AGENDA
Rogue Valley Metropolitan Planning Organization
Technical Advisory Committee

Date: Wednesday, July 9, 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 Item:

4. RVMPO Environmental Justice and Title VI Plan .........c.ccccoooviieiiiieicccce e Andrea Napoli
Background: The plan has been updated from its 2010 version which utilized 2000 Census data.

The focus of the update includes a revised demographic profile based on 2010 Census
and 2007 — 2011 American Community Survey data.

Attachment: #2 — Memo, Draft Plan

Action Requested: Forward recommendation to approve plan.

Discussion Items:

5. Review of Draft 2015-2018 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) / Regional Transportation
Plan (RTP) AMENAMENTS .....oiuiiiiiieiiiie ettt sb e reenee e e Dan Moore

Background: The final draft of the 2015-18 TIP projects and amendments to the 2013-38 RTP are
ready for the TAC to review before being included in the draft documents for adoption in
August.

Attachment: #3 — Draft 2015-18 Project list and Amendment #7 of the 2013-38 RTP which includes
adding new projects and removing completed projects from the RTP project list for each
jurisdiction.


http://www.rvmpo.org/�

Action Requested: Review and comment on draft project lists.

6. Alternative Measures ANAIYSIS ATBAS ......ccuiuiiieiiiieiie ettt sae e b es Dan Moore

Background: Staff seeks the TAC’s consensus on the proposed analysis areas for evaluating
Alternative Measures 5 & 6

Attachment: #4 — Memo, Alternative Measures Analysis Areas.
Action Requested: Review and comment on proposed analysis areas.
7. MPO Planning UPAte ........ccoooueiieiieieciese et sts et sna e sraeaesneesneens Jonathan David
ST = U o [ ol @0 ] =] o | ST Chair
9. Other BUSINESS / LOCAI BUSINESS .......coivieieiieiiieie et eie s steeae e teeae e steesae e sneeaesnaesseeessneenes Chair

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

O o To 0] 10 01T o SRR ORPRPRR Chair

e The next regularly scheduled RVMPO TAC Committee meeting is
scheduled for Wednesday, August 13, 2014 at 1:30 p.m. in the Jefferson
Conference Room, RVCOG, Central Point.

e The next RVMPO Policy Committee meeting is scheduled for Tuesday, July
22, 2014, at 2:00 p.m. in the Jefferson Conference Room, RVCOG, Central
Point.

e The next RVMPO PAC meeting is scheduled for Tuesday, July 15, 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.
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SUMMARY MINUTES
Rogue Valley Metropolitan Planning Organization
Technical Advisory Committee

June 11, 2014
The following people were in attendance:
RVMPO Technical Advisory Committee

Voting Members in Attendance:

Alex Georgevitch City of Medford

lan Horlacher ODOT

John Adam City of Medford

Jon Sullivan RVTD

Karl Johnson City of Ashland
Kelli Sparkman ODOT

Kelly Madding Jackson County
Kevin Caldwell Phoenix

Matt Samitore City of Central Point
Mike Faught (for Maria Harris) City of Ashland
Mike Kuntz Jackson County
Mike Upston Eagle Point

Paige Townsend RVTD

Tom Humphrey City of Central Point
Robert Miller City of Eagle Point
Others Present:

Matt Brinkley (Phoenix Planning Director), Desmond McGeough (Medford), Mike Stitt, Mike
Montero.

RVCOG Staff
Jonathan David, Dan Moore, Andrea Napoli, Bunny Lincoln, Sue Casavan, Pat Foley

1 Call to Order / Introductions

Vice Chair Tom Humphrey called the meeting to order at 1:35 p.m. Those present introduced
themselves. John Adam introduced Desmond McGeough, and said that he (McGeough) would be
replacing him as Medford’s representative to the TAC. Chairman Mike Kuntz arrived, and took
over the meeting.

2. Review / Approve Minutes
Chairman Kuntz asked committee members if there were any additions or corrections to the May
meeting minutes.

On amotion by Kelli Sparkman and seconded by Alex Geor gevitch, the minuteswere
unanimously approved as presented.
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3. Public Comment
No public comment was forthcoming.

4, Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and TIP amendments

Andrea Napoli presented details about the proposed amendments. Highway 273 has been deleted
because it is outside the MPO boundary. ODOT has asked that the Highway 140 project (Exit 35 to
Blackwell Rd.) be added to the TIP and RTP project list ($410,000) in order to bring the project to
completion by 2017.

On amotion by Alex Georgevitch, seconded Tom Humphrey, the Committee unanimously
recommended the Highway 140 project beamended intothe RTP and TIP.

5. Discretionary Funding Project Evaluation Scoring

Based upon a previous request from the Committee, Andrea Napoli explained the TAC project
scoring, and presented three spreadsheets to the Committee:

1. Project Scoring Sheets

2. Comparisons to Final Rankings

3. Project Measures Table

A Committee discussion included the following comments and concerns:
e Scoring difficulties due to lack of available time for full technical evaluation of projects

e Value of Staff scoring as implemented

e Movement away from a more technical analysis

e CMAQ Air Quality technical analysis should not be ranked low, medium and high.
e  Staff highlights are good but Committee fell short of its responsibility

e The Committee does a good job making concessions to benefit smaller jurisdictions.
e Compromise and politics play a part

e The technical side is more important

e Some criteria are not as clear as they could be

e RP goal need to be considered

e Core issues should be established

e Articulate specific scoring issues and project details

e s the current process properly justified

e What is the actual difficulty with the scoring process used

e Come up with a clear process and outline for future application presentations and scoring
e Benefit of COG Staff touring future proposed projects prior to scoring process

implementation

Amount of time needed to process applications. Enough time for Staff to do its work.

e Value in discussing the process further for potential wording refinements

Importance of TAC responsibility to do the job completely in order to make the process
easier for everyone involved

Make changes just prior to next process cycle

Seek DLCD input

Plan for extra time needed to complete the presentation and scoring process
Application changes may be prudent

Do it now (90-120 days)
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e CMAQ application modifications (especially for split funding requests) are important
(ODOT)

6. Surface Transportation Project (STP) Fundsfor Sidewalk Infill

Johnathan David queried the group about creating a mechanism (a separate “pot” of money) for
funding small projects to build infill sidewalks. Members discussed issues with federal funding,
benefits of the concept, possible STP fund exchange, potential archeology requirements, Alternative
Measures (perhaps the greatest benefit?). The Committee expressed the desire to explore the
concept in greater detail over time.

Paige Townsend said that RVTD would be supportive of a joint jurisdictional project for sidewalk
infill for transit stops currently lacking adequate connectivity. Approximately half the Hwy. 99 bus
stops need more (infill) sidewalks to satisfy FTA criteria.

7. RVACT Draft Bylaws

Pat Foley spoke to expressed concerns regarding the 2015-19 STP Enhancement Project application
and selection process. One concern was that the creation of an RVACT TAC is felt to be needed.
The RVCOG was asked to start the process, and has met with both MRMPO and RVMPO TACs.
The previous JJTC Committee created draft bylaws in 2006, but they ever were adopted. The current
draft is based upon that draft. The COG is asking for TAC direction to proceed on this matter. The
MRMPO TAC has already approved moving forward with discussions on forming a TAC.

A group discussion and questions on this matter included:
e Whether it is appropriate for the MPO TAC to be making decisions

Primary function would be to rank Enhancement projects and others

Involvement of those with previous technical experience would be really beneficial

RVACT TAC function would be different than MPO TAC functions because of potential

funding sources

RVACT could have non-MPO members

The potential number of Committee members could be quite large (42-46)

A formula for manageable representation is needed

How to be sure all stakeholders, including non-MPO agencies and jurisdictions, are

adequately and fairly represented

Ideal number might be under twenty (20) members

e Possible single representative for multiple small jurisdictions

e The ability of the best projects to rise to the “top” in the approval process with proper
professional/technical evaluation

e An RVACT TAC would bring strengths of both MPOs together to evaluate and recommend
projects to OTC

e Potential project ranking process and who would be involved in rankings (additional layers

of review/recommendations after MPO TAC and Policy level reviews)

Without an RVACT TAC, the existing system may be sufficient to avoid redundancy

ODOT does not want to rank project any longer

The feasibility of an Executive Committee

Why DEQ inclusion?

Mike Baker has created a seventeen (17) member Committee makeup list, including transit,

freight, etc.

e Concern about ACT members being left out of discussion.
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The ACT is looking for additional technical expertise on project evaluations

RVACT responsibilities are different from the MPOs.

MPO process must be preserved

Is RVACT TAC creation a “knee jerk” reaction to a one time problem? Are there other
solutions

Mike Montero shared that Federal and State requirements create additional challenges for the ACT.
The Area Commission needs to wrestle with technical solutions, and the MPO TAC input on the
expressed challenges will be invaluable to the RVACT. He suggested that the COG develop a
bullet list of the TAC’s concerns, questions and discussion points be created for RVACT to address.

Paige Townsend said that the State scoring criteria was problematic on several levels. lan Horlacher
stated that the ODOT scoring process would change for next funding cycle.

Pat Foley will send out a bullet list gleaned from the Committee’s comments. Predominant focus
fell upon:

Committee size

Potential process redundancy with additional TAC
Meeting schedule (Ad hoc? As needed?)

Purpose of the TAC

Across the board, common scoring criteria

Small cities representation

8. MPO Planning Update
Jonathan David announced that the hybrid vehicle had been ordered (under $25,000) and arrival is
anticipated in August.

