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DRAFT

CITY OF THE DALLES PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES

Thursday, October 3, 2013
City Hall Council Chambers
313 Court Street
The Dalles, OR 97058
Conducted in a handicap accessible room

6:00 p.m.

CALL TO ORDER:
Chair Lavier called the meeting to order at 6:00 pm.

ROLL CALL:

BOARD MEMBERS PRESENT:
Bruce Lavier, Rob Raschio, Dennis Whitehouse, Jeff Stiles

BOARD MEMBERS ABSENT:
Chris Zukin, Mark Poppoff, Mike Zingg

STAFF MEMBERS PRESENT:
City Attomey Gene Parker, Planning Director Richard Gassman, Administrative Secretary Carole Trautman

APPROVAL OF AGENDA:
It was moved by Raschio and seconded by Whitehouse to approve the agenda as submitted. The motion carried

unanimously; Zukin, Poppoff and Zingg were absent.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES:
It was moved by Whitehouse and seconded by Raschio to approve the August 22, 2013 minutes as submitted.

Whitehouse, Raschio, and Stiles approved, Lavier abstained. The motion carried; Zukin, Poppoff and Zingg
were absent.

PUBLIC COMMENT:

Steve Kelsey, 3850 Nob Hill Road, The Dalles, Oregon, suggested opening up available City
commission/committee positions to residents outside City limits. City Attomey Parker stated there were some
ordinances that required commission/committee members to reside within City limits, and City Council would
need to make ordinance changes. Jim Wilcox, 416 West 7 Street, The Dalles, Oregon, said that when he was
Mayor of The Dalles, there were some adhoc committees (such as the Bum Committee) that could be opened up
to residents outside City limits, and he would use those opportunities to bring others in to help.

LEGISLATIVE HEARING:

Application Number: ZOA 85-13; City of The Dalles; Request: Amendments to the Land Use and
Development Ordinance (LUDQ) as they pertain to the provisions of House Bill 3479.

Director Gassman commented that City Council planned on having a full scale discussion on residential infilt
policy after these proposed LUDO amendments were completed. Gassman explained that these amendments
were designed to free up the minor partition process as it pertained to House Bill 3479 (HB 3479), because
currently the LUDO was in cenflict with the House Bill. He emphasized that this legislative hearing was not a
full review of the City’s residential infill policies. Gassman said the proposed amendments would go before
City Council in a public hearing, then, if adepted, to the County Commissioners for review so amendments
could potentially be applied to the Urban Growth Boundary (UGB) areas. He pointed out that City Council
could only approve the amendments for areas inside City limits, and the County would need to approve the
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amendments for the UGB areas. Gassman handed out a copy of HB 3479 (Attachment 1). He explained that the
proposed amendment language was intended to distinguish between residential and non-residential property, and
some language was added in Section 2 to differentiate. References to pre-payment of funds in lieu of Waivers
of Remonstrance and language regarding waivers of remonstrance as it pertained to minor partitions of
residential property were omitted.

Whitehouse asked what impact the proposed amendments would have for property owners in the minor partition
process, if adopted. Director Gassman said the minor partition process would remain the same, but as part of the
process there would be no requirements to pay into a development fund, sign a Waiver of Remonstrance, or
provide any improvements at the time of the minor partition application. Gassman explained that property
owners could sell partitioned lots with no improvement encumbrances.

Testimony:
Jim Wilcox, 416 West 7™ Street, The Dalles, Oregon, said that it was confusing to follow the references in the

proposed language, because some of the references were general ordinances rather than Land Use and
Development Ordinances. Mr. Wilcox stated that one of the ordinances he reviewed allowed property owners to
Bancroft improvement expenses at [0% interest. He said City Council changed the interest rate to 1% over cost,
and the current LUDO did not reflect that change. Mr. Wilcox said he felt residential, commercial and industrial
parcels should not be charged to “draw a line on a map.”

