AGENDA
Rogue Valley Metropolitan Planning Organization

RVMPO

Technical Advisory Committee

Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2014
Time: 1:30 p.m.
Location: Jefferson Conference Room, RVCOG 155 N. 1% Street, Central Point
Transit: served by RVTD Route #40
Phone: Sue Casavan, RVCOG, 541-423-1360
RVMPO website : www.rvmpo.org
1. Call to Order/Introductions/Review AgeNnda ...........cocceverieeiienieneenie e, Mike Kuntz, Chair
2. Review/Approve Summary Minutes (AttaChMENT #1) .......ccviiiiiiiiiiereee e Chair
3. Public Comment (Items not 0N the AQENda).........cccveiueiieiiereiie e Chair

Action Items:

4. Transportation Improvement Program & Regional Plan Amendments ..................... Andrea Napoli

Background:

Attachment:

Action Requested:

The RVTD is requesting to amend the RTP and TIP to include the new Valley Feeder
Pilot Project. This project will be using 2014 CMAQ funds, as tentatively approved by
the Policy Committee on March 25th.

#2 — Memo, RTP/TIP Amendments

The TAC is requested to make a recommendation to the Policy Committee on the
proposed RTP and TIP amendments

5. Air Quality Conformity ConSUIAtION ........c.ociiiiiii i Dan Moore

Background:

Attachments:

Action Requested:

RVMPO is starting interagency consultation on procedures for conforming the 2015-
2018 TIP and update of the 2038 RTP. The Oregon Conformity Rule identifies the TAC
as being the region’s standing committee for consultation purposes.

#3 — Pre-Analysis Consensus Plan for Transportation Conformity (attached separately);
Timeline

Review and comment on analysis plan.


http://www.rvmpo.org/�

Presentation Items:

TS £ - 1= o | Tl STy 4 T=T o | ST UPRR Jonathan David

Background: This is a presentation to the RVMPO TAC & PAC by ODOT and DLCD on Strategic
Assessments. The TAC and PAC will be asked for formal recommendations to the
Policy Committee on proceeding with a Strategic Assessment for the RVMPO area at
their next regularly-scheduled meetings (PAC — May 20, 2014 and TAC — June 11,

2014).
Attachment: #4 — Memo, Strategic Assessment
7. Medford’s Urban Reserve Transportation/Land-Use Concept Plan............ccccccevevevvenenen. John Adam
Background: Collaboration on Medford’s conceptual transportation and land-use plan for its urban

reserve (per Regional Plan requirement 4.1.8)

Attachments: #5 — Memo, Land Use Concept Coordination Plan

8. MPO Planning UPAALe .........cooouiiiiiiiieiieiieie ettt st nne e Jonathan David
9. PUBDIIC COMMEBNT ... Chair
10. Other BUSINESS / LOCAI BUSINESS ..o Chair

Opportunity for RVMPO member jurisdictions to talk about transportation planning projects.

o | T 10T T 0 USROS Chair

e The next regularly scheduled MPO TAC Committee meeting: Wednesday, June 11,
2014, at 1:30 p.m. in the Adams Room at the Medford Library.

e The next MPO Policy Committee meeting is scheduled for Tuesday, May 27, 2014, at
2:00 p.m. in the Jefferson Conference Room, RVCOG, Central Point.

e The next MPO PAC meeting is scheduled for Tuesday, May 20, 2014 at 5:30 p.m. in
the Jefferson Conference Room, RVCOG, Central Point.

IN COMPLIANCE WITH THE AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT, IF YOU NEED SPECIAL ASSISTANCE TO
PARTICIPATE IN THIS MEETING, PLEASE CONTACT SUE CASAVAN, 541-423-1360. REASONABLE ADVANCE
NOTICE OF THE NEED FOR ACCOMMODATION PRIOR TO THE MEETING (48 HOURS ADVANCE NOTICE IS
PREFERABLE) WILL ENABLE US TO MAKE REASONABLE ARRANGEMENTS TO ENSURE ACCESSIBILITY TO THIS
MEETING.



