AM Peak PM Peak

Area/Land Use Density In Out Total In Out Total Daily
Lone Ranch Creek

Retail 10 ksf 74 65 139 134 137 271 2,710
Single Family 560 du 101 304 405 308 185 493 4,930
Multi-Family/Condos 310 du 23 113 136 103 50 153 1,530
Townhomes 150 du 11 19 30 22 17 39 390
Community College 31 ksf 49 11 60 47 33 80 800
Internal/Pass/By Trips (55) an (132) 94) (103) (197) (1,970)

Total 203 435 638 520 319 839 8,390



EXHIBIT 2

Level of Service for Carpenterville Rd./Dawson Rd. intersection with Highway 101 in original
TSP

TABLE 5-15
2017 UNSIGNALIZED INTERSECTION LEVELS OF SERVICE
AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Unsignalized Intersection LOS Average  V/C LOS  Average v/C
Delay Ratio Delay Ratio
US 101/Carpenterville Rd/Dawson Rd
Northbound Left Turn A 9.1 0.04 B 114 0.19
Southbound Left Turn A 9.1 0.03 B 12.2 0.09
Eastbound Approach D 333 0.49 F >100.0 >1.2
Westbound Approach F >100.0 >1.2 F >100.0 >1.2

Level of Service for Carpenterville Rd./Dawson Rd. intersection with Highway 101 using figures
for approved Lone Ranch Master Plan.

TABLE 5-15
2017 UNSIGNALIZED INTERSECTION LEVELS OF SERVICE
AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Unsignalized Intersection LOS Average  V/C LOS  Average v/iC
Delay Ratio Delay Ratio
US 101/Carpenterville Rd/Dawson Rd
Northbound Left Turn A 9.1 0.04 A* 9.2 0.06
Southbound Left Turn A 9.1 0.03 B* 10.6 0.05
Eastbound Approach D 333 0.49 F* 50.0 0.29
Westbound Approach F 100.0 1.2 F* 50.0 1.0
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CHAPTER 5: 2017 BASELINE TRAFFIC CONDITIONS

The 2017 traffic projections developed as part of this study are used as the basis for assessing
future roadway conditions and likely improvement requirements. These projections have been
developed using a simplified travel demand model, which relies on a combination of land use-
driven trip generation and distribution, and on a trend analysis, which uses historical experience
and anticipated land use development as a basis (including several large future development
projects anticipated within the study area).

Twenty-year projections were developed when this study commenced in 1997. Development of
the TSP occurred between 1998 and 2000 and adoption is expected to occur in 2001, at which
point the forecasts only extend 16 years into the future. Concern was raised that, by the time the
plan is adopted, the plan would not truly be a 20-year plan. However, while 20-year time frame is
preferred, the TPR allows for planning horizons as short as 15 years. Further, the travel forecasts
were not the driving force behind the transportation projects the community wished to pursue.
The projects evaluated in the improvement options analysis, and those projects ultimately
recommended in the modal plans predominantly address safety, pedestrian and bicycle facilities,
access management, emergency routes, and connectivity, rather than capacity issues because in
most cases the existing transportation infrastructure could meet the forecast demand. Therefore,
the plan serves the intended purpose, and the 15-year forecast does not detract from the plan.

Furthermore, it is expected that the TSP will go through periodic review every 8-10 years at
which time the travel forecasts will be updated.

In general, an understanding of the underlying land development and demographic growth
anticipated within the study area is important to provide a good foundation for understanding
future travel demand and the need for improvement projects. The following discussion is intended
to provide a general sketch of the assumptions and analysis methodology inherent in developing
the year 2017 traffic projections. Included is a description of the population and land use forecasts
that form the basis for the traffic projections, as well as a discussion of the travel demand
forecasting process and resulting projections.

POPULATION AND LAND USE FORECASTS

The Brookings-Harbor area has been one of the fastest growing areas in Oregon during the past
decade. The population increase is mostly a result of in-migration from persons of retirement age,
rather than natural increase. To accommodate the rapid increase in population, a substantial
increase in land devoted to urban uses will likely be necessary along with an increase in the

existing housing stock. Along with the rise in population will come increases in the demand for
commercial, industrial and institutional land uses.

The purpose of this sub-section is to identify expected future growth within the Brookings study
area including not only the magnitude of that growth but also the spatial distribution of future
residential, commercial and industrial land uses. These future land use projections will form the
basis of the development of future traffic projections, the analysis of future transportation system
deficiencies, and, ultimately, the development of a transportation improvement program.

The beginning of this sub-section presents a thorough explanation of the demographic changes
that the Brookings-Harbor area has experienced over the last 20 years, as well as the anticipated
growth in population through 2017. The population forecasts were used as a basis for determining
future housing demand. In the course of this analysis, it appears that a major constraint in meeting
future housing demands is the supply of buildable residential land within the existing Urban
Growth Boundary (UGB). The City of Brookings is currently negotiating an expansion in this
boundary with the Oregon Department of Land Conservation and Development (DLCD).
Technical analyses used as a basis for identifying the need for and extent of a UGB expansion

have been used as the basis for the analysis contained in this section and the development of
future traffic volume forecasts. These reports include:
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* Curry County Population Discussion, David Evans and Associates, Inc., December 3,
1997.

* Technical Memorandum: Brookings Urban Growth Boundary Needs Analysis, Linda
Davis for Cogan-Owens-Cogan, March 6, 1995; and

* Brookings Urban Growth Boundary Exception and Urban Reserve Establishment Study,
David Evans and Associates, Inc., July 12, 1993.

Should it be approved by DLCD, the proposed expansion to the UGB would allow the City to
provide services and buildable land outside of the current UGB boundaries.

The following paragraphs will consider: 1) historic and projected population growth; 2) future
housing needs based on a broad geographic distribution of population growth; and 3) future land
use projections for residential, commercial and industrial land uses by general location.

Population Growth and Distribution

Information used in this analysis was from the U.S. Census Bureau and Portland State
University’s Center for Population Research and Census. The U.S. Census data does not reflect
demographic characteristics consistent with the Urban Growth Boundaries (UGB) of Oregon
communities, but includes city limits, counties and various tracts or districts within Counties. The
U.S. Census Bureau recognizes two separate geographical entities in the Brookings-Harbor area;
the incorporated City of Brookings and the Harbor Census Designated Place (CDP). The Census

Bureau has kept track of growth for these areas over the years to provide a historic base of
information for the region.

For this report, data will address the City of Brookings, the 1980 Harbor CDP, Curry County, and
aggregated areas north and south of the Chetco River within the existing and proposed UGB.

Forecasts contained in this report are based on current population located within the study area
and historic growth trends of the study area.

Historic Population Growth

Population growth in the Brookings-Harbor area has been erratic over the past two decades,
growing dramatically in some years, while decreasing in others. A linear graph of historic growth
would display a series of peaks and valleys exhibiting the erratic growth experienced by the area.
A line drawn between the peaks and valleys would project average growth long term, and would
illustrate how population in the area has increased steadily at approximately 2.4 percent per
annum for the Brookings city limits and 1.9 percent for the Harbor CDP. The long-term growth
rate is critical for establishing a basis to project future growth.

Table 5-1 summarizes population growth between 1970 and 1990 for the study area and Curry
County as a whole. From 1970 through 1980, the City of Brookings® population increased from
2,720 to 3,384 at an annual growth rate of 2.21 percent. Curry County grew from 13,006 to
16,992 during that same period at a growth rate of 2.71 percent annually.
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TABLE 5-1
BROOKINGS-HARBOR URBAN GROWTH STUDY AREA HISTORIC POPULATION
GROWTH TRENDS
Annual
1970-1980 1980-1990 Growth Rate
1970 1980 % Change 1990 % Change 1970-1990
City of Brookings 2,720 3,384 24.41% 4,400 31.21% 2.4%
Harbor CDP 2,143
Curry County 13,006 16,992 30.65% 19,327 13.74% 1.9%

Source: Brookings Urban Growth Boundary Exception and Urban Reserve Establishment Study, David Evans and
Associates, July 12, 1993

Population in the City of Brookings increased from 3,384 to 4,400 during the 1980-1990 period,
while Curry County increased from 16,992 to 19,327. Annual average population growth over the
20 year time period from 1970 to 1990 in Brookings was 2.4 percent. The 20-year annualized
growth for Curry County was 1.9 percent. The Harbor CDP had not been formed by the Census
Bureau until the 1980 Census, and had a significant boundary modification in 1990. Therefore,
only data for 1990 is shown for the Harbor CDP, when the population was 2,143.

For the past five years, Curry County and the City of Brookings have led Oregon in population
growth rates. Since 1987, Curry County has grown at approximately 4.5 percent per year, while
the City of Brookings has grown at 6.3 percent per year, faster than any other coastal city.

Most of this population growth has been the result of in-migration, rather than natural increase. In
1990, approximately 23 percent of Brookings’ population exceeded the age of 65, almost 6
percent more than in 1980. Curry County as a whole has also experienced this same in-migration
with an increase in senior population of about 12 percent since 1980. The percentage of
Brookings residents 55 or older is 50 percent higher than that of the state; for Curry County, it is
about 70 percent greater. The data suggests that much of the population growth in the area is a

result of in-migration of retirees. Table 5-2 shows the population for Brookings and Curry County
by age.

TABLE 5-2
POPULATION BY AGE, 1990
City of Brookings Curry County Oregon
Age Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Under 5 315 7.2 1,084 5.6 201,421 7.1
5-14 632 144 2,310 12.0 411,140 14.5
15-24 417 9.5 1,610 83 379,097 13.3
25-34 605 13.8 2,211 114 451,544 15.9
35-44 622 14.1 2,705 14.0 474,851 16.7
45-54 379 8.6 2,093 10.8 296,595 104
55-64 459 104 2,600 13.5 236,349 83
65+ 971 22.1 4,723 244 391,324 13.8
Total 4,400 100 19,327 100 2,842,321 100

Source: U.S. Census, 1990

Population Projections

Table 5-3 presents the most recent forecasts of future population growth for the Brookings-
Harbor Urban Growth Study Area. The 1993 population for the Brookings-Harbor area was

2
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8,749. This estimate formed the basis for projections of future population growth in the study
area, which are documented in the reports prepared for the City and previously identified in the
Introduction. These reports were prepared to validate the need for an expansion of the existing
Urban Growth Boundary. The population forecasts identified in these reports will form the basis

for future travel demand projections, and the development and analysis of transportation system
needs.

TABLE 5-3
BROOKINGS-HARBOR URBAN GROWTH STUDY AREA POPULATION FORECASTS

1993 2015 2017
North of Chetco River 5,821 10,938 11,380
South of Chetco River 2,928 5,502 5,724
Total 8,749 16,440 17,104

Source: Curry County Population Discussion, David Evans and Associates, December 3, 1997.

1993 data from Technical Memorandum: Brookings Urban Growth Boundary Needs Analysis, Linda
Davis for Cogan-Owens-Cogan, March 6, 1995, adjusted by 2.96 percent per year.

As illustrated in Table 5-3, population is estimated to grow to 17,104 in 2017. This equates to an
annual average growth rate of 2.83 percent.

Potential Development Impact Analysis

To supplement the demographic analysis and to determine more specific potential growth areas in
Curry County, DEA reviewed ODOT’s.Pdtential Development Impact Analysis (PDIA). The
- PDIA, issued in March 1996, provides estimates for a maximum development scenario in rural

Curry County. At the time the analysis was completed, the expansion of the Brookings Urban
Growth Boundary had not received final approval and, therefore, the analysis does not reflect that
change. A detailed summary of the PDIA is contained in Appendix C.

The analysis is based on a number of assumptions, some of which are acknowledged to overstate
potential development. Some of the key assumptions include the following:

* No adjustments were made for slopes, bodies of water, riparian areas, or other physical
development constraints.

* Development estimates do not account for market factors.

* Where the zoning ordinance does not specify a parking requirement, no adjustment was
made for parking.

The analysis concludes that there is potential for development of all land use designations in rural
Curry County as shown in the table below.
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TABLE 5-4
POTENTIAL DEVELOPMENT IMPACT ANALYSIS SUMMARY
Acreage Residential Units
Designated Use Net Area  Vacant Existing  Potential Maximum
Residential 9,016 1,707 4,038 443 4,442
Commercial 927 586 N.A. 9,790.8 N.A.
Industrial 218 120 N.A. N.A. N.A.

! Commercial potential shown as 1,000 square feet of potential development.

Approximately 9,016 acres of land are zoned for residential uses with 4,038 existing residential
units. Of the residential land, approximately 1,707 acres are vacant representing development
potential of 443 units. This methodology combines existing units with the potential units to
achieve a maximum development potential. This maximum is estimated at 4,442 residential units.

Non-residential uses also have significant development potential. Approximately 927 acres of
land are zoned for commercial uses. Of this land, an estimated 586 acres are vacant, yielding
9,790,739 square feet of potential development. Approximately 218 acres of land are zoned for
industrial uses. Of this land, an estimated 120 acres are vacant. The PDIA analysis does not
provide an estimate of the potential development represented by these 120 acres.

Housing Growth
Historic Housing Supply

Table 5-5 presents a summary of 1990 U.S. Census data which identifies the total housing units
by type for Brookings, the Harbor area and Curry County. According to the 1990 census, the City
of Brookings and the Harbor area have very different residential mixes. One obvious difference is
the higher number of mobile homes in the Harbor Area compared to the City of Brookings, which
has a much higher proportion of multiple family residences.
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TABLE 5-5
TOTAL HOUSING UNITS BY TYPE, 1990
City of Brookings Harbor Area Curry County

Average Average Average
Housing Type Number Value® Number Value® Number Value®®
Single Family 1,388  $110,785 397 NA 5,386 $114,899
Detached 1,267  $110,498 389 NA 5,194 $114,911
Attached 121 $120,093 8 NA 192 $114,180
Multi-Family 570 $145,531 35 NA 1,014 $138,885
Duplex 231  $114,531 10 NA 343 $127,031
3+ units 339  $119,444 25 NA 671 $147,917
Mobile Home 85 $79,952 848 NA 3,324 $46,488
Other 46  $164,773 12 NA 161 $124,041
Total 1990 2,089  $110,326 1,292 $114,200 9,885 $89,338
Total 1980 1,404 NA 1,295 NA NA NA
% Change 1980-90 47% NA 0% NA NA NA
Annualized 4.1% NA 0% NA NA NA

Growth 1980-90

Source: 1990 U.S. Census as cited in Forecast of the Long-Run Demand for Housing in the Brookings-Harbor
Area, ECO Northwest, March, 1993

@ Owner Occupied Units

@ The increase in housing units for the Harbor area is likely understated because of differences in defining the
boundaries on the Harbor area in the 1980 and 1990 Census.

In 1990, Brookings had about 2,100 housing units, of which approximately 1,400 were single-
family. A comparison of the 1980 and 1990 Census data shows that Brookings has experienced a
significant amount of growth in both single-family (+400 units) and multi-family units (+225
units) since 1978. In 1990, the Harbor area had about 1,300 housing units, of which
approximately 400 were single-family units. There has been little change in the total number of
housing units in the Harbor area between 1980 and 1990, but there has been a change in housing
mix to more mobile homes and manufactured homes.

Future Housing Needs

For purposes of assessing the need for future housing, the existing Urban Growth Boundary has
been divided into two major subareas, north and south of the Chetco River. The separation

between the two areas reflects varying topographic, political, and public service constraints in
both portions of the UGB.

The area north of the Chetco is composed of the City of Brookings and unincorporated lands
north and east of the city. The proposed and existing areas of the UGB are not as steep in
topography as some of the areas south of the Chetco. The City of Brookings is the only provider
of public sewer and water services north of the Chetco at this time.

The area south of the Chetco River is composed of the unincorporated community of Harbor and
other unincorporated lands south and east of Harbor. The areas within the proposed UGB contain
developed lands within a flat area extending south to California, and steep topography in the

Harbor Hills. The Harbor Sanitary District and Harbor Water Public Utility District are major
service providers in this subarea.

Given the demographic changes that have been occurring, and the relative attractiveness and
economic value of the Oregon Coast, the demand for housing from people is projected to
continue. Table 5-6 summarizes the population forecasts and estimates of future housing needs to

6
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the year 2017 for the areas both north and south of the Chetco River. The number of new
dwelling units needed by 2017 is calculated by taking the total projected population and dividing
by the average household size, 2.13 for the area north of the Chetco River, and 1.65 for the area
south of the Chetco River"

TABLE 5-6
PROJECTION OF 2017 HOUSING NEED

1993 2015 2017
North of Chetco 2,733 5,135 5,343
South of Chetco 1,775 3,335 3,469
TOTAL 4,508 8,470 8,812
Existing Dwelling Units 4,508 4,508
New Dwelling Units Needed 3,962 4,304

Source: Technical Memorandum: Brookings Urban Growth Boundary Needs Analysis, Linda Davis for
Cogan-Owens-Cogan, March 6, 1995.

By the year 2017, the population north of the Chetco River is projected to be 11,380, and the
population south of the Chetco is projected to be 5,724. The estimated amount of new housing
units needed for both areas north and south of the Chetco by the year 2017 is 4,304.

Future Land Use Projections

As indicated earlier in this report, population growth and business development activities in the
Brookings-Harbor study area will fuel future demands for increased urbanization. This includes
land devoted to housing, as well as commercial and industrial uses. This section will discuss the
need for additional residential, commercial and industrial acres of development through the
planning period to 2017 based on the earlier assessment of likely population growth. It will
further present an allocation of this development to specific geographic sub-areas within the
larger study area. This geographic allocation (including number of dwelling units, as well as gross
square footage of commercial and industrial development) will then form the basis for preparing
travel demand projections.

Future Residential Land Needs

Residential land needs through 2017 will be a function of the expected mix of housing (i.e., single
versus multiple-family dwelling units) and the density of that development. Neither the City of
Brookings nor Curry County have conducted a study on future housing needs for the study area.
Therefore, the analysis herein will rely on a scenario used in the previously cited report Technical
Memorandum: Brookings Urban Growth Boundary Needs Analysis, Linda Davis for Cogan-

Owens-Cogan, March 6, 1995, to determine future residential land needs based on the following
housing mix:

e 52 percent traditional single family, including manufactured homes located on single

family lots. This is lower than the present City of Brookings, but higher than the Harbor
CDP.

1 Source: “Technical Memorandum: Brookings Urban Growth Boundary Needs Analysis,” Linda
Davis for Cogan-Owens-Cogan, March 6, 1995.
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* 24 percent multiple family (two or more attached units per building). This is lower than
the present City of Brookings, but much higher than the Harbor CDP.

® 24 percent mobile homes — both traditional mobile homes and manufactured homes

located within parks. This is much higher than the City of Brookings but considerably
lower than the Harbor CDP.

This scenario is based on the assumptions that: 1) the proportion of mobile homes will decrease,
and be replaced with manufactured homes in parks and single family lots; 2) most of the new
home construction will consist of custom single family homes compatible with topographic
constraints; and 3) a higher demand for multiple family homes as an affordable housing option, as
a result of the increase in single family housing costs. Table 5-7 summarizes the foregoing
assumptions and provides an allocation to the geographic areas north and south of the Chetco
River. It is important to note that changes the assumed mix of residential land uses would alter the
estimate of future acreage needed for residential development.

TABLE 5-7
RESIDENTIAL LAND NEEDS BY HOUSING TYPE 2017

2017 Projected Housing Ratios 1990 Census 2017 Projection ~ New Units % North % South

Single Family 45% 52% 2,582.4 75% 25%
Multiple Family 14% 24% 1,506.4 85% 15%
Mobile Homes 41% 24% 2152 15% 85%
Total 100% 100% 4,304.0

Source: Technical Memorandum: Brookings Urban Growth Boundary Needs Analysis, Linda Davis for Cogan-
Owens-Cogan, March 6, 1995.

Table 5-8 highlights the conversion of projected future demand for residential dwelling units by
type to acreage by three categories of development density. This summary also includes land
requirements for urban infrastructure (i.e., non- residential uses, streets and other rights-of-way

typically located in most residential areas). Acreage estimates are subdivided into the geographic
areas north and south of the Chetco River.

TABLE 5-8
PROJECTED NEED FOR RESIDENTIAL ACREAGE BY HOUSING DENSITY, 2017

Category Total North South
Single Family (4 dwelling units/acre) 645 484 161
Multiple Family (15 dwelling units /acre) 100 785 15
Mobile Homes (6 dwelling units /acre) 36 5 31
Sub Total 781 574 207
Additional for Streets, Easements, etc. (25%) 195 143 52
Net Residential Need 976 717 259

Source: Abstracted from Technical Memorandum: Brookings Urban Growth Boundary Needs Analysis, Linda Davis
Jor Cogan-Owens-Cogan, March 6, 1995.

According to the information summarized in Table 5-8, the projected residential vacant land need
for 2017 is 976 acres, which is 383 acres more than what currently is available in the existing
UGB. Based on the assumptions previously discussed, the need for more land is almost equal for
both areas north and south of the Chetco River. For purposes of the transportation analysis, it will
be assumed that additional residential acreage will be available at locations currently outside of
the existing UGB but within the proposed UGB extension.

8
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Future Commercial and Industrial Land Needs

The David Evans report® projected industrial and commercial land needs to the year 2013. These
projections are presented in Table 5-9. These estimated land needs were adjusted by Linda Davis
in her report’ to reflect the spatial requirements of streets, easements and other non-commercial,
non-industrial land uses typically found in these areas. Land needs have also been increased

slightly to account for growth in demand in commercial and industrial land uses between 2013
and 2017.

TABLE 5-9
COMMERCIAL AND INDUSTRIAL LAND NEEDS

Category Commercial Industrial Total  North South
Commercial/Industrial 305 180 485 291 194
Additional for Streets, etc. (20%) 61 36 97 58 39
Additional Demand 2017 74 44 118 71 47

Total vacant land need 440 260 700 420 280
Existing vacant land in UGB 68 106 174 104 70
Add'l vacant land need 2017 372 154 526 316 210
Source: Abstracted from Technical Memorandum Brookings Urban Growth Boundary Needs Analysis,

Linda Davis for Cogan-Owens-Cogan, March 6,1995.

Based on these projections, a total of 700 acres of commercial and industrial land is needed to
accommodate development expectations by the year 2017. As with residential land needs, not all
of this future demand can be accommodated within the existing Urban Growth Boundary. For
purposes of this report, it has been assumed that a total of 174 acres can be accommodated within
the existing UGB and that the additional demand (526 acres) will be accommodated within the
proposed UGB expansion.

Summary of Future Land Needs

When the residential and commercial/industrial acreage requirements identified in Tables 5-8 and
5-9 are combined, there would be a total need for additional urban land of 1,676 acres by 2017.
After subtracting acres of unbuildable land (i.e.) steep slopes exceeding 30 percent), a net of 640
acres of suitable land is available within the Urban Growth Boundary to meet this need. The
proposed expansion to the Urban Growth Boundary would add 2,544 acres of vacant land of
which total buildable acreage is estimated to be 1,150 acres. This would equate to a total of 1,790
acres suitable for urban development within the study area.

Table 5-10 illustrates a comparison between vacant land needs by general land use type and the
land use supply within the existing UGB and proposed UGB expansion.

2 “Brookings Urban Growth Boundary Exception and Urban Reserve Establishment Study”, David
Evans and Associates, July 12, 1993.

“Technical Memorandum: Brookings Urban Growth Boundary Needs Analysis”, Linda Davis for
Cogan-Owens-Cogan, March 6, 1995.
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TABLE 5-10
VACANT DEVELOPABLE LAND TO MEET FUTURE LAND DEVELOPMENT NEEDS

Vacant Developable Land (Acres)

Land Use Land Needed  Existing UGB Proposed Total
by 2017 Addition to
UGB

Residential

North of Chetco River 717 511 206 717

South of Chetco River 259 82 177 259
Total Residential 976 593 383 976
Commercial/Industrial

North of Chetco River 420 144 276 420

South of Chetco River 280 30 250 280
Total Commercial 700 174 526 700
Total Need 1,676 767 909 1,676

A significant obstacle for land development within the current UGB in Brookings is the limited
amount of large vacant parcels. According to a 1993 inventory, in the City of Brookings, there
were 356 vacant residential lots that were dispersed throughout city. Of those lots, only five tracts
were larger than ten acres. The remaining majority of undeveloped lots were less than one acre,

In the unincorporated area within the UGB, there exists a similar scattering of vacant residential
land. According to the Linda Davis report, only 35 residential parcels remain. Ten are less than
one acre in size, sixteen range from one to five acres, six range between five and 20 acres, and

only three are larger than 20 acres. The limited amount of large, buildable parcels of land restricts
the development potential of the market.

This short supply of buildable parcels also has an affect on commercial and industrial land. The
1993 inventory conducted by the City indicates that only nine commercial parcels ranging from
one to nine acres currently exist. Only one industrial parcel of 3.9 acres exists that is suitable for
development. This shortage of buildable commercial and industrial parcels could significantly
hinder a region that is growing at such a rapid pace. As a result, it is expected that much of the
new residential, commercial and industrial development within the study area will take place
outside of the existing Urban Growth Boundary in the area proposed for a boundary expansion.

Future Land Use Growth And Distribution
In order to prepare estimates of traffic volumes attributable to new and/or modified land
development within the study area (which then form the basis for roadway improvement

recommendations), it is necessary to estimate the geographical distribution and magnitude of that

development. Table 5-11 presents a summary of the assumed pattern of land development
proposed to be used in the transportation study.

This summary is based on several sources of information and the following assumptions:
* Existing vacant buildable land currently within the Urban Growth Boundary will be fully
developed for the designated use (i.e. residential, commercial or industrial).

* Development outside of the existing UGB but within the proposed expansion will occur
within areas designated as Rural Exception Areas or Master Plan Areas.

> Within the Rural Exception Areas, current parcelization reviewed in terms of parcel
size, location and proximity to other undeveloped parcels. Based on this review, it has

10
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been assumed that each available parcel will be developed to accommodate a single
dwelling unit.

Within the Master Plan Areas, existing available information with respect to
developer expectations was used as the basis for estimating the number of dwelling

units and future commercial square footage which would be developed Minimum
density assumptions are identified in Table 5-11.



Ordinance 06-0-576 EXHIBIT A

TABLE 5-11
BROOKINGS-HARBOR STUDY AREA ZONAL ALLOCATION OF FUTURE LAND
DEVELOPMENT, 2017
Name Land Use Total Total Developed ~ Vacant  Vacant Dwelling  Dwelling Comm.
Acres  Parcels Parcels Parcels  Acres  Units/Acre Units & Indust.
Acres/KS
F
Lone Ranch Residential, 553 - - - - - 1000 10 KSF
Creek Master commercial . - - - -
Plan Area
Rainbow Rock Small rural 206 79 63 17 - - 40 -
Rural Exc. Area  residential lots,
commercial/
industrial
Shady Cove Rural resid.(1-6 ac.) 56 24 13 11 - - 36 -
Rural Exc. Area
Pleasant Hills/ #48 - Rural 130 46 32 14 - - 43 -
Tiderock Rural residential (1-14
Exc. Area acres), commercial,
public boat ramp
#49 - Rural 330 112 66 46 - -- 107 -
residential (1-20
acres), commercial,
RV park, industrial
Jacks Creek Rural residential 66 20 16 4 -- - 4 -
Master Plan (<1-4 acres)
Area Exclusive Farm Use, 182 182 - - -
Golf Course
North Harbor Vacant resource 110 - - -- 110 - 528 --
Area land, PUD if
included in UGB
Harbor Hills Single Family 1213 - - -~ 11244 -- 1275 -
Master Plan (100%) - - - 484 - - -
Area Multi-family - - - 402 - 714 402
Commercial
Pedrioli/Camelli ~ Rural residential, 168 146 114 32 - - 60 -
a Park Rural rural comm (1-10
Exc. Area ac.)
Itzen Residential, Retail 23 - - - 23 - 100 4
Oceanview Rural residential, 110 120 93 27 - - 57 -
Rural Exc. Area  rural commercial
Sub-total UGB Expan. Area 3,964 10 KSF
113.5
Acres
Within City Residential 498! --
Commercial - 45
Industrial - 3.9
Within County Residential 42 -
(inside UGB)
Sub-Total Existing UGB 540 489
TOTAL 4,504 10 KSF
162.4

Source: Curry County Planning Department, May 1995.
! Includes previously approved developments not yet built.
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When compared with the earlier summaries of need for future residential, commercial and
industrial development, the information contained in Table 5-11 indicates that this future need
can be met for housing within the proposed Urban Growth Boundary expansion.

The commercial and industrial acreage identified in Table 5-11 falls far short of the projected
need identified in Table 5-9 (162.4 acres allocated versus 640 acres needed). This additional
acreage requirement needs to be discussed to determine: 1) the location and size of other
commercial/industrial development which could occur; 2) a reduction in the assumption of future
need; or 3) a combination of these two adjustments.

2017 TRAFFIC FORECAST

The 2017 future traffic volumes were forecasted by assuming the development of certain vacant
land in the future, calculating the trip generation potential of that vacant land, developing a trip

distribution pattern for the future trips, and assigning the future trips to the roadway network
based on the trip distribution pattern.