9. Public Comment
None received.

10.  Other Business/ Local Business
Alex Georgevitch shared that the Adaptive Traffic Signal Timing is in place on Highway 62, near
Costco, Delta Waters and north Fred Meyer. To date, the system appears to be working well.
Page Townsend reported on RVTD, including a potential tax levy on the November ballot, creation
of new bus routes and the fact that a transit volunteer is needed for the Public Advisory Committee.
Meeting Information:

. RVMPO TAC meeting will be held Wed., July 9", at 1:30PM.

. RVMPO Policy Committee meeting will be held Tues., June 24™, at 2:00 PM.

. RVMPO PAC meeting will be held at 5:50 PM, Tuesday, July 15"

11.  Adjournment
The meeting was adjourned at 3:05 p.m.
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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: June 24, 2014
TO: RVMPO TAC
FROM: Andrea Napoli, Associate Planner

SUBJECT: Environmental Justice & TitleVI Plan Update

The TAC is being asked to recommend to the Policy Committee adoption of the draft RVMPO
Environmental Justice and Title VI Plan update. The PAC was provided the draft document for
review and comment in March, with one comment having been received. The draft plan update will
be available on the RVMPO website (www.rvmpo.org) by Friday, June 27th, with the 30-day public
comment period scheduled to begin July 3rd.

The push behind this plan update is driven by the need to update the EJ mapping. The last update of
the plan was in 2010 using 2000 Census data.

We map four EJ populations: 1) Low-Income, 2) Senior, 3) Minority, 4) Limited English Proficiency
(LEP)

There are four_changesin regards to the new mapping contained in this plan:

1. Data Sour ce:

American Community Survey (ACS) data is now used for mapping LEP and low-income
populations, and 2010 Census data is used for senior and minority populations. This is because the
decadal Census no longer collects socio-economic information; the American Community Survey
now does. The ACS and 2010 Census are different in that the ACS conducts surveys every few
months, rather than once every 10-years.

2. Geography:

The smallest geography available with the most current data was used. Since LEP and low-income
population data came from the ACS, and the ACS is fairly new with limited sample sizes, ACS data
at the smaller block group level for the RVMPO area was not yet available. Senior and minority
populations, however, continue to be mapped at the block group level.
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3. Population Identification:

The mapping now identifies areas within the MPO that have EJ population concentrations higher than
regional averages, rather than national averages, as previously used. Using regional averages
produces a more functional map that better depicts local conditions.

4. Minority Populations:

Previously we had mapped Native Americans, Native Hawaiians, and Hispanic populations within
the MPO. We now have a single “minority” map that identifies concentrations of those that self-
identified as non-white or Hispanic during the 2010 Census.

Other Areas of the Document...

In addition to the new mapping, other areas of the document have been updated. Similar to the recent
Public Participation Plan update, | have categorized changes to the document as “basic” (untracked)
and “more substantial”, which have been tracked in red in the document.

Basic Changes — Untracked
e Changes to the general layout and formatting of the document
e Minor language revisions, moving information within the document, deleting repetitiveness
e Putting text into tables, figures, and maps

More Substantial Changes — Tracked in Red
e Include an outline of ODOT Title VI requirements for MPO’s (pg. 6 & 20)
e Included information on federally issued memorandums for MPO specific guidance on how to
comply with Title VI requirements (pg. 8)
e Added information regarding the update of the Public Participation Plan (pg. 19)
e Updated information on how EJ maps are used in the STP/CMAQ project evaluation process
(pg. 20)

Future Considerations. EJ Mapping for Project Ranking, Senior Population

Senior populations have had a history of being under-represented and are therefore considered an EJ
population. However, within the RVMPO, the senior population is higher than the national average
and an overwhelming majority of the Public Advisory Council members are 65+. With that in mind,
the senior population would not be considered under-represented within our region. Therefore, it is
the MPQ’s discretion as to whether we include this population in our project evaluation process
(criteria based scoring).

The result of revising the EJ project scoring to not include senior populations would be greater
weight given to low-income and minority population concentrations in the project evaluation process.
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Project List

2015-2018 RVMPO Transportation Improvement Program

RTP Proiect Federal Federal Required Match Other
Project Name Project Description | Air Quality Status Key # Federal Fiscal Year Phase Total Fed+Req Match Total All Sources
Number
$ Source $ Source $ Source
Ashland
Planning $ -
17251 FFY2012 Design $ 20,000 |STP-L (L200) $ 2,289 |Ashland $ 22,289 $ 22,289
Laurel St. RR R/R X-ing Exempt (Table 2) Land Purchase $ Z
Crossing. improvements, surface 120 Safety, railroad Utility Relocate $ j
improvements crossing 17251 FFY2015 Construction $ 710,000 |STP-L (L200) | $ 81,263 |Ashland $ 791,263 $ 791,263
$ -
Total FFY15-18 $ 730,000 $ 83,552 $ 813,552 $ 813,552
Planning $ -
17249 FFY2011 Design $ 133,000 |CMAQ (L400) $ 15,222 $ 148,222 $ 148,222
Sidewalk Construction, 17249 FFY2012 Design $ 18843 |cmMAQ(Laoo) [s 2,157 |Ashland $ 21,000 $ 21,000
Walker Avenue: west side Walker Ave. Exempt (Table 2) o
i between Ashland and P Utility Relocate $ -
Ashland St. to East O 122 Safety, pavement
Main lowa; includes resurfacing 17429 FFY2014 Land Purchase | $ 17,946 [CMAQ (L400) | $ 2,054 |Ashland $ 20,000 50,000 |Ashland $ 70,000
improvements at -
railroad crossing. 17249 FFY 2015 Construction $ 308,671 |CMAQ (L400) $ 35,329 |Ashland $ 344,000 $ 344,000
17249 FFY2013 Other $ 188,233 $ 21,544 |Ashland $ 209,777 $ 209,777
Total FFY15-18 $ 533,693 $ 76,306 $ 742,999 50,000 $ 792,999
Planning $ -
18250 FFY2015 Design $ 120,000 |CMAQ (L400) 13,735 |Ashland $ 133,735 $ 133,735
Hersey St N. Main to Exempt (Table 2) 18250 FFY2015 Land Purchase 18,000 [CMAQ (L400) 2,060 |Ashland $ 20,060 $ 20,060
Oak St Sidewalk Sidewalk Construction 160 rSea;fsrtfyé,lé)irf:lvement Utility Relocate $ -
9 18250 FFY 2016 Construction $ 393,000 |CMAQ (L400) $ 44,981 |Ashland $ 437,981 $ 437,981
Other - $ -
Total FFY15-18 $ 531,000 $ 60,775 $ 591,775 $ 591,775
Planning $ - $ -
new FFY2016 Design 606,086 [STP-L (L200) $ 69,369 $ 675,455 $ 675,455
Extent street over Bear new FFY2017 Land Purchase 470,730 |STP-L (L200) $ 53,877 $ 524,607 $ 524,607
East Nevada Street |Creek to link roadway at ™
Extension Kestrel; sidewalks and 161 Non-Exempt Utility Relocate $ . $ _ $ _
bike lanes new FFY2018 Construction $ 451,284 [STP-L (L200) $ 51,651 $ 502,935 3,352,502 |Ashland $ 3,855,438
Other $ - $ -
Total FFY15-18 $ 1,528,100 $ 174,898 $ 1,702,998 3,352,502 $ 5,055,500
Planning $ -
Extend Washington new FFY2017 Design $ - 105,000 [Ashland $ 105,000
Street to Land Purchase $ - $ -
Washington Street | Tolman Creek Road 162 Non-Exempt Utility Relocate $ - $ -
Extension consistent
with the IAMP Exit 14 new FFY2018 Construction $ - 950,000 |Ashland $ 950,000
Access Other $ -
Total FFY15-18 $ - $ - $ - 1,055,000 $ 1,055,000
Subtotal Ashland Projects $ 3,322,793 395,531 $ 3,851,324 1,055,000 8,308,826

Draft June 30, 2014

A-1
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2015-2018 RVMPO Transportation Improvement Program
Draft June 30, 2014

S e Federal Federal Required Match Other
Project Name Project Description Numrgéfc Air Quality Status Key # Federal Fiscal Year Phase Total Fed+Req Match Total All Sources
$ Source $ Source $ Source
Central Point
Planning $ - $ -
Urban Upgrade, adding 17401 FFY2014 Design $ 161514 [CMAQ(L400) |$ 18,486 |Central Point | $ 180,000 $ 180,000
center turn lane, bicycle 17401 FFY2014 Land Purchase $ 135,492 |CMAQ (L400) $ 15,508 |Central Point $ 151,000 $ 151,000

Freeman Road lanes, sidewalks, curb Exempt (Table 2)

' o 231 Safety, pavement 17401 FFY2015 Construction $ 689,959 |CMAQ (L400) $ 78,969 |Central Point $ 768,928 $ 768,928

Imrovements gutter and storm drain resurfacin
between Hopkins Road 9 17401 FFY2016 Construction $ 353,035 |CMAQ (L400) $ 40,406 |Central Point $ 393,441 | $ 467,631 |Central Point $ 861,072
and Oak Street. Other $ _ $ _

Total FFY15-18 $ 1,340,000 $ 153,369 $ 1,493,369 | $ 467,631 $ 1,961,000
Planning $ - $ - $ R
Construct new two-lane -
road, with bicycle lanes 18972 FFY2016 Design $ - |8 148,000 |Other $ 148,000
sidewalks, extending 18972 FFY2016 Land Purchase $ - $ 15,000 |Other $ 15,000
Twin Creeks Rail Twin Creeks Crossing -
- FFY2016 -

Crossing from Boulder Ridge St. 232 Non-Exempt 18972 Utility Relocate $ $ 10,000 |Other $ 10,000
to Hwy 99. Install signal 18972 FFY2016 Construction $2,384,934|Enhance-it $272,966|Central Point $ 2,657,900 | $ 1,139,100 |Other $ 3,797,000
at new Hwy 99 Other $ - $ - $ -
intersection.