SUMMARY MINUTES
Rogue Valley Metropolitan Planning Organization
Technical Advisory Committee

W

April 9, 2014
The following people were in attendance:
RVMPO Technical Advisory Committee

Voting Members in Attendance:

lan Horlacher ODOT

John Adam City of Medford

Jon Sullivan RVTD

Josh LeBombard DLCD

Kelli Sparkman ODOT

Matt Samitore City of Central Point
Mike Kuntz, Chairman Jackson County
Paige Townsend RVTD

Tom Humphrey, Vice Chairman City of Central Point
Voting Members arriving late:

Robert Miller City of Eagle Point
Others Present:

Mike Montero

RVCOG Staff
Dan Moore, Andrea Napoli, Bunny Lincoln

1. Call to Order / Introductions

Mike Kuntz called the meeting to order at 1:52 p.m., without the presence of a quorum. The minutes
will be sent to those not present in order to allow them to vote. Those present introduced
themselves.

2. Review / Approve Minutes
Kuntz asked committee members if there were any additions or corrections to the March meeting
minutes. Correction: John Adam made the motion to adopt the February minutes.

Due to the lack of a quorum, no approval action was taken.

3. Public Comment
No public comment was forthcoming.

4, Draft 2014-15 Unified Work Program
Dan Moore presented the Draft Work Program and asked if any members had questions or



comments to make prior to sending recommendations to the Policy Committee. He added that the
draft included incorporation of comments from responding agencies (RVTD, ODOT, etc.).

Due to the lack of a quorum, an email poll will be sent out to ask for comments from the
membership.

The additional 36% budget increase is related to the $25,000 dues carryover. Funds will be
expended on Air Quality Conformance Modeling and the TGM Fund ($68,000+).

5. Transportation Improvement Program (T1P) & Regional Plan (RTP) Amendments
Public hearing set for April.

Dan Moore said a public hearing is scheduled for May, and ODOT is requesting that the 1-5
Medford- North Ashland paving project be amended into the current TIP/STIP and RTP. A TAC
recommendation was requested. An email request for comment will be sent out electronically.

6. RVM PO Public Participation Plan Update
Andrea Napoli, asked for a recommendation to the Policy Committee. The Plan was last updated in
2007. The update breaks down the various changes made by Staff, and include:

Section 1. Introduction - Map 21 information was added. This does not change any public
participation requirements.

Section 3. Goals & Objectives — Some policy language was revised in the Policies section
regarding greater use of the new website, an emails whereby the can be made more aware of MPO
activities.

Goal 1. Policy 10 — Based upon a PAC recommendation, language was added to encourage various
MPO committee members to make statements (to media) to increase public awareness of MPO
activities.

Staff is proposing a 21 day public notice to allow more lead time for legal notifications.

Section 7 has been totally revised to call for Staff and committee review and revision of public
participation activities, as opposed to current public review.

Appendix C provides an analysis of public outreach for the 2013 RTP update.

The “About This Document” section will be completely revised to summarize the current update
process.

The PAC recommended approval of the Plan at their November meeting, and a Policy Committee
hearing will be held in May.

Goal 1, Policy 10. - Mike Kuntz spoke about various members speaking directly to the press, and
whether such actions might create problems for TAC members. It was agreed by Committee
members that it would be better for the TAC not to make a recommendation on the document
changes related to this matter, as it is a policy matter.

A brief discussion was held about methods by which to better inform the public about MPO
activities. Josh LeBombard questioned if something could be done strategically to familiarize the
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public with issues of significant interest. Tom Humphrey said that creativity was often required to
boost public involvement. On line surveys were mentioned.

Mike Kuntz requested that this item return to the TAC next month for further discussion.

7. M PO Planning Update
A discussion was held about items to be discussed in May because it will be a joint meeting with the
PAC focusing on a presentation on the ODOT/DLCD Strategic Assessment.

Dan Moore clarified that the only electronic recommendations requested would on the UPWP and
TIP amendments.

Paige Townsend stated that, due to the lack of a quorum, she was comfortable with an email vote on
Public Participation Plan (with edits to Policy #10).

8. Public Comment
Mike Montero pointed out that the word ”designated” should be added to the representatives allowed
to make statements to the media.

0. Other Business/ L ocal Business

John Adam suggested discussions at a future meeting on how Discretionary Funding money is
allocated. Members agreed that this would be a good idea. Paige Townsend said that the graphs
might have had a bit more information provided. She likes the STP and CMAQ designations this
year. Andrea Napoli commented that some criteria clarifications could be implemented to avoid
different interpretations.

Members agreed to place this topic on a future meeting agenda.
Rob Miller, Eagle Point, arrived at 2:30 PM, thereby creating a quorum.