There are four trip types to consider in the trip generation exercise:

» External to external trips — These trips are trips that originate outside the study and travel
through the study area.

e External to internal trips — These trips are trips that are attracted to an origin within the
study area from outside the study area.

¢ Internal to external trips — These trips originate within the study area and are destined
somewhere outside the study area.

¢ Internal to internal trips — These trips originate from within the study area and are
destined within the study area.

All of the trip types can be generated from the trip generation rates of assumed future land uses
with the exception of the external to external trips. The external to external trips are not related to

future land development. These trips only pass through the entire study area to a destination
outside the study area.

The external to external trip component within a study area is typically determined by a license
plate survey. Since a license plate survey was not part of the scope of this work, the external to
external trip component cannot be developed directly. Historical daily traffic volume data was
used to determine the external to external growth rate and the external to external trip component
was developed from daily traffic trends on US 101. This historical traffic volume data is
illustrated, by location, in Table 5-12.

Based on the growth rates shown in Table 5-12, the historical annual traffic growth rates on US
101 north and south of Pacific Avenue are 0 and 0.5 percent, respectively. Also, the historical
increase in traffic volumes is low along this segment of US 101. Both the growth rates and actual
increase in traffic volumes further north and south of Pacific Avenue are significantly higher.
This trend of traffic growth along US 101 indicates that the increase in long trip travel in the
study area is limited. Since all of the annual traffic growth rates include an external to external
trip component and the change in number of external trips must be constant along the entire US
101 corridor, a conservative estimate of the increase in external to external trip travel would be
the lowest increase in traffic growth along the US 101 corridor. The lowest increase in daily
traffic along the US 101 corridor is zero just south of Pacific Avenue. Since it is unrealistic to
expect zero percent increase in external to external trip travel, a nominal annual growth rate of 0.5
percent was used to estimate the future increase in external to external trip travel.

1?
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TABLE 5-12
HISTORICAL ANNUAL TRAFFIC GROWTH RATES ON US 101

1982 Daily 1993 Annual

Location Milepost Count Daily ~ Growth Rate
Count

Thomas Creek Bridge 347.78 N/A 3,700 -
North of Dawson Road 354.73 3,400 5,200 3.9%
North Brookings City Limits 355.38 5,200 7,700 3.6%
South of Ransom Avenue 356.12 7,900 10,000 22%
North of Arnold Lane 356.50 8,900 12,000 2.8%
North of Pacific Avenue 357.07 15,000 15,000 0.0%
South of Pacific Avenue 357.09 15,100 16,000 0.5%
South of Fern Avenue 357.34 13,000 16,000 1.9%
South of Alder Street 357.58 11,800 17,000 3.4%
Chetco River Bridge - 357.98 13,600 18,000 2.6%
South of South Bank Chetco River Road 358.14 11,700 15,000 2.3%
North of Hoffeldt Lane 358.73 10,000 13,000 2.4%
South of Hoffeldt Lane 358.77 8,100 12,000 3.6%
South of Benham Lane 359.33 7,400 9,900 2.7%
South of Pedrioli Road 359.57 6,700 8,800 2.5%
Winchuck Automatic Recorder 362.00 4,900 7,700 4.2%
Winchuck River Bridge 362.61 4,500 7,300 4.5%
Oregon-California State Line 363.11 4,700 7,000 3.7%
Weighted Average Annual Historical Growth 2.4%
Rate

Source:  ODOT, 1982 and 1993 Traffic Volume Summaries

Since a license plate Survey was not conducted to determine the number of external to external
trips entering and exiting the study area, the existing traffic volume pattern along US 101 was
used to estimate the existing external to external trips. As shown in Table 5-12, the daily traffic

This translates to a worst case increase of external to external trips of 25 AM peak hour trips and
47 PM peak hour trips. Since even the worst case increase in external to external trips are nominal
and would have a minimal effect on future traffic volumes, it was assumed that the external to
external trips in 2017 would be accounted for from the build out land use assumptions. The 2017
internal to external, external to internal, and internal to internal trips were estimated by assuming
the vacant land build out previously identified in Table 5-11. Rates in the Trip Generation
Manual, Institute of Transportation Engineers, 1990 were used in estimating the trip generation of
the future land development. Table 5-13 summarizes the trip generation rates used. Table 5-14
summarizes the vacant land trip generation assumed to be built out by 2017.
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TABLE 5-13

TRIP GENERATION RATES USED IN 2017 TRAFFIC VOLUME FORECAST

AM Peak Hour Trips PM Peak Hour Trips
Land Use In Out  Total In Out Total Daily
Single Family ! 0.12 0.3s 048 0.42 0.23 0.65 6.15
Apartment ' 0.07 0.36 0.43 036  0.17 0.54 5.47
Condominium 0.07 0.37 0.44 0.36 0.19 0.55 5.86
Mobile Home Park 0.08 0.32 0.40 0.35 0.21 0.56 4.81
General Light Industrial 6.23 1.28 7.51 0.87 6.39 7.26 51.80
Industrial Park 8.27 1.82 10.09 2.20 8.28 10.48 62.90
Hotel 0.40 0.27 0.67 0.41 0.35 0.76 8.70
Golf Course 2.67 0.55 322 1.75 1.61 3.36 37.59
Retail - 40.2 ksf 1.34 1.34 2.68 5.01 5.01 10.01 110.20
Retail - 150 ksf 0.71 0.71 1.42 292 2.92 5.83 62.58

1<

! ITE trip generation rates have been reduced to reflect the smaller than typical household size.
Note: KSF means thousand square feet of gross leasable space.
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TABLE 5-14
TRIP GENERATION SUMMARY - BUILD OUT OF VACANT LAND THROUGH 2017

AM Peak PM Peak

Area/Land Use Density In Out Total In Out Total Daily
Lone Ranch Creek

Retail 10 ksf 74 65 139 134 137 271 2,710
Single Family 560 du 101 304 405 308 185 493 4,930
Multi-Family/Condos 310 du 23 113 136 103 50 153 1,530
Townhomes 150 du 11 19 30 22 17 39 390
Community College 31 ksf 49 I1 60 47 33 80 800
Internal/Pass/By Trips (55) an (132) 94) (103) (197) (1,970)
Total 203 435 638 520 319 839 8,390
Rainbow Rock

Single Family 40 du 5 14 19 17 9 26 246
Shady Cove

Single Family 36du 4 13 17 15 8 23 220
Pleasant Hills/Tiderock
Single Family 43 du 5 15 20 18 10 28 264
Mobile Home 107 du 9 34 43 37 22 59 515
Total 14 49 63 55 32 87 779
Jacks Creek

Single Family 4 du 0 1 1 2 1 3 25

Golf Course 182 acres 48 10 58 31 29 60 680
Harbor Hills Master Plan Area

Single Family 528 du 63 185 248 222 121 343 3,248
North Harbor Area

Retail 40.2ksf 54 54 108 201 201 402 4,430

Single Family 1,275 du 153 446 599 536 293 829 7,841

Apartment 714 du 50 257 307 257 121 378 3,906
Pedrioli/Camellia Park

Single Family 60 du 7 21 28 25 14 39 368
Itzen
Mobile Home 100 du 8 32 40 35 21 56 481
Specialty Retail 43.56ksf 26 17 43 49 64 113 1,772
Oceanview

Single Family 57 du 7 20 27 24 13 37 352
Other Residential

Within County in UGB 42 du 5 15 20 18 10 28 258
Within City 498 du 60 174 234 209 114 323 3,063
Railroad St. West of 5th

General Light Industrial 20 acres 125 26 151 17 128 145 1,040
Railroad St - South of Wharf St
Industrial Park 5 acres 41 9 50 11 41 52 310

The trips shown in Table 5-14 were assigned to the existing roadway network based on several
trip distribution pattern. These trip distribution patterns were based on the following: commuting
patterns identified from a telephone survey conducted by the Gilmore Research Group; existing
traffic patterns; and location of employment centers, residential areas, schools, and retail centers.
The resulting 2017 AM peak hour traffic volumes are shown in Figures 5-1 and 5-2. The 2017
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PM peak hour traffic volumes are shown in Figures 5-3 and 5-4. Figures 5-5 and 5-6 show the
2017 daily traffic volumes.

Increases in daily traffic volumes are expected along US 101 within the City of Brookings. The
largest increases in traffic volumes occur along US 101 north of Carpenterville Road due to the
approved Lone Ranch development. Traffic along US 101 from the Lone Ranch project to
downtown Brookings increase beyond existing traffic volumes. This increase in traffic volumes
from Lone Ranch would still allow Highway 101 to operate within ODOT’s mobility standards.
The daily traffic volumes on US 101 south of the Chetco River also is expected to have
significant increases by the year 2017 due to development of Harbor Hills, North Harbor area,
and Westbrook The Forest Service is currently planning an interpretive center, to be constructed
some time between the years 2002 and 2005, through some old growth timber areas. The project
would consist of elevated walkways though the old growth “canopies” and include visitor
information. The exact location of this project is not known, but it would likely be accessed via

South Bank Rogue River Road (near Gold Beach) or North Bank Chetco River Road (near
Brookings), depending on the chosen location.

Preliminary estimates of attendance are 100,000 visitors per year. Assuming vehicle occupancy of
3 people per vehicle, this would equate to 33,000 vehicles per year, making a round trip from
Highway 101, or 66,000 vehicle trips. Assuming the facility will be open approximately 330 days
per year, the facility would add approximately 200 vehicle trips per day to the access road. With
approximately 10 percent of daily trips occurring during the peak hour, 20 vehicle trips per hour
would be added to the access road. This would have a negligible effect on the level of service on
the two proposed roads, which are forecast to operate well below their capacity over the next 20

years. Because of the uncertainty of the location of the project, trips generated by the project were
not added to the forecasts for the proposed access roads.

2017 LEVELS OF SERVICE

Level of service analyses were conducted based on the 2017 traffic volumes shown in Figures 5-
1, 5-2, 5-3, 5-4, 5-5 and 5-6. The results of the unsignalized intersection level of service analysis
is summarized in Table 5-15. Table 5-16 summarizes the signalized intersection level of service
analysis. Table 5-17 summarizes conditions at the US 101/Benham Lane intercession. The arterial
and local street levels of service are summarized in Tables 5-18 and 5-19, respectively.

In all of the level of service tables, US 101 is considered to be oriented north-south throughout

the entire study area although there are several sections oriented east-west. All other roadways are
oriented based on these compass directions.

17



Ordinance 06-0-576 EXHIBIT A

TABLE 5-15
2017 UNSIGNALIZED INTERSECTION LEVELS OF SERVICE

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Unsignalized Intersection LOS Average  V/C LOS  Average VIC
Delay Ratio Delay Ratio

US 101/Carpenterville Rd/Dawson Rd

Northbound Left Turn A 9.1 0.04 A* 9.2 0.06

Southbound Left Turn A 9.1 0.03 B* 10.6 0.05

Eastbound Approach D 333 0.49 F* 50.0 0.29

Westbound Approach F 100.0 1.2 F* 50.0 1.0
US 101-Chetco Avenue/Arnold Lane

Northbound Left Turn B 10.1 0.02 B 12.8 0.08

Eastbound Approach C 18.6 0.14 F >100.0 1.07
US 101-Chetco Avenue/Mill Beach Road

Northbound Left Turn B 10.5 0.05 B 12.6 0.07

Eastbound Approach D 26.8 0.12 F 67.7 0.62
US 101-Chetco Avenue/Pacific Avenue

Northbound Left B 110 010 C 16.6 0.16

Southbound Left B 10.3 0.04 B 14.4 0.07

Eastbound Approach F >100.0 1.08 F >100.0 >1.2

Westbound Approach E 36.4 037 F >100.0 >1.2
US 101-Chetco Avenue/Fern Avenue

Northbound Left B 10.0 0.02 B 14.8 0.04

Southbound Left B 10.8 0.04 C 15.7 0.13

Eastbound Approach E 445 0.23 F >100.0 >1.2

Westbound Approach F 94.6 0.42 F >100.0 >1.2
US 101-Chetco Avenue/Alder Street

Northbound Left Turn B 128 026 E 392 0.68

Eastbound Approach E 433 0.63 F >100.0 >1.2
US 101-Chetco Ave/Constitution Way

Southbound Left Turn B 14.9 0.22 C 229 0.38

Westbound Right Turn C 17.1 0.19 C 227 0.25

Westbound Left Turn F >100.0 >1.2 F >100.0 >1.2

Westbound Left Turn F >100.0 >1.2 F >100.0 >1.2

*2018 PM peak hour analysis provided in the Lone Ranch Master Plan Transportatation Impact Study for the PM peak
period.
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TABLE 5-16
2017 SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION LEVELS OF SERVICE
AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Signalized Intersection LOS Average v/C LOS Average v/C
Delay Ratio Delay Ratio
US 101-Chetco Ave/5Sth St
Northbound Left D 40.8 0.57 E 70.4 0.83
Northbound Right/Through B 18.8 0.55 E 69.2 1.06
Southbound Left D 36.6 0.27 A 7.5 0.41
Southbound Right/Through B 19.9 0.62 D 41.5 0.95
Eastbound Left D 35.6 0.25 F 118.1 1.05
Eastbound Right/Through D 39.2 0.51 F 108.7 1.08
Westbound Left D 38.7 0.53 F 90.7 0.94
Westbound Right/Through D 39.1 0.51 D 36.0 0.46
Overall C 24.1 0.58 E 64.4 1.03
US 101-Chetco Ave/Center St
Northbound Left/Through A 3.7 0.43 A 9.1 0.71
Southbound Right/Through A 34 0.39 A 8.2 0.67
Westbound Left/Right C 24.9 0.17 D 379 0.47
Overall A 3.9 0.39 A 9.8 0.66
US 101-Chetco Ave/Oak St
Northbound Approach D 37.7 0.97 C 314 0.93
Southbound Approach C 31.1 0.91 F 81.3 1.11
Eastbound Approach D 419 0.76 F 80.6 0.93
Westbound Approach D 49.5 0.91 E 69.2 0.92
Overall D 373 0.91 E 60.0 1.03
US 101/Shopping Center Ave
Northbound Left C 227 0.03 D 393 0.13
Northbound Right/Through A 8.8 0.45 Cc 21.6 0.68
Southbound Left C 22.7 0.03 D 38.9 0.06
Southbound Through A 8.0 0.32 C 22.6 0.72
Southbound Right A 6.6 0.02 B 16.1 0.25
Eastbound Left/Through C 23.6 0.19 C 304 0.61
Eastbound Right C 22.7 0.03 C 23.4 0.08
Westbound Left/Through C 22.8 0.06 C 22.9 0.02
Westbound Right C 227 0.03 C 229 0.02
Overall A - 92 0.34 C 22.7 0.61
US 101/Hoffeldt Lane :
Northbound Left C 229 0.07 D 373 0.36
Northbound Right/Through A 8.8 0.45 B 134 0.57
Southbound Left C 22.7 0.03 D 35.7 0.15
Southbound Right/Through A 8.0 0.32 B 143 0.63
Eastbound Approach C 25.5 0.43 D 353 - 0.54
Westbound Approach C 24.5 0.31 C 30.6 0.13
Overall B 10.1 0.39 B 16.2 0.57

Benham Lane was not included in the original analysis, but was analyzed later for inclusion in
the TSP. Traffic counts were taken in the summer of 2001 and used for the traffic analysis.
Development is expected on both sides of US 101 near Benham Lane, including residential
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development to the east and commercial and residential development to the west. Details of this
development were not available and could not be included in the TSP-level analysis. As a result,
the future-year analysis provides only a rough estimate of performance.

The future analysis assumed that Benham Lane would be the primary access for these
developments as no alternative, parallel roadway system was identified to serve them. Instead, the
overall TSP land use assumptions and traffic growth rate (2.40 percent) used for the other
intersection analyses was applied to growth at Benham Lane. Based on this estimate, Benham is
expected to operate within V/C standards until full buildout of the UGB. However, more specific
information regarding future developments is needed to provide a more complete estimate of

future performance. This should also include any development being discussed by the Port of
Brookings.

Regardless of the impacts of development on intersection capacity, concerns have been raised
regarding its alignment and the potential for safety problems at this intersection. The intersection
experienced seven accidents between 1998 and 2000, five of which were non-injury. The overall
computed accident rate (accidents per million miles traveled) is not high for a Statewide Highway
in an urban setting. Nonetheless, expected increases in traffic both from existing and future
development may result in an increase in accidents. Traffic Impact Studies completed in

conjunction with development in the area must address how trips will impact intersection safety
as well as capacity.

Table 5-15 shows that all of the unsignalized intersections that were studied, with the exception
of Mill Beach Road, have at least one leg projected to operate below acceptable V/C ratios (0.85)
in 2017. In all cases, the highway approaches are expected to continue to operate within

standards, but the local approaches will fall below acceptable limits. The movements at each
intersection operating below 0.85 are described below:

¢ USI0l-Carpenterville Road/Dawson Road — Both the east- and westbound approaches.
¢ US 10]1-Chetco Avenue/Amold Lane - The eastbound approach.

* US 101-Chetco Avenue/Pacific Avenue — Both the east- and westbound approaches.
* US101-Chetco Avenue/Fern Avenue - The eastbound and westbound approaches.
¢ US101-Chetco Avenue/Alder Street - The eastbound approach.

* US101-Chetco Avenue/Constitution Way - The Constitution Way westbound left turn
movement.

The poor levels of service at the unsignalized intersections in Table 5-15 are caused by traffic
volumes on US 101-Chetco Avenue conflicting with the minor street turning movement volumes.
It is also expected that accesses to development in the UGB north of Carpenterville Road will
operate below V/C standards in the future. Specific traffic studies will be needed to provide

details regarding when and to what extent any capacity problems may occur with new
development projects.

As shown in Table 5-16, two signalized intersections in Brookings are expected to exceed the
maximum OHP V/C ratio standard for US 101 (0.80). The overall intersection V/C ratio at US
101-Chetco Avenue/5th Street and at US 101-Chetco Avenue/Oak Street are projected to be in

excess of 1.00. It is unclear what impacts development will have on the signalized intersection at
US 101 and Benham Lane.

Tables 5-18 and 5-19 show that the following arterial, collector, and local street segments are
projected to operate at unacceptable V/C ratios and below LOS D in the 2017 condition. The
entire length of US 101 from north of Carpenterville Road to south of Hoeffeldt Road is expected
to exceed the maximum 1999 OHP V/C ratio standards in the 2017 condition due to significant
local reliance on the local highway. In addition, Pioneer Road north of Pacific Avenue and E.

Benham Lane east of US 101 are expected to operate below the acceptable city standard of LOS
D in the 2017 condition.
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TABLE 5-17A
2017 ARTERIAL/COLLECTOR ROADWAY LEVEL OF SERVICE SUMMARY
Roadway Section AADT Capacity LOS RIERatic
US 101 North of Parkview Drive 23,800 16,000 F 1.49
South of Ransom Avenue 26,000 16,000 F 1.63
South of Easy Street 26,500 24,000 F 1.10
North of Pacific Avenue 29,100 24,000 F 1.21
South of Pacific Avenue 29,500 24,000 F 123
North of Oak Street 31,300 24,000 F 1.30
South of Alder Street 33,100 24,000 F 1.38
Chetco River Bridge 33,800 37,000 E 0.91
South of & Bank Chetco River Road 25,100 29,000 D 0.87
North of Hoffeldt Lane 23,300 29,000 C 0.80
South of Hoffeldt Lane 22,300 26,000 D 0.86
North of Benham Lane 16,200 26,000 B 0.62
North of Oceanview Drive 12,900 16,000 D 0.81
Winchuck River Bridge 12,200 16,000 C 0.76
North of OR-CA Border 11,900 16,000 C 0.74
Carpenterville Road East of US 101 4,500 10,000 A 0.45
N. Bank Chetco River Rd North of US 101 4,600 10,000 A 0.46
S. Bank Chetco River Rd North of US 101 10,800 14,500 C 0.74
Easy Street West of Sth Street 4,400 6,000 C 0.73
East of 5th Street 4,000 6,000 B 0.67
West of Pioneer Road 4,500 6,000 C 0.75
Lower Harbor Road West of US 101 6,600 10,000 B 0.66
Benham Lane West of US 101 4,200 6,000 B 0.70
Oceanview Drive West of US 101 1,100 6,000 A 0.18
Winchuck River Road East of US 101 2,800 10,000 A 0.28
Pacific Avenue East of Fern Avenue 3,400 6,000 A 0.57
Old County Road South of Marine 2,100 6,000 A 0.35
Constitution Way North of US 10l-Chetco Avenue 5,700 10,000 A 0.57
Railroad Street North of Wharf Street 5,900 10,000 A 0.59
South of Wharf Street 4,700 10,000 A 0.47
North of Pacific Avenue 5,700 10,000 A 0.57
South of Pacific Avenue 7,900 10,000 C 0.79
Pioneer Road North of Pacific Avenue 5,800 6,000 E 0.97
Oak Street South of Pacific Avenue 4,400 10,000 A 0.44
North of US 101-Chetco Avenue 5,800 10,000 A 0.58
South of US 101-Chetco Avenue 3,700 10,000 A 0.37

Based on the 2018 projected traffic volumes from the Lone Ranch Master Plan T ransportation
Impact Study, HCM Two Lane Highway analysis was conducted to determine long-range
operating performance of Highway 101 from the Lone Ranch project frontage to Ransom Avenue
in downtown Brookings. The statewide highway classification adjacent to the Lone Ranch site
corresponds to a mobility standard during peak hour volume to capacity of 0.75 for speeds >45
MPH and 0.80 for speeds <45 MPH.* With the revised project traffic from the Lone Ranch master

4 Oregon Highway Plan, ODOT, 1999, Table 6, Non-MPO outside of STA’s but inside UGB.
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plan and background traffic from the ODOT Brookings Model, Highway 101 would meet the
ODOT operating volume to capacity standard. Highway 101 analysis is summarized in Table 5-

17B.
TABLE 5-17B
2018 30™ HIGHEST HOUR OPERATING CONDITIONS ON HIGHWAY 101
. Segme
Highway 101 Segment Posted Speed S@i‘;‘i‘,‘;& o OB%TS%HP";:;dmg %nﬁ? tCoM
Capacity
Iéz‘r‘:enf:r‘:fi’ll}e Iﬁ?::ie”y ol ssMmpH 1650 Vehicles 0.75 0.52
capenterville  Road ol 45 vy 1900 Vehicles 0.75 0.59
TABLE 5-18
2017 LOCAL STREET LEVEL OF SERVICE SUMMARY
Roadway Section AADT  Capacity V/C Ratio LOS
5th Street North of Easy Street 2,500 6,000 0.42 A
South of Easy Street 4,100 6,000 0.70 B
Alder Street South of US 101-Chetco Avenue 4,500 6,000 0.72 C
Amold Way South of US 101-Chetco Avenue 1,600 6,000 0.27 A
Benham Lane East of US 101 9,000 6,000 1.72 F
Dawson Road West of US 101 1,900 5,000 0.38 A
Fem Avenue North of US 101-Chetco Avenue 1,100 6,000 0.20 A
Hoffeldt Lane East of US 101 1,800 6,000 0.30 A
West of US 101 2,800 6,000 0.47 A
Mill Beach Road West of US 101-Chetco Avenue 1,600 6,000 0.27 A
Pacific Avenue East of Pioneer Road 2,700 6,000 045 A
North of US 101-Chetco Avenue 1,500 6,000 0.15 A
Parkview Drive East of US 101-Chetco Avenue 1,500 6,000 0.25 A
Pedrioli Drive West of US 101 1,600 5,000 0.32 A
Pelican Bay Drive East of US 101 200 500 0.40 A
Pioneer Road South of Hasset Street 1,900 6,000 0.32 A
Ransom Avenue East of US 101-Chetco Avenue 1,400 6,000 0.23 A
West of Pioneer Road 1,300 6,000 0.22 A
Raymond Lane East of US 101 200 500 0.40 A
Redwood Street East of Fern Avenue 700 6,000 0.12 A
Wharf Street South of US 101-Chetco Avenue 2,200 6,000 0.37 A
2017 DEFICIENCIES

Future Level of Service Standard

To define the future deficiencies of the study area transportation system, a level of service
standard for roadway and intersection level of service must be adopted. The level of service
standard defines the minimum acceptable facility performance and will be the threshold
determining the need for improvements. If a roadway or intersection functions below the adopted

standard, then improvements to mitigate the level of service to the standard or better need to be
defined and implemented.
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Different levels of service standards can be adopted for different types of local facilities. For
example, a jurisdiction can set a different level of service standard for roadway sections,
signalized intersections, and unsignalized intersections. Level of service for state facilities is
established in the Oregon Highway Plan.

It may be desirable to set a lower level of service standard for unsignalized intersections since
there are limited cost effective solutions for improving an unsignalized intersection short of
signalization. Separate turn lane channelization at the side street approaches of an unsignalized
intersections is one of the limited cost effective improvements that can be made; however, this
improvement will not improve the side street left turn performance which is usually the problem
at unsignalized intersections. Also, an unsignalized intersection is unlikely to meet Manual of

Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) signal warrants unless the level of service is in the
LOS E-F range. .

The adopted level of service standard should reflect community values and views of acceptable
delays and congestion levels. However, these values must be balanced by the community’s ability
to fund the needed improvements defined by the level of service standard. If the level of service
standard is set too high, then it will be too costly to maintain the level of service standard. If the
level of service standard is set too low, then substantial congestion problems result.

To define the future 2017 transportation deficiencies, LOS D was assumed to be the lowest
acceptable level of service standard for all City of Brookings and Curry County transportation
facilities. As stated above, performance on State roadways and intersections must be measured
and evaluated using the volume to capacity ratio and not the associated LOS letter as established
in the current version of the Oregon Highway Plan. Table 4-5 above summarizes those standards
as applicable at the time of adoption of this TSP. Should those standards be amended subsequent
to the adoption of this plan, the new or revised Highway Plan standards will be in effect.

If an intersection on the State system is operating below acceptable performance standards and a
land use action is proposed which will cause the performance to worsen (i.e., V/C ratio
increases), the action causing the worsening of conditions will be mitigated based on findings
provided by the applicant and reviewed by ODOT. The applicant shall work with the City and

ODOT will to work through the local land use process to determine appropriate mitigation
measures and cost sharing basis as needed.

2017 Transportation System Deficiencies
Local Roadway System

The following level of service deficiencies are projected to exist in 2017 on the roadway system
within the study area:

*  With the exception of US 101/Mill Beach Road, all of the unsignalized intersections that
were analyzed have at least one approach that is projected to operate below acceptable
V/C ratios in the 2017 condition. The poor level of service condition is caused primarily
by the minor street traffic conflicting with heavy traffic volumes on US 101. Also,
increased minor street volumes at the following unsignalized intersections also contribute
to the poor level of service condition: US 101/Carpenterville Road/Dawson Road, US
101-Chetco Avenue/Pacific Avenue, US 101-Chetco Avenue/Alder Street.

e US 101 from Ransom Avenue to south of Alder Street is projected to operate below the
acceptable V/C ratio of 0.85 in the 2017 condition. This condition will result from US
101 being the only arterial through the study area, serving both through and local traffic.
The majority of traffic generated by new developments will use US 101 in the future for

both longer regional trips and shorter local trips thereby further degrading performance
on the highway.

e The LOS E condition on Pioneer Road north of Pacific Avenue would be caused

primarily by infill single family development north of Ransom Avenue and additional
future trips generated by the schools.
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¢ East. Benham Lane east of US 101 is projected to operate at LOS F in the 2017
condition. This condition is primarily caused by the additional trips generated by
developments in the Harbor Hills. E. Benham Lane is one of the logical access points to

these future developments, although others may be constructed that might reduced
capacity problems on Benham.

¢ Development proposed for both the east and west sides of US 101 near Benham Lane
may cause the US 101/Benham Lane intersection to fall below acceptable capacity and
safety performance standards. Additional study in conjunction with specific development
is needed to determine the aggregate effects of area development on the intersection.

Distribution of trips on a network of local streets may decrease the impacts to US
101/Benham Lane.

Figures 5-7 and 5-8 illustrate the 2017 future transportation deficiencies based on the 2017 traffic
volume forecast and existing transportation system.

Non-Motorized Facilities

There is currently limited transit service in the study area. As the retirement population in the
Brookings-Harbor area increases, additional transit service will be needed to serve the retirement
community. Comments pertaining to bicycle and pedestrian facility deficiencies under existing
conditions would also pertain to future conditions in the absence of improvements.

Sources

South Coast Transportation Study, Parametrix, Inc., May 1996.
Brookings Comprehensive Plan, September 1981.

Brookings Comprehensive Plan Inventory, September 1981.
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CHAPTER 6 --IMPROVEMENT OPTIONS ANALYSIS

As required by the Oregon Transportation Planning Rule, transportation alternatives were formulated and
evaluated for the Brookings Transportation System Plan. These potential improvements were developed

with the help of the TAC, and the individual communities and attempt to address the concerns specified in
the goals and objectives (Chapter 2).