Steve Kelsey, 3850 Nob Hill Road, The Dalles, Oregon, said that in the County, the people would go to the
County and ask for a Local Improvements Distric (LID). The County would not require an LID. He said the
City should not go to the people and require an LID. Mr. Kelsey also stated that people were not going to pay
for developments, and the Planning Commission should tell the staff what to do.

Randy Hager, 2804 East 10™ Street, The Dalles, Oregon, read portions of past correspondence between he and
Director Gassman (Attachments 2-5) regarding minor partiticning.

Raschic asked Director Gassman if HB 3479 only applied within City limits and not to properties within the
Urban Growth Boundary. Gassman said he and City Attorney Parker both agreed that was the literal reading of

HB 3479.

Randy Hager, 2804 East 10” Street, The Datles, Oregon, read HB 3479 and said that the City’s testimony at the
State House of Representatives hearing was that the UGB was not to be excluded from the HB 3479,

Raschio asked if the proposed LUDO amendments would apply to the UGB areas as well as properties within
City limits. City Attorney Parker said the LUDO amendments weuld only apply to the UGB properties if the
County chose to adopt them. City’s recommendation would be to adopt the amendments. Director Gassman
clarified that the City had jurisdiction for planning purposes in the UGB but no authority to adopt UGB rules.
Typically, Gassman advised, when the County adopts its rules, the City administers those rules.

John Dennee, 2651 East Tenth Street, The Dalles, Oregen, read Mr. Hunicutt’s interpretation (Aftachment 6) of

the proposed LUDO amendments. In summary, Mr. Hunicutt’s opinion was that, due to the cross referencing in
the proposed changes, the amendments would require a property owner to enter into an agreement with the City

to install improvements prior to the City approving the final partition plat; and, therefore, the partition would not
occur due to costs that would exceed property values.

Jerry Johnson, 3102 East 13" Street, The Dalles, Oregon, stated he understood that HB 3479 included the UGB
areas because UGB residents were governed by the City. Director Gassman said the UGB areas were not
governed by the City; they were governed by the County, and up to this point the County had adopted what the
City had adopted. Johnson said there needed to be discussion on the definition of development at some point.
He believed some current development definitions, such as drilling, could be used to require UGB property
owners to install improvements.
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Steve Kelsey, 3850 Nob Hill Road, The Dalles, QOregon, urged the Planning Commission to do the research and
make a strong recommendaticn to the County that HB 3479 intended to include the UGB areas.

Chair Lavier asked staff what the process would be for making changes on residential infill policy. Director
(Gassman stated after these LUDO amendments were completed, the Planning Commission would have a series
of work sessions to address the larger issues. Language would be drafted, and the Planning Commission would
hold a public hearing to make a recommendation to City Council. City Council would then hold a public
hearing.

Mayor Lawrence stated he understood Director Gassman’s explanation of the process to be what City Council
had directed. Gassman listed other issues that needed to be addressed as follows: 1) who would be responsible
for the installation of public improvements; 2) who would pay for public improvements; 3) what to do with past
Waivers of Remonstrance; 4) what to do with LIDs; and 5) what to do with street standards.

Chair Lavier called for a recess at 7:25 pm and reconvened the meeting at 7:35 pm.

After reviewing Mr. Hunicutt’s written comments, Director Gassman stated there was some confusion on Mr.
Hunitcutt’s part regarding his reference to Section 9.040.060(H) regarding strect improvement requirements.
Section 9.040 applied to subdivisions, not minor partitions; and Section 9.040.060 did not apply tec minor
partitions except for a provision in Section 9.030.050. Gassman explained that Section 9.030 pertained to minor
partitions, and Section 9.040 pertained to subdivisions. Currently, LUDO had a cross reference from Section
9.030 to Section 9.040 that requires minor partitions to meet the same requirements as subdivisions. Gassman
said that is why, in the proposed amendments, page 2, the cross reference was deleted so that minor partition
applicants would not be required to comply with Section 9.040.060(H). In summary, Gassman advised that the
proposed amendments omitted street improvements for minor partitions, while street ilnprovement requirements
would remain for non-residential properties and the construction of new dwellings,

Raschio clarified that these proposed amendments would shift the costs away from the minor partition applicant,
Director Gassman said that was coirect.