Total FFY15-18 $ 2,384,934 $ 272,966 $ 2,657,900 | $ 1,312,100 $ 3,970,000

Subtotal Central Point Projects $ 3,724,934 426,335 $ 4,151,269 | $ 1,779,731 $ 5,931,000

RTP Project Federal Federal Required Match Other
Project Name Project Description Numbtjer Air Quality Status Key # Federal Fiscal Year Phase Total Fed+Req Match Total All Sources
$ Source $ Source $ Source
Eagle Point
Planning $ -
new FFY2016 Design $ 129,957 | STP-L (L200) 14,874 | Eagle Point 144,831 $ 144,831
new FFY2016 Design $ 148,129 | CMAQ (L400) 16,954 | Eagle Point 165,083 $ 165,083

Stevens Road - East |Urban Upgrade Exempt (Table 2) new FFY2017 Land Purchase $ 10,000 | CMAQ (L400) 1,145 | Eagle Point 11,145 $ 11,145

Main Street to Palima |(Collector) with Bike 330 Safet;) Utility Relocate $ - $ -

Drive Lanes and Sidewalks new FFY2018 Construction $ 974,086 | STP-L (L200) 111,489 | Eagle Point 1,085,575 $ 1,085,575

new FFY2018 Construction $ 1,174,368 | CMAQ (L400) 134,412 | Eagle Point 1,308,780 $ 1,308,780
Other
Total FFY15-18 $ 2,436,540 $ 278,873 $ 2,715,413 | $ - $ 2,715,413
Planning
new FFY2016 Design
new FFY2017 Land Purchase
Crystal Drive, Linn Pavement rehabilitation Exempt (Table 2) -
Road/Loto Street and major maintenance 331 Safety utility Relocate
new FFY2018 Construction $ 75,000 | Eagle Point $ 75,000
Other
Total FFY15-18 $ - $ - $ - $ 75,000 $ 75,000
18973 FFY2016 Design $ 140,000.00 |OTHO $ 140,000
18973 FFY2016 Land Purchase $ 16,000.00 [OTHO $ 16,000

Linn Road: OR62 1o |Viden Road, Add Bike Exempt (Table 2) 18973 FFY2016 Utility Relocation $  11,000.00 |OTHO $ 11,000
and Ped facilities with 340 -

Buchannan llumination Safety 18973 FFY2018 Construction $57,930{0THO $ 57,930

18973 FFY2018 Construction $ 1,680,706 STP-FLX $192,364 1,873,070
Total FFY15-18 $ 1,680,706 $ 192,364 1,873,070 | $ 224,930 $ 2,098,000
Subtotal Eagle Point Projects $ 4,117,246 471,237 4,588,483 299,930 4,888,413

A-2
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2015-2018 RVMPO Transportation Improvement Program
Draft June 30, 2014

RTP Proiect Federal Federal Required Match Other
Project Name Project Description Numbtjer Air Quality Status Key # Federal Fiscal Year Phase Total Fed+Req Match Total All Sources
$ Source $ Source $ Source
Jacksonville
Planning
Design
Land Purchase
No Projects Utility Relocate
Construction
Other
Total FFY15-18
Subtotal Jacksonville Projects $ - $ - $ $ = =
RTP Proiect Federal Federal Required Match Other
Project Name Project Description Numbér Air Quality Status Key # Federal Fiscal Year Phase Total Fed+Req Match Total All Sources
$ Source $ Source $ Source
Medford
Planning
FFY2016 Design $ - $ - $ - $ -
New road section, FFY2016 Land Purchase $ - $ - $ - $ -
Lozier Extensionto  |urban collector, 3lanes | 55,7 INon.Exempt FFY2017 Utility Relocate | $ - $ - $ - s -
Cunningham with bike lanes and
sidewalks New FFY2017 Construction $ - $ - $ - $ 500,000 Medford 500,000
Other
Total FFY15-18 $ - $ - $ - $ 500,000 500,000
Planning
FFY2016 Design $ - $ - $ - $ -
Colmbus Avene New road section and FFY2016 Land Purchase | $ - $ - $ - $ -
Extension urban upgrader, 5 lane 5012 Non-Exempt FFY2017 Utility Relocate $ - $ - $ - $ -
major arterial New FFY2018 Construction $ - $ - $ - |$ 4000000| Medford 4,000,000
Other
Total FFY15-18 $ - $ - $ - $ 4,000,000 4,000,000
Planning
FFY2016 Design $ - $ - $ - $ -
Foothill Rd: Hillcrest |V '9€n t0 5 lanes, curb, FFY2016 Land Purchase | $ - $ - $ - s -
to McAndréws gutter, sidewalk and 863 Non-Exempt FFY2017 Utility Relocate $ - $ - $ - $ -
bike lanes new FFY2017 Construction $ 3,000,000 |CMAQ $ 343,363 Medford | $ 3,343,363 [$ 9,656,637 Medford 13,000,000
Other
Total FFY15-18 $ 3,000,000 $ 343,363 $ 3,343,363 | $ 9,656,637 13,000,000

A-3
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Project List

2015-2018 RVMPO Transportation Improvement Program

Project Name Project Description UL LR Air Quality Status Key # Federal Fiscal Year Phase Federal Federal Required Match Total Fed+Req Match Other Total All Sources
Number $ | source $ | source $ | source
Medford, continued
Planning $ -
16903 FY2012 Design 85,000 |56CO $ 85,000 85,000
Build trail connecting Exempt (Table 2) 16903 FY2013 Land Purchase 180,000 [56CO $ 180,000 $ 180,000
Larson Creek Trall Bear Creek Greenway 5008 bicycle and —
Trail to Ellendale Drive pedestrian facililties Utility Relocate $ -
FY2015 Construction 275,000 |56CO $ 275,000 45,000 |OTHO $ 320,000
Total FFY15-18 540,000 $ - $ 540,000 45,000 $ 585,000
Planning $ - $ -
Design $ - $ -
Adaptive Signal IpsFaII adaptlve signal Exempt (Table 2) La_r?d Purchase $ - $ -
. timing equipment along 5005 , Utility Relocate $ - $ B
Timing . . TCD's
Highway 62 Corridor Construction $ Z $ —
17241 FFY2015 Other $ 278,870 |CMAQ (L400) $ 31,918 [Medford $ 310,788 | $ 52,109 |Medford $ 362,897
Total FFY15-18 $ 278,870 $ 31,918 $ 310,788 | $ 52,109 $ 362,897
Urban Upgrade Design Planning
and Land Acquisition: 17388 FFY2013 Design $ 725,916 |CMAQ (L400) | $ 83,084 | JaCo/Medford | $ 809,000 $ 809,000
Design and acquire 17388 FFY2015 Land Purchase | $ 1,924,709 [CMAQ (L400) | $ 220,292 | JaCo/Medford | $ 2,145,001 $ 2,145,001
right-of-way necessary Exempt (Table 2) Utility Relocate $ N $ "
Lozier Lane for future addition of s009  |Picycleand 17388 FFY2016 Construction $ 2,351,288 |CMAQ (L400) | $ 269,115 | JaCo/Medford | $ 2,620,403 $ 2,620,403
Improvements center turn lane, bicycle pedestrian facililties; - 12991, , aCo/Medfor ,620, ,620,
lanes, sidewalks, curb, Safety Improvements| 17388 FFY2016 Construction $ 941,043 [STP-L $107,707( JaCo/Medford | $ 1,048,750 $ 1,048,750
gutter and storm drain 17388 FFY2016 Construction $ 786,794 |Enhance $90,052 $ 876,846 $ 876,846
between W. Main and Other $ - $ - 0 $ -
Stewart Ave. In Total FFY15-18 $ 6,729,750 $ 770,250 $ 7,500,000 $ 7,500,000
Planning $ -
15692 FFY2009 Design $ 161,514 |CMAQ (L400) $18,486 Medford $ 180,000 $ 180,000
FFY2013 Land Purchase $ 94,217 |CMAQ (L400) $ 10,783 Medford $ 105,000 $ 105,000
Crater Lake Av & pave and improve Exempt (Table 2) —
Jackson St.: Alley alleys p 598 pavement Utility Relocate $ -
Paving resurfacing 15692 FFY2015 Construction $ 927,808 [CMAQ (L400) $106,192 Medford $ 1,034,000 | $ 106,001.00 [Medford $ 1,140,001
Other
Total FFY15-18 $ 1,183,539 $ 135,461 $ 1,319,000 ( $ 106,001.00 $ 1,425,001
Planning $ - $ R
Downtown Medford rail 17753 FFY2013 Design $ 90,000 |STP-RR $ 90,000 $ 90,000
crossing improvements:
i i Land Purchase $ - $ -
Rail Safety Instal_l new gat.e, signals 5010 Exempt (Table 2) RR
Improvements at Third Street; Close Utility Relocate $ B $ _
street crossing at 11th
Street. 17753 FY2015 Construction $ 200,000 |STP-RR $ 200,000 $ 200,000
17753 FY2015 Other $ 380,000 |STP-RR $ 380,000 $ 380,000
Total FFY15-18 $ 670,000 $ - $ 670,000 | $ - $ 670,000
Subtotal Medford Projects $12,402,159 $ 1,280,992 $ 13,683,151 | $ 9,859,747 $ 28,042,898
j Federal Federal Required Match Oth
Project Name Project Description RTP Project Air Quality Status Key # Federal Fiscal Year Phase ccera cdera’ Requireg Mate Total Fed+Req Match il Total All Sources
Number $ | Source $ | Source $ | Source
Phoenix
Planning $ -
Design $ -
OR99 @ Oak St. frlgse;\ilr?lkjvf‘elz:;d Exempt (Table 2) La_n_d Purchase $ -
Sidewalk & Ped SSIng Wiped. 616 P Utility Relocate $ -
. . activated crossing Safety
Crossing (Phoeni) | ;o nais 18336 FFY2015 Construction $ 173,000 S080 $324,000f  Phoenix | $ 497,000 $ 497,000
18336 FFY2014 Other $ 121,000 S080 $ 121,000 $ 121,000
Total FFY15-18 $ 294,000 $ 324,000 $ 618,000 $ 618,000
Subtotal Phoenix Projects $ 618,000