Each of the transportation system improvement options was developed to address specific deficiencies,
land use issues, traffic operations, safety issues, or access concerns. The following list includes all of the

potential transportation system improvements considered. Improvement Options 2 through 10 are
illustrated in Figure 6-1.

The proposed transportation system improvement options include both state highway and local road
projects. This section of the TSP describes the individual improvements and their associated costs.
Improvement options include:

1. Revise Zoning and Development Codes to Encourage Proximity of Compatible Uses
Improve the intersection of Constitution Way and US 101.
Improve the intersection of Carpenterville Road and US 101.
Improve US 101 between Carpenterville Road and Alder Ave.

Construct the US 101 in the City of Brookings pursuant to Alternative 5 of the Downtown
Brookings — Highway 101 Transportation Solutions Project.

Improve the intersection of US 101 and Benham Lane/Create Harbor Hills Connections
Improve the intersection of Benham Lane and Ocean View Drive in Harbor.
Improve Parkview Drive to the Brookings Airport.

Improve the unsignalized intersections which are projected to operate at sub-standard levels-of-
service.

whwD

© % o

10. Improve the signalized intersections which are projected to operate at sub-standard levels-of-
service,

11. Improve the arterial and collector street segments which are projected to operate at sub-standard
levels-of-service.

12. Improve the intersection of Lower Harbor Road and Shopping Center Road at the entrance to the
Port of Brookings.

13. Construct a third lane on US 101 south of Harbor.

14. Improved east-west connection between the South Coast and I-5.

15. Develop an alternative route to US 101 for when the highway is closed.
16. Implement transportation demand management strategies.

As discussed in the remaining sections of this chapter, not all of these considered improvements were

recommended. The recommendations were based on costs and benefits relative to traffic operations, the
transportation system, and the community livability.

"Inclusion of an improvement project in the TSP does not commit the City or ODOT to allow, construct,
or participate -in funding the specific improvement. Projects on the State Highway System that are
contained in the TSP are not considered "planned" projects until they are programmed into the Statewide
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP). As such, projects proposed in the TSP that are located on a
State highway cannot be considered mitigation for future development or land use actions until they are
programmed into the STIP. Unanticipated issues related to project funding, as well as the environment,
land use, the economy, changes in use of the transportation system, or other concerns may be cause for re-
evaluation of the alternatives discussed below and possible removal of a project from consideration for

funding or construction. Highway projects that are programmed to be constructed may have to be altered
or canceled at a later time to meet changing budgets or unanticipated conditions."
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EVALUATION CRITERIA

The evaluation of the potential transportation improvements was based on an analysis of traffic
projections, a qualitative review of safety, environmental, socioeconomic, and land use impacts, as well
as estimated cost. The potential improvements were analyzed to determine if they could reduce

congestion and delay, as well as vehicle miles traveled, because of the beneficial effects of those
reductions. '

In addition to the quantitative traffic analysis, three factors were evaluated qualitatively: 1) safety; 2)
environmental factors, such as air quality, noise, and water quality; and 3) socioeconomic and land use
impacts, such as right-of-way requirements and impacts on adjacent lands.

The final factor in the evaluation of the potential transportation improvements was cost. Costs were

estimated in 1998 dollars based on preliminary alignments for each potential transportation system
improvement.

IMPROVEMENT OPTIONS EVALUATION

Through the transportation analysis and input provided from the public involvement program, several
improvement projects were identified. These options included reconstructing existing intersections and
providing improved vehicular traffic flow.

Option 1. Revise Zoning and Development Codes to Encourage Proximity of Compatible Uses

Overview: One of the goals of the Oregon Transportation Planning Rule (TPR) is to reduce reliance on
the single-occupant automobile. One method of reducing reliance on automobiles is to amend zoning and
development codes to allow mixed-use developments and increased density in certain areas. Specific
amendments include allowing neighborhood commercial uses within residential zones and allowing
residential uses within commercial zones. Such code amendments can result in shorter travel distances

between land uses, thereby encouraging residents to use alternative modes of transportation, such as
walking and cycling throughout the community.

These code revisions are more effective in medium- to large-sized cities (with over 25,000 residents),
than in cities such as Brookings, where they may not be as appropriate. Because of Brookings’ relatively
small size, the decision of what mode of transportation to use when making a trip inside the city is not as
influenced by distance as in a larger city. The longest distance between city limit boundaries in Brookings

is around two miles, meaning that many amenities are within walking distance of residents. Five percent
of the population walks to work.

Increasing density may have some effect on development in Brookings. Projected population growth of
47 percent (approximately 7,640 additional residents) over the next 20 years is anticipated to be
accommodated by infill development inside the city limits or by development of vacant land within the
new UGB. Therefore, as city limits are expected to expand to include portions of the UGB, the provision

of commercial uses close to or within these areas could become more important in reducing the need for
automobile trips.

Impacts: The primary goal of these measures is to reduce the number of vehicle trips made within the
city, especially during peak periods. However, changing land use codes to encourage some level of mixed
uses to bring compatible uses closer together can keep the demand for vehicle capacity on the streets from
becoming and issue, and can be beneficial for retailers and residents. Mixed uses can reduce the need for
people to use their cars to go to work, or to run errands. In addition, more people walking and biking to
work or for errands enhances the sense of community, local vitality, and security. With more emphasis on
walking or biking in the city, conditions such as air quality and noise levels would be improved as well.

Cost Estimate: No direct costs are associated with making the zoning code amendments.

Recommendation: Because of the small size of the city, the relationship between land uses is already
similar to the mixed use zoning patterns that are recommended in larger urban areas. It is desirable for
this development pattern continue as the city grows (the population is forecast to increase by 47 percent,
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or 7,640 additional residents in the next 20 years). Increasing density requirements would have a positive

effect on the way land is developed in Brookings by preventing urban sprawl. Therefore, revisions to
zoning and development codes to allow for increased density are recommended.

Option 2, Improve the intersection of Constitution Way and US 101

Overview: The intersection of Constitution Way and US 101 was identified as a hazardous location due
confusing and conflicting turn movements which occur along the entire length of Constitution Way
between US 101 and the intersection of Old County Road and North Bank Chetco River Road. This street
segment serves approximately 4,000 vehicles per day. Figure 6-2 shows the existing street configuration.

Constitution Way intersects US 101 directly across from Bridge Street. A left turn lane is provided for
southbound US 101 and a channelized right turn is provided for northbound US 101 at the intersection.
The right turn channel is separated from the rest of the intersection by a large section of painted
pavement. A truck Weigh Station, which weighs northbound truck traffic is located on the highway just
west of the intersection. Two truck access lanes are located on Constitution Way such that trucks
traveling northbound on US 101 exit at Constitution Way to access the Weigh Station, and trucks coming
from Old County Road or North Bank Chetco River Road and going to northbound US 101 also access
the Weigh Station via Constitution Way. The two truck access lanes are separated by a large section of
painted pavement. The intersection of Constitution Way is a four-leg intersection, controlled on three legs
by STOP signs; the fourth leg is one of the truck access lanes and is one-way, away from the intersection.

Constitution Way was identified as a safety issue because of the many turning movements which occur on
this short street segment, the high volumes of slow moving trucks access the Weigh Station, and the vast
stretches of pavement at the intersections. The most problematic part of the intersection is where trucks
leaving northbound US 101 via the channelized right turn lane cross two lanes of Constitution Way to
access the Weigh Station. Although accident records for the three-year period from 1994 to 1996
indicated one accident occurred during that period, the intersection was identified as hazardous by
community members. Sight distance is the problem at the intersection of Constitution Way with North
Bank Chetco River Road and Old County Road due to the skewed angle at which these roads meet. In
addition, the wide expanses of pavement make pedestrian crossings unsafe. Although observed pedestrian
volumes were low, there is potential for higher pedestrian volumes, due to the proximity of Azalea Park.

Three geometric improvement options were developed for this intersection which, to varying degrees,

minimizes the conflicting turning movements, reduce the expansive pavement widths, and separate the
mix of auto and truck traffic.

Option 1: This option consists of eliminating the channelized right turn lane for northbound US 101 and
replacing it with a right turn deceleration lane. The existing traffic would volumes warrant a right turn
deceleration lane based on the National Cooperative Highway Research Program Report 279 Intersection
Channelization Design Guide, Transportation Research Board. This is the simplest and lowest cost, of the
improvement options. It addresses trucks leaving northbound US 101 via the channelized right turn lane

and crossing two lanes of Constitution Way to access the Weigh Station. This option is shown in Figure
6-3.

Advantages of this option are that trucks would no longer cross both lanes on Constitution Way. Instead
they would be in the northbound lane of Constitution Way and only cross the southbound lane. With this
configuration, northbound traffic on US 101 turning onto Constitution Way would access the street at the
same place as southbound traffic on US 101, so this option eliminates the merge point on Constitution

Way for all traffic. In addition, this option reduces the width of the highway access, an ODOT objective
for state highways.

The disadvantages of this option are that it does nothing to reduce the expanse of pavement between the

two truck access lanes and it does not improve the sight distance at the intersection with Old County Road
and North Bank Chetco River Road.

The cost of this improvement would be approximately $50,000. This would cover the cost of a
construction survey, removal and disposal of asphalt and temporary traffic control.
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Option 2: This option consists of eliminating the channelized right turn lane for northbound US 101 and
eliminating the southernmost truck access lane to the Weigh Station. This option addresses replacing it
with a right-turn deceleration lane, trucks leaving northbound US 101 via the channelized right turn lane

and crossing two lanes of Constitution Way to access the Weigh Station. This option also eliminates mid-
block left turns into the weigh station. This option is shown in Figure 6-4.

Advantages of this option are that trucks would no longer cross Constitution Way mid-block to access the
Weigh Station. Instead they would make this turn at the STOP-controlled intersection of Constitution
Way with Old County Road and North Bank Chetco River Road, With this configuration, northbound
traffic on US 101 turning onto Constitution Way would access the street at the same place as southbound
traffic on US 101, so this option eliminates the merge point on Constitution Way for all traffic. Another
advantage of this option is that it eliminates both large areas of painted pavement that make pedestrian

crossings difficult. In addition, this option reduces the width of the highway access, an ODOT objective
for state highways.

Construction of Option 2 could be phased, first correcting the intersection of Constitution Way and
US 101 and later closing the south truck access lane to the Weigh Station. The latter part can be done with
concrete Jersey barriers, a quick, low cost improvement which would not require the cost of pavement
removal and can even be done on a trial basis. If the community is unhappy with the way the intersection
operated after the change, it could easily be changed back to the configuration shown in Option 1 by
removing the Jersey barriers. If the community likes the way the new configuration functions, but is

unhappy with the look of the Jersey barriers, the pavement could be removed, a curb constructed, and the
area replanted.

The disadvantage of this option is that it does nothing to improve the sight distance at the intersection
with Old County Road and North Bank Chetco River Road.

The cost of this improvement would be approximately $100,000. This would cover the cost of a

construction survey, removal and disposal of asphalt, construction of new curbs, replanting and temporary
traffic control.

Option 3: This option consists of eliminating the channelized right turn lane for northbound US 101,
realigning Constitution Way such that it intersects Old County Road and North Bank Chetco River Road
at a 90° angle, and relocating the Weigh Station to US 101. This option addresses all of the safety issues
identified with this intersection: trucks leaving northbound US 101 via the channelized right turn lane and
crossing two lanes of Constitution Way to access the Weigh Station, conflicts between auto and truck

traffic on Constitution Way and large areas of pavement making pedestrian crossings difficult. This
option is shown in Figure 6-5.

Advantages of this option are that trucks would no longer cross Constitution Way mid-block to access the
Weigh Station. The Weigh Station would be accessed directly from US 101. With this configuration,
northbound traffic on US 101 turning onto Constitution Way would access the street at the same place as
southbound traffic on US 101, so this option eliminates the merge point on Constitution Way for all
traffic. This option also improves sight distance at the intersection of Constitution Way with Old County
Road and North Bank Chetco River Road, and eliminates one leg of the intersection. Another advantage
of this option is that it eliminates both large areas of painted pavement, which make pedestrian crossings
difficult. In addition, this option reduces the width of the highway access, an ODOT objective for state
highways. The disadvantage of this option is that it is the highest cost option.

The cost of this improvement would be approximately $340,000. This assumes a cost of $140,000 for a
construction survey, removal and disposal of asphalt, new asphalt, curbs and striping, and temporary
traffic control on Constitution Way, and $200,000 to relocate the Weigh Station.

Recommendation: Option 1 is recommended because it addresses: conflicting turning movements, merge
points, and pedestrian safety and has the lowest estimated cost. It also reduces the width of the highway

access. It does not, however, come with the high cost of relocating the weigh station and completely
realigning Constitution Way as shown in Option 3.
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In addition to the geometric improvements at this intersection, members of the Transportation Advisory
Committee identified the need for a traffic signal at the intersection of Constitution Way and Highway
101 to reduce delays and improve safety for vehicles turning from Constitution Way (and Bridge Street,
on the other side of the highway). Examination of p-m. peak hour traffic volumes (existing peak hour
volumes are shown in Figure 4-4, 20-year forecast volumes are shown in Figure 5-4) indicated that this
intersection would meet the peak hour traffic volume warrant for a traffic signal even in the existing
condition. (Other traffic signal warrants were not examined due to a lack of four-hour and eight-hour
traffic volumes.) Because the peak hour traffic volume warrant is already met, and the four-hour and
eight-hour volume warrants will likely be met in the near future (if not met already), based on the 20-year
traffic forecasts, a traffic signal is recommended for this intersection in addition to the geometric
improvements shown in Option 1. The cost of a traffic signal is approximately $120,000, bringing the
total cost of constructing Option 1 and a traffic signal to $170,000. '

Option 3. Improve the intersection of Carpenterville Road and US 10].

Overview: The intersection of Carpenterville Road and US 101 was found to not meet mobility standards
with the addition of future traffic. This finding was consistent with findings in the Lone Ranch Master
Plan Transportation Impact Study. This is a four-leg intersection with a Stop control on Dawson and
Carpenterville Roads. The Lone Ranch Master Plan T; ransportation Impact Study found that the minor
street left turn movements at this intersection would operate above the ODOT mobility standard' of 0.80.

A series of improvements to the US 101/Carpenterville Road intersection have been identified to allow

this intersection to meet mobility standards. These improvements include interim measures as well as the
potential long term plan of a traffic signal as follows:

¢ Interim measures, such as left turn/right turn lane improvements on all intersection legs,
acceleration and deceleration lanes on US 101, raised median on US 101, channelization on UsS
101, no parking on Carpenterville Road at the intersection. '

At the point at which interim measures can no longer allow the US 101/Carpenterville Road
intersection to meet mobility standards or the interim measure is infeasible to implement, a traffic
signal should be considered for this intersection. It should be noted that it is ODOT’s policy that
all interim measures be exhausted before a traffic signal can be constructed. A traffic signal can
not be relied by the city or developer as a planned transportation improvement to mitigate traffic
impacts until programmed in the city’s Capital Improvement Program (CIP), or state
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) and approved by the State Traffic Engineer.

Cost Estimate: $850,000 with primary responsibility of the developer(s) who contribute to the traffic

impacts. Developers are eligible for partial reimbursement, the details to be negotiated at the time
improvements are required.

Recommendation: The city has approved the Master Plan of Development for Lone Ranch project with
the identified traffic mitigation measures. The lone ranch master plan traffic impact study (TIS) traffic
mitigation measures will be used for identifying the city’s planned transportation improvements for
transportation facilities serving future development, upon approval by ODOT and the city.  The

following planned transportation improvements establish city policy for guiding future city decisions for
managing and improving the intersection.

US 101/Carpenterville Road intersection improvements include, but are not limited to:

¢ Interim measures, such as left turn/right turn lane improvements on all intersection legs,
acceleration and deceleration lanes on US 101, raised median on US 101, channelization on us
101, no parking on Carpenterville road at the intersection.

! Oregon Highway Plan, 1999, Table 6, District/Local
Interest Road.
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At the point at which interim measures can no longer allow the US 101/Carpenterville Road
intersection to meet mobility standards or the interim measure js infeasible to implement, a traffic
signal should be considered for this intersection. It should be noted that it is ODOT’s policy that
all interim measures be exhausted before a traffic signal can be constructed. A traffic signal can
not be relied by the city or developer as a planned transportation improvement to mitigate traffic

impacts until programmed in the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) and -
approved by the State Traffic Engineer.

Option 4: Construction of improvements to US 101 in the City of Brookings pursuant to

Alternative 5 of the Downtown Brookings ~ Highway 101 Transportation Solutions
Project

Overview: The considerable amount of population and economic growth in Brookings has added demand
to US 101. The highway serves both commercial and recreational travel as the city’s only arterial
extending through the center of the city. The operational analysis shows US 101 between Ransom Ave.
and Alder Street is expected to fall below acceptable performance standards by the year 2017. This
increase in demand has led to the Downtown Brookings — Highway 101 Transportation Solutions Project.

The Environmental Assessment resulting from this process studied several alternative solutions and
presented three project alternatives as follows:

No Build Alternative. This alternative would maintain the existing roadway configuration.

Alternative 4. This alternative constructs a one-way couplet using Chetco Avenue with three

lanes for north bound traffic and constructing Railroad Street between Mill Beach Road on the
north and Alder Street on the south with three lanes for south bound traffic.

* Alternative 5. This alternative maintains the current alignment of the highway with two travel

lanes in each direction, left turn pockets with a raised median and the elimination of parking on
both sides of the street.

US 101/Chetco Avenue is a three- to five-lane road with parking on both sides in many sections. Chetco
Avenue is located within an 80 to 100 foot right-of-way, which is sufficient for establishing the
northbound leg of a couplet system. Railroad Avenue varies from 70 and 100 feet of right-of-way, with
two travel lanes. Right-of-way acquisition would be necessary on the northern and southern connections

between Railroad Street and Chetco Avenue. Approximately 4.4 acres of right-of-way will be required to
develop alternative 4.

With the understanding that the “No Build” alternative, although required in the Environmental
Assessment, does not provide a solution for projected future traffic congestion, ODOT, working with a
stakeholders committee, presented the City Council with the three alternatives. The Council in turn

placed the issue on a ballot for a vote of the citizens of Brookings. Reflecting the result of the election,
Council selected Alternative 5.

Parking in the downtown area is a key issue for both business owners and patrons. Working with ODOT,
the city has undertaken a study of parking needs for the downtown area.

Cost Estimate: Cost associated with improvements will be determined in conjunction with more detailed
study and refinement of the project.

Option 5. Improve the intersection of Benham Lane and US 101 in Harbor

Overview: Benham Lane intersects US 101 at a skew and is controlled by a traffic signal. West Benham
Lane is a secondary access to the Port of Brookings. With some exceptions, lands in the Port area are

developed, although a new convention center and motel have been discussed for the area, as well as
additional commercial and residential development.

East Benham Lane leads to lands currently under consideration for residential development and was
initially identified as the likely primary access. However, additional connections to the development may
be considered, based on preliminary access information obtained from the developers of North Harbor
Hills and Harbor Hills. These additional connections may draw traffic from Benham and distribute it to
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other intersections along the highway. However, more complete traffic study of the impacts of the
developments, including future year impacts and likely trip distribution is needed to estimate likely
performance of the intersection. This analysis may also need to consider a north-south collector parallel to
US 101 to help trip distribution and reduce impacts to the highway.

Impacts: The TSP analysis did not allow for sufficient modeling of all of these potential developments,
particularly when taken in aggregate. Initial analysis of these developments indicates that traffic generated
by the Harbor Hills developments could be distributed through a number of access points along US 101.
However, completion of the traffic impact study for the area is required to determine the appropriate
transportation network for the area. Initial discussions of additional connections include four access points
to South Bank Chetco Road are planned at Payne, Salmonberry, a new road between Salmonberry and
Campbell, and Campbell. Additional access points to US 101 may be utilized depending on the outcome

of the final traffic impact study. These may include Hoffeldt Lane, Behnam Lane, Museum Road, McVay
Lane, and Foral Hill.

Recommendation: The city will require completion of the traffic impact study and approval by ODOT
prior to approval of the development master plans and/or zone changes. The study should include a
discussion of trip distribution, including a collector street parallel to the highway. Any connections to the
highway should be built to city collector standard, allowing for modifications for topography.

Cost: No costs for improvements at the intersection have been developed. Any traffic impact study

completed in conjunction with development in the area should include mitigation cost estimates and a
discussion of cost-sharing responsibilities.

Recommendation: The city will require a traffic impact study in conjunction with any development
proposed to impact the US 101/Benham Lane intersection. The study should include a discussion of trip
distribution, including a collector street parallel to the highway, and future year analysis in order to
accurately estimate future performance of the intersection.

Option 6. Improve the intersection of Benham Lane and Ocean View Drive in Harbor

Overview: Ocean View Drive intersects Benham Lane at a “T” intersection controlled by a STOP sign.
Intersection sight distance on Ocean View Drive is extremely poor to the left (to the west). This is due to
the skewed angle at which the two roads intersect and the grades on both roads. Ocean View Drive slopes
down to the north at a grade, which is over five percent where it intersects Benham Lane. The grade on
Benham Lane is smaller, and this road slopes down from the east to the west (from US 101 to the ocean).
A two-foot high concrete wall on the southwest corner contributes to the poor sight distance.

Two improvement options were evaluated for this intersection. The first is a low cost option that
improves sight distance without realigning the roadways. The second improves sight distance by
realigning Ocean View Drive. These short-term improvements are considered with the understanding that

this intersection will be included in any larger study conducted in conjunction with alternatives for the UsS
101/Benham Lane intersection.

Option 1: The first option consists of removing the two-foot high concrete wall which lies along the west
side of Ocean View Drive. This concrete wall contributes to the poor sight distance for vehicles on the
Ocean View Drive approach. The wall supports a chain link fence that was installed for pedestrian safety.
It prevents pedestrians on Ocean View Drive from falling down the embankment to Benham Lane. The
chain link fence should be reinstalled, at ground level, once the concrete wall is removed. The chain link
fence would not result in the same visual barrier as the concrete wall and will make traffic on Benham
Lane more visible to drivers stopped on Ocean View Drive, and vise versa. In addition, a convex mirror
should be installed on Benham Lane, directly across from, and facing, Ocean View Drive. This is a

typical treatment used on blind corners. The cost for these improvements would be approximately
$10,000.

The advantage of this improvement is that it improves sight distance without costly road reconstruction.,
The disadvantage of this improvement is that it does not improve the horizontal and vertical curves on the
two roads, the primary reason for the poor sight distance.
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Option 2: The second option consists of realigning the northbound approach lane on Ocean View Drive to
the east such that it effectively becomes a channelized right turn lane eventually paralleling Benham Lane

it, much like an acceleration lane. The cost of this improvement would be
approximately $50,000.

The advantage of this improvement is that it makes vehicles on Ocean View Drive more visible to drivers
traveling east on Benham Lane. The disadvantages of this improvement are that it does not significantly
improve sight distance to the west for drivers on Ocean View Drive, it would displace the sidewalk and
bike lane on the south side of Benham Lane, and it involves costly road reconstruction.

Recommendation: Option 1 is recommended for this inte

because it improves sight distance for both traffic on Benham Lane and Ocean View Drive and because
the improvements all lie off-road, it would not disrupt traffic durin
the sidewalks and bike lane on Benham Lane.

This intersection will be included any study that investigates impacts to the US 101/Benham Lane
intersection.

Option 7. Improve Parkview Drive to the Brookings Airport

Overview: Parkview Drive serves as the primary access to the Brookings Airport. The road is narrow,
winding, and requires low speeds. To improve access to the airport, Parkview will require significant
realignment and improvement or an alternative access route must be developed. For the 20-year planning
period Parkview Drive js inadequate to accommodate the future development,

Land use along Parkview Drive is mostly residential with some commercial development on the east side

of the airport. There are some large lots available for development and as development increase the
roadway will need to be upgraded.

Parkview Drive is two miles in length extending from US 101 to the Brookings Airport. The road extends
mostly through residential areas and serves as the primary access to the Brookings Airport. The existing

identified as a collector by the City of Brookings and Curry County. Most of the roadway is in Curry
County’s jurisdiction. Ideally, the desired improvements along the roadway are to bring the road to
collector standards and construct continuous sidewalk along the roadway. The standard for collectors
consists of two 11-foot travel lanes and seven-foot parking strips on both sides of the roadway. The
resulting paved width would be 36 feet. The standard also includes five-foot sidewalks, adjacent to the
curbs. This option fits within the city’s required right-of-way of 50 feet.

The intersection of Parkview Drive and US 101 will become more and more important to the
transportation network of the city as future development proceeds. US 101 is the only arterial and serves
as the “Main Street” through the downtown. As development along Parkview Drive continues, the traffic
along this collector will increase. Improvements to the intersection will be required to accommodate the
future travel demand. Currently, a connection between Parkview and either 3" or 5® Street may have
some benefit, but is not justified in terms of the likely cost. However, future development between
Carpenterville Road and the airport will likely impact the highway to the extent that such a parallel
connection is needed. Any traffic impact study completed in conjunction with such development will
need to investigate the affects of a parallel connection between the downtown and Parkview.

Impacts: Some property owners may perceive the widening as losing the rural character of the roadway.
In actuality the roadway is made safer and more efficient by upgrading the roadway to standards set by
the city and the county. This can be accomplished within the city’s right-of-way and will improve the
safety and sight distance on the roadway. Widening the roadway increases vehicles ability to share the
roadway with no impediments to two-way traffic. Sidewalks create a safer environment for pedestrians.

Upgrading Parkview Drive improves the level-of-service and safety of the roadway with no negative
impacts to surrounding land uses.
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Costs: To upgrade this roadway to collector standards, a unit cost of $300,000 per mile was used. The
total estimated cost is $600,000. Costs associated with the creation of a connection between Parkview and
either 3 or 5™ Street were not developed because of the deep Ransom Creek ravine separating the two
areas but further study should be considered to determine the feasibility of a connection.

Recommendations: Parkview Drive should be improved and upgraded to the standards set by the city and
the county. Improvements to the intersection of Parkview Drive and US 101 will be necessary as future
travel demand grows. As traffic to the airport and the surrounding area increases, improvements to

Parkview Drive are going to be more important. The city and the county alike see this improvement as an
important element in the future planning of the roadway.

Option 8: Improve the unsignalized intersections which are projected to operate at sub-standard
levels-of-service

Overview: US 101 is the only arterial within the study area. Although the side streets along US 101 do
not contribute a significant amount of traffic to the highway, the traffic along the highway is high enough
to cause delay on the side streets, causing a poor level-of-service at these intersections. Delays are
primarily due to heavy traffic volumes on US 101/ Chetco Avenue conflicting with the minor streets
turning movements on and US 101 left-turning volumes. All of the unsignalized intersections analyzed
are projected to operate below acceptable V/C standards in the 2017 condition. These include:

* US 101-Carpenterville Road/Dawson Road
e US 101-Chetco Avenue/Arnold Lane

¢ US 101-Chetco Avenue/Pacific Avenue

* US 101-Chetco Avenue/Fern Avenue

¢ US 101-Chetco Avenue/Alder Street

The unsignalized intersection of US 101 and Constitution Ave. also functions below acceptable standards,
but is discussed separately in Option 2 above.

It may be desirable to set a lower level-of-service standard for unsignalized intersections since cost-
effective solutions are limited. However, alternative standards must be justified as the only alternative and
approved by the Oregon Transportation Commission. Separate turn-lane channelization at the side street
approaches of an unsignalized intersection is one cost effective improvement that can be made; however,
this will not improve the side street left turn performance, which is usually the problem at unsignalized
intersections. Also, an unsignalized intersection is unlikely to meet the Manual of Uniform Traffic
Control Devices (MUTCD) signal warrants unless the level of service is above 0.85.

The adopted level-of-service standard for state highways is determined by the Oregon Highway Plan
(OHP). The adopted level-of-service standard for city streets should reflect community values and views
of acceptable delays and congestion levels. However, these values must be balanced by the community’s
ability to fund the needed improvements defined by the level of service standard. If the level of service

standard is set too high, then it will be too costly to maintain the level of service standard. If the level of
service standard is set too low, then substantial congestion problems result.

All of the options developed for the following intersections are based on the idea that US 101 will remain
as is and not developed as a one-way couplet

The traffic engineering software package UNSIG was used to analyze the level of service for unsignalized
intersections. UNSIG calculates level-of-service at unsignalized intersections based on the 1985 Highway
Capacity Manual. This methodology relates level-of-service to reserve, or unused, roadway capacity
(measured in passenger cars per hour). Reserve capacity is evaluated for all vehicles entering or crossing
the major roadway traffic flow from side streets, as well as those making left turns on the major roadway.
Each of these intersections was analyzed for traffic signal warrant using the MUTCD. For communities

with a population under 10,000 the minimum volume to warrant a signal is 70 percent of that required in
the MUTCD.
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Signalization is not always the best improvement for unsignalized intersections that are operating at sub-
standard levels-of-service. Other alternatives could be considered including channelization, lane use
controls, sight distance improvements, and multi-way STOP control.