Chair Lavier closed the public hearing at 7:44 p.m.

Deliberation

Whitehouse ¢larified that these LUDO amendments were the first step in the process. Director Gassman said
the amendments, if approved, would bring the City’s code into compliance with HB 3479, In doing so, they
would remove the street improvement requirements from the minor partition application on residentially-zoned
property. Whitehouse said he was concerned about setting up two different standards for an unrepresented
group. Gassman said the City did not want two different standards.

It was moved by Raschio and seconded by Stiles to recommend to City Council approval of the proposed LUDO
amendments of ZOA 85-13 as submitted in staff’s report. The motion carried unanimously; Zukin, Poppoff and
Zingg were absent.

It was moved by Stiles and seconded by Whitehouse to recommend to City Council and the County Commission
Board to adopt the proposed LUDQO amendments and to include the Urban Growth Boundary areas. The motion
carried unanimously; Zukin, Poppoff and Zingg were absent.

Stiles stated, for the record, that timing was an issue, and this process needed to move as quickly as possible.

Whitehouse said he hoped that, in the future, atl Planning Commissioners would be in attendance for future
meetings as much as possible.
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STAFF/COMMISSIONER COMMENTS:

Director Gassman reported that the next regularly scheduled meeting of October 17, 2013 was cancelled.
Raschio asked if the Planning Commission should meet then to continue work on the residential infill policies.
Gassman said staff would not be ready by then and the Commission would meet the first Thursday in November

as scheduled.

Director Gassman introduced Nick Kraemer, Planning Department’s new Associate Planner.

Raschio asked if code enforcement could inspect a large growth of puncture vine on some city-owned property
at Case and Kelly Streets.

Director Gassman repotted that the Google project was moving forward and would have a very positive impact
on the City. There was also some new development at West 6 Street and Cherry Heights in front of the new
Goodwill structure, tenants to be determined.

Randy Hager, 2804 East Tenth Street, The Dalles, Oregon, summarized the challenges some UGB property
owners had faced with property values and sales.

ADJOURNMENT:
Chair Lavier adjourned the meeting at 8:00 pm.

Respectfully submitted by Carole J. Trautman, Administrative Secretary

Bruce Lavier, Chairman
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| Legisianve Information System
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TTth ORECON LEGISLATIVE ASSIEMBIY—2013 Regular Sassion

Enrolled
House Bill 3479

Spansored Ly Representative HUFFMAN

CHAPTER viiiiniens P s sms s

AN ACT

Relating to eity fees; and declaring an emergency.

Be It Enactad by tha People of the State of Ovegon:

SECTION L When tho owner of property that is looated in o cify in Waseo Counfy with
s population greater than 5,000 and thal iy zoned for residentinl use Gles an application for
a partition, ns defined in ORS $2.010, or o subsequent appliention for & permil in furtherance
of the parlition, for the properly, the cily may not, as & condition of approval of the appii-

cation:

{1) Asgoss:
(a) A charge in lleu of forming n local improvement district; or

(3) A prepayment agalnal an asgessment for a future local fmprovement districty or

(2) Require the owner of the property o enter inlo a nonremonstrance agreément with
rospect 10 the future formation of a local improvement distet,

SKCTION 2, Seclion 1 of Lhis 20138 Act i vepenled on July 1, 2023.

SECTION 3. Thia 2013 Aot boing nooessary for the immediato preservalion of tho puhlio
peace, heallth and safely, an emergency 1s declared lo exisi, and (his 2019 Acl tukos effect

on lts passage.