On a motion by Tom Humphrey, seconded by lan Horlacher, the Unified Planning Work
Program (UPWP) was unanimously recommended to the Policy Committee for adoption.

On a motion by Kédli Sparkman, seconded by Tom Humphrey, the March minutes were
unanimously approved as amended.

On a motion by Paige Townsend, and seconded by Tom Humphrey, the Public Participation
Plan (with the addition of the word “designated” members of the various MPO committees...
to Policy 10, page 8) was unanimously recommended to the Policy Committee for adoption.

Members suggested implementing an RSVP mechanism to determine, in advance, if the presence of
a quorum would be an issue for future meetings.

Paige Townsend spoke about various focus groups on the HTC Public Perceptions Project and some
potential timing for bringing the results to the MPO.

10.  Adjournment
The meeting was adjourned at 2:38 p.m.



Attachment #2
(Agenda Item 4)

Rogue Valley
Metropolitan Planning Organization

Regional Transportation Planning

Ashland « Central Point « Eagle Point » Jacksonville « Medford ¢ Phoenix ¢Talent « White City
Jackson County » Rogue Valley Transportation District « Oregon Department of Transportation

DATE: May 1, 2014
TO: RVMPO Technical Advisory Committee
FROM: Andrea Napoli, Associate Planner

SUBJECT: RTP and TIP Amendments

The TAC is requested to make a recommendation to the Policy Committee on the proposed RTP
and TIP amendments described below. The Policy Committee will hold a public hearing at
2:00pm on Tuesday, May 27, 2014 to consider adoption.

RVTD: Valley Feeder Pilot Project, Demand Response Service

In order to receive 2014 CMAQ funds, this new project will need to be amended into the 2012-
15 TIP & STIP, and the 2013-2038 RTP project list.

Project Name Key Number Other Amount

Valley Feeder Pilot Project New Project 100,000

Background

The Valley Feeder Pilot Project is a new project which was tentatively approved by the Policy
Committee at their March 25" meeting to receive 2014 CMAQ funds. This approval was in
association with the 2016-2018 discretionary funds project approval process.



2013-2038 RTP Amendment #6
Add RVTD Valley Feeder Pilot Project, New Project
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PROJECT Conformity
NUMBER LOCATION DESCRIPTION TIMING COST SEiG
RVTD
. . Valley Feeder, Exempt-
1055 Various, Transit y short $111,445 P
demand-response Table 2
2013-15 TIP Amendment #12-15 53
Add RVTD Valley Feeder Pilot Project, New Project
. . RTP Air Federal Required Total
Project Project Project Quality Key # Federal Phase Federal Match Fed+Req Total All
Name Description N Fiscal Year Sources
umber Status Source $ Source Match
RVTD
Planning $
Design $
Land
Purchase $
\F/gcl-l?ér Transit, Exempt Utility
Pilot demand- 1055 (Table 2, Relocate $
Project response Transit) Construction $
New
Project FFY2014 Other 100,000 | CMAQ 11,445 | RVTD 111,445
Total
FFY12-15 $ 100,000 $ 11,445 $ $ 111,445




Attachment 3

Tasks Timeline (Agenda Item 5)