Draft June 30, 2014
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Attachment #3
(Agenda Item 5)

Project List

2015-2018 RVMPO Transportation Improvement Program

. . . RTP Project . . : Federal Federal Required Match Other
Project Name Project Description Air Quality Status Key # Federal Fiscal Year Phase Total Fed+Req Match Total All Sources
Number $ Source $ Source $ Source
Talent
Planning
Design
Land Purchase
No Projects Utility Relocate
Construction
Other
Total FFY15-18
Subtotal Talent Projects $ =
. . o RTP Project . . . Federal Federal Required Match Other
Project Name Project Description Air Quality Status Key # Federal Fiscal Year Phase Total Fed+Req Match Total All Sources
Number $ Source $ Source $ Source
Jackson County
Planning $ -
18335 FFY2014 Design $ 70,000 S080 - $ 70,000 $ 70,000
Bike/ped connections
Bear Creek Land Purchase $ - $ -
Greenway: Hwy62 from Bear Creek Exempt (Table 2)
Y- FWY Greenway to Hwy62 867 P Utility Relocate $ - $ -
Connection and N. Medford Safety
(Medford) Intercﬁange 18335 FFY2015 Construction $ 379,500 S080 $51,500 ODOT $ 431,000 $ 431,000
Other
Total FFY15-18 $ 449,500 51,500 $ 501,000 $ 501,000
Planning
Design
: Land Purchase
Foothill Rd., Corey ?sl\llt:czt:?n:dzlugl :;?I;th 809 Non-Exempt Utility Relocate
Rd to Atlantic Ave. 140 ' 9 P Yy
) New FFY2017 Construction $ 1,800,000 Local $ 1,800,000
Other
Total FFY15-18 $ 1,800,000 1,800,000
New FFY2016 Planning $ 179,460 |STP 20,540 |Local & ODOT | $ 200,000 200,000
Design
Land Purchase
Regional Active Active Transportation Exempt (Table 2) ™
Transportation Plan |Plan for RVMPO area. 868 Safety Utility Relocate
Construction
Other
Total FFY15-18 $ 179,460 20,540 $ 200,000 - $ 200,000
Planning
18974 FFY2015 Design $ 97,806 |CMAQ 46,112 $ 143,918 | $ 305,082 Enhance $ 449,000
Table Rock R 16 Widen to 3 & 5 lanes, 18974 FFY2016 Land Purchase $ 491,720 ([CMAQ 133,305 $ 625,025 | $ 672,975 Enhance $ 1,298,000
Crossing to Bid.(’jle curb, gutter, sidewalk 821 Non-Exempt 18974 FFY2017 Utility Relocate $ 2,692 [CMAQ 1,027 $ 3,719 | $ 6,281 Enhance $ 10,000
and bike lanes 18974 FFY2018 Construction $ 2,906,682 |CMAQ $630,656 $ 3537338 [$ 2,500,662 | Enhance |$ 6,128,000
Other
Total FFY15-18 $ 3,498,900 811,100 $ 4,310,000 | $ 3,575,000 $ 7,885,000
Subtotal Jackson County Projects $ 4,127,860 883,140 5,011,000 [ $ 5,375,000 10,386,000

Draft June 30, 2014

A-5



Attachment #3
(Agenda Item 5)

Project List

2015-2018 RVMPO Transportation Improvement Program

. . _ RTP Project . . : Federal Federal Required Match Other
Project Name Project Description Air Quality Status Key # Federal Fiscal Year Phase Total Fed+Req Match Total All Sources
Number $ Source $ Source Source
Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT)
Planning - $ -
18873 FFY2015 Design $ 624,521 INHPP $ 71,479 $ 696,000 $ 696,000
1-5 California State Exempt (Table 2) 18873 FFY2016 Land Purchase 5,000 |ODOT $ 5,000
Line - Ashland Grind/Inlay 950 Safet;) 18873 FFY2016 Utility Relocate $ - 5,000 |ODOT $ 5,000
Paving 18873 FFY2017 Construction $ 11,597,603 [NHPP $ 1,327,398 $ 12,925,001 $ 12,925,001
Other - $ - $ -
Total FFY15-18 $ 12,222,124 $ 1,398,877 $ 13,621,001 10,000 $ 13,631,001
Planning $ - $ -
18874 FFY2014 Design $ 337,385 [NHPP $ 38,615 $ 376,000 $ 376,000
18874 FFY2016 Land Purchase 5,000 |ODOT $ 5,000
5 S. Medford - N. 00 y/injay 951 Exempt (Table 2) 18874 FFY2016 Utility Relocate $ - 5,000 |oDOT $ 5,000
Ashland Paving Safety
18874 FFY2017 Construction $ 6,255,976 |[NHPP $ 716,024 $ 6,972,000 $ 6,972,000
Other - $ - $ -
Total FFY15-18 $ 6,593,361 $ 754,640 $ 7,348,001 10,000 $ 7,358,001
Planning $ - $ -
1888 FFY2016 Design $ 23,055 [HSIP $ 1,945 $ 25,000 $ 25,000
. Land Purchase $ -
OR 99: Ashland - .
Talent Lane Cont.mue Igne 952 Exempt (Table 2) Utility Relocate $ - $ -
Realignment configuration Safety -
1888 FFY2016 Construction $ 207,495 |HSIP $ 17,505 $ 225,000 $ 225,000
Other - $ - $ -
Total FFY15-18 230,550 $ 19,450 $ 250,000 - $ 250,000
Planning $ - $ -
18897 FFY2016 Design $ 70,887 |STP-FLX $ 8,113 $ 79,000 $ 79,000
18897 FFY2017 Land Purchase 7,000 |ODOT $ 7,000
OR 99: Laurel Street . Exempt (Table 2) ™
FFY2017 -
Signal Upgrade Upgrade traffic signal 953 Safety 18897 Utility Relocate $ 6,000 (ODOT $ 6,000
18897 FFY2018 Construction $ 473,774 |STP-FLX $ 54,226 $ 528,000 $ 528,000
Other - $ - $ -
Total FFY15-18 544,661 $ 62,339 $ 607,000 13,000 $ 620,000
Planning $ - $ -
18905 FFY2016 Design $ 89,730 |STP-FLX $ 10,270 $ 100,000 $ 100,000
. Land Purchase $ -
Replace boards: I-
Rogue Valley VMS o)y ave 1-5/Table 954  |PXempt(Table2) Utility Relocate $ - $ -
Replacement Project Rock Hwy 199 Safety
' Y 18905 FFY2016 Construction $ 538,380 |STP-FLX $ 61,620 $ 600,000 $ 600,000
Other - $ - $ -
Total FFY15-18 $ 628,110 $ 71,890 $ 700,000 - $ 700,000
Planning $ - $ -
19063 FFY2016 Design $ 3,589,200 [STP-FLX $ 410,800 $ 4,000,000 $ 4,000,000
Land Purchase $ -
I-5 Medford Viaduct |Environmental 955 El);enmnipnt (‘;e:]k;le 2 —
Environmental Study [Assessment Study ng ) Utility Relocate $ ' $ '
Technical Studies -
Construction $ - $ - $ -
Other $ - $ - $ -
Total FFY15-18 $ 3,589,200 $ 410,800 $ 4,000,000 - $ 4,000,000

Draft June 30, 2014
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Attachment #3
(Agenda Item 5)