US 101/Chetco Avenue and Arnold Lane — Arnold Lane intersections US 101 from the west at a “T”
intersection. At the intersection of US 101 and Arnold Lane, the eastbound approach is predicted to
operate at a V/C of 1.07 in the year 2017. The other movements of the intersection will operate at
acceptable V/C. The intersection as a whole would operate at a V/C of 0.56 if signalized. Further, the
intersection meets the required warrant for Peak Hour Volumes according to the MUTCD (Warrant 11).
The side street volumes at this intersection meet the 70 percent requirement for the Warrant 11 for the
Peak Hour Traffic Volume for a traffic signal. However, other signal warrants are not met and would
have to be reached before a signal could be installed. Therefore, while this intersection could be improved
to meet level-of-standards, it does not meet signal warrants and cannot be signalized at this time. The city
should continue to work with ODOT on monitoring signal warrants to determine if this is an acceptable

solution. In any case, a signal will have to be approved by the State Traffic Engineer before being
allowed. Cost would be approximately $150,00.

Another option would be to widen Arnold Lane so that the left turning vehicles and the right turning
vehicles have exclusive lanes. Widening of Arnold Lane would improve the right turn movement on the
eastbound approach to a LOS C, but the left-turn movement would remain at LOS F. The other

movements at the intersection operate at LOS C or better in both the existing configuration and with the
widening of Amold Lane.

The volumes along Amold Lane are not very high compared to the high volumes on US 101. It is the high
volumes on US 101 that impede the traffic from the side streets. The cost for the right-turn lane would be
approximately $160,000 just for the additional lane. The level-of-service for the side street approaches
would improve for the right-turning vehicles, but there would be no improvement to the left turning or
through moving vehicles. The costs outweigh the benefits. Any additional lanes are not going to prove to

be cost-effective. Improving the mobility along US 101 so that the side streets have more opportunities to
access or cross the highway should be developed.

US 101/Chetco Avenue and Pacific Avenue — US 101 and Pacific Avenue is a four-leg intersection with a
STOP control on the eastbound and westbound legs of Pacific Avenue. At the intersection of US 101 and
Pacific Avenue, the eastbound and westbound approaches on Pacific Avenue are predicted to operate at a
V/C ratio greater than 1.0 in the year 2017. The intersection meets Warrant 2 for Interruption of
Continuous Traffic of the MUTCD. The side street volumes at this intersection meet the 70 percent

criteria of that requirement for the Peak Hour Traffic Volume Warrant. Other required signal warrants are
not met.

With a traffic signal, the intersection would operate at a V/C of 0.63. This intersection is located
approximately 742 feet north of the signalized intersection of US 101 and Center Street and 797 feet
south of the signalized intersection of US 101 and Sth Street. The spacing of the intersections does not
meet signal spacing standards of 1,300 feet. While signals may be spaced more closely in some cases, the
distance between Pacific and Mill to the north would preclude deviation at this location. In addition, while
a signal at this location would improve performance for turns from the local street, capacity on the
highway would worsen. The cost for a new signal at this intersection would be approximately $150,000.

Simply adding a left-turn lane on US 101 would improve the mobility of the traffic on the mainline,
however, the eastbound and westbound approaches would still operate at a sub-standard level-of-service.
Possible improvements to the side streets are to construct an exclusive left-turn lane on eastbound Pacific
Avenue and an exclusive right-turn lane on westbound Pacific Avenue. However, this would not improve
the operation of the side streets. This intersection is too close to other signalized intersections to

recommend that a signal be installed and the additional lanes will not improve the operation of the
intersection.
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US 101/Chetco Avenue and Fern Avenue — The eastbound and westbound approaches on Fern Avenue
are projected to operate at V/C greater than 1.2 by the year 2017. The intersection does not meet any of
the Traffic Signal Warrants in the MUTCD. The eastbound and westbound approaches experience poor
levels-of-service because the high volumes on US 101 restrict access from the side streets, whose
volumes are relatively low. As mentioned earlier, there are other options to improving the intersections
other than signalization. In general, the highest volumes on Fern Avenue are right-turning vehicles,
therefore an exclusive right-turn lane may improve the operation of the intersection.

An exclusive right-turn only lane on the east and westbound approaches would operate at LOS A in both
the AM and PM peak period. This means the right-turning vehicles would experience very short delays.
During the AM peak period the eastbound and westbound shared through and left-turn lane would still
fall below acceptable standards and would continue experience long delays.

Fern Avenue does not have very high volumes and the problem results from the high volumes along US
101. The cost for the right-turn lane would cost approximately $160,000 just for the additional lane. The
level-of-service for the side street approaches would improve for the right-turning vehicles, but there
would be no improvement to the left-turning or through moving vehicles. The costs outweigh the benefits.
Any additional lanes are not going to prove to be cost-effective. Improving the mobility along US 101 so
that the side streets have more opportunities to access or cross the highway should be developed.

US 101/Chetco Avenue and Alder Street — Alder Street intersects US 101 at a “T” intersection from the
west side of US 101. The intersection consists of two travel lanes in each direction along US 101 with one
shared right-turn and through lane and one shared left-turn and through lane. There are two turning lanes
on Alder, an exclusive right turn lane and an exclusive left-turn lane. The Alder Street leg of this
intersection is projected to operate at a V/C greater than 1.2 by 2017. The volumes at this intersection do

not meet Warrant 1, or Warrant 2 for Traffic Signal Installation in the MUTCD. Improvement to the
intersection will be needed to reduce delay.

Another option is to construct an exclusive left-turn lane along northbound US 101. This would allow the
through traffic to proceed through the intersection without interference from the left turning vehicles.
However, this change will not significantly improve the overall operation of the intersection. A traffic
signal would cost approximately $120,000 and an additional lane would cost about $160,000 per lane.
These improvements are expensive and the resulted improvement will not be significant.

Recommendation: No additional signals or other improvements are recommended along US 101 at this
time.

Option 9. Improve the signalized intersections which are projected to operate at sub-standard
levels-of-service

Overview: The signalized intersections that were analyzed and are projected to operate at LOS E or F in
the 2017 condition include:

e US 101-Oak Street
e US 101-Chetco Avenue/Sth Street

To define the future transportation deficiencies, performance on state highways is defined in the Oregon
Highway Plan and is LOS D for city streets. However as noted earlier, a community must balance the

level-of-service against the ability to fund the needed improvements defined by the level of service
standard.

Consideration of changes to the signalized intersections was completed prior to the adoption of the V/C
ratio performance standard and is discussed in terms of LOS letters. ODOT has reviewed the analysis and
concurs with the recommendation that no changes be made to these intersections. However, the use of
LOS letters in the description below was allowed to remain until the next periodic review update of the
TSP at which time they will be updated to reflect V/C ratios rather than LOS letters.
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In the future, these intersections may be reanalyzed in response to development or other changes to traffic

conditions. Specifically, as the proposed by the Alternative 5 of the Downtown Brookings ~ Highway 101
Transportation Solutions Project. At that time, the city and ODOT wil] c i

The traffic engineering software package SIGCAP was used to analyze signalized intersection level-of-
service. SIGCAP correlates level-of-service with saturation values. The saturation value is a measure of
congestion levels, where the higher the saturation value the higher the level of congestion.

?US 101 and 5th Street. This is a four-

legged intersection located in downtown Brookings. There are two
travel lanes in each direction on US

101 and one travel lane in each direction along 5th Street. At the
intersection, there is a shared right-turn and through lane and an exclusive left-turn lane on southbound

and northbound US 101. On 5th Street, there is a shared right and through and exclusive left-turn lanes in
both the westbound and eastbound directions.

This intersection is projected to operate at LOS B in the AM and LOS D or LOS E in the PM by the year
2017. The eastbound and westbound Ieft-turns would operate at LOS D or E causing substantial delay for
vehicles turning left onto US 101 during the PM peak period. In the northbound and southbound direction
all movements are projected to operate at LOS D or E. There are several options to improve the level-of-

service for an intersection such as variations in the phasing or cycle lengths or adding turning lanes for
high volume movements.

On the eastbound approach the highest volume movement is the right-turn onto southbound US 101. In
this instance a right-turn only lane could be implemented. During the PM peak period, if an exclusive
right-turn only lane was added to the eastbound approach on 5® Street, the intersection would operate at
LOS D and the northbound and southbound would operate at LOS D or better. All left turning movements

would operate at LOS D and the eastbound and westbound through and right would operate at LOS B or
better.

Improvements along US 101 are most desirable and could benefit the operation of the intersection of a
whole. If exclusive left-turns are constructed the level-of-service would operate at LOS D, during the PM
peak period. The southbound exclusive left would operate at LOS D while the other southbound

movements operate at LOS A. The northbound exclusive left would operate at LOS C while the other
northbound movements operate at LOS B.

Although these different options resulted in an improvement in level-of-service for the side street
approaches, the improvement was not that significant. Adding an additional lane would cost
approximately $160,000 per lane. For two lefi-turn lanes along US 101 would cost about $320,000 and
vehicles at the intersection would still experience the same amount of delay, with the exception of the
eastbound approach. An analysis of the signal timing and phasing should be considered. Optimizing the

phasing and timing of a traffic signal could improve the intersection level-of-service and the level-of-
service on the approaches.

US 101 and Oak Street. This is a four-legged intersection located in the downtown area of Brookings.
There are two travel lanes in each direction on US 101 and one travel lane in each direction on Oak
Street. At the intersection, there is a shared right-turn and through lane and a shared left-turn and through

lane on southbound and northbound US 101. On Oak Street, there is a shared right, through and left in
both the westbound and eastbound direction.

This intersection is projected to operate at LOS C in the AM and LOS F in the PM by the year 2017.
During, the PM peak period, however, the westbound approach is projected to operate at LOS E, while all
other approaches operate at LOS F. This means all vehicles at this intersection will experience an average
of 60 seconds of delay during the PM peak period. There are several options that may improve the level-

of-service for an intersection such as variations in the phasing or cycle lengths or adding turning lanes for
high volume movements.
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During the PM peak period, the intersection would operate at LOS D during a two phase 60 second cycle.
The highest volumes are on the through movements along US 101. When the through volumes are high,
the gaps for left-turning vehicles decrease causing congestion on the highway. If left-turn lanes were
constructed on US 101 the intersection would operate at LOS D and all approaches would operate at LOS
D or better. If widening on US 101 is not an option, additional left-turn lanes on Oak Street would
improve the intersection level-of-service. With this configuration the intersection could operate at LOS D.

An analysis of the signal timing and phasing should be considered. Optimizing the phasing and timing of
a traffic signal could improve the intersection level-of-service and the level-of-service on the approaches.
This option is the only one that resulted in a significant improvement in the level-of-service. Adding an
additional lane would cost approximately $160,000 per lane. For two left-turn lanes on US 101 would
cost about $320,000 and vehicles at the intersection would still experience the same amount of delay, with
the exception of the eastbound approach.

Recommendation: Changing the phasing and the timing of the signal would be the most cost-effective
improvement for both intersections. This would have to joint effort between the City of Brookings and
ODOT to coordinate signal timings with the other signalized intersections on US 101.

Option 10. Improve the arterial and collector street segments which are projected to operate at
sub-standard levels-of service

Overview: Through traffic on US 101 is required to operate at a V/C ratio of 0.80 or better through
Brookings. The city has established LOS D as the acceptable standard for city streets. The following
arterial and collector streets are projected to operate below acceptable performance standards in 2017:

° 01-from-porth-of-Carpente oRoadto-Ransom

e US 101 from Ransom Ave. to south of Alder Street
e Pioneer Road east of Pacific Avenue
e Benham Lane

US 101 from Ransom Ave. to south of Alder Street — This segment of roadway is predicted to operate
at a V/C ratio of greater than 1.2 by the year 2017. The sub-standard level-of-service is a primarily a
result of US 101 functioning as the only arterial in the study area. US 101 serves as the city’s main street.

If allowed most future traffic from new development will use US 101 for both longer regional trips and
shorter local trips.

Pioneer Road north of Pacific Avenue — Pioneer Road is currently two travel lanes, one in each
direction, approximately 22 feet in width and is identified as a collector.

Pioneer Road is projected to carry as much as 5,600 vehicles daily and operate at LOS E by the year
2017. The capacity for this roadway is identified as an average of 6,000 vehicles daily, and by the 2017 it
will almost reach capacity. With a LOS E, vehicles traveling on Pioneer Road will experience very long
delays and substantial congestion. This condition would primarily be caused by single family infill
development north of Ransom Avenue and additional future trips generated by the schools.

It is important that the transportation facilities are able to accommodate future growth. The additional
traffic caused by future development may warrant an additional travel lane in each direction or perhaps a
third lane to allow refuge for left turning vehicles. Where lefi-turn volumes are high, a three-lane cross
section can function better than a four-lane cross section because turning vehicles do not interfere with the
flow of through movements. In addition, a three-lane cross section provides more right-of-way for bicycle
lanes, parking, and sidewalk than a four-lane cross section.

Benham Lane east of US 101 -Benham Lane is a County road within the UGB and currently has two
travel lanes, one in each direction, and is approximately 24 feet in width.

East Benham Lane is projected to carry an average of 9,000 vehicles daily exceeding its capacity of 6,000
vehicles a day. This segment is predicted to operate at LOS F by the year 2017, primarily due to the
additional trips generated by the Harbor Hills, Westbrook/Reservation Ranch, and North Harbor area

6-13



Ordinance 06-0-576 EXHIBIT B

developments. East Benham Lane is one of the logical access points to these future developments.
However, East Benham Lane will not be able to accommodate the projected traffic.

As future development is constructed, the travel demand on the roadways will increase. Additional lanes
will be needed to accommodate the additional traffic in the future or alternative access points will be
required. Benham and any other connections to the developments should be built to city collector
standards, allowing for modifications due to topography. Depending upon the traffic patterns of the
roadway and the future land uses a center turn lane is also an option to consider. A three-lane cross
section can function better than a four-lane cross section when left turn volumes are high because turning

vehicles do not interfere with the through traffic. This allows more right-of-way for bicycle lanes, and
sidewalk as compared to a four-lane cross section.

An alternative that should be considered in conjunction with a traffic impact study for the area is local
streets that parallel US 101 which carry some of the traffic load away form Benham Lane and the
intersection at US 101. This alternative is not recommended at this time, but the city and county will

require consideration of this alternative in conjunction with future development that may impact Benham
Lane.

Cost Estimate: Pioneer Road is approximately 2,000 feet in length from Pacific Avenue to Hassett Street.
For a three-lane cross section along Pioneer Road at $200 a linear foot, the cost would be about $400,000.
East Benham Lane is approximately 1,000 feet in length and the cost would about $200,000.

Recommendation: The city will require the completion of the traffic impact study to determine
appropriate safety and capacity improvements needed in conjunction with proposed development.

The result of the Downtown Brookings — Highway 101 Transportation Solutions Project and the
associated Environmental Assessment is the selection of Alternative 5, which provides for construction of
the highway from approximately Mill Beach Rd. to Constitution Way with two 12 foot travel lanes in
each direction, left turn pockets at Fifth St., Pacific Ave., Mill St., Center St., Wharf St., Fern St., Oak St.,

and Alder St. Parking would be removed from both sides of the street under this configuration and a
raised median would be place in the center of the street.

Pioneer Road should be upgraded to a three-lane cross section would improve the function of the roadway

to accommodate the future growth. A three-lane cross section would allow vehicles to turn without
interfering with the through moving vehicles.

Benham Lane is projected to experience an increase in traffic by the year 2017. The existing roadway is
not designed to accommodate such a substantial increase in travel demand. Improvements to the roadway
will be needed to accommodate future growth. Additional travel lanes are worth considering, although the
developers of properties in the area have proposed other connections to US 101. At the time of TSP
adoption, the impact of these developments was under study. The city will require completion of this
study prior to approval of any master plan or zone changes for the developments. This study should
include potential development on both sides of the highway and include participation by all developers
currently proposing activity that will affect the road network in this area.

Option 11. Improve the intersection of Lower Harbor Road and Shopping Center Road at the
entrance to the Port of Brookings

Overview: Lower Harbor Road and Shopping Center Road are classified as collectors by Curry County
and City of Brookings, respectively. Lower Harbor Road connects the Port of Brookings/Harbor with US
101. Shopping Center Road lies parallel to US 101 between Lower Harbor Road and Hoffeldt Lane. The
two roads intersect at a “T” intersection, with the entrance to the port located directly across from

Shopping Center Road. The intersection is two-way STOP controlled, with Lower Harbor Road being the
through street.

At various times, community concern was raised in favor or changing the existing two-way STOP control
to signalized control. ODOT Region 3 analyzed this intersection to determine whether the intersection
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met the warrants for signalization; it did not. The intersection also did not meet the warrants for all-way
STOP control.

The cost to install a traffic signal at a typical intersection is over $100,000. Traffic control signals should
not be installed unless one or more of the signal warrants in the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control
Devices is met. Warrants for traffic signals are based on minimum traffic and pedestrian volumes, hours
of delay, need for gaps in continuous traffic and accident history. In addition to meeting one or more
warrants for a signal, installation of a traffic signal must improve the overall safety and/or operation of the
intersection. When a traffic signal is not warranted, STOP sign control is an appropriate traffic control
measure. As stated above, this intersection did not meet the warrants for a traffic control signal.

All-way STOP control is ordinarily used only where the volume of traffic on the intersecting roads is
approximately equal. All-way STOP control is warranted where traffic signals are warranted and the all-
way STOP is an interim measure that can be installed quickly to control traffic while arrangements are
being made for the signal installation, and where accident history and traffic volume warrants are met. As
stated above, this intersection did not meet the warrants for all-way STOP control.

Impacts: If a traffic signal or all-way STOP control is installed at an intersection with low volumes on the
minor street, they cause unnecessary delays for vehicles on the major street. Safety can be compromised if
an all-way stop is installed at an intersection where traffic volumes on the minor street do not warrant
stopping the major street, because if drivers on the major street become accustomed to not seeing traffic

approaching on the minor street they may only come to a “rolling stop” or ignore the STOP sign
altogether.

Recommendation: It is recommended that the existing two-way stop control be maintained at the
intersection of Lower Harbor Road and Shopping Center Road. The traffic volumes and accident history
do not warrant the high cost of installing a traffic signal or even changing the control to an all-way STOP.
If a study of conditions at Benham Lane and the Port area also include this location it may show other

improvements that are warranted. If so, results from that study will take precedence over the short-term
improvements discussed here. '

Option 12. Construct a Center Turn Lane on US 101 in Harbor

Overview: Property owners along US 101 south of Harbor have identified a need for a center turn lane on
US 101 from Harbor to the California State Line. They have expressed a safety concern for vehicles
turning left into their properties. The property owners recently circulated a petition signed by more than
300 residents of Curry County. The petition requests that ODOT extend the center turn lane onUS 101 in

Harbor from its present terminus south of Pedroli Lane to the Oregon-California State Line. A copy of the
petition is included in Appendix D.

Impacts: Center turn lanes primarily address two traffic issues: traffic level of service and safety. When
left turns are made from a four-lane highway, vehicles stopped to make turns block the left lane, causing
through-moving vehicles behind them to stop also, or change lanes to pass. This can cause delays for
through vehicles, reducing their average speeds and corresponding levels of service. Center turn lanes can
improve safety by reducing the chances of rear-end accidents which result when vehicles stop in the
through travel lanes and are hit by the vehicles behind them.

Center turn lanes do not necessarily reduce the number of accidents through a highway segment, but
often change the type of accidents that are experienced. When a vehicle stops to make a left turn, it blocks
the use of that lane for other vehicles. As a result, drivers behind the stopped vehicle change to the right
lane to go around it. This lane change may cause unsafe conditions as vehicles on either the main
roadway or a side street may not be expecting the lane change, which could result in an accident. At the
same time, the addition of a continuous turn lane may increase the number of head-on collisions as cars
waiting to turn left are struck by on-coming vehicles. This situation is made worse when drivers use the
turn lane as an acceleration or deceleration lane and do not see vehicles facing them in the same lane.

A three-lane cross section provides two through travel lanes. Typical two-lane highways in Oregon can
accommodate average daily traffic volumes of 10,000 vehicles per day (vpd), and are not considered for
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widening to four lanes until traffic volumes exceed 10,000 vpd. Existing traffic volumes on this segment
of highway range between 7,000 and 10,000 vpd and are expected to increase to 12,000 to 32,000 vpd by
the end of the 20-year planning period. More specific study will be required before the segment can be
stripped for either 3 or 4 lanes, including consideration of closing or consolidating accesses to reduce the
number of turning conflicts. If this section of highway is restriped to a three-lane cross section, traffic

operations should be monitored to determine whether the highway still operates at an acceptable level of
service.

lanes often meets with opposition from the traveling public

In the case of US 101 between Harbor and California, it is not a three-lane section, but a five-lane section
which the community desires. The highway currently has a ten-foot asphalt median and can be restriped
to include a 14-foot center turn lane with minimal pavement widening along the edges. A five-lane cross
section would both increase the capacity of the highway, and the safety as described above.

Recommendation: As stated above, ODOT has analyzed traffic conditions and the State Traffic Engineer
has opposed the request for a center turn lane. A review of turning volumes and accident reports has not
indicated a current problem with left turns. In addition, providing a center turn lane on this highway
segment is contrary to current design and operation policies. As a result, a center turn lane is not
recommended for this highway segment at this time, although continued discussion with ODOT is

recommended. Any such change will have to be approved by the State Traffic Engineer before being
implemented.

Option 13. Improved East-West Connection between the South Coast and I-5

Overview: An east-west arterial highway from US 101 to I-5 in the county is needed to reduce the relative
isolation of the area from the rest of the state. This was identified as a policy in the Curry County
Comprehensive Plan and as a goal in the Oregon Coast Highway Corridor Master Plan.

The City of Brookings is less isolated than the Cities of Port Orford and Gold Beach, and the northern
part of the County due to its proximity to US 199. US 199 intersects US 101 in California, approximately
17 miles south of the Oregon-California State Line (approximately 22 miles south of Brookings). US 199
crosses the coastal range in California, reenters Oregon approximately 40 miles northeast of its
connection to US 101, and continues approximately 45 miles north to I-5 in Grants Pass, Using California
State Highway 197 between US 101 and US 199 reduces the trip by four miles.

ODOT prepared a study in 1974 for an improved east-west corridor between US 101 and I-5. ODOT
studied 14 different alignments and identified one alignment, the Shasta Costa corridor, as the preferred
alignment. The study determined that the cost of such a project (estimated at $41 to $95 million in 1974
dollars) would far outweigh any economic benefits to the area.

The existing road that connects US 101 in Gold Beach to I-5 just north of Grants Pass consists of a paved
county road from the junction with Highway 101 and Lobster Creek Campground, approximately 10
miles. At that point, the paved road continues up river as Forest Service Road 33, approximately 19 miles
to the junction with Forest Service Road 23 is a single lane, paved road for approximately 22.5 miles
before entering Bureau of Land Management (BLM) lands. The road continues as an extra wide paved
road for approximately 12.5 miles to Galice and County Road 2400. From there it is approximately 15
miles to I-5. The length is over 70 miles. Improving this road would require the cooperation of at least

four jurisdictions: Curry County, Josephine County, US Forest Service, and BLM. The State of Oregon
would also probably be involved.

None of these jurisdictions has the ability to fund a major improvement to this road (improve the road to
state highway standards). Congress has cut the Forest Service’s operating and maintenance budget every
year since 1990 and the Forest Service, which itself is not a road department, has been constructing few
new roads on Forest Service land. At the State level, the governor recently issued a moratorium on all
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new state highway projects, except for preservation projects on the existing state highway system. The
cost to improve this road is far in excess of the County Road Department’s budget.

A second alternative was identified that consisted of t raveling one-way utilizing Forest Service Road 23,
Bear Camp and traveling the opposite direction utilizing Forest Service Road 23 08, Snout Creek. Both of
the roads are single lane with turnouts and could stay that way, however one is currently paved and the
other is aggregate surfaced. This alternative was not considered viable due to factors including current
usage, which includes recreational, commercial, administrative and general public travel and the need to
pave and maintain an additional 20 mils of road (Forest Service Road 2308).

The Transportation Advisory Committee (TAC) agreed that constructing a paved two-lane highway in the
corridor is still infeasible in the 20-year planning period. The TAC recommended that the existing road,

some of which is a one-lane gravel road, remain as is, but the road should stay open year-round for
emergency access.

Improving maintenance on the one-lane gravel Forest Service Road through Agness is less important to
the residents of Brookings than other residents of Curry County, because the two-lane paved Highways
197 and 199 already provide a more viable east-west connection. However, members of the Brookings
TAC identified the need for better maintenance on US 199, Responsibility for maintenance on US 199
lies with the states of California and Oregon, for their respective sections. Members of the Brookings
TAC indicated that the California Transportation Department (CalTrans) is currently preparing a corridor

study on US 199. It was suggested that ODOT cooperate with CalTrans to prepare a bi-state corridor
study for US 199 between US 101 and 1-5.

Cost Estimate: No cost estimate was prepared for this option. The recommendation is for a bi-state
corridor study of the US 199 corridor. The corridor study will identify specific needs for the highway as
well as capital improvements and maintenance improvements to address those needs. Cost estimates
should be prepared as part of the corridor study, when specific projects are recommended.

Recommendation: The recommendation for an improved east-west connection between US 101 and I-5
which serves the Brookings area is an improved US. 199 corridor (which could include California State
Highway 197). Jurisdiction over US 199 lies with the states of California and Oregon. CalTrans is already
preparing a corridor study for the section of the highway located in California. A study of the entire
corridor between US 101 and I-5 should be a cooperative effort between ODOT and CalTrans. Oregon
Revised Statute (ORS) Chapter 197 provides for State Agency Coordination Agreements whereby state
agencies agree to work within the confines of local jurisdictions’ Comprehensive Land Use Plans. The
program is administered by the Oregon Department of Land Conservation and Development (DLCD). To

begin the process, ODOT should enter into an intergovernmental agreement to work together with
CalTrans on the US 199 corridor study.

Option 14. Develop an alternative route to US 101 Jor when the highway is closed

Overview: The need for an alternative north-south route to US 101 was identified because mud and rock
slides on US 101 have closed the highway recently (at Humbug Mountain, Arizona Beach, and

Hooskanaten), at times isolating the Cities of Port Orford, Gold Beach and Brookings from the rest of the
county.

Several State, County and Forest Service roads, including Elk River Road, Euchre Creek Road, Meyers
Creek Road, Cape View Road and Carpenterville Road were identified as possible alternatives.

Elk River Road - Elk River Road begins at US 101 approximately three miles north of Port Orford as a 2-
lane, paved County Road for seven miles to the Elk River Fish Hatchery and the National Forest
Boundary. From there, the road becomes a Forest Service Road, maintained at Maintenance Level 4
(moderate speed, moderate degree of user comfort) to milepost 11.3. Elk River Road and Euchre Creek
Road, connected by Forest Service Road 5502, provide an alternative route to US 101, bypassing

Humbug Mountain State Park and Arizona Beach. The paved section of the road is approximately 24 feet
wide and can accommodate trucks.

6-17



Ordinance 06-0-576 EXHIBIT B

Euchre Creek Road - Euchre Creek Road be
as a two-lane

Meyers Creek Road - Meyers Creek Road is a two2-lane, paved loop road which was part of the Old

Coast Highway. The road is approximately three miles long and it parallels US 101. Both ends of this
road tie in to US 101 in the vicinity of Cape Sebastion State Park.

Cape View Road - Cape View Road is a two-lane, paved road which parallels US 101. The road begins
at the bridge over the Pistol River, extends approximately two miles north and connects with US 101.
South of the bridge over the Pistol River, Cape View Road connects with Carpenterville Road. Cape

View Road and Carpenterville Road provide a parallel, alternative route to US 101, bypassing the
Hooskanaten slide area.

Carpenterville Road - Carpenterville Road is a 2-lane, paved road which was part of the Old Coast
Highway. The road is still under state Jurisdiction, although it is considered a frontage road to US 101,
and is designated a District-level highway. The road is approximately 24 miles long and it parallels US
101. At the south end, Carpenterville Road connects with US 101 Just north of the City of Brookings. At
the north end, it connects with Cape View Road at the bridge over the Pistol River. Carpenterville Road

and Cape View Road provide a parallel, alternative route to US 101, bypassing the Hooskanaten slide
area.

There are several other two-lane, paved County Roads which parallel US 101 and can be used as
alternative routes to the highway: Ophir Road, North Bank Rogue River Road and Edson Creek Road,
and North Bank Rogue River Road and Squaw Valley Road. These roads are shown on Figure 6-9. Ophir
Road lies adjacent to, and parallel to, US 101 from Ophir to Geisel Monument State Park, five miles to
the south. In all likelihood, a slide which closed US 101 in this area would also close Ophir Road,;
however, Ophir Road could be used as a detour during minor construction on the highway. North Bank

Impacts: When US 101 is closed due to a mud or rock slide, travel restrictions result in economic impacts
to the Cities of Port Orford, Gold Beach and Brookings, as well as the County itself. When the highway is
closed, and trucks are prohibited from using the parallel, alternative routes, agricultural products grown in
Curry County are delayed in reaching their market destinations. At the same time, other goods from
outside the county are delayed in reaching the local consumers. In addition, there is also an impact to
passenger car trips. Some trips, such as work trips, will be made on long, circuitous routes, sometimes on
one-lane, poorly maintained roads. Travel on such roads increases travel time, fuel consumption and the

possibility of having an accident. Many leisure trips may not be made at all, thus impacting businesses
that rely on tourist dollars.