2015-18 TIP 2038 RTP

Date Contact Description
May 6, 2014 Interagency Group Published RVMPO Pre-Analysis Plan; distributed among interagency partners; posted on www.rvmpo.org
RVMPO Technical Advisory . : . .
May 14, 2014 Committee (TAC) Present analysis plan to TAC for review, discussion
May 26, 2014 Interagency Group Consultation with ODEQ, ODOT, EPA, FTA, FHWA on analysis plan.
TBD ODEQ Request updated, local vehicle registration data (if needed)
June9, 2014 Interagency Group Send formal notice of beginning conformaty analysis; seek concurrence by June 16, 2014.
June 16, 2014 Interagency Group No agency objection to notice of conformity analysis begun June 9, 2014
July 9, 2014 RVMPO TAC Present results of emissions analysis, with and without future transit service; sought comments
RVMPO Public Advisory Discuss conformity process and present full analysis results; seek PAC and public comments. Announce
July 15, 2014 . .
Council public workshop
July 16, 2014 Interagency Group Distribute Agency Draft of the 2014 AQDC for review
. . Discuss conformity process and present full analysis results; seek comments. Announce public workshop.
iy A, s Offer to make presentations to interested jurisdiction groups, committees.
Julv 31 2014 Interagency Grou Interagency consultation of draft AQCD with ODEQ, ODOT, FHWA, FTA and EPA. All comments
ysh agency P reflected in draft for public review and final adopted document. Consultation record at RV COG, Central
Aug 13, 2014 RVMPO TAC Discuss conformlty process, TIP Adpptlon, RTP update. Offer to make presentations to interested jurisdiction
groups, committees. Announce public workshop Feb. 26
Legal notice and advertising announcing public comment period beginning on draft 2015 - 2018 TIP,
Aug 15, 2014 Public Notifications amended 2038 RTP and draft AQCD; all drafts and supporting documents will be available at RV COG,
public libraries and www.rvmpo.org.
RVMPO Policy Committee, [Public workshop to review and discuss draft 2015 - 2018 TIP, amended 2038 RTP and draft AQCD. Copies
Aug 26, 2014 : : . .
public workshop of al documents will be available at meeting
Sept 10, 2014 RVMPO TAC Formal recommendation to Policy Committee on adoption of draft TIP, anended RTP and AQCD.
Sept 16, 2014 RVMPO PAC Formal recommendation to Policy Committee on adoption of draft TIP, anended RTP and AQCD.
Sept 23, 2014 RVMPO Policy Committee  [Public hearing and adoption of 2015 - 2018 TIP, amended 2038 RTP and AQCD.

5/7/2014




Attachment #4
(Agenda Item 6)

Rogue Valley
Metropolitan Planning Organization

Regional Transportation Planning

Ashland ¢ Central Point « Eagle Point » Jacksonville « Medford ¢ Phoenix sTalent « White City
Jackson County » Rogue Valley Transportation District « Oregon Department of Transportation

DATE: May 6, 2014

TO: RVMPO Technical Advisory Committee
RVMPO Public Advisory Council

FROM: Jonathan David, Planning Program Manager

SUBJECT:  Strategic Assessment

The purpose of this memo isto provide a brief background on Strategic Assessments and the
presentation by Oregon Departments of Transportation and Land Conservation and Development
on the Strategic Assessment process. The Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) and the Public
Advisory Council (PAC) will be asked for formal recommendations to the Policy Committee on
proceeding with a Strategic Assessment for the RVMPO area at their next regularly-scheduled
meetings (PAC — May 20, 2014 and TAC — June 11, 2014).

Background
At the July 2013 RVMPO Policy Committee meeting, Bob Cortright, Department of Land

Conservation and Development (DLCD), gave a Power Point presentation on the Oregon
Sustainable Transportation Initiative (OSTI1). He briefly discussed the GreenSTEP model and
how it could be used to evaluate local plans. He focused on the Strategic Assessment part of the
process and said that the region could do an assessment of existing adopted plans.

Following the presentation, Policy Committee members expressed concerns about the impact of
work on local staff members. The committee asked for more information on what will be
necessary, and requested that the RVMPO TAC and PAC take alook at information about the
Strategic Assessment process and bring back a recommendation to the Policy Committee after
review. The Policy Committee would like to see what kind of regional support thereisfor
conducting a Strategic A ssessment.

At the joint TAC/PAC meeting on Wednesday, May 14, 2014, ODOT and DLCD staff will
present information on strategic assessments. The presentation will cover the following:

e Overview of strategic assessments

e Explanation of the modeling tool used for the assessment and the various outcomes it
measures, including greenhouse gas emissions, household transportation costs, and air
quality

e Connections to other MPO planning efforts

e Support provided by ODOT and DLCD

RVMPO is staffed by Rogue Valley Council of Governments ¢ 155 N. First St. « P O Box 3275 « Central Point OR 97502 * 664-6674



Attachment #5
(Agenda Item 7)

City of Medford

OREGON

[ ]
w1 Planning Department
Working with the community to shape a vibrant and exceptional city
MEMORANDUM
SUBJECT: Coordination on Medford’s transportation and land-use concept plan for its
urban reserve
To: RVMPO Technical Advisory Committee
FROM: John Adam, Planner IV, Long-Range Planning
DATE: 30 April 2014 for 14 May 2014 meeting
Background

The Regional Plan established urban reserves for all the participating cities when it
was adopted in 2012. Those reserves theoretically provide 50 years’ worth of
growth for the region. The Plan contains a set of “performance indicators” (viz,
“conditions of approval”) that requires collaboration with the MPO on the develop-
ment of conceptual transportation plans and conceptual land-use plans. Medford’s
presentation of its conceptual plan at the MPO TAC meeting is intended to fulfill that
requirement.