Project List

2015-2018 RVMPO Transportation Improvement Program

. . o RTP Project . . : Federal Federal Required Match Other
Project Name Project Description Air Quality Status Key # Federal Fiscal Year Phase Total Fed+Req Match Total All Sources
Number $ Source $ Source $ Source
Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT), continued
Planning $ -
13994 FFY2011 Design $ 4,447,000 |B3A2 $ 4,447,000
Hwy 62: Corridor 13994 FFY2012 Land Purchase $ 23,850,000 |B3A2 $ 23,850,000
Solutions Unit 2 JTA Expressway to FFY2012 Land Purchase $ - $ -
(Medford) Relieve Congestion. 903 Non-Exempt FFY2011 Utility Relocate $ - |$  2100,000 |B4AO $ 2,100,000
13994 FFY2015 Construction $ 8,973 |L240 1,027 $ 10,000 [ $ 36,698,000 |B4AO $ 36,708,000
FFY 2015 Other B3A2 $ 100,000 | $ 450,000 |B4A0 $ 450,000
Total FFY15-18 $ 8,973 1,027 $ 110,000 | $ 67,545,000 $ 67,655,000
Planning $ -
FFY2011 Design $ 3,077,000 |JTABond $ 3,077,000
17188 FFY2014 Land Purchase - $ 10,000,000 [JTABond $ 10,000,000
ggﬁtzi; ;3308::?; JTA Expressway to 008 Non-Exempt 17188 FFY2014 Utility Relocate $ - s 500,000 [JTABond $ 500,000
Phase 2 Relieve Congestion. 17188 FFY2015 Construction $ 36,338,000 [JTABond $ 36,338,000
17188 FFY2015 Construction $ 821,030 |L240 $93,970 $ 915,000 $ 915,000
Other $ -
Total FFY15-18 $ 821,030 93,970 $ 915,000 | $ 49,915,000 $ 50,830,000
Planning $ -
17529 FFY2013 Design $ 201,893 [STP 23,107 $ 225,000 $ 225,000
Scour repair 0_ﬂ 17529 FFY2014 Land Purchase $ 2,692 |STP 308 $ 3,000 $ 3,000
parasen [newestries | s S $ - ; -
17529 FFY2015 Construction $ 1,584,632 [STP 181,368 $ 1,766,000 $ 1,766,000
Other $ -
Total FFY15-18 $ 1,789,217 204,783 $ 1,994,000 | $ - $ 1,994,000
9436 Planning
09436 FFY2013 Design $ 1,503,067 L240 445,030 $ 1,948,097 | $ 763,000 State
9436 FFY2013 Land Purchase 150,000 OTHO
09436 FFY2013 Land Purchase 303,000 STATE
09436 FFY2013 Land Purchase $ 86,220 L240 9,868 $ 96,088
I-5: Siskiyou Rest ~ |Relocate rest area at o1s g);fgf,trg%ilzs)rest 09436 FFY2013 Land Purchase 120,000 OTHO
Area (Ashland) new location area 09436 FFY2013 Utility Relocate - |s 20,000 Other
09436 FFY2014 Construction 5,242,707 L110 $442,293 5,685,000
09436 FFY2014 Construction 4,037,850 L240 $462,150 $ 4,500,000
09436 FFY2014 Construction $ 1,130,000 OTHO
Other $ -
Total FFY12-15 $ 10,869,844 1,359,341 $ 12,229,185 | $ 2,486,000 $ 14,715,185
Planning $ -
17478 FFY2013 Design $ 136,854 |HSIP 10,647 $ - 147,501 $ 295,002
17478 FFY2013 Design $ 118,085 |STP 14,414 132,499 $ 264,998
FFY2013 Design $ -
Hwy 99 & Creel Road B_uild left turn lane, Exempt (Table 2) 17478 FFY2014 Land Purchase $ 7,000 |STATE $ 7,000
Improvements §|dewalk§ at 945 Safety Utility Relocate $ - $ -
intersection
17478 FFY2015 Construction $ 873,084 [HSIP 67,926 $ 941,010 | $ 397,020 |OTHO $ 1,338,030
17478 FFY2015 Construction $ 1,534,598 |STP 181,372 $ 1,715,970 $ 1,715,970
Other $ -
Total FFY15-18 $ 2,662,621 274,359 $ 2,656,980 | $ 684,020 $ 3,621,000
Subtotal ODOT Projects $29,089,847 3,292,135 $ 32,201,981 | $118,177,020 $ 165,374,187

Draft June 30, 2014
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2015-2018 RVMPO Transportation Improvement Program

Draft June 30, 2014

j Federal Federal Required Match Other
UL LR Air Quality Status Key # Federal Fiscal Year Phase d Total Fed+Req Match

Number $ [ source $ | source $ | source

Project Name Project Description Total All Sources

Rogue Valley Transportation District (RVTD)

Exempt (Table 2) -
Valley Feeder Pilot Project 1073 Operating assistance New FFY2015 Other $ 100,000 | CMAQ (L400) | $ 11,445 RVTD $ 111,445 $ 111,445
to transit agencies

Exempt (Table 2) -
Urban Operations Support 1039 Operating assistance 17258 FFY2013 Other $ 2,410,885 FTA 5307 $ 2,410,885 RVTD $ 4,821,770 $ 4,821,770
to transit agencies

Exempt (Table 2) -
Urban Operations Support 1056 Operating assistance 17997 FFY2014 Other $ 1,900,000 FTA 5307 $ 1,950,000 RVTD $ 3,850,000 $ 3,850,000
to transit agencies

Exempt (Table 2) -
Urban Operations Support 1057 Operating assistance 17998 FFY2015 Other $ 2,450,000 FTA 5307 $ 2,450,000 RVTD $ 4,900,000 $ 4,900,000
to transit agencies

Exempt (Table 2) -
Urban Operations Support 1058 Operating assistance New FFY2016 Other $ 2,450,000 FTA 5307 $ 2,450,000 RVTD $ 4,900,000 $ 4,900,000
to transit agencies

Exempt (Table 2) -
Urban Operations Support 1059 Operating assistance New FFY2017 Other $ 2,450,000 FTA 5307 $ 2,450,000 RVTD $ 4,900,000 $ 4,900,000
to transit agencies

Exempt (Table 2) -
Urban Operations Support 1060 Operating assistance New FFY2018 Other $ 2,450,000 FTA 5307 $ 2,450,000 RVTD $ 4,900,000 $ 4,900,000
to transit agencies

Exempt (Table 2) -
Operating assistance 17899 FFY2012 Other $ 103,051 FTA 5316 $ 103,051 RVTD $ 206,102 $ 206,102
to transit agencies

Job Access/Reverse Commute, transit
operations

Exempt (Table 2) -
Support for ADA service 1046 Rehabilitation of 17853 FFY2012 Other $ 723,865 5310 $ 82,850 RVTD $ 806,715 $ 806,715
transit vehicles

Exempt (Table 2) -
Support for ADA service 1047 Rehabilitation of 17860 FFY2012 Other $ 710,662 5310 $ 81,338 RVTD $ 792,000 $ 792,000
transit vehicles

Exempt (Table 2) -
1040 Rehabilitation of 17261 FFY 2012 Other $ 814,368 MPO STP $ 93,208 RVTD $ 907,576 $ 907,576
transit vehicles

Capitalization of Maintenance (MPO STP
Transfer)

Exempt (Table 2) -
1041 Rehabilitation of 17262 FFY 2013 Other $ 838,505 MPO STP $ 95,971 RVTD $ 934,476 $ 934,476
transit vehicles

Capitalization of Maintenance (MPO STP
Transfer)

Exempt (Table 2) -
1063 Rehabilitation of 17975 FFY2014 Other $ 887,953 MPO STP $ 101,630 RVTD $ 989,583 $ 989,583
transit vehicles

Capitalization of Maintenance (MPO STP
Transfer)

Exempt (Table 2) -
1064 Rehabilitation of 17978 FFY2015 Other $ 940,163 MPO STP $ 107,606 RVTD $ 1,047,769 $ 1,047,769
transit vehicles

Capitalization of Maintenance (MPO STP
Transfer)
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Project List

2015-2018 RVMPO Transportation Improvement Program

RTP Project Federal Federal Required Match Other
Project Name Project Description Number Air Quality Status Key # Federal Fiscal Year Phase Total Fed+Req Match Total All Sources
$ Source $ Source Source
Rogue Valley Transportation District (RVTD), continued
o . Exempt (Table 2) -
| f M MP! TP
(T:;F;'ts?;)""t'o” of Maintenance (MPO S 1065  |Rehabilitation of New FFY2016 Other $ 928460 MPOSTP 106,266 RVTD $ 1,034,726 1,034,726
transit vehicles
e . Exempt (Table 2) -
| f M MP! TP
$;’;'§;)at'°” of Maintenance (MPO S 1066 |Rehabilitation of New FFY2017 Other $ 941460 | MPOSTP 107,754 RVTD $ 1,049,214 1,049,214
transit vehicles
o . Exempt (Table 2) -
| f M MP TP
$§:t§;)at'°” of Maintenance (MPO S 1067  |Rehabilitation of New FFY2018 Other $ 954640 | MPOSTP 109,263 RVTD $ 1,063,903 1,063,903
transit vehicles
TDM Rideshare Projects:
B Exempt (Table 2) -
Transportation Demand Management program ) :
operated by Rogue Valley Transportation 1055 Operatlpg aSS|§tance 17639 FFY 2014 Other $ 134,595 STP (L240) 15,405 RVTD $ 150,000 150,000
Distri to transit agencies
istrict
TDM Rideshare Projects:
B Exempt (Table 2) -
T tation D d M t
ransportation bemanc Management program 1054  |Operating assistance| 17640 FFY2015 Other $ 134595 STP (L240) 15,405 RVTD $ 150,000 150,000
operated by Rogue Valley Transportation . .
Distri to transit agencies
istrict
TDM Rideshare Projects:
B Exempt (Table 2) -
T tation D d M t
ransportation bemanc Management program 1055  |Operating assistance| ~ New FFY 2016 Other $ 134595 STP (L240) 15,405 RVTD $ 150,000 150,000
operated by Rogue Valley Transportation . .
Distri to transit agencies
istrict
TDM Rideshare Projects:
B Exempt (Table 2) -
T tation D d M t
ransportation bemanc Management program 1054  |Operating assistance| ~ New FFY2017 Other $ 134595 STP (L240) 15,405 RVTD $ 150,000 150,000
operated by Rogue Valley Transportation . .
Distri to transit agencies
istrict
TDM Rideshare Projects:
Transportation Demand Management program |, o, gxemﬁ't et Zt) : N FFY2018 oth $ 134595 | STP (L240 15,405 RVTD $ 150,000 150,000
operated by Rogue Valley Transportation perating assistance ew er ' ( ) ’ ' ’
Distri to transit agencies
istrict
Exempt (Table 2) - FTA State of
Purchase New Transit Buses Operating assistance 18144 FFY2012 Other $ 1,093,600 Good Repair 273,400 RVTD $ 1,367,000 1,367,000
to transit agencies p
Exempt (Table 2) -
5310 E & D STP XFER 1068 Operating assistance 18374 FFY2013 Other $ 592,364 STP (L240) 67,799 RVTD $ 660,163 660,163
to transit agencies
Exempt (Table 2) -
5310 E & D STP XFER 1069 Operating assistance 18375 FFY2014 Other $ 527,453 STP (L240) 60,369 RVTD $ 587,822 587,822
to transit agencies
Exempt (Table 2) -
5310 Enhanced Mobility E & D 1070 Operating assistance 18376 FFY2013 Other $ 259,926 F160 64,982 RVTD $ 324,908 324,908
to transit agencies
Exempt (Table 2) -
5310 Enhanced Mobility E & D 1071 Operating assistance 18377 FFY2014 Other $ 169,463 F160 42,366 RVTD $ 211,829 211,829
to transit agencies
Subtotal RVTD Projects $ 25,369,793 15,747,208 $ 41,117,001 41,117,001