A system of good, parallel, alternative routes to US 101 would address the impacts realized when the
highway is closed. Developing this system comes at a cost. Some of the roads identified as possible
alternatives to the highway require substantial capital improvements such as widening and paving to make
them viable, safe alternatives. Others may require only a higher level of maintenance such as grading and

snow removal, but this too comes at a cost. The following paragraphs describe the improvements needed
on the roads that were identified as possible alternatives.

Elk River Road and Euchre Creek Road - Elk River Road, in combination with Euchre Creek Road and
Forest Service Road 5502 provide an alternative route to US 101, bypassing Humbug Mountain State
Park and Arizona Beach. Approximately 18 miles of this route (six miles on Road 5502 and 12 miles on
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Euchre Creek Road) are maintained at Forest Service Maintenance Level 3. Roads in this maintenance
level are typically low speed, single lane with turnouts and spot surfacing. User comfort and convenience
are not considered priorities. Traffic management strategies are either “encourage” or “accept.”
“Discourage” or “prohibit” strategies may be employed for certain classes of vehicles or users. To make
this route a viable alternative to US 101 during emergencies, it is recommended that these roads be
maintained at Maintenance Level 4. At Level 4, most roads are double lane and aggregate surfaced. Some
roads may be paved and/or dust abated. The most appropriate traffic management strategy is “encourage.”

Changing a Forest Service Road’s Maintenance Level requires road reconstruction. Road reconstruction
consists of the investment in construction activities that result in the betterment (raised traffic service
level, safety, or operating efficiency), restoration (rebuilding a road to its approved traffic service level),
or in the realignment (new location of an existing road or portions thereof) of a road. The process begins

with the reviewing of the Road Management Objectives that define the intended purpose of an individual
road based on design, operation and maintenance criteria.

It was estimated that a one-time capital cost of $100,000 per mile would be required to bring these roads
from Maintenance Level 3 to Level 4. To improve 18 miles of Euchre Creek Road and Road 5502 would
cost $1.8 million. After that, annual maintenance costs would increase as well. Average annual
maintenance costs in western Curry County are $400 per mile for Level 3 roads and $1,000 per mile for
Level 4 roads. The difference between these two, $600 per mile, represents the increase in maintenance

costs that would be realized each year. The average annual cost to maintain an additional 18 miles of
Forest Service roads at the higher maintenance level would be $10,800.

Meyers Creek Road - Meyers Creek Road was identified as a viable, parallel alternative route to US 101,
although it does not bypass a known slide area on the highway. Nonetheless, this road does not need

improvements to be used as an alternative to the highway and could be used as a detour during minor
construction on the parallel three-mile section of US 101.

Cape View Road - Cape View Road was also identified as a viable, parallel alternative route to US 101,
although it does not bypass a known slide area on the highway. Nonetheless, this road does not need

improvements to be used as an alternative to the highway and could be used as a detour during minor
construction on the parallel four mile section of US 101.

Carpenterville Road - According to the local community, mud and rock slides at Hooskanaten close
US 101 for two to three weeks approximately every 15 to 20 years. The last time a slide occurred here,
Carpenterville Road remained open as a way to bypass the slide area for passenger car traffic; however,
trucks were prohibited from using the road. Normally trucks are not prohibited from using Carpenterville
Road, but because US 101 provides a much faster and safer route for trucks, through trucks do not use the
road. When US 101 is open, only the occasional logging truck accessing adjacent forest land uses
Carpenterville Road. The pavement width is only about 20 feet, and the road has some very tight, narrow
curves. The substandard road conditions do not pose a problem under normal conditions, when the road
only serves local land access; however, a significant safety problem arises when the road is used as a

detour for US 101. With the additional passenger car traffic during the highway closure, the road was
deemed unsafe for truck traffic, and trucks were prohibited from using the road.

The truck restriction on Carpenterville Road caused an undue economic hardship on the City of
Brookings. A local lumber company was under contract to deliver wood products to a ship in Coos Bay.
On US 101, the trip between Brookings and Coos Bay is approximately 100 miles. When US 101 was
closed by the Hooskanaten slide, and trucks were prohibited from Carpenterville Road, the only
alternative for the lumber trucks was to divert south on US 101 to California, travel north back into

Oregon on US 199 to Grants Pass, travel north on I-5 to Roseburg, and travel west on OR 42 to reach US
101 south of Coos Bay, a 250-mile detour.

During the public involvement process, community members identified the need to keep Carpenterville
Road open to truck traffic when US 101 is closed. The cost to improve the road to a level where it could
safely be used by two-way traffic is quite high. It was assumed that the road would have to be widened
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from its current 20-foot width to 32 feet, to accommodate two 12-foot travel lanes and four foot paved
shoulders. The cost to make this improvement was estimated at $500,000 per mile for the eight miles at
the south end and the eight miles at the north end, and at $ 1 million per mile for the middle eight miles,
resulting in a total project cost of §16 million. This cost would be borne by the State (ODOT).

An option to a major widening project would be to keep the ro

restrict truck use to certain hours of the day during an emergency. For example, the road use could be
dedicated to northbound trucks for one hour in the morning and one hour in the evening, followed by one

hour in the evening. During the other 20

ad in its existing condition, and simply

Recommendation: It is recommended that Elk River Road, along with Euchre Creek Road and Forest
Service Road 5502 be developed as a parallel, alternative route to US 101 for emergencies. This can be
accomplished by raising the maintenance level from Level 3 to Leve] 4. The cost for this project is

estimated at $1.8 million, with annually occurring maintenance costs of $10,800. This was identified by
the community as a high priority project.

Deferred maintenance, which is maintenance activities that can be del

All of the per mile rates are average rates for typical roads. The Euchre Creek Roads is not a typical road
in that it normally experiences damage during the winter months ranging from slides on the roadway to
slumping roadway and total roads failures. The Forest Service could easily plan to send, on average and
additional $25,000/year. Some years such as 1996 and 1998, repair costs (not maintenance) will exceed

There are two private landowners, South Coast Lumber Company and John Hancock Company, who are

cooperators with the Forest Service in maintaining most Eurchre Creek Road. They would need to be in
agreement with any changes to that road.

This recommendation would have no capital costs; the only costs incurred would be those resulting from
vehicular enforcement at the north and south ends of the road.

Meyers Creek Road, Cape View Road, Ophir Road, North Bank Rogue River Road and Edson Creek
Road, and North Bank Rogue River Road and Squaw Valley Road can all be used as alternates to US 101
without any physical improvements. These roads are all identified as such in this Plan.

Option 15. Implement Transportation Demand Management Strategies

Overview: Transportation demand management (TDM) strategies change the demand on the
transportation system by providing facilities for modes of transportation other than single occupant
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passenger vehicles, such as implementing -carpooling programs, altering work shift schedules, and
applying other transportation measures within the community. The State Transportation Planning Rule
recommends that cities should evaluate TDM measures as part of their Transportation System Plans.

TDM strategies are most effective in large, urban cities; however, some strategies can still be useful in
small cities such as Brookings. For example, staggering work shift schedules at local businesses may not
be appropriate in Brookings since there are no large employers in the area; however, provisions for
alternative modes of transportation, such as sidewalks and bike lanes, and implementing a county-wide

carpooling program can be beneficial for residents of the city. In rural communities, TDM strategies
include providing mobility options.

Impacts: Although the primary goal of these measures is to reduce the number of vehicle trips made
within the city, especially during peak periods, street capacity for automobiles and trucks is generally not
an issue in Brookings. However, improvements to connect sidewalks that are currently disconnected or
the provision of new pedestrian and bicycle facilities increases the livability of a city, and improves traffic

and pedestrian safety. With more emphasis on walking or biking in the city, conditions such as air quality
and noise levels would be improved as well.

Cost Estimate: Unit costs for typical TDM projects are as follows:

* Concrete Sidewalks - The estimated cost to install new sidewalks on one side of an existing

street is approximately $15 per linear foot. This assumes a five-foot wide walkway is composed
of 4 inches of concrete over two inches of aggregate.

® Muilti-use Paths -~ A multi-use path 10 feet wide would cost approximately $16 per linear foot.
This assumes the path is constructed of two inches of asphalt over four inches of aggregate.

* Paved Shoulders - Shoulders that are four feet wide constructed along both sides of a road would

cost approximately $25 per linear foot. This is based on four inches of asphalt over nine inches of
aggregate.

painted stripe.

¢ Striping - The cost to strip a typical crosswalk is $3 per linear foot; the cost to paint an eight-inch
stripe for a bike lane is approximately $0.70 per linear foot.

* Rideshare program - A rideshare program could be operated for a cost of approximately $20,000
per year. For comparison purposes, a rideshare program located in Central Oregon, covering a

percent of the funding,

Recommendation: Brookings can implement TDM strategies by requiring all future street improvement
projects to include the addition of some sort of pedestrian facility, such as new sidewalks or walkways,
which will effectively separate pedestrians from motorized traffic. Connecting sidewalks that are not
currently connected on some streets can increase the effectiveness of the pedestrian facilities.

larger retail areas, or parking unused during the week, such as at churches. Costs are typically limited to

those needed for a part-time to full-time program administrator to provide public education, advertising,
and coordinate park and ride lots and signs.

6-21



Ordinance 06-0-576 EXHIBIT B
SUMMARY

Table 6-1 summarizes the recommendations of the improvement options analysis based on the evaluation

process described in this chapter. Chapter 7 discusses how these improvement options fit into the modal
plans for the Brookings area.

TABLE 6-1
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT OPTIONS: RECOMMENDATION SUMMARY
Option Recommendation
1. Revise zoning and development codes Implement

2. Improve intersection of Constitution Way and US 101 Implement
3. Improve the intersection of Carpenterville Road and US Implement interim measures and evaluate

101 future needs.
4. Construct the US 101 from Mill Beach Rd. to 222222
Constitution Way
5. Improve intersection of Benham Lane and US 101 Complete traffic impact study for
Intersection/ Create Harbor Hills Connections development and work with ODOT on
development of incremental mitigation
improvements
6. Improve intersection of Benham Lane and Ocean View Implement
Drive
7. Improve Parkview Drive Implement
8. Improve unsignalized intersections Do not implement
9. Improve signalized intersections Do not Implement
10. Improve arterial and collector street segments Implement
11. Improve the intersection of Lower Harbor Road and Do not implement
Shopping Center Road
12. Construct third lane on US 101 Do not implement
13. Improved east-west connection to I-5 Do not implement; maintain existing road
14. Develop an alternative route to US 101 Implement
15. Implement transportation demand strategies Implement as needed

6-22



Ordinance 06-0-576 EXHIBIT C

CHAPTER 7 TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM PLAN

The purpose of this chapter is to provide detailed operational plans for each of the transportation
systems within the community. The Brookings Transportation System Plan covers all the
transportation modes that exist and are interconnected throughout the urban area. Components of
the street system plan include street classification standards, access management recommendations,
transportation demand management measures, modal plans, and a system plan implementation
program.,

Street Design Standards

Street standards relate the design of a roadway to its function. The function is determined by
operational characteristics such as traffic volume, operating speed, safety, and capacity. Street
standards are necessary to provide a community with roadways that are relatively safe, aesthetic,
and easy to administer when new roadways are planned or constructed. They are based on
experience, and policies and publications of the profession.

Existing Street Standards

Existing street standards for the City of Brookings are outlined in the City of Brookings Land
Development Code, adopted in April 1989. This document states that unless otherwise indicated in
the transportation element of the Comprehensive Plan, approved as part of a master plan, or in an

adopted neighborhood circulation plan, the street right-of-way and roadway widths shall not be less
than the minimums shown in Table 7-1.

TABLE 7-1
EXISTING RIGHT-OF-WAY AND ROADWAY WIDTH STANDARDS
Minimum Minimum Roadway
Type of Street Right-of-Way (Curb face to face)
Width (feet)* Width (feet)

Major Arterial (US 101)

(a) With median and curbside 100 90

(b) Without median and curbside 100 70
Arterial 80 . 44
Residential (Collector) 50 36
Residential (Upon which a maximum of 20 dwelling units 45 30
front and take access)
Cul-de-sac Radius 45 36
Commercial /Industrial 60-80 44
Alley 20 20

Sidewalks are required, in most cases, along all roads and shall be a minimum of six feet in
width, not including the curb width. Bicycle facilities may be required within, or adjacent to,
streets if they are appropriate to the extension of existing or planned bicycle route(s).
Requirements for integrating pedestrian and bicycle facilities into the existing roadway standards
are somewhat vague. State law is clear on requirements for pedestrian and bicycle facilities.
Oregon Revised Statute (ORS) 366.514 Use of Highway Fund for Footpaths and Bicycle Trails
requires the inclusion of bikeways and walkways whenever highways, roads, and streets are
constructed, reconstructed or relocated, with three exceptions (where there is no need or probable
use, where safety would be jeopardized, or where the cost is excessively disproportionate to the
need or probable use). Oregon Administrative Rule (OAR) 660-12 The Transportation Planning
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Rule requires bike lanes along arterials and major collectors an
arterials, collectors, and most local streets in urban areas, except th
along controlled access roadways, such as freeways.

Recommended Street Standards

d requires sidewalks along
at sidewalks are not required

TABLE 7-2
ADOPTED STREET DESIGN STANDARDS (In feet)
Type of Street ROW Road Way Curb to Curb | Sidewalk Improvements
State Highway Arterial 80 70 5 feet both sides’
Residential Collector 50 36 5 feet both sides
Residential (Local) Maximum of .
20 dwelling units taking access. 45 30 > feet both sides
Residential One Way Street 36 20 5 feet both sides’
Half Street 25/22 112 18/15 5 feet one side 2°
45 foot radius 36 foot radius fro 5 feet-both sides
Cul-de-Sac Bulb for all streets® from center of center of bulb m 4 feet paved on one side
bulb ) with hillside street
Commercial/Industrial 60 44 5 feet-both sides®
Commercial One Way Street 50 33 8 feet both sides’
Hillside Street 50 2 4 paved shoulder one
side™ ™
Hillside One Way Street 35t0 50 15 4 pave SO ider one
Alley 20 20 None

"Where the existing ROW allows, sidewalks should be at least 6 Jeet wide on both side or as existing through town.
?No parking on either side.

*Sidewalks in Downtown Master Plan area are pursuant to the underlying zone.

4Requires documentation that lopographical constraints warrant use of Hillside streets.
approval required

*Alternative engineered designed standards may be considered and right-
topography..

SOnly used when easement
Commission.

7Parking on one side only.

*Alternative turn arounds as found in Figure170.060 of the Land Development Code.

Site Plan committee
of-way width may vary depending on
Jor second half width is secured on adjacent property. Must be approved by Planning
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A good, well-connected grid system of relatively short blocks can minimize excessive volumes
of motor vehicles by providing a series of equally attractive or restrictive travel options. This
street pattern is also beneficial to pedestrians and bicyclists.

Sidewalks must be included on all urban streets as an important component of the pedestrian
system. When sidewalks are located directly adjacent to the curb, they can include such
impediments as mailboxes, street light poles, and sign poles, which reduce the effective width of
the sidewalk. Sidewalks buffered from the street by a planting strip eliminate obstructions in the
walkway, provide a more pleasing design as well as a buffer from traffic, and make the sidewalk
more useable for disabled persons. To maintain a safe and convenjent walkway for at least two
adults, a five-foot sidewalk should be used in residential areas.

Residential Streets

The design of a residential street affects its traffic operation, safety, and livability. The
residential street should be designed to enhance the livability of the neighborhood as well as to
accommodate fewer than 1,200 vehicles per day. Design speeds should be 15 to 25 mph. When
traffic volumes exceed approximately 1,000 to 1,200 vehicles per day, the residents on that street
will begin to notice the traffic as a noise and safety problem. To maintain neighborhoods, local

residential streets should be designed to encourage low speed travel and to discourage through
traffic.

Standard for Local Residential Streets

Cul-de-sac or residential streets serving 20 homes or less are intended to serve only the adjacent
land in residential neighborhoods. These streets should be short (less than 400 feet long) and
serve a maximum of 20 single-family houses. Because the streets are short and the traffic
volumes relatively low, the street width can be narrower than a standard residential street,
allowing for the passage of two lanes of traffic when no vehicles are parked at the curb and one
lane of traffic when vehicles are parked at the curb. Because cul-de-sac streets limit street and
neighborhood connectivity, they should only be used where topographical or other
environmental constraints prevent street connections. Where cul-de-sacs must be used,
pedestrian and bicycle connections to adjacent cul-de-sacs or through streets should be included.

Local residential streets have property access as their main priority; through traffic movement is
not encouraged. The majority of streets in Brookings are local residential streets. The
recommended standard for residential streets is described below, and fits within the city’s
existing required minimum pavement width of 30 feet and the required minimum right-of-way of
45 feet. It also includes sidewalks, as required by law, and on-street parking on both sides,
however, if vehicles are parked on both sides of the road, only one moving lane will fit between
the two parked cars, and on-coming traffic will have to yield. This is usually not a problem on
low-volume residential streets. This standard is intended for streets, which serve a maximum of
20 dwelling units. This cross section is shown in Figure 7-2.

Residential Collector/Residential Streets consists of two 10-foot travel lanes and an 8-foot
parking strip on both sides of the roadway. The resulting paved width is 36 feet. The standard
also includes 5-foot sidewalks, adjacent to the curbs, These standards are within a right-of-way
of 50 feet. A Residential One Way Street option is also available as shown in Table 2 above.

The Hillside Street standard shall be applied to areas with hillside slopes greater than 15 percent

Pace 2 Af10Q



Ordinance 06-0-576 EXHIBIT C

with two 12 foot travel lanes and a four foot paved walking shoulder on one side all within a 50

foot wider right-of-way. A Hillside One Way Street option is also available as shown in Table 2
above.

Recommended Standards for Commercial/Industrial Streets

Commercial/industrial streets se
high volumes of truck traffic. The recommended standard for commercial/industrial Streets

Recommended Standard for Alleys
ssonanelded otandard 1or Alleys

Alleys can be a useful way to diminish street width by providing rear access and parking to
residential areas. Including alleys in a subdivision design allows homes to be placed closer to the

alleys includes two 10-foot paved travel lanes within a 20-foot right-of-way. This standard is the
same as the existing standard for alleys (see Figure 7-2).

Recommended Standard for Arterial Streets/US 101.
s nleliCeC olandard for Arterial Streets/US 101.

Arterials connect cities and other major traffic generators; they serve both through traffic and
trips of moderate length and access is usually controlled. Arterial streets form the primary
roadway network within and through a region. They provide a continuous roadway system that
distributes traffic between different neighborhoods and districts, Generally, arterial streets are
high capacity roadways that carry high traffic volumes with minimal localized activity. Design
speeds should be between 25 and 45 mph. The only street classified as an arterial in the City of
Brookings is US 101. Standards for state highways are contained in ODOT’s Highway Design
Manual (HDM). The city has developed recommended standards for US 101 which are similar to
those in the HDM. As sections of US 101 are built or reconstructed, the city recommends ODOT

.

US Highway 101 South of the City Limits

It is important to note that there is strong support in the community for extending the center turn
lane on US 101 south for approximately five miles to the Oregon-California border. David Scott
presented the consultant with a petition signed by over 300 citizens in favor of this improvement.
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Their understanding is that ODOT currently has sufficient right-of-way for a five-lane segment,
and that no land acquisition would be required. ‘

Bike Lanes

In cases where a bikeway is proposed within the street right-of-way, 12 feet of roadway
pavement (between curbs) should be provided for a six-foot bikeway on each side of the street,
as shown on the cross sections in Figure 7-3. The striping should be done in conformance with
the State Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan (1995). In cases where curb parking will exist with a bike
lane, the bike lane will be located between the parking and travel lanes. In some situations, curb
parking may have to be removed to permit a bike lane.

The bikeways on new streets, or streets to be improved as part of the street system plan, should

be added when the improvements are made. The implementation program identifies an
approximate schedule for these improvements.

On arterial and collector streets that are not scheduled to be improved as part of the street system
plan, bike lanes may be added to the existing roadway at any time to encourage cycling, or when
forecast traffic volumes exceed 2,500 to 3,000 vehicles per day. The striping of bike lanes on
streets that lead directly to schools should be high priority.

Sidewalks

A complete pedestrian system should be implemented in the urban portion of Brookings. Every
urban street should have sidewalks on both sides of the roadway as shown on the cross sections
in Figure 7-1 through Figure 7-3. Sidewalks should have a six five-foot wide paved width. In

addition, pedestrian and bicycle connections should be provided between any cul-de-sac or other
dead-end streets.

Another essential component of the sidewalk system is street crossings: Intersections must be
designed to provide safe and comfortable crossing opportunities. This includes not only signal
timing (to ensure adequate crossing time) and crosswalks, but also such enhancements as curb
extensions as traffic calming measures and to decrease pedestrian crossing distance.

Curb Parking Restrictions

Curb parking should be prohibited at least 25 feet from the end of an intersection curb return to
provide sight distance at street crossings. '

Street Connectivity

Street connectivity is important because a well-connected street system provides more capacity
than a disconnected one, provides alternate routes for local traffic, and is more pedestrian and
bicycle-friendly. It is likely that the City of Brookings’ relative lack of congestion is in part due
to its grid system. Ensuring that this grid is extended as development occurs is critical to

Brookings’ continued livability. To this end, a maximum block perimeter of 1,200 feet is
recommended.
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ACCESS MANAGEMENT

intaining a transportation system. Too many

access points can diminish the function of an arterial, mainly due to delays and safety hazards

created by turning movements. Traditionally, the response to this situation is to add lanes to the

street. However, this can lead to increases in traffic and, in a cyclical fashion, require
increasingly expensive capital investments to continue to expand the roadway.

Reducing capital expenditures is not the onl
driveways along arterial streets lead to an incre

Research has shown a direct correlation between the number of access points and collision rates.
In addition, the wider arterial streets that can ultimately result from poor access management can

i y. Therefore, it is essential that all levels of government

diminish the livability of a communit
maintain the efficiency of existing arterial streets through better access management.

Access Management Techniques

The number of access points to an arterial can

* Restricting spacing between access poi
along the arterial.

Sharing of access points between adjacent properties.
Providing access via collector or local streets where possible.
Constructing frontage roads to separate local traffic from through traffic.

Providing service drives to prevent spill-over of vehicle queues onto the adjoining
roadways.

Providing acceleration, deceleration, and right-turn only lanes.
Installing median barriers to control conflicts associated with left-turn movements.

* Installing side barriers to the property along the arterial to restrict access width to a
minimum.

be restricted through the following techniques:
nts based on the type of development and the speed

Access Management Standards
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TABLE 7-3
ACCESS MANAGEMENT STANDARDS for Statewide Highways (US 101)

Posted Speed General UBA'! STA?
>=55 MPH 1320 — —
50 MPH 1100 — —
40 & 45 MPH 990 — —
30 & 35 MPH 770 720 —
<=25 MPH 550 520 See
Note 3
* Urban Business Arca

> Special Transportation Area

* Minimum spacing standards for public road approaches is either the existing city block spacing or the city

block spacing as identified in the local comprehensive plan. Public road connections are preferred over
private driveways, and in STAs driveways are discouraged. However, where driveways are allowed and
where land use patterns permit, spacing for driveways is less than 350 feet.

TABLE 7-4
RECOMMENDED ACCESS MANAGEMENT STANDARDS FOR LOCAL STREETS
Intersections
Public Road Private Drive®
Functional Classification Type"” Spacing Type Spacing
Arterial (See Table 7-3) °
Collector at-grade 250 ft. L/R Turns  Access to Each Lot
Residential Street at-grade 250 ft. L/RTurns  Access to Each Lot
Alley (Urban) at-grade 100 ft. L/R Turns  Access to Each Lot
' For most roadways, at-grade crossings are appropriate.

Allowed moves and spacing requirements may be more restrictive than those shown to optimize capacity and safety. Any access to a state
highway requires a permit from the ODOT District Office. Access will generally not be granted where there is a reasonable alternative
access.

? Access spacing standards for State fac

ilities are presented in the Oregon Highway Plan which, if different, takes precedence over those
shown above.

Application

These access management restrictions are generally not intended to eliminate existing intersections or
driveways. Rather, they should be ap

plied as new development occurs. Over time, as land is developed
and redeveloped, the access to roadways will meet these guidelines. Howeve

aging the number of access points and
providing traffic and facility improvements. The solution is a balanced, comprehensive program that

provides reasonable access while maintaining the safety and efficiency of traffic movement.

State Highways

Access management is important to promoting safe and efficient travel for both local and long distance

users along US 101 in Brookings. The Oregon Highway Plan specifies access spacing standards for all

state highways. This section of the Transportation System Plan describes the state highway access

categories and specific roadway segments where special access areas may apply.
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General

US 101 through Brookings is designated in the Oregon Highway Plan as a Statewide Highway on the
National Highway System (NHS). Within the Brookings UGB, OHP spacing standards vary based on the

posted speed limit. Refer to Table 7-3 above or Appendix C of the Highway Plan for specific spacing
standards on US 101.

Special Transportation Area

convenient and safe pedestrian facilities
blocks 200 to 400 feet long, drivewa
occasionally, signals spaced as closely as every 400 feet. The streets in downtown areas m
sidewalks and crosswalks, along with on-street parking. The need to

characteristics must be carefully considered along with the need to maintain the safe and efficient
movement of through traffic.

To address this issue and to protect the downtown function of this section of highway, a Special
Transportation Area (STA) is recommended from Pacific Avenue to just south of Alder on US 101 and
extending to the west to include properties fronting the south side of Railroad Ave. Specific
will be determined when the STA management plan is developed. The city will develop a
plan for the STA area in consultation with ODOT. The required management plan will add
safety, needed improvements, recommended land use changes, and vehicle and pedestrian

boundaries
management
ress capacity,
access issues.

driveways will be discouraged within the STA. (See Table 7-3). :
Modal Plans

The Brookings modal plans have been formulated using information collected and analyzed through a
physical inventory, forecasts, goals and objectives, and input from area residents. The plans consider
transportation system needs for Brookings during the next 20 years assuming the growth projections

patterns and growth of the population in future years. Specific projects and improvement schedules may
need to be adjusted depending on when and where growth occurs within Brookings.

Street System Plan
The street system plan outlines a series of improvements that are recommended for construction within
the City of Brookings during the next 20 years. These options have been discussed in Chapter 6

Collectors

Several roadways in the city have sub-standard lane widths. The transportation system
throughout the city would benefit from upgrading collectors that have lanes 10 feet wide or
narrower and include bicycle and pedestrian facilities. The standards for collectors with adjacent
rural land uses would include 12-foot travel lanes, with 4-foot paved shoulders for bicycle and
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pedestrian uses on both sides of the roadway. The standards for collectors located in urban areas
would include 11-foot lanes, and 7-foot parking strips and 6-foot sidewalks on both sides of the
roadway. The following roadways would benefit from upgrading to collector standards:
* Old County Road through the study area;
Carpenterville Road between US 101 and Cape Ferrelo Road;
Easy Street between US 101 and Fern Avenue;
Pelican Bay Drive (an existing private road) for its entire length; and
Parkview Drive to the Brookings Airport.

Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) Projects

The Oregon Department of Transportation has a comprehensive transportation improvement and
maintenance program encompassing the entire state highway system. The Statewide
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) is adopted by the Oregon Transportation
Commission (OTC) every two years and identifies all funding for highway improvement projects
in the state for a four-year period. The draft 2002-2005 STIP, to be adopted by the OTC in early
2002, identifies no highway projects scheduled within the City of Brookings.

Bridge Projects

Within the City of Brookings, there is one state-owned and maintained bridge that is part of
ODOT’s inventory system. The bridge (ODOT bridge No. 01 143D) is located along US 101 (MP
357.96) crossing the Chetco River at the south city limits. According to the ODOT bridge
inventory data, this bridge is currently rated as functionally obsolete. Bridges that fall into this
category usually need to be repaired or replaced some time in the next 20 years. Functionally
obsolete bridges are structurally sound, but have some other design deficiency such as being too
narrow for today’s standards, having poor approach roads, or having guardrails which do not
meet today’s standards. According to the ODOT Bridge inventory data, this bridge is currently
rated as functionally obsolete because it does not meet the minimum lateral under clearance
recommended. This means that the columns supporting the bridge are located less than 20 feet

from the edge of the pavement of the roadway underneath (the desired minimum horizontal
clearance).

Conversations with staff in ODOT’s Bridge Section indicated that in all likelihood, during the
next bridge inspection, the functionally obsolete classification would be removed from this
bridge. Nonetheless, ODOT prepared a cost estimate of $12.5 million in 1995 to bring the lateral
under clearance to today’s standards. The bridge is not listed for repair or replacement in the
current STIP, and considering that the bridge is structurally sound and its functionally obsolete
classification may be reconsidered, it is not listed as a recommended improvement in this plan.