Public Works and Planning staff developed a land-use plan in conjunction with a
transportation plan. [t was truly an iterative process: a basic framework of streets
drove placement of uses and densities, which in turn influenced street connections
and locations. Another factor staff took into account were connections with other
cities’ street systems.

A detailed map will be presented at the MPO TAC meeting, but an orientation map
showing the urban growth boundaries, urban reserves, and higher-order street ex-
tensions into Medford’s reserve may be found on the last page of this memo.

Performance Indicators

The following is an excerpt from the list of performance indicators required of the
County and cities. This is provided for context. The excerpt covers specifically the
conceptual transportation and land-use plan requirement for the urban reserves.

4.1.7 Conceptual Transportation Plans. Conceptual transportation plans
shall be prepared early enough in the planning and development cycle
that the identified regionally significant transportation corridors within
each of the URs can be protected as cost-effectively as possible by avail-

Lausmann Annex, 200 South Ivy Street, Medford, Oregon 97501
Tel. 541.774.2380 + www.ci.medford.or.us *« Fax 541.618.1708



4.1.8
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able strategies and funding. A conceptual transportation plan for an ur-
ban reserve or appropriate portion of an urban reserve shall be pre-
pared by the City in collaboration with the Rogue Valley Metropolitan
Planning Organization, applicable irrigation districts, Jackson County,
and other affected agencies, and shall be adopted by Jackson County and
the respective city prior to or in conjunction with a UGB amendment
within that UR.

a.

Transportation Infrastructure. The Conceptual transportation
plan shall identify a general network of regionally significant ar-
terials under local jurisdiction, transit corridors, bike and pedes-
trian paths, and associated projects to provide mobility through-
out the Region (including intracity and intercity, if applicable).

Conceptual Land Use Plans. A proposal for a UGB Amendment into a
designated UR shall include a conceptual land-use plan prepared by the
City in collaboration with the Rogue Valley Metropolitan Planning Or-
ganization, applicable irrigation districts, Jackson County, and other af-
fected agencies for the area proposed to be added to the UGB as follows:

a.

Target Residential Density. The conceptual land-use plan shall
provide sufficient information to demonstrate how the residen-

tial densities of Section 4.1.5, above, will be met at full build-out

of the area added through the UGB amendment.

Land Use Distribution. The conceptual land-use plan shall indi-
cate how the proposal is consistent with the general distribution
of land uses in the Regional Plan, especially where a specific set
of land uses were part of the rationale for designating land which
was determined by the Resource Lands Review Committee to be
commercial agricultural land as part of an urban reserve, which
applies to the following URs: CP-1B, CP-1C, CP-4D, CP-6A, CP-2B,
MD-4, MD-6, MD-7mid, MD-7n, PH-2, TA-2, TA-4.

Transportation Infrastructure. The conceptual land-use plan
shall include the transportation infrastructure required in Sec-
tion 4.1.7 above.

Mixed Use/Pedestrian Friendly Areas. The conceptual land-
use plan shall provide sufficient information to demonstrate how
the commitments of Section 4.1.6 above will be met at full build-
out of the area added through the UGB amendment.
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Map of Central Point, Medford, and Phoenix UGBs and urban reserves

C.P. urban reserve

" \|
Ce‘ntral\P\oint ' U’ 3 /
o s H :

i

N\

/ MeqfordE

S W

A

i Phoenix\J

LN




	1_TAC Agenda_5-14-14
	/AGENDA
	Rogue Valley Metropolitan Planning Organization
	Technical Advisory Committee
	0B0BDate: Wednesday, May 14, 2014
	1B1B      Time: 1:30 p.m.
	2B2BLocation: Jefferson Conference Room, RVCOG 155 N. 1PstP Street, Central Point
	3B3BPhone: Sue Casavan, RVCOG, 541-423-1360


	2_RVCOG TAC DRAFT MINUTES - 4-09-14
	April 9, 2014

	3_Memo_TIP_RTP AmendmentValleyFeeder
	4_TIP-RTP-Tasks-Timeline2014
	Sheet1

	5_Memo_Strategic-Assessment
	6_memo_LU concept plan coordination w MPO