Draft June 30, 2014
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Project List

2015-2018 RVMPO Transportation Improvement Program

j Federal Federal Required Match Other
Project Name Project Description RTP Project Air Quality Status Key # Federal Fiscal Year Phase d Total Fed+Req Match Total All Sources
Number $ [ source $ | source | source
Rogue Valley Council of Governments
Planning $ -
Design $ -
i Land Purchase -
RVMPO Clean Air Develop and |mplement Exempt (Table 2) n $
Campaian clean air campaign for 1007 Planning and Utility Relocate $ -
palg RVMPO Area Technical Studies Construction $ -
17254 FFY2013 Other $ 55,000 |CMAQ (L400) $6,295 RVMPO $ 61,295 $ 61,295
Total FFY15-18 $ 55,000 $ 6,295 $ 61,295 $ 61,295
Planning $ -
Allocation of FFY2014 Design $ _
Congestion Mitigation Land Purch p
; ; and Purchase -
CMAQ-RvMpo  |2Nd AIr Quality funds for Exempt (Table 2) Air —
2015 allocation within 1006 Quali Utility Relocate $ -
Medford-Ashland Air ty Construction 3 _
Quality Maintenance
Area 18297 FFY2015 Other $ 2,451,000 |CMAQ (L400) $280,528 local $2,731,528 2,731,528
Total FFY15-18 $ 2,451,000 $ 280,528 $ 2,731,528 2,731,528
Subtotal RVCOG Projects $ 2,506,000 $ 286,823 $ 2,792,823 $ 2,792,823
Total RVMPO 2015-2018 RVMPO MTIP Projects $ 267,459,148

Draft June 30, 2014
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(Agenda Item 5)

Sidewalk Construction, west side Walker Ave. between

Amendment #7

August 26, 2014
PROJECT Elnds )
NUMBER LOCATION DESCRIPTION TIMING COST Cost by Phase Available Conformity Status

Exempt (Table 2) Safety,

Urban Upgrade, adding center turn lane, bicycle lanes,

122 Walker Avenue: Safe Walk To School Ashland and lowa; includes improvements at railroad short $ 793,000 .
. pavement resurfacing
crossing.
120 Laurel St. RR Crossing R/R X-ing improvements, surface improvements short [$ 813,552 RIR X-|ng_ TIIROYEIIES,
surface improvements
160 Hersey St: N. Main to Oak St Sidewalk Sidewalk Construction short [$ 591,776 Exempt (Table_ 2) Safety,
pedestrian
161 E. Nevada Street Extension Extend str'eet over Begr Creek to link roadway at short $ 5,055,500
Kestrell; sidewalks, bicycle lanes Non-Exempt
162 Washington Street Extension E_xtend stree_t from Mistletow Road to Ashland Street; short $ 1,055,000
sidewalks, bicycle lanes Non-Exempt
Short Range Total $ 8,308,828 | $ 8,308,828
B
B
163 Intersection Improvements: Ashland-Oak Knoll-E. Main Realign intersection, install speed-reduction treatments medium $1,184,195 Exempt-Table 2
Medium Range Total $1,184,195 $1,184,195
PROJECT Funds .
NUMBER LOCATION DESCRIPTION TIMING COST Cost by Phase Available Conformity Status

231 Freeman Road Improvements sidewalks, curb, gutter and storm drain between Hopkins short $1,961,000 Exempt-Table 2
Road and Oak Street.
Construct new two-lane road, with bicycle lanes, sidewalks,
232 Twin Creeks Rail Crossing extending Twin Creeks Crossing from Boulder Ridge Street short $3,970,000 Non-exempt
to Hwy 99. Install signal at new Hwy 99 intersection
Short Range Total $5,931,000 $5,931,000
PROJECT Funds )
NUMBER LOCATION DESCRIPTION TIMING COST Cost by Phase Available Conformity Status

322 North Royal Avenue - Loto Street to E. Archwood Drive Little Butte Creek Pedestrian Trail Short $157,000 Exempt-Table 2
325 Arrowhead Trail - Black Wolf lane to Pebble Creek Blvd Extension (Collector) with Bike Lanes and Sidewalks Short $2,344,000 Non-Exempt
323 Barton Road - Highway 62 to Reese Creek Road Urban Upgrade (Collector) with Bike Lanes and Sidewalks Short $500,000 Exempt-Table 2
326 Buchanan Avenue - Linn Road to Fargo Street Extension (Collector) with Bike Lanes and Sidewalks Short $144,000 Non-Exempt
327 Havenwood Drive - Barton Road to Rolling Hills Drive Extension (Collector) with Bike Lanes and Sidewalks Short $521,000 Non-Exempt
328 Lava Street/Stevens - Lava Street to Stevens Road Extension (Arterial) with Bike Lanes and Sidewalks Short $1,350,000 Non-Exempt
308 Sienna Hills Drive - Barton Road to Sienna Hills Drive Extension (Collector) with Bike Lanes and Sidewalks Short $832,000 Non-Exempt
329 South Shasta Avenue - Highway 62 to Arrowhead Trail Urban Upgrade (Collector) with Bike Lanes and Sidewalks Short $2,201,000 Exempt-Table 2
330 Stevens Road - East Main Street to Palima Drive Urban Upgrade (Arterial) with Bike Lanes and Sidewalks Short $2,715,413 Exempt-Table 2
340 Linn Rd: OR62 to Buchannan Urban Upgrade (Arterial) with Bike Lanes and Sidewalks Short $2,098,000 Exempt-Table 2
Short Range Total $12,862,413 Exempt-Table 2
T’\ITJ(I?IIJ:ISFI LOCATION DESCRIPTION TIMING COSsT Cost by Phase A\l::iTadl)sle Conformity Status

Short Range Total $0 $0
PROJECT Funds )
NUMBER LOCATION DESCRIPTION TIMING COST Cost by Phase Available Conformity Status
Extend-Columbus-te-Sagefourtanes-wlicenterturntanebike
598 Crater Lake Ave & Jackson St. Alley Paving Pave and improve alleys short $1,425,000 Exempt
. E A R ian e :{ N ' ! ' Shm %y 5'933
sidewalks
5008 Larson Creek Trail g:l\l/detrall connecting Bear Creek Greenway Trail to Ellendale S $585,000 Exempt
5005 Adaptive Signal Timing (I:rl)srtr?éloerldaptlve signal timing equipment along Hwy. 62 short $362,897 Exempt
Urban Upgrade: add center turn lane, bicycle lanes,
5009 Lozier Lane Improvements sidewalks, curb gutter and strom drain between W. Main and short $7,500,000 Exempt
Stewart Ave.
5010 Rail Safety Improvements ?r(;vggitr?;m Medford: upgrade Third St. crossing; close 11th St short $670,000 Exempt
5011 Lozier Extension to Cunningham Extend Lozier Lane to Cunningham short $500,000 Non-Exempt
5012 Columbus Ave Extension Extend Columbus Ave short $4,000,000 Non-Exempt
863 Foothill Rd: Hillcrest to McAndrews Widen to 5 lanes, curb, gutter, sidewalk and bike lanes short $13,000,000 Non-Exempt
Short Range Total $28,042,897| $28,042,897
PROJECT Funds )
NUMBER LOCATION DESCRIPTION TIMING COST Cost by Phase Available Conformity Status

616 OR99 @ Oak St Sidewalk & Ped Crossing Sidewalks & Pedestrian Crossing w/activated signals short $618,000 Exempt
Short Range Total $618,000 $618,000
PROJECT Funds 5
NUMBER LOCATION DESCRIPTION TIMING COST Cost by Phase Available Conformity Status

230 Chuck Roberts Park- Improvements - short exempt
Short Range Total $0 $0
T’\ITJ(I?AJ:EFI LOCATION DESCRIPTION TIMING COST Cost by Phase A\l::iTadl)sle Conformity Status

854 ) o] nd impr o r dfram Walkar A — INHIIVH s m

el !
85; Construct multi-u trail fram Din C+.+ Ilpf nDrJIf‘ ntral m . !