Safety Improvement Projects

Several safety improvement projects have been identified in this Transportation System Plan to
address specific safety issues within the City of Brookings. These include the improvements to:

* Intersection of Constitution Way and US 101 — This intersection has been identified as a

hazardous location due to confusing and conflicting turn movements. The improvements

for this intersection reduce conflicting movements and merge points and improve

pedestrian safety by eliminating the right-turn channelization for northbound US 101 and
the southern most truck access lane to the weigh station.
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¢ Intersection of Benham Lane and Ocean View Drive —

commercial access; coordinating traffic signal operation;
bicycle/pedestrian circulation Strategy to improve safety and accessibility; implementing
Alternative 5 of the Downtown Brookings Traffic Solutions project identifying ways to
improve transit/para-transit service and implement TDM strategies; and identifying the
feasibility of and locations for passing lanes north of the city.

* Develop a community design program for Brookings that incorporates the following
elements: a parking strategy for both on-street and off-street parking; gateway/visitor
center improvements at the entrances to Brookings; pedestrian and landscape
improvements; informational and directional signage; utilities relocated outside of ocean

incorporating the City’s
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TABLE 7-5
RECOMMENDED STREET SYSTEM PROJECTS
Location Project Priority Cost
US 101 Improve Intersection of US 101 and Constitution High $170,000
Way
US 101 Construct the US 101 pursuant to Alternative 5 of High $13,000,000
the Downtown Brookings Traffic Solutions
Project
US 101 Develop an alternative route to US 101 for High $1,800,000
emergency purposes.
US 101 Improve Intersection of Benham Lane and US 10] High Not Available at
Intersection/Construct Harbor Hills Connections this time—to be
determined through
Traffic Impact
Studies
US 101 Improve US 101 north of Ransom Avenue to Arnold High Not Available at
Lane this time—to be
determined through
Traffic Impact
Studies
Benham Lane Improve the intersection of Benham Lane and Ocean High $50,000
View Drive in Harbor
US 101 to I-5 Improve east-west connection High Not Available at
this time
Us Construct interim and future intersection Medium $850,000
101/Carpenterville improvements
Road
Parkview Drive Improve Parkview Drive to the Brookings Airport Medium $600,000
E.Benham Lane  Construct to collector standards Medium $200,000
Pioneer Road Construct a third lane Medium $400,000
Old County Road  Upgrade collectors to standard width Medium $700,000
Carpenterville Road Upgrade collectors to standard width Medium $360,000
Pelican Bay Drive  Upgrade collectors to standard width Medium $300,000
(Private Street)
Easy Street Upgrade collectors to standard width Low $530,000
Subtotal High Priority Projects $15,020,000
Subtotal Medium Priority Projects $3,410,000
Subtotal Low Priority Projects $530,000
TOTAL COST $18,960,000*
* 71'0?1 does not include improvements on US 101 north of Ransom Ave. or near Benham Lane or to improve the connection between US 101 and
Pedestrian System Plan

A complete pedestrian system should be implemented in the city. Every paved street shall have
sidewalks on both sides of the roadwa > e€xcept where topography, existing development, or
other circumstances prevents them. Pedestrian access on walkways shall be provided between all
buildings including shopping centers and abutting streets and adjacent neighborhoods.
(Ordinances specifying these requirements are included in Chapter 9.)

Pace 11 Af 10



Ordinance 06-0-576 EXHIBIT C

A sidewalk inventory revealed that sidewalks are generally provided throughout downtown
Brookings, although they are frequently not continuous, Many of the existing roadways outside

of the downtown area do not have sidewalks, or sidewalks are segmented and curb cuts are
lacking.

The city’s sidewalk system should be expanded to include, at a minimum, sidewalks along both
sides of US 101 along developed lands. Other blocks within the city’s grid system that have a

significant amount of pedestrian activity, such as in front of stores or schools, etc., should also

have sidewalks. The existing sidewalk network is generally disjointed, with missing connections
between sidewalks, which may discourag

e pedestrian travel, particularly where connections
between neighborhoods and schools are

lacking. Street segments where new sidewalks are
recommended to complete the sidewalk system include:

¢ Ransom Avenue, both sides, from Pioneer Road to west of 5th Street;

* Pioneer Road, west side between Easy Street and Ransom Avenue and east side between
Pacific Avenue and Ransom Avenue;

* Easy Street, both sides between Pioneer Road and Fern Avenue, to serve Kalmiopsis
School; and

* US 101, north side between Alder Street and the Chetco River Bridge.

The primary goal of a complete pedestrian system is to improve pedestrian safety; however, an
effective sidewalk system has several qualitative benefits as well. Providing adequate pedestrian
facilities increases the livability of a city. When pedestrians can walk on a sidewalk, separated
from vehicular street traffic, it makes the walking experience more enjoyable and may encourage
walking, rather than driving, for short trips. Sidewalks enliven a downtown and encourage
leisurely strolling and window shopping in commercial areas. This “Main Street” effect
improves business for downtown merchants and provides opportunities for friendly interaction

among residents. It may also have an appeal to tourists as an inviting place to stop and walk
around.

New sidewalks should be constructed with curb cuts for wheelchairs at every crosswalk to
comply with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA).

Table 7-6 contains a list of specific pedestrian improvements that will be needed over the next 20
years. (Figure 7-5 also shows these projects). Sidewalks should be added as new streets are

constructed and existing streets reconstructed. The implementation program identifies an
approximate schedule for these improvements.



Ordinance 06-O-576 EXHIBIT C

TABLE 7-6
RECOMMENDED PEDESTRIAN PROJECTS
Location Project Priority Length (ft)  Cost
Ransom New sidewalk on both sides of the road from High 4,948 $148,000
Avenue Pioneer Road to west of 5th Street
Pioneer Road New sidewalk on west side between Easy Street High 650 $20,000
and Ransom Avenue
Pioneer Road New sidewalk on east side between Pacific Avenue  High 1,293 $39,000
and Ransom Avenue
US 101 New sidewalk on north side between Alder Street High 1,641 $49,000
and the Chetco River Bridge
Easy Street ~ New sidewalk on both sides between Pioneer Road  Low 2,404 $72,000

and Fern Avenue, to serve Kalmiopsis School
TOTAL FOR HIGH PRIORITY PROJECTS

$256,000
TOTAL FOR LOW PRIORITY PROJECTS $72,000
TOTAL COST $328,000

The on-street pedestrian improvements only include sidewalk projects. Although shoulder
additions serve pedestrians, they are not ideal because they are not separated from the roadway;
however, in rural areas where development may not occur quickly, the addition of shoulders is
often the most practical improvement that can be implemented. Generally, shoulders are more of
a benefit to cyclists than to pedestrians; therefore, proposed shoulder-widening or additions are
discussed in the Bicycle System Plan section of this chapter.

Bicycle System Plan

The goals and objectives of the city’s bicycle plan include reducing conflicts between bicyclists

and motorized vehicle traffic, developing a system dedicated to bicycles, and providing
opportunities for recreational bicycle use.

Shared roadways, where bicyclists share normal vehicle lanes with motorists, are generally
acceptable if speeds and traffic volumes are relatively low. On the collector and local streets in

Brookings, shared roadways are sufficient not an issue; however, on arterial roadways bike lanes
are recommended.

US 101 functions as an arterial street through Brookings, which means that it should have bike
lanes on both sides of the street as specified in the recommended street standards and as required
by the TPR. Accident statistics on the highway do not indicate that there are frequent conflicts
between bicyclists and motorized vehicles. To install bicycle lanes along US 101 would involve
removing on-street parking through downtown Brookings and shoulders would need widening
on sections where no on-street parking exists. Improvements could be expensive or controversial,
or both. At this time, no specific bikeway improvements are recommended for US 101.

Currently, only Lower Harbor Road, Shopping Center Avenue, W. Benham Lane, and
Oceanview Drive have designated bicycle lanes. Bicycle paths exist parallel to US 101 from
Harris Beach to Crissey Circle and along Railroad Street from Wharf Street to Oak Street.
Although there are no designated bicycle lanes on US 101 in Brookings, the entire segment of
US 101 in Curry County is classified as a bicycle route in ODOT’s Oregon coast Bike Route

Map. Generally, sufficient shoulder space is available for cyclists to travel safely on US 101.
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However, in high traffic volume conditions with a significant number of trucks in the traffic
stream, safety becomes a concern for bicyclists.

Bicycle parking is generally lacking in Brookings. Bike racks should be installed in front of

downtown businesses and all public facilities (schools, post office, library, city hall, and parks).

Typical rack designs cost about $50 per bike plus installation. Ap annual budget of

i can begin to place racks
where needs are identified and to respond to requests for racks at specific locations. Bicycle
parking requirements are further addressed in Chapter 9 (Policies and Ordinances).

Transportation Demand Management Plan

Through transportation demand management (TDM), peak travel demands can be reduced or

spread to more efficiently use the transportation system, rather than building new or wider

roadways. Techniques which have been helpful in alleviating some traffic congestion include

carpooling and vanpooling, alternative work schedules, bicycle and pedestrian facilities, and
programs focused on high density employment areas.

practical because of the city’s small size; howeve
The City of Brookings should support state and co
could further boost carpooling ridership.

T, a county-wide carpool program is possible.
unty carpooling and vanpooling programs that

No costs have been estimated for the TDM plan. Grants may be available to set up programs;

other aspects of Transportation Demand Management can be encouraged through ordinance and
policy.

Public Transportation Plan

Currently, Greyhound operates the only inter-city bus service to the south. Greyhound provides
two northbound and two southbound buses along US 101 between Portland

Transit providers indicate there is excess capacity; drivers and vehicles are idle at times. Service
could be expanded to serve the general population and to provide some inter-city service without
the acquisition of new vehicles, Transit providers are already transporting about two
handicapped people a week between Brookings and Gold Beach or Crescent City, California.
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They report that when other people who are not handicapped hear about the service, they express
interest.

The Curry County transit advisory board, consisting of nine members who either use existing
service, or represent clients who use the service, has completed a transit feasibility study and
transit plan. According to the plan, about 90 percent of all County residents live within one or
two miles of US 101 and can easily access service that travels between communities in the
county and Bandon on this highway. The Plan calls for this service to be expanded to include
two or three round-trips a day between the two counties. If this service is to be successful, it is
important that it be widely marketed and scheduled to meet the demands of the general public
which might be different from those of the elderly and disabled. Marketing should include
partnerships with local businesses to advertise both bus service and business services. Also key

to a successful program is consistency; people must be able to count on this service so that they
may make plans with certainty.

To be successful, this service will require about 20 bus shelters placed several miles apart along
US 101. Ideally these bus shelters should be placed near a public use such as a shop, restaurant,
or church and have available parking. Currently, no plan exists for exact placement of these
shelters or for funding. Curry County transit will continue to seek state and Federal funds for
such facility improvements as well as for some operational costs. The City of Brookings
currently does not contribute financially to the operation or improvement of the county transit

system. Further, the city does not intend on contributing to the system over the 20-year life of
this plan.

Rail Service Plan
Brookings has no rail service.
Air Service Plan

The Brookings Airport is located north of the City of Brookings and east of US 101. An update
of the Brookings Airport Master Plan was prepared by Reid Middleton for the Oregon
Aeronautics Division of the Oregon Department of Transportation in August 1991.

The report reviews existing facilities, predicts future demands on those facilities, establishes a

phased schedule (to 2010) and discusses funding for capital projects that will be needed to meet
the projected demand.

The state Continuous Aviation System Plan recommends development of a nonprecision GPS
approach at the airport. Other recommendations include an Automatic Surface Observation

Station (ASOS) to improve weather reporting capabilities, and a runway extension. The current
runway measures 2,900 feet long by 60 feet wide.

There are several projects listed in the FAA’s Capital Improvement program (CIP) for Brookings
Airport. These include overlaying the existing apron, installing Precision Approval Path
Indicators (PAPIs) and Runway End Identifier Lights (REILs), constructing an apron, acquiring
aviation easements in the Runway Protection Zone (RPZ), constructing a taxiway to T-hangars,
acquiring land for terminal development, installing apron lighting, installing taxiway reflectors,

acquiring land for approach, and installing perimeter fencing. These are summarized in Table 7-7
below.
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TABLE 7-7
RECOMMENDED AIRPORT PROJECTS
Fiscal Total Costs
Year Project Description Priority
2000  Overlay Existing Apron High $56,000
2000 Construct Taxiway to T-Hangars High $25,000
2000 Acquire Land for Terminal Development High $100,000
2000 Install Apron Lighting High $6,000
2000 Construct T-Hangars Taxiways High $37,000
2000 Install taxiway reflectors High $2,000
2000 Acquire Aviation Easement High $23,000
2000 Install REIL High $11,000
2000 Construct Apron (25 aircraft-95 00SY)/Revise Airport Layout Plan High $160,000
2000 Install PAPI High $35,000
2000 Acquire Land for Approach (RPZ) High $23,000
TOTAL COSTS $478,000

The major potential conflict between continued airport use and off-airport development centers
on noise impact. Human reaction to the intrusion of aviation noise is complex and subjective.

Several indices have been developed in an attempt to rate the annoyance associated with living
and working with aviation noise. In general, these indicators attem

The guidelines established by the Oregon Aeronautics Department for areas of “moderate nojse
impact” (55 — 65 Dbl) state that most uses in such areas are compatible or conditionally
compatible. They do, however, recommend that noise sensitive uses such as schools, hospitals,
nursing homes, theater, auditoriums and residential development should have nojse insulation
installed. However, outside of urban areas, lower background noise levels may result, and airport
noise within the 55 Dbl noise contour may be perceived as a problem.

The Brookings Airport is located in an area where there is an only low-density residential use so
that noise is not a significant problem.

Pipeline Service Plan
There are currently no pipelines serving Brookings.

Water Transportation Plan

The Port of Brookings is encompasses approximately 42 acres of waterfront property at the
mouth of the Chetco River. The Port of Brookings Master Plan ( 1991) focuses on commercial
development, community facilities, sport and commercial fishing, and support services, and
identifies major improvements to occur in four phases as funds become available.

Phase One includes the improvement to the central section of the Spine Road, the development
of the Harbor Walkway, Central Plaza, an observation area, Beach Loop Road, and commercial
site preparation. Phase Two consists of Spine Road development and access reconfiguration,
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parking lot improvements (including boat launch and sport fishing lot), a pedestrian plaza and
walkway, and retail/commercial site preparation. Phase Three includes Spine Road development
and parking improvements on the east-side of the Commercial Basin. Phase Four consists of
improving and expanding facilities for recreational vehicles (RVs). The following Table 7-8 lists
projects and approximate cost estimates associated with the proposed improvements.

TABLE 7-8
RECOMMENDED PORT OF BROOKINGS PROJECTS
Projects Priority Local Costs Total Costs
Public Launch Ramp Redevelopment High $400,000 $400,000
Basin II Facility Rehabilitation High $374,000 $374,000
Basin I Replacement High $2,356,000 $2,356,000
Service and Repair Dock High $115,000 $115,000
Total Costs $3,245,000 $3,245,000

Transportation System Plan Implementation Program

Implementation of the Brookings Transportation System Plan will require both changes to the
city comprehensive plan and zoning code and preparation of a 20-Year Capital Improvement
Plan. These actions will enable Brookings to address both existing and emerging transportation
issues throughout the urban area in a timely and cost effective manner.

One part of the implementation program is the formulation of a 20-Year Capital Improvement
Plan (CIP). The purpose of the CIP is to detail what transportation system improvements will be
needed as Brookings grows and provide a process to fund and schedule the identified
transportation system improvements. It is expected that the Transportation System Plan Capital
Improvement Plan can be integrated into the existing city CIP and, as appropriate, the ODOT
STIP. This integration is important since the Transportation System Plan proposes that both
governmental agencies will fund some of the transportation improvement projects.

"Inclusion of an improvement project in the TSP does not commit the City or ODOT to allow,
construct, or participate in funding the specific improvement. Projects on the State Highway
System that are contained in the TSP are not considered "planned" projects until they are
programmed into the Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP). As such, projects
proposed in the TSP that are located on a State highway cannot be considered mitigation for
future development or land use actions until they are programmed into the STIP. Unanticipated
issues related to project funding, as well as the environment, land use, the economy, changes in
use of the transportation system, or other concerns may be cause for re-evaluation of the
alternatives discussed below and possible removal of a project from consideration for funding or
construction. Highway projects that are programmed to be constructed may have to be altered or
canceled at a later time to meet changing budgets or unanticipated conditions."

Model policy and ordinance language that conforms with the requirements of the Transportation
Planning Rule is included in Chapter 9. The proposed ordinance amendments will require
approval by the City Council and those that affect the unincorporated urban area will also require
approval by the Board of County Commissioners.

20-Year Capital Improvement Program

The CIP is shown with the following priorities:
* High Priority (O to 5 years)
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* Medium Priority (5 to 10 years)
¢ Low Priority (10 to 20 years)

These priorities are based on current need, the relationship between transportation service needs,
and the expected growth of the city. The following schedule indicates priorities and may be

modified to reflect the availability of finances or the actual growth in population and
employment.

Table 7-9 summarizes the CIP projects and Figure 7-4 shows the CIP projects. It lists the
projects by type, prioritizes them, and provides cost information. The cost estimates for all the
projects listed on the CIP were prepared on the basis of 1998 dollars. These costs include design,
construction, and some contingency costs. They are preliminary estimates and generally do not

include right-of-way acquisition, water or sewer facilities, adding or relocating public utilities, or
detailed intersection design.

Brookings has identified a total of 34 projects in its CIP with a cost of $22,162,000. Twenty-five
high priority projects have been identified with a cost of about $19,072,000. However, costs
associated with improvements related to developments affecting US 101, both north and couth of
the current city limits are not known at this time and are not reflected in the High Priority costs.
Six medium priority projects have been identified with a cost of about $260,000. Finally, one
low priority project has been identified, with a cost of about $530,000.
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TABLE 7-9
PRIOITIZED CAPITOL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (1998 Dollars)

Project Description Local Cost | State Cost Federal Total Cost
Costs
High Priority
Construct US 101 through town $0 ] $13,000,000 $0| $13,000,000
Improve intersection of Constitution Way and US 101 $0 $170,000 $0 $170,000
Develop an Alternative Route to US 101 $01 $1,800,000 $0 $1,800,000
Improve Intersection of Benham Lane and Ocean View Drive $50,000 $0 $0 $50,000
Improve US 101 between Ransom and Alder Ave Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown
Improve US 101/Benham Lane Intersection Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown
Improve East-West Connection to I-5 Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown
Overlay Existing Apron $0 $0 $56,000 $56,000
Construct taxiway to T-Hangars $0 $0 $25,000 $25,000
Acquire Land for Terminal Development $0 $0 $100,000 $100,000
Install Apron Lighting $0 $0 $6,000 $6,000
Construct T-Hangars Taxiways $0 $0 $37,000 $37,000
Install taxiway reflectors $0 $0 $2,000 $2,000
Acquire Aviation Easement $0 $0 $23,000 $23,000
Install REIL $0 $0 $11,000 $11,000
Construct Apron/Revise Airport Layout Plan 30 $0 $160,000 $160,000
Install PAPI $0 $0 $35,000 $35,000
Acquire Land for Approach (RPZ) $0 $0 $23,000 $23,000
Public Launch Ramp Redevelopment $400,000 $0 $0 $400,000
Basin II Facility Rehabilitation $374,000 $0 $0 $374,000
Basin I Replacement $2,356,000 $0 $0 $2,356,000
Service and Repair Dock $115,000 $0 $0 $115,000
Sidewalk on both sides of Ransom Avenue $149,000 $0 $0 $149,000
Sidewalk on west side of Pioneer Road $20,000 $0 $0 $20,000
Sidewalk on east side of Pioneer Road $39,000 $0 $0 $39,000
Sidewalk on both sides of Easy Street $72,000 $0 $0 $72,000
Sidewalk on north side of US 101 $0 $49,000 $0 $49,000
Medium Priority
Improve US 101/Carpenterville Road intersection $850,000 $0 $0 $850,000
Improve Parkview Drive $600,000 $0 $0 $600,000
Improve Pioneer Road $400,000 $0 $0 $400,000
Improve East Benham Lane $200,000 $0 $0 $200,000
Upgrade Old County Road $700,000 $0 $0 $700,000
Upgrade Carpenterville Road $360,000 $0 $0 $360,000
Upgrade Pelican Bay Drive $300,000 $0 $0 $300,000
Low Priority
Upgrade Easy Street $530,000 $0 $0 $530,000
Subtotal High Priority $3,575,000 | $15,019,000 $478,000 | $19,072,000
Subtotal Medium Priority $3,410,000 $0 $0 $3,410,000
Subtotal Low Priority $530,000 $0 $0 $530,000
Total $7,515,000 | $15,019,000 $478,000 | $23,012,000

Curry County, the City of Brookings, the Siskiyou National Forest, and ODOT District 7
expressed interest in a cooperative maintenance agreement concurrent with development of the
Transportation System Plan. This is of particular importance in Curry County because a
majority of the land area is managed by the US Forest Service and most access into and out of
the county is dependent on the state highway system. There was also a realization that forest
management activities, such as timber sales, have an impact on the county road system.
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CHAPTER 8: FUNDING OPTIONS AND FINANCIAL PLAN

The Transportation Planning Rule requires Transportation System Plans to evaluate the funding
environment for recommended improvements. This evaluation must include a listing of all recommended
improvements, estimated costs to implement those improvements, a review of potential funding
mechanisms, and an analysis of existing sources’ ability to fund proposed transportation improvement
projects. Brookings® TSP identifies 32 specific recommendations that address deficiencies, safety issues,
Or access concerns in addition to revisions to the development ordinance and the development
transportation demand management strategies. This section of the TSP provides an overview of

Brookings’ revenue outlook and a review of some funding and financing options that may be available to
the City of Brookings to fund the improvements.

Pressures from increasing growth throughout much of Oregon have created an environment of estimated
improvements that remain unfunded. Brookings will need to work with Curry County and ODOT to
finance the alternative route and other potential new transportation projects over the 20-year planning
horizon. The actual timing of these projects will be determined by the rate of population and employment
growth actually experienced by the community. This TSP assumes Brookings will grow at an annual rate
of 3.0 percent. If population growth exceeds this rate, the improvements may need to be accelerated.
Slower than expected growth will relax the improvement schedule.

HISTORICAL STREET IMPROVEMENT FUNDING SOURCES

In Oregon, state, county, and city jurisdictions work together to coordinate transportation improvements.

In addition to this overlapping Jurisdiction of the road network, transportation improvements are funded
through a combination of federal, state, county, and city sources.

Table 8-1 shows the distribution of road revenues for the different levels of government within the state
by jurisdiction level. Although these numbers were collected and tallied in 1991, ODOT estimates that

these figures accurately represent the current revenue structure for transportation-related needs. (Source:
ODOT 1993 Oregon Road Finance Study).

TABLE 8-1
SOURCES OF ROAD REVENUES BY JURISDICTION LEVEL

Jurisdiction Level All
Revenue Source State County City Funds
State Road Trust 58% 38% 41% 48%
Local 0% . 22% 55% 17%
Federal Road 34% 40% 4% 30%
Other 9% 0% 0% 4%
Total 100% 100% 100% 100%

Source: ODOT 1993 Oregon Road Finance Study.

At the state level, nearly half (48 percent in Fiscal Year 1991) of all road-related revenues are attributable

to the State Highway Fund (State Road Trust , Whose sources of revenue include fuel taxes, weight-mile
taxes on trucks, and vehicle registration fees. As shown in the table, the state road trust is a considerable

source of revenue for all levels of government. Federal sources (generally the federal highway trust

account and federal forest revenues) comprise another 30 percent of all road-related revenue. The
remaining sources of road-related revenues

are generated locally, including property taxes, LIDs, bonds,
traffic impact fees, road user taxes, general fund transfers, receipts from other local governments, and
other sources.
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As a state, Oregon generates 94 percent of its highway revenues from user fees, compared to an average
of 78 percent among all states. This fee system, including fuel taxes, weight distance charges, and
registration fees, is regarded as equitable because it places the greatest financial burden upon those who
create the greatest need for road maintenance and improvements. Unlike many states that have indexed
user fees to inflation, Oregon has static road-revenue sources. For example, rather than assessing fuel

taxes as a percentage of price per gallon, Oregon’s fuel tax is a fixed amount (currently 24 cents) per
gallon.

Transportation Funding in Curry County

Historically, sources of road revenues for Curry County have included federal grants, state revenues,
intergovernmental transfers, interest from the working fund balance, and other sources. Transportation
revenues and expenditures for Curry County are shown in Table 8-2 and Table 8-3. These tables present
receipts and disbursements for road and street purposes as reported by counties to ODOT.

TABLE 8-2
CURRY COUNTY TRANSPORTATION-RELATED REVENUES

1993-1994  1994-1995 1995-1996 1996-1997  1997-1998

Actual Actual Actual Actual Budget
Working Capital $3,010,002  $2,679,024 $2,101,003  $1,890,500 $2,437,000
Federal Apportionments $2,164,549  $3,017,444 $2,914,134  $2,810,840 $2,690,000
State Apportionments $1,204,633  $1,232,304 $1,264,269 $1,211,264 $1,245,000
Local Receipts $111,995 $182,640 $192,277 $175,930 $156,000
Misc. $19,737 $13,744 $107,071 $220,000
Misc. Reimbursement $71,382 $258,000
Fund Transfers $35,592 $29,789 $62,141 $152,584 $71,288
Sale of Equipment $23,683 $355 $2,000
Revenue Subtotal $3.631,571 $4,462,177  $4,446920 $6,348,189 $4,642.288

Source: Curry County

As shown in Table 8-2, revenues have increased from $3.6 million in 1993-1994 to over $6.3 million in
1996-1997. Approximately $3 million of the annual revenues come from Federal apportionments (mostly
Federal Forest receipts). Twenty-five percent of Federal Forest revenue (the 25 percent fund) is returned
to the counties based on their share of the total acreage of Federal Forests. Westside forests are subject to
the “Owl Guarantee.” Intended to protect Spotted Owl habitat, the guarantee also protects the revenue
streams from these forests to a2 maximum three-percent decline annually. The forest in Curry County is
the Siskiyou Forest, which is subject to the Owl Guarantee, Another $1.2 million in revenues is from the
state highway fund. With a healthy working capital balance, the county has also been able to generate
over $100,000 annually in interest and other miscellaneous local receipts. As working capital is the

amount carried over from previous years, it is typically reported separately from revenues, which
represents the amount of new revenue to the fund each budget year.
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TABLE 8-3
CURRY COUNTY TRANSPORTATION-RELATED EXPENDITURES
1993-1994 1994-1995 1995-1996 1996-1997 1997-1998
Actual Actual Actual Actual Budget
Personal Services $1,154,062  $1,124,785 $1,136,899  $1,180,297 $1,263,249
Materials and Services $1,195,697  $1,062,897 $1,063,999  $1,119,027 § 1,246,813
Capital Outlay $1,484,896  $1,587,206 $880,597  $1,051,041 1 ,656,500
Transfers $127,904  $1,265,310 $829,796 $570,656  $1,688,198
Operating Contingency $300,000
Expenditure Subtotal $3,962,559  $5,040,198 $3,911,291  $3,921,021 $6,154,760

Source: Curry County.

As shown in Table 8-3, Curry County has spent between $0.9 mi
improvements. The county also transfers money to a reserve fu.

Some transfers are to the general fund to pay for a portion of
fund.

llion and $1.6 million annually in capital
nd for larger-scale capital improvements.
general overhead attributed to the street

Historical Revenues and Expenditures in the City of Brookings

The City of Brookings accounts for its road-rela
the Street Fund and the Street System Replacement Fund. The Street Fund i

(SCA) grant (in 1994/95). Excluding the SCA grant, the amount Spent on street construction/repair from
this fund has averaged $16,800 over three fiscal years (1994/95 to 1996/97).

The Street System Replacement Fund is a special fund set up
specific construction projects. Its revenues are generated by a $2.50 charge on each household’

bill. It has successfully generated revenue in the amount of $80,000 to $88,000 annually for the last
several years, and is expected to continue providing stable revenues.

Transportation Revenue Outlook in the City of Brookings

, but also the
economic structure and conditions, Population and demographics, and patterns of land use. The latter is

particularly important for state-imposed fees because of the goals in place under Oregon’s Transportation
Planning Rule (TPR) requiring a 10-percent reduction in per-capita vehicle miles of travel (VMT) in
Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) areas by year 2015, and a 20-percent reduction by year 2025.

This requirement will affect the 20-year revenue forecast from the fuel tax. ODOT recommends the
following assumptions:

¢ Fuel tax increases of one cent per gallon per year (beginning in year 2002), with an additional one
cent per gallon every fourth year;

* Vehicle registration fees would be increased by $10 per year in 2002, and by $15 per year in year
2012;
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* Revenues will fall halfway between the revenue-
level if TPR goals were fully met;

¢ Revenues will be shared among the state, counties, and cities ona
than the previous “60.05-24.38-15.17 percent” basis; and

Inflation occurs at an average annual rate of 3.6 percent (as assumed by ODOT).

Figure 8-1 shows the forecast in both current-dollar and inflation-deflated constant (1998) doliars. As
highlighted by the constant-dollar data, the highway fund is expected to grow slower than inflation early
in the planning horizon until fuel-tax and vehicle-registration fee increases occur in year 2002, increasing
to a rate somewhat faster than inflation through year 2015, con

level generated without TPR and the revenue

“50-30-20 percent” basis rather

» continuing a slight decline through the
remainder of the planning horizon.
FIGURE 8-1
STATE HIGHWAY FUND FORECAST
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Source: ODOT Financial Assumptions.

As the State Highway Fund is expected to remain a significant source of funding for Brookings® street

operations, the city is highly susceptible to changes in the Fund. In recent years, the State Highway Fund
has supplied the majority of Brookings’ total street fund revenue.

In order to analyze the City’s ability to fund the recommended improvements from current sources, DEA

applied the following assumptions:

® The State Highway Fund will continue to account for the m

* Interest, the Street Replacement Fund, and
streams; and

* The proportion of revenues available for capital expenditures for street improvements will be a
small, but stable, proportion of overall street expenditures.

Applying these assumptions to the estimated level of the State Highway Fund resources, as recommended
by ODOT, resources available to Brookings for all operations, maintenance, and capital outlay purposes

are estimated at between $220,000 and $280,000 annually (in current 1998 dollars), as shown in Table
8-4.

ajority of the City’s Street Fund;
other local sources continue to provide stable revenue
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TABLE 8-4
ESTIMATED RESOURCES AVAILABLE TO CITY OF BROOKINGS
FROM STATE HIGHWAY FUND, 1998 DOLLARS

Year Total Estimated Resources Estimated Funds Available for Capital Outlay
from State Highway Fund
1999 $240,000 $99,000
2000 $230,000 $97,000
2001 $220,000 $95,000
2002 $240,000 $100,000
2003 $240,000 $102,000
2004 $240,000 $103,000
2005 $260,000 $107,000
2006 $250,000 $107,000
2007 $250,000 $107,000
2008 $260,000 $108,000
2009 $260,000 $111,000
2010 $260,000 $111,000
2011 $260,000 $110,000
2012 $270,000 $114,000
2013 $280,000 $116,000
2014 $270,000 $115,000
2015 $270,000 $114,000
2016 $260,000 $111,000
2017 $270,000 $112,000
2018 $260,000 $111,000
2019 $260,000 $109,000

The amount actually received from the State Highway Fund will depend on a number of factors,
including: '

* the actual revenue generated by state gasoline taxes, vehicle registration fees, and other sources;
and

e the population growth in Brookings (since the distribution of state highway funds is based on an
allocation formula which includes population).

Based on the amount of resources historically available to fund capital improvements this analysis

suggests that the City of Brookings will have between $95,000 and $116,000 available annually for
capitol improvement.

REVENUE SOURCES

In order to finance the recommended transportation system improvements requiring expenditure of capital
resources, it will be important to consider a range of funding sources. Although the property tax has
traditionally served as the primary revenue source for local governments, property tax revenue goes into
general fund operations, and is typically not available for street improvements or maintenance. Despite
this limitation, the use of alternative revenue funding has been a trend throughout Oregon as the full
implementation of Measures 5 and 47 have significantly reduced property tax revenues (see below). The
alternative revenue sources described in this section may not all be appropriate in Brookings; however,
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this overview is being provided to illustrate the ran
transportation improvements during the next 20 years.

Property Taxes

ge of options currently available to finance

Property taxes have historically been the primary revenue source for local governments. However,
property tax revenue goes into general fund operations, and is not typically available for street
improvements or maintenance. The dependence of local governments on this revenue source is due, in
large part, to the fact that property taxes are easy to implement and enforce. Property taxes are based on
real property (i.e., land and buildings) which has a predictable value and appreciation to base taxes upon.
This is as opposed to income or sales taxes that can fluctuate with economic trends or unforeseen events.

Property taxes can be levied through: 1) tax base levies, 2) serial levies, and 3) bond levies. The most
common method uses tax base levies that do not expire and are allowed to increase by six percent per
annum. Serial levies are limited by amount and time they can be imposed. Bond levies are for specific
projects and are limited by time based on the debt load of the local government or the project.

The historic dependence on property taxes is changing with the passage of Ballot Measure 5 in the early
1990s. Ballot Measure 5 limits the property tax rate for purposes other than payment of certain voter-
approved general obligation indebtedness. Under full implementation, the tax rate for all local taxing
authorities is limited to $15 per $1,000 of assessed valuation. As a group, all non-school taxing authorities
are limited to $10 per $1,000 of assessed valuation. All tax base, serial, and special levies are subject to
the tax rate limitation. Ballot Measure 5 requires that all non-school taxing districts’ property tax rate. be
reduced if together they exceed $10 per $1,000 per assessed valuation by the county. If the non-debt tax
rate exceeds the constitutional limit of $10 per $1,000 of assessed valuation, then all of the taxing

districts’ tax rates are reduced on a proportional basis. The proportional reduction in the tax rate is
commonly referred to as compression of the tax rate.

Measure 47, an initiative petition, was passed by Oregon voters in November 1996. It is a constitutional
amendment that reduces and limits property taxes and limits local revenues and replacement fees. The
measure limits 1997-98 property taxes to the lesser of the 1995-96 tax minus 10 percent, or the 1994-95
tax. It limits future annual property tax increases to three percent, with exceptions. Local governments’
lost revenue may be replaced only with state income tax, unless voters approve replacement fees or
charges. Tax levy approvals in certain elections require 50 percent voter participation.

The state legislature created Measure 50, which retains the tax relief of Measure 47 but clarifies some
legal issues. This revised tax measure was approved by voters in May 1997.

The League of Oregon Cities (LOC) estimated that direct revenue losses to local governments, including
school districts, will total $467 million in fiscal year 1998, $553 million in 1999, and increase thereafter.
The actual revenue losses to local governments will depend on actions of the Oregon Legislature. LOC
also estimates that the state will have revenue gains of $23 million in 1998, $27 million in 1999, and

increase thereafter because of increased personal and corporate tax receipts due to lower property tax
deduction.

Measure 50 adds another layer of restrictions to those which govern the adoption of tax bases and levies
outside the tax base, as well as Measure 5°s tax rate limits for schools and non-schools and tax rate
exceptions for voter approved debt. Each new levy and the imposition of a property tax must be tested

against a longer series of criteria before the collectible tax amount on a parcel of property can be
determined.

System Development Charges

System Development Charges (SDCs) are becoming increasingly popular in funding public works
infrastructure needed for new local development. Generally, the objective of systems development
charges is to allocate portions of the costs associated with capital improvements upon the developments
that increase demand on transportation, sewer or other infrastructure systems.
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Local governments have the legal authority to charge property owners and/or developers fees for
improving the local public works infrastructure based on projected demand resulting from their
development. The charges are most often targeted towards improving community water, sewer, or
transportation systems. Systems Development Charges must be established through an ordinance or
resolution, supported by a capital improvement plan, public facility plan, master plan, or other

comparable plan documenting the projects eligible for SDCs and establishing the methodology for
calculating the proportionate share.

SDCs are collected when new building permits are issued. Transportation SDCs are based on expected
trip generation of the proposed development. Residential calculations would be based on the assumption
that a typical household will generate a given number of vehicle trips per day. Nonresidential use
calculations are based on employee ratios for the type of business or industrial uses. As a fast-growing

community, Brookings currently utilizes transportation SDCs to help fund the infrastructure required to
support new development.

State Highway Fund

Gas tax revenues received from the State of Oregon are used by all counties and cities to fund street and
road construction and maintenance. In Oregon, the State collects gas taxes, vehicle registration fees,
overweight/overheight fines and weight/mile taxes and returns a portion of the revenues to cities and
counties through an allocation formula. The revenue share to cities is divided among all incorporated

cities based on population. Like other Oregon cities, the City of Brookings uses its state gas tax allocation
to fund street construction and maintenance.

Local Gas Taxes

The Oregon Constitution permits counties and incorporated cities to levy additional local gas taxes with
the stipulation that the moneys generated from the taxes will be dedicated to street-related improvements
and maintenance within the jurisdiction. At present, only a few local governments (including the cities of
Woodburn and The Dalles and Multnomah and Washington Counties) levy a local gas tax. The City of
Brookings may consider implementing a local gas tax as a way to generate additional street improvement
funds. However, with relatively few jurisdictions exercising this tax, an increase in the cost differential
between gas purchased in Brookings and gas purchased in neighboring communities may encourage
drivers to seek less expensive fuel elsewhere. Any action will need to be supported by careful analysis to
minimize the unintended consequences of such an action.

Vehicle Registration Fees

The Oregon Vehicle Registration Fee is allocated to the State, counties and cities for road funding.
Oregon counties are granted authority to impose a vehicle registration fee covering the entire county. The
Oregon Revised Statutes would allow Curry County to impose a biannual registration fee for all
passenger cars licensed within the County. Although both counties and special districts have this legal
authority, vehicle registration fees have not been imposed by local jurisdictions. In order for a local
vehicle registration fee program to be viable in Curry County, all the incorporated cities and the county

would need to formulate an agreement which would detail how the fees would be spent on future street
construction and maintenance.

Local Improvement Districts

The Oregon Revised Statutes allow local governments to form Local Improvement Districts (LIDs) to
construct public improvements. LIDs are most often used by cities to construct localized projects such as
streets, sidewalks or bikeways. The statutes allow formation of a district by either the city government or
property owners. Cities that use LIDs are required to have a local LID ordinance that provides a process
for district formation and payback provisions. Through the LID process, the cost of local improvements
are generally spread out among a group of property owners within a specified area. The cost can be
allocated based on property frontage or other methods such as traffic trip generation. The types of
allocation methods are only limited by the Local Improvement ordinance. The cost of LID participation is
considered an assessment against the property which is a lien equivalent to a tax lien. Individual property
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owners typically have the option of paying the assessment in cash or applying for assessment financing

through the city. Since the passage of Ballot Measure 5, cities have most often funded local improvement
districts through the sale of special assessment bonds.

GRANTS AND LOANS

- There are a variety of grant and loan programs available, most with specific requirements relating to

economic development or specific transportation issues, rather than for the general construction of new
streets. Many programs require a match from the local jurisdiction as a condition of approval. Because
grant and loan programs are subject to change as well as statewide competition, they should not be
considered a secure long-term funding source for Brookings. Most of the programs available for
transportation projects are funded and administered through ODOT and/or the Oregon Economic

Development Department (OEDD). Some programs which may be appropriate for the Brookings are
described below.

Bike-Pedestrian Grants

By law (ORS 366.514), all road, street or highway construction or reconstruction projects must include
 facilities for pedestrians and bicyclists, with some exceptions. ODOT’s Bike and Pedestrian Program
administers two programs to assist in the development of walking and bicycling improvements: local
grants, and Small-Scale Urban Projects. Cities and counties with projects on local streets are eligible for
local grant funds. An 80 percent state/20 percent local match ratio is required. Eligible projects include
curb extensions, pedestrian crossing and intersection improvements, shoulder widening and restriping for
bike lanes. Projects on urban state highways with little or no right-of-way taking and few environmental
impacts are eligible for Small-Scale Urban Project Funds. Both programs are limited to projects costing
up to $100,000. Projects that cost more than $100,000, require the acquisition of ROW, or have
environmental impacts should be submitted to ODOT for inclusion in the STIP. :

The ODOT Bike and Pedestrian Program can be reached at (503) 986-3555.
Enhancement Program

This federally-funded program earmarks $8 million annually for projects in Oregon. Projects must
demonstrate a link to the intermodal transportation system, compatibility with approved plans, and local
financial support. A 10.27 percent local match is required for eligibility. Each proposed project is
evaluated against all other proposed projects in its region. Within the five Oregon regions, the funds are
distributed on a formula based on population, vehicle miles traveled, number of vehicles registered and
other transportation-related criteria. The solicitation for applications was mailed to cities and counties the
last week of October 1998. Local jurisdictions have until January 1999 to complete and file their
applications for funding available during the 2000-2003 fiscal years, which begin October 1999.

The ODOT Enhancement Program can be reached at (503) 986-3528.
Highway Bridge Rehabilitation or Replacement Program

The Highway Bridge Rehabilitation or Replacement Program (HBRR) provides federal funding for the
replacement and rehabilitation of bridges of all functional classifications. A portion of the HBRR funding
is allocated for the improvement of bridges under local jurisdiction. A quantitative ranking system is
applied to the proposed projects based on sufficiency rating, cost factor, and load capacity. They are
ranked against other projects statewide, and require state and local matches of 10 percent each. It includes
the Local Bridge Inspection Program and the Bridge Load Rating Program.

The ODOT Highway Bridge Rehabilitation or Replacement Program can be reached at (503) 986-3344.
Transportation Safety Grant Program

Managed by ODOT’s Transportation Safety Section (TSS), this program’s objective is to reduce the
number of transportation-related accidents and fatalities by coordination a number of statewide programs.
These funds are intended to be used as seed money, funding a program for three years. Eligible programs

include programs in impaired driving, occupant protection, youth, pedestrian, speed, enforcement, bicycle
November 2001 8

City of Brookings
Transportation System Plan Amendment



Ordinance 06-O-576 EXHIBIT D

and motorcycle safety. Every year, TSS produces a Highway Safety Plan that identifies the major safety
programs, suggests countermeasures to existing safety problems, and lists successful projects selected for
funding, rather than granting funds through an application process.

The ODOT Transportation Safety Grant Program can be reached at 986-4192.
Special Transportation Fund

The Special Transportation Fund (STF) awards funds to maintain, develop, and improve transportation
services for people with disabilities and people over 60 years of age. Financed by a two-cent tax on each
pack of cigarettes sold in the state, the annual distribution is approximately $5 million. Three-quarters of
these funds are distributed to mass transit districts, transportation districts, and where such districts do not
exist, counties, on a per-capita formula. The remaining funds are distributed on a discretionary basis.

The ODOT Special Transportation Fund can be reached at (503) 986-3885.
Special Small City Allotment Program

The Special Small City Allotment Program (SCA) is restricted to cities with populations under 5,000
residents. Unlike some other grant programs, no locally funded match is required for participation. Grant
amounts are limited to $25,000 and must be earmarked for surface projects (drainage, curbs, sidewalks,
etc.). However, the program does allow jurisdictions to use the grants to leverage local funds on non-
surface projects if the grant is used specifically to repair the affected area. Criteria for the $1 million in
total annual grant funds include traffic volume, the five-year rate of population growth, surface wear of
the road, and the time since the last SCA grant. In Curry County, Port Orford has benefited from a grant
from this program in 1995-96. Although Brookings received a grant under this program in 1994-95,

Brookings® population was most recently estimated at 5,440 (1997), making Brookings too large to
remain eligible for this program.

The ODOT Special City Allotment Program can be reached at (503) 986-3893.
Immediate Opportunity Grant Program

The Oregon Economic Development Department (OEDD) and ODOT collaborate to administer a grant
program designed to assist local and regional economic development efforts. The program is funded to a

level of approximately $7 million per year through state gas tax revenues. The following are primary
factors in determining eligible projects:

¢ Improvement of public roads;

* Inclusion of an economic development-related project of regional significance;
e Creation or retention of primary employment; and
e Ability to provide local funds (50/50) to match grant.

The maximum amount of any grant under the program is $500,000. Local governments which have

received grants under the program include Washington County, Multnomah County, Douglas County, the
City of Hermiston, Port of St. Helens, and the City of Newport.

The ODOT Immediate Opportunity Fund program can be reached at (503) 986-3463.
Oregon Special Public Works Fund

Table 5-17B: The Special Public Works Fund (SPWF) program was created by the 1995 State Legislature
as one of several programs for the distribution of funds from the Oregon Lottery to economic
development projects in communities throughout the State. The program provides grant and loan
assistance to eligible municipalities primarily for the construction of public infrastructure which support
commercial and industrial development that result in permanent job creation or job retention. To be
awarded funds, each infrastructure project must support businesses wishing to locate, expand, or remain
in Oregon. SPWF awards can be used for improvement, expansion, and new construction of public
sewage treatment plants, water supply works, public roads, and transportation facilities.
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While SPWF program assistance is provided in the form of both loans and grants, the program
emphasizes loans in order to assure that funds will return to the State over time for reinvestment in local
economic development infrastructure projects. Jurisdictions that have received SPWF funding for projects
that include some type of transportation-related improvement include the Cities of Baker City, Bend,

Cornelius, Forest Grove, Madras, Portland, Redmond, Reedsport, Toledo, Wilsonville, Woodburn, and
Douglas County.

The Oregon Special Public Works Fund can be reached at (503) 986-0136.
Oregon Transportation Infrastructure Bank

The Oregon Transportation Infrastructure Bank (OTIB) program is a revolving loan fund administered by
ODOT to provide loans to local jurisdictions (including cities, counties, special districts, transit districts,
tribal governments, ports, and state agencies). Eligible projects include construction of federal-aid
highways, bridges, roads, streets, bikeways, pedestrian accesses, and right-of-way costs. Capital Outlays
such as buses, light-rail cars and lines, maintenance years and passenger facilities are also eligible.

The Oregon Transportation Infrastructure Bank can be reached at (503) 986-3922.
Oregon Ports Division, Oregon Economic Development Department

The Oregon Ports Division provides technical, financial, and intergovernmental coordination assistance to
ports to help them develop facilities that aid the efficient shipping of products and improve the local
economy. It includes three financial assistance programs to finance port infrastructure development and
port-related business development projects, planning for business operations and facilities development,
marketing port facilities and services, and navigation projects.

The Oregon Ports Division can be reached at (503) 986-0243.
ODOT FUNDING OPTIONS

The State of Oregon provides funding for all highway related transportation projects through the
Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) which is adopted by the OTC and administered
by ODOT. The STIP outlines funding and schedules for ODOT projects throughout the State. The STIP,
which identifies projects for a four-year funding cycle, is updated every two years. In developing this
funding program, ODOT must verify that the identified projects comply with the Oregon Transportation
Plan (OTP), ODOT Modal Plans, Corridor Plans, local comprehensive plans, and TEA-21 planning
requirements. The STIP must fulfill federal planning requirements for a staged, multi-year, statewide,
intermodal program of transportation projects. Specific transportation projects are prioritized based on
federal planning requirements and the different State plans. ODOT consults with local jurisdictions before
highway related projects are added to the STIP. Further, all projects to be forwarded to the OTC for
consideration for the STIP must first be recommended by the Southwest Area Commission on

Transportation (SWACT), a body commissioned by the OTC to provide regional support for
transportation improvement projects.

The highway-related projects identified in Brookings® TSP will be considered for future inclusion on the
STIP. The timing of including specific projects will be determined by ODOT and the SWACT based on
an analysis of all the project needs within Region 3. The City of Brookings, Curry County, and ODOT
will need to communicate on an annual basis to review the status of the STIP and the prioritization of
individual projects within the project area. Ongoing communication will be important for the City,
County, and ODOT to coordinate the construction of both local and state transportation projects. In

addition, the city’s active participation in the SWACT process is essential for advancement of local
projects to the STIP.

ODOT also has the option of making some highway improvements as part of their ongoing highway
maintenance program. Types of road construction projects that can be included within the ODOT
maintenance programs are intersection realignments, additional turn lanes, and striping for bike lanes.
Maintenance related construction projects are usually done by ODOT field crews using State equipment.
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The maintenance crews do not have the staff or specialized road equipment needed for large construction
projects.

An ODOT funding technique that will likely have future application to Brookings® TSP is the use of state
and federal transportation dollars for off-system improvements. Until the passage and implementation of
ISTEA, state and federal funds were limited to transportation improvements within highway corridors.
ODOT now has the authority and ability to fund transportation projects that are located outside the
boundaries of the highway corridors. The criteria for determining what off-system improvements can be
funded has not yet been clearly established. It is expected that this new funding technique will be used to
finance local system improvements that reduce traffic on state highways or reduce the number of access
points for future development along state highways.

FINANCING TOOLS

In addition to funding options, the recommended improvements listed in this plan may benefit from a
variety of financing options. Although often used interchangeably, the words financing and funding are
not the same. Funding is the actual generation of revenue by which a jurisdiction pays for improvements,
some examples include the sources discussed above: property taxes, SDCs, fuel taxes, vehicle registration

fees, LIDs, and various grant programs. In contrast, financing refers to the collecting of funds through
debt obligations.

There are a number of debt financing options available to the City of Brookings. The use of debt to
finance capital improvements must be balanced with the ability to make future debt service payments and
to deal with the impact on its overall debt capacity and underlying credit rating. Again, debt financing
should be viewed not as a source of funding, but as a time shifting of funds. The use of debt to finance
these transportation-system improvements is appropriate since the benefits from the transportation
improvements will extend over the period of years. If such improvements were to be tax financed
immediately, a large short-term increase in the tax rate would be required. By utilizing debt financing,
local governments are essentially spreading the burden of the costs of these improvements to more of the
people who are likely to benefit from the improvements and lowering immediate payments.

General Obligation Bonds

General Obligation (GO) bonds are voter-approved bond issues which represent the least expensive
borrowing mechanism available to municipalities. GO bonds are typically supported by a separate
property tax levy specifically approved for the purposes of retiring debt. The levy does not terminate until
all debt is paid off. The property tax levy is distributed equally throughout the taxing jurisdiction

according to assessed value of property. General obligation debts typically are used to make public
improvement projects that will benefit the entire community.

State statutes require that the general obligation indebtedness of a city not exceed three percent of the real
market value of all taxable property in the city. Since general obligation bonds would be issued
subsequent to voter approval, they would not be restricted to the limitations set forth in Ballot Measures
5, 47, and 50. Although new bonds must be specifically voter approved, Measure 47 and 50 provisions
are not applicable to outstanding bonds, un-issued voter-approved bonds, or refunding bonds.

Limited Tax Bonds

Limited tax general obligation bonds (LTGOs) are similar to general obligation bonds in that they
represent an obligation of the municipality. However, a municipality’s obligation is limited to its current
revenue sources and is not secured by the public entity’s ability to raise taxes. As a result, LTGOs do not
require voter approval. However, since the LTGOs are not secured by the full taxing power of the issuer,
the limited tax bond represents a higher borrowing cost than general obligation bonds. The municipality
must pledge to levy the maximum amount under constitutional and statutory limits, but not the unlimited

taxing authority pledged with GO bonds. Because LTGOs are not voter approved, they are subject to the
limitations of Ballot Measures 5, 47, and 50.

November 2001 11 City of Brookings
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Otrdinance 06-O-576 EXHIBIT D
Bancroft Bonds

Under Oregon Statute, municipalities are allowed to issue Bancroft bonds which pledge the city’s full
faith and credit to assessment bonds. As a result, the bonds become general obligations of the city but are
paid with assessments. Historically, these bonds provided a city with the ability to pledge its full faith and
credit in order to obtain a lower borrowing cost without requiring voter approval. However, since
Bancroft bonds are not voter approved, taxes levied to pay debt service on them are subject to the
limitations of Ballot Measures 5, 47, and 50. As a result, since 1991, Bancroft bonds have not been used
by municipalities who were required to compress their tax rates.

Funding Requirements
Brookings® TSP identifies both capital improvements and strategic efforts recommended during the next

20 years to address safety and access problems and to expand the transportation system to support a
growing population and economy. They have been classified within three priority levels:

e Short-Range: within the next five years;
¢ Intermediate-Range: between year six and year 10; and
¢ Long-Range: after year 10.
The projects include 26 high-priority projects, totaling an estimated $19.1 million, seven medium-priority

projects estimated to total about $3.4 million, and one low-priority project, estimated to cost $530,000
million. Total estimated costs, listed by financial leader and priority level, are shown in Table 8-5.

TABLE 8-5
RECOMMENDED PROJECTS AND FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITY

Local Cost State Cost  Federal Cost Total Cost

Subtotal High Priority $3,575,000  $15,019,000  $478,000 $19,072,000
Subtotal Medium Priority $3,410,000 $0 $0  $3,410,000
Subtotal Low Priority $530,000 $0 $0 $530,000
Total $7,515,000  $15,019,000  $478,000 $23,012,000

Although this preliminary analysis shows a potential revenue surplus, this surplus is based on a review of
existing funding sources and projects identified at this time. It is likely that new projects requiring
additional resources will arise during this TSP’s 20-year planning horizon.

The projects have been categorized by their intended financial leader. As noted in Table 8-5, the city will
be responsible for projects totaling just over $6.6 million in estimated cost, with nine projects totaling
over $3.5 million in the first five years, six projects estimated to cost just over $2.5 million in the next
five years, and one project estimated to cost $530,000 in the next 10 years. Based on the resources
available as estimated in Table 8-4, the City of Brookings is expected to experience a budget deficit, as
shown in Table 8-6.
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Ordinance 06-0-576 EXHIBIT D

TABLE 8-6
ESTIMATED CAPITAL FUNDING BALANCE

Years 0-5 Years 6-10 Years 11-20

Available $492,000 $526,000 $1,342,000
Needed for city-funded projects $3,575,000 $3,410,000 $530,000
Surplus (Deficit) ($3,083,000) ($2,884,000) $812,000
Cumulative Surplus (Deficit) ($3,083,000)  ($5,967,000)  ($5,155,000)

Of the nearly $3.6 million in city-funded projects classified as high-priority projects, over $3.2 million are
Port of Brookings projects. The City of Brookings will need to work with the Port and the Oregon Ports
Division to finance these port infrastructure projects. As described earlier in this chapter, the Oregon
Ports Division of OEDD manages three financial assistance programs to finance port infrastructure
development and port-related business development projects, planning for business operations and
facilities development, marketing port facilities and services, and navigation projects. The other projects
classified as high-priority are primarily sidewalk projects, which may be eligible for bike and pedestrian
funds, described earlier in this chapter.

The six projects classified as medium-priority projects include improving Parkview Drive, adding lanes to
Pioneer Road and East Benham Lane, and upgrading Old County Road, Carpenterville Road, Easy Street,
and Pelican Bay Drive to collector status. Adding lanes increases the capacity of roadways, making such
improvements eligible for SDC funding. At this time, the City of Brookings is looking to SDCs to fund
approximately 45 percent of SDC-eligible projects. In addition, the improvements to Parkview Drive may
be eligible for OEDD funding, as this roadway serves as the primary access to the airport.

This TSP identifies 34 projects recommended for Brookings’ planning area over the 20-year planning
horizon. The City of Brookings is expected to experience a budget deficit between the projects planned
and the projects for which the City has a financial role. This budget deficit begins in the first five years of
the planning horizon, increases in the second five years, and then decreases over the last ten years of the
planning horizon. The City of Brookings will need to work with Curry County, ODOT, and OEDD to
fund the other projects identified in this transportation system plan.

In addition, cost for improvements that are needed to mitigate new development which impacts the
roadway system must be shared between jurisdictions responsible for the roadway and the developer
causing a degradation of service along that roadway. To address this issue, any Traffic Impact Study
required to determine the impacts of land use changes will include estimated costs for the required
mitigation, as well as a determination of the equitable sharing of costs among all responsible parties.

The City or developers cannot rely on state funding sources to mitigate traffic impacts unless a
transportation improvement project is programmed in the STIP or ODOT submits a letter to the City
verifying that a transportation improvement project is "Reasonably Likely" to be funded by the end of the
20 year planning period.
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CITY OF BROOKII

City Council Agenda Report

Date: June 16, 2006
To:  Mayor & City Council
From: Paul Hughes, Finance Director

Subject: Ordinance 06-0-577 and Resolution 06-R-760 adopting the fees and charges
recommended in the fee study conducted by the FCS Group.

Recommendation: ~ Adopt Ordinance 06-0-577 adding Chapter 13.30 “Adininistrative
Services and Charges” to Title 13 of the BMC and adopt Resolution
06-R-760 establishing fees for the performance of the actions and

reviews required by the Land Development Code and City Policy, and
repealing Resolution 92-R-532.

Background /Discussion:

Included in the Municipal Fee Study conducted by the FCS Group, are Planning, Public Works,
and Administrative (including public safety and parks) recommended fees. Public works
recommended fees (water distribution and wastewater collection) are captured in Resolutions 06-
R-754 and 06-R-755 along with the recommended CPI rate adjustments. Recommended
Planning fees and Public Works fees (plan review and inspection) are listed in Resolution 06-R-
760. Recommended Administrative fees, including public safety and parks, are created by
Ordinance 06-R-577. Most of these fees are currently being charged under general authority of
the City, but staff is recommending the charge authority be through city ordinance.

Financial Impact(s):
The whole financial impact of the recommended fees and charges will be dependant on the

application activity for building and planning services, but the recommended fees are expected to
pay for the associated cost of providing the service.