1o

MWhidan + dd ntar tien [on hi lalanac cidawallec. alion
812 Fable Rock Road—\Wilson-Rd-to-Elmhurst St ~ . N ’ 7 ’ ’ o short $27499;Qgg Beem-pt—'FabJ,e—Z-
82_2. IablaR k. Dr‘. CAVVHI n Dr" Newb—GF;'f-ﬁ&S-ﬁgﬂa\l m s_z.gg;ggg_ Beem_pt_ta‘b*e_z_
809 Foothill Rd., Corey Rd. to Atlantic St. New two lane rural major collector, add signal short $1,800,000 Non-Exempt
867 Bear Creek Greenway: Hwy 62 Connection (Medford) short $501,000 Exempt
868 Regional Active Transportation Plan short $200,000 Exempt
821 Table Rock Rd: I-5 Crossing to Biddle Widen to 3 & 5 Lanes, curb, gutter, & Sidewalk + bike lanes short $7,885,000 Non-Exempt

Short Range Total $10,386,000( $10,386,000
858 Foothill Rd., Delta Waters to Coker Butte Improve (widen) to rural collector standards medium $2,220,366 Exempt
859 Foothill Rd., Coker Butte to Vilas Improve (widen) to rural collector standards medium $2,220,366 Exempt
Medium Range Total $4,440,733
860 Foothill Rd., Vilas to Corey Improve (widen) to rural collector standards long $3,286,685 Exempt
861 Table Rock Rd., Mosquito to Antelope Widen to 4 lanes long $2,191,123 Non-Exempt
862 Old Stage Rd., Winterbrook to Taylor Improve (widen) to rural collector standards long $3,286,685 Exempt
82_} IablaR k. Drl: 1.5 Cr, ring+ Biddl i - - — I_eng %71'46,—739' Nen_&em_pt
863 Foothill Rd., Hillcrest to McAndrews Upgrade to 3 lane urban standard long $10,955,616 Exempt
864 Foothill Rd., McAndrews to Delta Waters Upgrade to 3 lane urban standard long $43,822,463 Exempt
866 Beall Ln., Highway 99 to Merriman Upgrade to 3 lane urban standard long S 6,573,369 Exempt
867 Stewart, Hull to Thomas Upgrade to 3 lane urban standard long S 4,382,246 Exempt
868 Kings Highway, S Stage to Medford UGB Upgrade to 3 lane urban standard long S 3,286,685 Exempt
869 Hanley Road, Beall to Pine Upgrade to 3 lane urban standard long S 5,477,808 Exempt
870 Beall Ln. at Bursell New traffic signal long S 438,225 Exempt
Long Range Total $83,700,904| $83,700,904
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PROJECT
NUMBER

LOCATION

DESCRIPTION

TIMING

COST

Cost by Phase

Funds
Available

Conformity Status

902 [1-5:Fern Valley nterchange, Phase 2 Reconstruct inioronange: foalighr widen conecting 10895 | short | $75,000,000 Nor-exempt

903 OR 62: -5 to Dutton Road (Medford), JTA Phase g'ggoc: XZSZ :ﬁﬂfg&%ﬁgﬂtfgﬁigm phase funded by short | $118,485,000 -
opgrade-exist g»;e_;st;;_satsysg_t;;_ ;'; AN

904 OR 140 Freight tmprovements Q&Genﬂa%mkmekmwenmgshewdeps—addmg—mw Ao $5.000.000 E T 2
ke'gh—w—a%’ T

913 I-5: Siskiyou Rest Area (Ashland) Relocate rest area at new location short $14,715,185 Exemp:)é‘gzl;lter:i:r)] Safety,

946 I-5: Bear Creek Bridges NB & SB, Scour Repair Scour Repair, Bridges 08771N & 08771S short $1,994,000 Exempt-Table 2
Widen OR 99 and provide left turn channelization for

945 Hwy 99 & Creel Road Improvements Creel Rd. Provide sidewalk short $3,621,000 Exempt-Table 2

949 Talent/OR 99 Creel Rd_Provi ; short $3:290,000, Exempt-Table 2

950 I-5 California State Line - Ashland Paving Grind/Inlay short | $13,631,000 Exempt-Table 2

951 I-5 S. Medford - N. Ashland Paving Grind/Inlay short $7,358,001 Exempt-Table 2

952 OR99: Ashland - Talent Lane Realignment Continue lane configuation short $250,000 Exempt-Table 2

953 OR99: Laurel Street Signal Upgrade Upgrade traffic signal short $620,000 Exempt-Table 2

954 Rogue Valley VMS Replacement Project Replace boards: I-5/MTN Ave, I-5 Table Rock, Hwy 199 short $700,000 Exempt-Table 2

955 1-5 Medford Viaduct Environmental Assessment Study short $4,000,000 Exempt-Table 2

Short Range Total $165,374,186| $165,374,186
PROJECT Funds
NUMBER DESCRIPTION TIMING COST Cost by Phase Available

1039 Urban Operations Support, FFY2013 short | $ 4,821,770

1056 Urban Operations Support, FFY2014 short $ 3,850,000

1057 Urban Operations Support, FFY2015 short $ 4,900,000

1058 Urban Operations Support, FFY2016 short | $ 4,900,000

1059 Urban Operations Support, FFY2017 short | $ 4,900,000

1060 Urban Operations Support, FFY2018 short | $ 4,900,000

1062 short | $—742.868

1040 short | $ 907,576

1041 Capitalization of Maintenance (MPO STP Transfer, FFY2013) short $ 934,476

1063 Capitalization of Maintenance (MPO STP Transfer, FFY2014) short $ 989,583

1064 Capitalization of Maintenance (MPO STP Transfer, FFY2015) short $ 1,047,769

1065 Capitalization of Maintenance (MPO STP Transfer, FFY2016) short | $ 1,034,726

1066 Capitalization of Maintenance (MPO STP Transfer, FFY2017) short | $ 1,049,214

1067 Capitalization of Maintenance (MPO STP Transfer, FFY2018) short | $ 1,063,903

1055 TDM Rideshare Projects: TDM program operated by Rogue Valley Transportation District, 2014 program short $ 150,000

1054 TDM Rideshare Projects: TDM program operated by Rogue Valley Transportation District, 2015 program short $ 150,000

1074 TDM Rideshare Projects: TDM program operated by Rogue Valley Transportation District, 2016 program short $ 150,000

1075 TDM Rideshare Projects: TDM program operated by Rogue Valley Transportation District, 2017 program short $ 150,000

1076 TDM Rideshare Projects: TDM program operated by Rogue Valley Transportation District, 2018 program short $ 150,000

1068 5310 E & D STP XFER (FY13) short | $ 660,163

1069 5310 E & D STP XFER (FY14) short | $ 587,823

1070 5310 Enhanced Mobility E & D (FY13) short | $ 324,907

1071 5310 Enhanced Mobility E & D (FY14) short | $ 211,829

1072 Replacement of two (2) buses short | $ 1,367,000

1073 Valley Feeder short | $ 111,445

1077 Job Access/Reverse Commute Transit operations short $ 206,102

1046 Support for ADA Service short $ 806,715

1047 Support for ADA Service short $ 792,000

Short Range Total

$ 41,117,002

$41,117,002
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Rogue Valley
Metropolitan Planning Organization

~——
"W 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: July 1, 2014
TO: RVMPO Technical Advisory Committee
FROM: Dan Moore, Planning Coordinator

SUBJECT: Technical Memorandum #2: Alternative Measures Analysis Areas

The objective of this memo is to describe the Alternative Measures analysis areas within the
RVMPO that contribute to meeting the benchmarks and targets of:

e Measure 5: Percentage of New Dwelling Units in Mixed-Use/Pedestrian-Friendly Areas
and,

e Measure 6: Percentage of New Employment in Mixed-Use/Pedestrian-Friendly Areas.

What can be Counted?

The LCDC order approving the Alternative Measures (Order 02—LCDC-026) required that the
RVMPO define the kinds of dwelling units and employment that will count toward meeting the
benchmarks and targets. The definition must recognize three principles:

a) Development in some locations, such as in the downtowns, should count toward meeting
targets, because development in these areas contributes to mixed-use, pedestrian-friendly
centers,

b) Development outside downtowns and central business districts should not count toward
meeting the targets unless that development clearly is consistent with transit-oriented
development and appropriate zoning and land devel opment regulations necessary to
implement the TODs have been adopted; and

¢) Some of the TOD areas, such as the Southeast Medford TOD, are quite large and include
some areas wher e the planned devel opment is unlikely to contribute to mixed-use,
pedestrian-friendly development. Only devel opment that clearly contributes to achieving
mixed-use, pedestrian friendly development should be counted toward this target.

For the 2005 Alternative Measures Benchmark Analysis, the RVMPO developed the concept of
Activity Centersto evaluate Alternative Measures 5 & 6. The concept of activity centers was
described in Medford’s TSP, and locations of these centers were identified and mapped.
Although, DLCD in June 2004 remanded portions of the TSP for additional work (including
work on steps needed to meet AM requirements), the department did accept the concept of
activity centers as places that, like designated TOD sites, can foster the kind of compact,
pedestrian-friendly development that meets Alternative Measures requirements and contributes
to the RVMPQO’s compliance with the TPR.