City Manager Review and Approval for placement on Council Agenda:

Dale Shaddox, City Manager

898 Elk Drive Phone: (541) 469-2163 America’s

Brookings, OR 97415 Fax: (541) 469-3650 Wiley ivers
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BROOKINGS ORDINANCES

ORDINANCE NO. 06-0-577

AN ORDINANCE ADDING CHAPTER 13.30 “ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES AND CHARGES”
TO TITLE 13 “PUBLIC SERVICES’ OF THE BROOKINGS MUNICIPAL CODE (BMC)

Sections;

Section 1. Ordinance Identified.
Section 2. Addition of Chapter 13.30

The City of Brookings ordains as follows:

Section 1, Ordinance Identified. This ordinance adds Chapter 13.30 “Administrative
Services and Charges” to Title 13 “Public Services” of the Brookings Municipal Code (BMO).

Section 2. Addition of Chapter 13.30. Chapter 13.30, Administrative Services and
Charges, is added to read as follows:

13.30.010 Creation of Fees for Service and Charges.

The following fees for service and charges are established and will be charged by the City of
Brookings:

Copies of City Records — Single Sided $0.25

~ Double Sided $0.50
Large copying projects will be charged a $25.00 fee plus 30.25 or $0.50 charge per sheet, or actual
copying and labor costs, with prior notification to, and acknowledgement of, requestor.

Tapes or DVD’s of Meetings $32.00
Liquor License — New Application $25.00
— Renewal $25.00
Return Check Charge $25.00
Notary $5.00
GIS Maps - Regular $12.00
GIS Maps — With Ortho Background $25.00
GIS Mapping Research/Reports $475.00
Police Dept. Charges:
Drivers License Sanctions $15.00
Finger Printing $10.00
Intoxilizer $5.00
Police Report Copies $10.00
Video/Audio Recording $30.00
Fire Dept. Charges:
Insurance Company Reports $100.00
Roadway Wash Downs $150.00
Park Use Fees: City Resident Non City Resident
Number of People -
0-50 $40.00 $40.00
51-100 $40.00 $50.00

101 - 200 $40.00 $75.00



201 - 400 $40.00

$150.00
401 - 600 $40.00 $300.00
601 — 1000 $40.00 $500.00
Each Additional 100 $40.00 $50.00
Stage Use Fee $40.00 $50.00
Commercial Film Use
1-5 $40.00 $100.00
6-30 $40.00 $150.00
31-60 ’ $40.00 $300.00
61-100 $40.00 $400.00
Each additional 100 $40.00 $50.00
Pool Use Fees: '

Pool use fees are established annually by the City Manager or their designee

13.30.020 Future Revisions to Fees and Charges. All future revisions to these fees
and charges shall be by resolution of the Council.

13.30.030 Depositing of Funds Received. All funds collected from the fees and

charges established herein shall be received by the city finance director and shall be deposited into the
appropriate accounts within the General Fund.

First Reading:
Second Reading:
Passage:
Effective Date:

INTRODUCED AND ADOPTED By the City of Brookings Council and signed by me in

authentication of its passage the day of 2006.

Mayor Pat Sherman Paul Hughes, Finance Director/Recorder



CITY OF BROOKINGS

City Council Agenda Report

Date: June 16, 2006
To:  Mayor & City Council

From: Paul Hughes, Finance Director

Subject: Water and Sewer rate adjustments effective July 1, 2006.
Recommendation: ~ Adopt Resolution 06-R-754, a resolution adopting rates, fees and charges

to the users of the City of Brookings water supply services; repealing
resolution 05-R-746 and amending resolution 92-R-534 and Adopt
Resolution 06-R-755, a resolution adopting rates, fees and charges to the

users of the City of Brookings sewer services; and repealing resolution 03-
R-715.

Background /Discussion:

As discussed during the public hearing held June 12, 2006.the current water and wastewater
utility rates do not have an annual inflationary factor built into them. Increasing or decreasing the
utility rates annually according to the Consumer Price Index for all urban consumers (CPI-U)
will keep the rates at the same inflationary level as the expenses needed to operate the utilities.
The CPI-U increased 3.4% from March 2005 to March 2006. A CPI-U increase of 3% in
included in the 2006/2007 budget approved by the budget committee.

The detail design and construction of a Class “A” biosolids treatment facility is planned for
Fiscal Year 2006/2007. The total estimated project cost is $3.8 million creating an annual debt
service payment and operating cost increase of $315,400 to the Wastewater Fund.
Approximately $87,000 or 27.59% of the annual cost increase is expected to be recovered from
the Harbor Sanitary District (HSD) according to the MOU dated July 13, 2004 between the city
and HSD. The remaining annual increase of $228,400 will require a 12.26% increase in all
Wwaslewaler rate categories. This increase is built into the Fiscal Year 2006/2007 budget approved

by the budget committee. The attached spreadsheet details the changes in all utility rates
discussed.

Also included in Resolutions 06-R-754 and 06-R-755 are water and sewer related charges that
are recommended and presented in the current fee study.

Financial Impact(s):

The CPI-U increase generates approximately $27,000 and $50,000 in water and wastewater
revenues and offsets inflationary increases in operating expenditures. The 12.26% increase in
wastewater rates will offset the annual cost of the class “A” biosolid treatment facility.

City Manager Review and Approval for placement on Council Agenda:

Dale Shaddox, City Mamger

898 Elk Drive Phone: (541) 469-2163 Aimerica’s -
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3 3 ] 3 3
CITY OF BROOKINGS

PROPOSED WATER AND SEWER RATES

EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 2006

1

2

CLASS A PROPOSED RATES
: CPI TREATMENT EFFECTIVE
UTILITY CURRENT RATES ADJUSTMENT PROJECT JULY 1, 2006
3.40% 12.26%
WATER:
- INSIDE CITY
FLAT FEE 6.00 0.20 $ 6.20
PER 100 Cubic Feet of Usage 1.30 0.04 $ 1.34
- OUTSIDE CITY
FLAT FEE 12.00 0.41 $ 12.41
PER 100 Cubic Feet of Usage 2.60 0.09 $ 2.69
SEWER:
- RESIDENTIAL 35.95 1.22 4.41 $ 41.58
- COMMERCIAL :
SERVICE CHARGE 2.03 , 0.07 0.25 $ 2.35
PER 100 Cubic Feet of Usage 3.94 0.13 0.48 $ 4.55
- RESTAURANT .
SERVICE CHARGE 2.03 0.07 0.25 $ 2.35
PER 100 Cubic Feet of Usage 4.47 : 0.15 0.55 $ 5.17
- INDUSTRIAL
SERVICE CHARGE 2.03 0.07 0.25 $ 2.35
PER 100 Cubic Feet of Usage 5.35 0.18 0.66 $ 6.19
- SCHOOLS
SERVICE CHARGE 2.03 0.07 0.25 $ 2.35
PER 100 Cubic Feet of Usage 2.33 0.08 0.29 $ 2,70
- CHURCHES
SERVICE CHARGE 2.03 0.07 0.25 $ 2.35
PER 100 Cubic Feet of Usage 2.27 0.08 0.28 $ 2.63

1 CPIRATE ADJUSTMENT OF 3.4% REFLECTS THE ANNUAL CHANGE IN THE CONSUMER PRICE INDEX FOR ALL URBAN
CONSUMERS {CPI-U} FROM MARCH 2005 TO MARCH 2006.

2 THE 12.26% INCREASE IN BASED ON AN ESTIMATED ANNUAL INCREASE IN DEBT SERVICE AND OPERATING COSTS OF
$228,400. IF THE CITY RECEIVES ANY PROJECT GRANT FUNDING A LESSOR RATE INCREASE WILL BE REFLECTED.




IN AND FOR THE CITY OF BROOKINGS
STATE OF OREGON

In the Matter of a Resolution Adopting ) Resolution 06-R-754
Rates, Fees and Charges to the Users of the )
City of Brookings Water Supply Services and )

)

)

Repealing Resolutions 05-R-746, 92-R-534 and
93-R-553

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 88-0-432 provides for adoption of rates, fees and
charges to the users of the City of Brookings water supply services; and

WHEREAS, the collection of reasonable rates, fees and charges are necessary to
sustain the water system and water service;

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to have the monthly user charges for City of
Brookings water supply services increased or decreased annually at July 1, in accordance
with the Consumer Price Index for all urban consumers (CPI-U), March to March;

WHEREAS, the CPI-U increased 3.4% from March 2005 to March 2006;
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and City Council of the City

of Brookings, Curry County, Oregon, that effective July 1, 2006, the following rates, fees
and charges are hereby adopted:

Monthly User Charges — Inside City Limits $6.20 Base Fee
$1.34 /per 100 cu.ft. of usage

- Outside City Limits $12.41 Base Fee
$2.69 /per 100 cu.ft. of usage

Service Deposit — For Tenant $120.00
Service Deposit — For Owner $60.00
Temporary Construction Service $60.00

(Six month maximum service. Service terminates upon receipt of certificate of
occupancy or the end of the six month term, whichever occurs firsy)

Cleaning Water (ten day maximum service) $25.00
Vacation Turn — On $20.00
- Outside City Limits $30.00
Vacation Turn — Off $20.00
- Outside City Limits $30.00

Red Tag Fee $20.00



Delinquent Shut Off Fee $20.00

After Hours Call Out Fee $110.00
Meter Test $50.00
Connection Fees:
Meter Drop — In $110.00
Service Pipe Extension and Meter Installation
¥ $2,500.00
%” — Outside City Limits $3,800.00
1” $2,900.00
1% $4,700.00
2” $6,500.00

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Resolutions 05-R-746, 92-R-534 and 93-R-553 are
repealed in their entirety.

DATED and signed this day of June, 2006,
Pat Sherman
MAYOR
ATTEST:
Paul Hughes

City Finance Director/Recorder



IN AND FOR THE CITY OF BROOKINGS
STATE OF OREGON

In the Matter of a Resolution Adopting ) Resolution 06-R-755
Rates, Fees and Charges to the Users of )
The City of Brookings Sewer Services; )
And Repealing Resolution 03-R-715 )

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 91-0-477 provides for adoption of rates, fees and
charges to the users of the City of Brookings sewer services;

WHEREAS, the collection of reasonable rates, fees and charges are necessary
to sustain the sewer system and sewer service;

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to have the monthly user charges for
City of Brookings Sewer Services increased or decreased annually at July 1, in

accordance with the Consumer Price Index for all urban consumers (CPI-U), March
to March;

WHEREAS, the CPI-U increased 3.4% from March 2005 to March 2006;

WHEREAS, the Class A Biosolids Treatment Project scheduled for
development in fiscal year 2006/2007 is estimated to cost the City of Brookings
$315,400 annually, of which $87,000 is expected to be paid by Harbor Sanitary

District, and the remaining $228,400 will require a 12.26% increase in all monthly
rate categories;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of

Brookings, Oregon, a municipal corporation, that the following rates, fees and
charges are hereby adopted, effective July 1, 2006:

Sewer Service Account Setup Fee: $10.00 nonrefundable
Service deposit - for tenant: Included with water deposit
for owner: Included with water deposit

Monthly user charges for:

Single family residential: $41.58
Multi-family residential: $41.58



Restaurants:

Commercial:

Churches:

Schools

Industrial

Harbor Sanitary District

$ 2.35 monthly service charge
plus § 5.17/ccf of water use

$ 2.35 monthly service charge
plus § 4.55/ccf of water use

$ 2.35 monthly service charge
plus § 2.63/ccf of water use

$ 2.35 monthly service charge
plus $ 2.70/ccf of water use

$ 2.35 monthly service charge
plus $ 6.19/ccf of water use

As established by agreement

Connection Fee (without existing lateral to property line)

4 $3,500.00
6”  $4,700.00
Lateral Inspection

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Resolution 03-R-715 is repealed in its

$20.00

entirety.
DATED and signed this day of July 2006,
Pat Sherman
Mayor
ATTEST:
Paul Hughes

Finance Director/Recorder



City Council Agenda Report

Date: June 16, 2006
To: Mayor & City Council

From: Paul Hughes, Finance Director

Subject: Resolution to adopt the City of Brookin gs Fiscal Year 2005/2006 Supplemental
Budget

Recommendation: ~ Adopt Resolution 06-R-756, a Supplemental Budget of the City of
Brookings for Fiscal Year 2005/2006.

Background /Discussion:

During the June 12" Common Council Meeting you held a hearing to reccive public input on the
supplemental budget for fiscal year 2005/2006. The report given during the hearing discussed the
revenues and expenditures of each fund adjusted through the supplemental budget process. Resolution
06-R-756 completes the supplemental budget process according to Oregon local budget law.

Financial Impact(s):
Financial impact was described in detail in the public hearing report.

City Manager Review and Approval for placement on Council Agenda:

Dale Shaddox, City nager

898 Elk Drive Phone: (541) 469-2163 Amierica’s
Brookings, OR 97415 Fax: (541) 469-3650

el Rivers
www.brookings.or.us %ﬂ%ﬁt-



IN AND FOR THE CITY OF BROOKINGS

STATE OF OREGON
In the Matter of a Resolution Adopting )
a Supplemental Budget for the 2005/2006 ) RESOLUTION NO. 06-R-756
Fiscal Year )

WHEREAS, the General Fund, Street Fund, Water Fund, Wastewater Fund,

Azalea Park Fund and Reserve Fund recorded unanticipated revenues and or expenditures
during the 2005/2006 fiscal year; and

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and City Council of the City
of Brookings, Curry County, Oregon, that the City Finance Director/Recorder be
authorized and directed to add and appropriate $100,448 into the General Fund, add and
appropriate $13,000 into the Street Fund, add and appropriate $210,469 into the Water
Fund, add and appropriate $102,300 into the Wastewater Fund, add and appropriate

$9,000 into the Azalea Park Fund, and transfer $25,000 within the Reserve Fund for the
2005/2006 fiscal year budget.

Adopted Supplemental Increase
Budget Budget (Decrease)
General Fund - Revenue
Networking Capital $498,232 $563,680 $ 65,448
Grant Revenue $797,610 $807,610 $ 10,000
Trans. In — Reserve Fund S 0 $ 25,000 $ 25,000
Total $1,295,842 $1,396,290 $100,448
General Fund - Expenditures
Non Dept. — Materials & Services $168,850 $253,550 $ 84,700
Non Dept. -~ Improvements $ 0 $ 11,750 $ 11,750
Non Dept. — Contingencies $343.334 $347.332 $__3.998
Total $512,184 $612,632 $100,448
Adopted Supplemental Increase
Budget Budget (Decrease)
Street Fund, Collections - Revenue
Networking Capital $119.000 $ 132,000 $ 13.000
Total $119,000 $ 132,000 $ 13,000
Street Fund - Expenditures
Materials and Services $123,100 $ 136,100 $ 13.000
- Total $123,100 $ 136,100 $ 13,000



Adopted Supplemental Increase
Budget Budget {Decrease)
Water Fund - Revenue
Networking Capital $194.000 S 384.469 $190.469
Total $194,000 $ 384,469 $190,469
Water Fund, Distribution - Expenditures
Materials and Services $142,760 $ 187,060 $ 44,300
Equipment $ 20,000 S 41,750 $ 21,750
Total $162,760 $ 228810 $ 66,050
Water Fund, Treatment - Expenditures
Materials and Services $154,225 $ 169,600 $ 15,375
Equipment . $ 0 $ 129,044 $ 129,044
Contingencies 3363.478 3 343478 $(_20.000)
Total $517,703 $ 642,122 $ 124,419
Adopted Supplemental Increase
Budget Budget {Decrease)
Waste Water Fund - Revenue
Networking Capital $523,800 $ 575,469 $ 21,300
User Fees $1,700,000 $1,750,000 $ 50,000
Connection Fees $ 20,000 $ 40,000 $ 20,000
Interest Income g 9.000 $_ 20,000 $ 11,000
Total $2,252,800 $2,385,469 $102,300
Waste Water Fund, Collections - Expenditures
Materials and Services $150,350 $ 177,650 $ 27300
Total $150,350 $ 177,650 $ 27,300
Waste Water Fund, Treatment - Expenditures
Personal Services $330,140 $ 335,140 $ 5,000
Materials and Services $367.820 3 437.820 $ 70,000
Total $728,095 $ 728,095 $ 75,000
Azalea Park Fund — Revenue
Networking Capital $ 75,700 $ 84,700 9,000
Total $ 75,700 3 84,700 $ 9,000
Azalea Park Fund — Expenditures
Improvements $ 20,000 § 29.000 $ _9.000
Total $ 20,000 $ 29,000 $ 9,000




Reserve Fund — Expenditures

Transfer — Qut $ 0 $ 25,000 $ 25,000
Improvements $151,597 $126,597 $ (25,000)
Total $151,597 $151,597 $ 0

DATED and signed this day of June, 2006,

Pat Sherman

Mayor
ATTEST:
Paul Hughes

City Finance Director/Recorder



City Council Agenda Report

Date: June 16, 2006
To:  Mayor & City Council
From: Paul Hughes, Finance Director

Subject: Fiscal Year 2006/2007 City of Brookings Budget

Recommendation: ~ Approve Resolution 06-R-758 adopting the City of Brookings budget,
declaring tax levied, making appropriations for the 2006-2007 fiscal
year, and to categorize the levy as provided in ORS 294.435.

Background /Discussion:

Oregon local budget law requires the city’s governing body to enact a resolution adopting the budget
for the next fiscal year, prior to June 30™. (ORS 294 .435)

As required by Oregon law, the City of Brookings fiscal year 2006-2007 budget includes the
following:

1. The detailed expenditures and resources for each fund, organizational unit, program or
activity,

Z. The detailed actual information for the first and second preceding years,

3. The adopted budget information for the current year,

4,

The proposed and approved budget figures for the upcoming year.

Before the City can implement the 2006-2007 budget and receive tax money necessary for operations,
this resolution must be adopted by the City Council.

As reported during the budget hearing, there were a few changes made to the budget document
subsequent to the approval by the Budget Committee. The Water Fund capital improvement project
list (pages 76-78) was updated to include information from a recent report given by the City Engineer
illustrating a total of approximately $18 million of unfunded water system projects. The proposed
budget reported approximately $12 million of unfunded projects. Funding within the Azalea Park
Fund was transferred from one project to another with higher priority. $15,000 was proposed for
equipment rental to complete an additional softball and soccer parking lot, but priority has shifted to
security cameras and lighting for vandalism prevention. This change has been noted on the Azalea
Park Fund capital improvement project list (page 98). Original projections assumed partial completion
of water and sewer master plans and detailed design of the biosolids project prior to June 30", These
projects will not begin until next fiscal year, requiring a budget adjustment to increase projected
beginning fund balances and an equal increase to the proper expenditure category. These changes are

noted on the Water Fund and Waste Water Fund capital improvement project lists (pages 76-78 and
85-86).

The 2006/2007 General Fund Fire Department budget includes the addition of an Assistant Fire Chief
position. A letter from Chief Sharp in reference to this budget item is included with this staff report.
Also included is a request from City Attorney, John Trew, to increase his hourly rates from $105.00

898 Elk Drive Phone: (541) 469-2163 America’s
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and $115.00 (for litigation) to $120.00 and $130.00 (for litigation) effective July 1, 2006. The
requested rates are included in the legal services line item within the Legislative/Administrative
Department budget of the General Fund.

Financial Impact(s):

The fiscal year 2006/07 approved and balanced budget of the City of Brookings is in the amount
of $17,843,510.

pproval for placement on Council Agenda:

City Manager Review apd A

7/

Dale Shaddox,

City Manager



Memeoerandum

TO: Mayor, Council - —
v ) ‘.’
FROM: William J. Sharp, Fire Chief L,
THROUGH: Dale Shaddox, City Manager Q% ' ==
DATE: 5-31-2006

Subject: Justification For Adding New Full-Time Position - Assistant Fire Chief

During work session meetings held with the Mayor and City Council during January,

each Department Head had an opportunity to discuss the current status and future needs
of their respective departments.

Issues that were discussed included:
» What services the department provides.
e Needs or goals for the future.
e Ideas to meet those goals.

One of the needs for the Fire Department that was discussed was the pressures put upon

the department due to the growth of the community. The Fire Chief described those
pressures as: ‘ }

o Needing help to maintain existing/historic fire service levels in a growing
community. The Fire Department is a “24/7” operation.

¢ Comply with ever increasing reporting and administrative requirements.

o Managing the volunteer staff.

In response to these needs the City Manager and Fire Chief decided to include a full time,
paid Assistant Fire Chief position in the proposed City budget for FY.2006/07.
Justification for the position is as follows: :

¢ Inthe absence of the Fire Chief there will be another full time paid officer to
assume command at emergency scenes.

- o With another full time fire officer the City can be assured that there will be an
officer to drive the engine and take command on emergencies rather than the
current situation where we do not have that assurance with volunteers
responding to the station due to work or personal constraints. The Fire Chief
responds directly to the fire scene.

* The Assistant Fire Chief will be directly in charge of department training and
record keeping. The training of personnel is by far the most important task of the
leadership of the Department. This will help the Fire Chief to stay current with

State training standards and compliance with OSHA and other regulatory
agencies.



Hiring another full time fire officer will help the Fire Chief to accomplish
more work in the community — commercial / business fire inspections,
hydrant inspections / maintenance and records, fire prevention activities,
recruitment and retention of volunteers.

Hiring an Assistant Fire Chief will enable the City to train, educate, and
invest in a potential future Fire Chief for the Department before it may be
needed.

With continued growth of the community it has become increasingly
difficult for the Fire Chief to be involved in meetings, administration
issues, planning/development business plus the emergency responses.
Having a full time paid Assistant Fire Chief will free up the Fire Chiefs’ time
to continue his current level of involvement plus care for the continued
increasing pressures on the Department and community.

The high cost of living in our area is making it more and more difficult to
recruit and retain volunteers. With the hiring of an Assistant Fire Chief we
can better provide “24/7” service to the community by having two full time
paid employees.

The Volunteer Firefighters fully support this move and understand the
added strength this position will create for the Department and its ability
to provide service to the community.
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Paul Hughes

From: Dale Shaddox

Sent:  Tuesday, June 06, 2006 9:38 AM
To: Donna Colby-Hanks; Paul Hughes
Subject: FW: Attorney fee

Here is John's request for a rate increase.

Dale Shaddox

City Manager

City of Brookings, OR
541-469-1101
dshaddox@brookings.or.us

From: John Trew [mailto:johntrew@verizon.net]
Sent: Monday, June 05, 2006 10:41 AM

To: Pat Sherman; Jan Willms; Larry Anderson; Craig Mickelson; Dave Gordon; Dale Shaddox
Cc: Donna Colby-Hanks
Subject: Attorney fee

Dear Council,

| am requesting an increase in my hourly rate from the current $105.00 and $115.00 for litigation (LUBA, Arbitration
and lawsuits) to $120.00 and $130.00 for litigation (LUBA, Arbitration and lawsuits) beginning July 1, 2006.

I serve at the pleasure of the Council. | can be removed at anytime by the Council.
Respectfully submitted,

John Trew
Brookings City Attorney



IN AND FOR THE CITY OF BROOKINGS
STATE OF OREGON

In the Matter of a Resolution Adopting the

)
City of Brookings’ Budget, Declaring Tax Levied, ) RESOLUTION
Making Appropriations for the 2006-2007 ) NO.
Fiscal Year and to Categorize the Levy as ) 06-R-758

)

Provided in ORS 294.435

BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Brookings hereby

adopts the budget for fiscal year 2006-2007 in the sum of $17,843,510 now on file
in the office of the City Finance Director/Recorder.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of
Brookings hereby imposes the taxes provided for in the adopted budget at the
rate of $3.7630 per $1,000 of assessed value for operations; and in the amount of
$109,950 for bonds; and that these taxes are hereby imposed and categorized for

tax year 2006-2007 upon the assessed value of all taxable property within the
district.

General Excluded
Government from
Limitation
General Fund $3.7630/1000
Debt Service Fund $109,950

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the amounts for the fiscal year

beginning July 1, 2006, and for the purposes shown below are hereby
appropriated as follows:

GENERAL FUND
Appropriation
Judicial $ 5,925
Legislative/Administrative 317,470
Police ' 1,700,770
Fire 289,600
Community Development 367,610
Parks & Recreation 221,015
Finance 252,075
Swimming Pool 92,250
Non-Departmental 543.868

TOTAL FUND APPROPRIATION | $ 3,790,583



STREET FUND

Personal Services
Materials & Services
Capital Outlay
Interfund Transfers

TOTAL FUND APPROPRIATION

WATER FUND

Distribution
Treatment
Interfund Transfers
Capital Outlay
Contingencies

TOTAL FUND APPROPRIATION

WASTEWATER FUND

Collection
Treatment

Capital Outlay
Interfund Transfers
Contingencies

TOTAL FUND APPROPRIATION

9-1-1 FUND

Materials & Services
Capital Outlay
Interfund Transfers
Contingencies

TOTAL FUND APPROPRIATION

$ 108,200
235,129
5,000

48,499

$ 396,828

$ 428,475
356,250
132,571
217,500

188,241

1.323.0

$ 542,400
747,350
960,730
764,214

500,000

$3.514.604

$ 31,550
35,000
135,000

185.450

$_407,000



AZALEA PARK FUND

Materials & Services $ 22475
Capital Outlay 30,000
Interfund Transfers 28,214
Contingencies 34,811
TOTAL FUND APPROPRIATION $ 115,500
DEBT SERVICE FUND
Interfund Transfers $ 102,800
TOTAL FUND APPROPRIATION $_ 102,800

DEBT SERVICE 2003 SERIES FUND

Materials and Services $ 400

Debt Service 351,700

TOTAL FUND APPROPRIATION $ 352,100

DAWSON BANCROFT BOND FUND

Materials and Services $ 425

Debt Service 92,020

TOTAL FUND APPROPRIATION $ 92,445
WASTEWATER LOAN FUND

Debt Service $ 1,058,450



DEQ Reserve
Contingencies

TOTAL FUND APPROPRIATION

GENERAL RESERVE FUND

Capital Outlay
Contingencies

TOTAL FUND APPROPRIATION

SYSTEM REPLACEMENT FUND

Street - Capital Outlay
Water - Capital Outlay
Wastewater - Capital Outlay

TOTAL FUND APPROPRIATION

SYSTEM DEVELOPMENT FUND

Street - Capital Outlay
Water - Capital Outlay
Wastewater — Capital Outlay
- Interfund Transfers
- Contingencies
Parks & Recreation - Capital Outlay
Storm Drain - Capital Outlay

TOTAL FUND APPROPRIATION

981,229

501,244

32,540,923

$ 195,000

722,000

£ 917,000

$ 256,500
346,000
350,500

$_953.000

$ 340,000
1,237,500
725,300
575,700
100,000
163,000

192,600

$3.334,100



STOUT PARK TRUST FUND

Materials and Services

$ 3,000
Interfund Transfers 500
TOTAL FUND APPROPRIATION 3 __3.500

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Brookings City Finance
Director/Recorder certify to the County Assessor the tax levy made by this

Resolution and shall file with the County Assessor a copy of the budget as finally
determined.

PASSED by the City Council of the Cj

ty of Brookings and signed by
the Mayor this day of June, 2006.

Pat Sherman

Mayor
ATTEST:

Paul Hughes
Finance Director/Recorder



RESOLUTION NO. 06-R-760

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF BROOKINGS
ESTABLISHING FEES FOR THE PERFORMANCE OF THE ACTIONS AND

REVIEWS REQUIRED BY THE BROOKINGS MUNICIPAL CODE, AND
REPEALING RESOLUTION NO. 92-R-532.

BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Brookings as follows:

The following filing fees shall be paid to the City of Brookings at the time of

application, and no review or action shall proceed without payment of fees below
listed in full, and no part of said fee shall be refundable: -

FEE SCHEDULE

(1) Planned Unit Development $4,200.00
Variance $2,385.00
Conditional Use Permit $2,545.00
(1) Comprehensive Plan Amendment $3,590.00
(1) Annexation $5,000.00
Vacation $2,410.00
Appeal To:

Planning Commission $150.00

City Council $250.00
Minor Partition $1,960.00
(1) Major Partition/Subdivision $3,000.00
Minor Change $980.00
Lot Line Adjustment $140.00
Sign Approval $130.00
Extension of Time SUB/CUP $245.00
County Referrals $955.00
(1) Detailed Development Plan $7,128.00
Final Map Approval $515.00
LU Compatibility Statements $40.00
(1) Master Plan Development $8,400.00
Permit Clearance Review $165.00
(2) Pre-Application Services $515.00
Re-Notification $135.00
Zone Change (without Comp. Plan Amendment) $2,690.00

Public Works Plan Review

2% of project value



(1) Public Works Inspection(collected at time of permit issuance) 3% of project value

(1) For the above noted services the base fee will be charged which reflects less than
average costs for such applications. If the City cost for processing the application
exceeds the base fee, the applicant will be liable for, and billed monthly for staff and/or
consultant’s time and other associated costs incurred with processing the application
(including, but not limited to planning, public works, engineering, City administration,
legal, and inspection services).

(2) Fee for the first meeting is applied to the application fee. Each additional Pre-
Application meeting increases the application fee by $515.00.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Resolution No. 92-R-532, adopted March 23,
1992, is hereby repealed in its entirety.

PASSED by the City Council of the City of Brookings and signed by the mayor
this day of , 2006.

Pat Sherman
Mayor

ATTEST:

Paul Hughes -
City Finance Director/Recorder