What are Activity Centers?

RVMPO is staffed by Rogue Valley Council of Governments « 155 N. First St. « P O Box 3275 « Central Point OR 97502 « 541.664-6674
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Activity Centers include parks, schools, and neighborhood commercial and employment centers.
Activity center areas generally are an area within ¥+mile of the defined activity (schooal,
employment center, etc.). Inthese areas, only development that is vertically or horizontally
mixed use can qualify toward meeting benchmarks. The proposed Activity Centers described
below will serve as the analysis areas for Alternative Measures 5 & 6.

Ashland

The analysis will look at high-density residential in the downtown area, and in four activity
centers around the city. The activity centers have generally defined themes. Two centers include
dedicated health care zones — one is Ashland Community Hospital. Another activity center
focuses on light industrial employment opportunities. The fourth activity center includes both the
state university and local school district and includes many businesses catering to student
clientele.

Zones to be examined: R-1 3.5; R-2; R-3; E-1; HC; and C-1.
Area descriptions:

Downtown-Historic Railroad District area includes mixed commercial with theaters and
restaurants, parks and is served by transit. The area core is roughly a 10-block stretch of
North Main Street, from Helman Street to Union Street, extending north to the railroad
tracks (A Street area), with a surrounding residential area, which is mostly developed.
High-density residential development has occurred at the southern end of this area.

Ashland Community Hospital area, including east side of N. Main Street, contains care
residences which, along with medical clinics and labs represent a sizable neighborhood
employment center. Transit service available. Commercial development and high-density
residential development has occurred off Scenic Drive.

North Mountain Avenue area includes Mountain Meadows Retirement Community in
northeast Ashland. An area to the west is designated as the North Mountain
Neighborhood area, and a health care area is designated on the east. A park is nearby.
Some high-density residential development, and commercial development has occurred
in and around this area.

Hersey Street Employment District includes low-density housing as well as high-density
dwellings with commercial uses. This area includes a park and mixed commercial/light
industrial uses. High-density development has occurred around the eastern edge of this
area.

Southern Oregon University zone, in addition to the university, includes Ashland High
School and district administrative offices and a mix of commercial uses along and around
Siskiyou Boulevard. High-density residential development has occurred at the north end
of this area.

Tech Memo #2 — Alternative Measures Analysis Areas 2
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Central Point

The analysis will examine four distinct areas for their potential to help Central Point meet AM
benchmarks, and recent, high-density development. The areas are: downtown; Central Point
TOD site west of Highway 99 and north of Taylor Road; mixed use area around Freeman Road,
south of the Pine Street interchange; and residential development along Hamrick Road in east
Central Point. These areas were selected because they offer compact residential areas, nearby
commercial development or the potential for commercial development that would reduce
reliance on automobiles.

Zones to examine are: R-2; R-3; C-N; C-2; C-3; C-4; C-5; M1; and TOD zones LMR (parcels
smaller than 4,356 sqg. ft.), MMR , HMR, EC, GC, C.

Area descriptions:

Downtown — bordered on the east by 10™ Street; on the north by Hazel Street and
including Crater High School; crossing Hwy. 99 to include Haskell Street, Glenn Way
and Snowy Butte Lane on the west; and a southern boundary that includes Bush Street to
Freeman Road. A mixed-use commercial, retail and residential development has been
built in the reporting period.

Central Point TOD - a triangular area bordered on the east by Hwy. 99; Scenic Avenue
on the north; Grant Road on the southwest and city limits (a line extending directly north
of Grant Road to Scenic, intersecting with Scenic east of Grant Road; and Taylor Road on
the south, extending directly east to Hwy. 99.

Freeman Road activity center — high-density residential area associated with and south of
a regional shopping center; bordered by Freeman Road, Hopkins Road, Interstate 5 and
Pine Street. The area is within ¥2-mile of a major commercial area and is served by transit.

Hamrick Road/East Central Point — a new, residential area that includes high-density

dwellings, but lacks commercial development. With the addition of commercial uses,
development in this area could qualify to meet AM benchmarks.

Tech Memo #2 — Alternative Measures Analysis Areas 4
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Eagle Point

The city is a fast-growing residential community at the north end of the RVMPO - one of the
fastest growing in Oregon — with a population exceeding 6,000. This is the only RVMPO city
that is not served by transit. The largest employer is the Eagle Point School District, and many
residents commute south on Hwy. 62 to jobs in White City and Medford. High-density
development has occurred in two locations: downtown area, near Eagle Point High School, and
in the northeast corner of the city, off Reese Creek Road.

Zones to be examined: R-2; R-3; R-4; C-1; C-2; I-1
Area descriptions:

Downtown area includes a major commercial area along Hwy. 62. The core of the area
includes Main and Loto streets, Linn Road, Royal and Shasta avenues. High-density
residential development has occurred on Minerva Avenue, near the high school.

Reese Creek Road area is more than a half-mile from the downtown area — as the crow
flies — and considerably longer along existing roads. Additionally, this area lacks the
commercial/employment or park aspects that could help it qualify it toward AM
benchmarks. It is discussed here, however, because it has been the site of high-density
residential development, as well as larger-lot residential development (at densities too low
to qualify under AM standards).

Golf course area, located at the southern end of Eagle Point, consists of single family
homes surrounding a championship, 18-hole golf course with a restaurant and other golf-
related businesses. This location lacks the high-density and mixed use development
necessary to count toward benchmarks.

Tech Memo #2 — Alternative Measures Analysis Areas 6
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Jacksonville

Three areas were examined, the downtown and Nunan Square and Fifth Street TOD.

Zones to examine: MF; CI; GC; HC.

Area descriptions:
The downtown area is bordered by F Street to the north; one block west of Oregon Street
on the west; one block south of Pine Street (Fir Street) on the south; and one block east of
Fifth Street on the east.
Nunan Square is a planned unit development that includes residential (including attached
homes), general commercial, and park areas. It is located in a triangular area between N.
Oregon Street, F Street and N. Fifth Street. Commercial and high-density residential

development has occurred in the reporting period.

Fifth Street TOD site covers area along Jacksonville Highway, north of the downtown
area, includes G Street, Shafer Lane and Jacksonville Elementary School.

Tech Memo #2 — Alternative Measures Analysis Areas 8
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Medford

Medford’s TSP identifies more than 60 activity areas — schools, parks and neighborhood
commercial centers. This examination focused on areas where high-density residential and
commercial development occurred in the 2000-2003 period.

Zones to examine: SFR-10; MFR-15; MFR-20; MFR-30; C-SP; CN; CC; CR; CH: IL.
Area descriptions:

Northeast Medford
North Medford TOD is located on the east side of Crater Lake Hwy., and covers
about 460 acres. It is bordered by city limits on the north, Springbrook Road and
McLaughlin Drive on the east and, roughly, Delta Waters Road on the south. The
development examined in this reporting period occurred at the northern end and the
southern tip of the TOD.

North Medford High School (activity center), high-density residential development
on Camellia Avenue, near transit service.

Northwest Medford

Medford Railroad Park (activity center) area, high-density residential on Berrydale
Avenue.

West Medford
West Medford TOD includes about 450 acres directly west of the City Center
TOD. Current land uses include auto-oriented, low-density commercial and
residential, with transit service available at the perimeter. Some development near
the McAndrews Road/Jackson Street intersection, and just beyond the southeast

TOD boundary, at Cherry Street and Meadow Lane, meet AM density standards. A
row-store development has been built in the reporting period.

Central Medford
City Center TOD has new design standards and guidelines to protect historic and
pedestrian character of this core downtown area. The TOD is bordered by Jackson

Street, Oakdale Avenue, Tenth Street, and Interstate 5.

Siskiyou Boulevard (activity center), high-density residential near Portland
Avenue, within ¥-mile of a park, and served by transit.

South Medford

Asante/Rogue Valley Medical Center (activity center) area.

Tech Memo #2 — Alternative Measures Analysis Areas 10
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Phoenix

Much of the City of Phoenix is designated as the City Center TOD. It is located on the west side
of Interstate 5 and includes both sides of Hwy. 99. On the north, this TOD includes commercial
and residential development on the northwest side of the interchange and northern city limits.
The area is bordered on the west by Colver Road. The city has developed a mixed-use plan for
the city center with standards that are consistent with the RVMPO TOD study. High density
development in this TOD would meet AM requirements.

Zones examined were: R-2; R-3; MX; C-1; CT; CH; LI.
Area descriptions:

City Center TOD shows high-density development areas on Cheryl Lane and
Colver Road.

Tech Memo #2 — Alternative Measures Analysis Areas 12
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Talent

No high-density residential construction took place in this reporting period. For most of this
period a building moratorium was in effect because of water system inadequacies. A new water
system was completed and the moratorium was lifted in summer, 2003. Some recently approved
projects are expected to meet benchmark qualifications once built. A civic center with retail
space was built in the downtown area during the reporting period.

Zones examine were: R-2; MH; C-1; C-2; C-3; C-4; LI.

Area descriptions:

Downtown area extends west of Hwy. 99, and north and south of W. Main Street to
include Talent Elementary and Middle schools

Tech Memo #2 — Alternative Measures Analysis Areas 14
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