Buwolled Housa Bill 3479 (HB 3479.8) Page 1
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Attachment 2
26 June 2013
28048
E. 10" Street
The Dalles, OR 67058

Dick Gassman

Director of Planning & other public obtacles
City of The Dalles

313 Court Street, The Dalles, OR 97058

Regarding: Partition

Dear Dick,

Please consider this partition idea that I"ve worked on over the last few years. A reminder
Dick, that when I bought 2804 E. 10" in 2002, T was given paperwork signed by Daniel
Roberts {then director or acting director of public works) stating that I could divide

this .91 acre lot into 3 lots, that I confirmed with planning at which time planning was in
the basement of City Hall. You’ll remember that all of the sewer and water service and
connection fees were identified in that paperwork. Then a lot of water under the bridge,
and then the challenges of wording the ordinance with City Council and staff, leading to
the planning commission hearing and subsequently the Governor signing House Bill
3479 into law this June.

Now I'm living with rumors and newspaper articles and fears and angst from people all
over town; from the Mayor and past Mayors and neighbors, to comments from Nolan and
Gene Parker at City Council and their advertized comments in print.

Which leads me to locate ONE solution. And so once again I turn to you. The question
being; what is the law today specifying the complete answer to the quest for a lot
partition in the urban growth boundary of The Dalles Oregon; particularly for my own
home and property? I’m not after any postures or predictions. Just what can I do today
that is governed by law. Please recall that my primary home has its own well and septic
as 1s the case with the 2011/2012 constructed accessory dwelling. I clearly have been
heid in limbo since 2007 awaiting a legal determination over this partition issue and the
development of clearly defined ordinance.

Thank you.
Sincerely,

Randolph Hager



Attachment 3 @/2@/ (3
CITY of THE DALLES

313 COURT STREET
THE DALLES, OREGON 97058

{541) 296-5481 ext. 1125
FAX; (541) 298-5490
Planning Department

June 28, 2013

Randy Hager
2804 B East 10" Street
The Dalles, OR 97058

Re: Partition
Dear Randy,

You have inquired about the current status of the rules relating to minor partitions in The Dalles after
the passage of HB 3479. Ihave attached a copy of your letter and a copy of HB 34795 for reference.

First, a careful reading of HB 3479 reveals that it relates only to property in a city in Wasco County.
Your property on East 10™ is not inside the city limits of The Dalles, therefore the provisions of that
bill do not apply to your property. As a result, the rules for minor partitions have not changed.

The final conditions for approval of a minor partition can only be determined by submitting an
application. However, in the past, for those properties that are situated on unimproved streets and
seek to partition, we have required full improvement. Full improvement usually means the
installation of sewer and water utilities and a street with sidewalks, curbs and half street pavement.
Again, the exact details depend on a variety of factors and can only be determined through a formal
process.

If you are required to put in improvements as a condition of approval, that condition can be met in
one of the methods provided for in the LUDO. In general you have the option of installing the
improvements, paying the estimated costs of the improvements, agreeing to put in the improvements
and providing financial guarantees for the estimated costs, or forming a local improvement district to
install the improvements.

The City Council has indicated an intent to change the minor partition rules but put that on hold until
the legislature finished with HB 3479. The Council’s interest in a change will be reviewed again,
beginning with a joint work session of the Council and Planning Commission on Julyl8. Whether
the public will be allowed to participate in that discussion is up to the Council and Planning
Commission. If that work session determines that changes in the LUDO are needed, there will be
public hearings held at a later date.

[ hope this answers the issues you raise in your letter.
Sincerely,
WW
Richard Gassman
Director
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September 26, 2013

Dick Gassman
Director of Planning
City of The Dalles, OR 97058

Re: Long delayed partition

Dear Dick,
In my last correspondence, June of 2013 | requested present law definition of my right to partition,

Your response letter to me of June 28" identified that it was the city’s position that as a result of the
wording of HB 3479 "within a city in Wasco county”, the old ordinance still demanded that | “pay into a
fund” due to the location of my lot in the urban growth boundary across the street from city limits.

This bearing on my ownership of .91 aces which when purchased in 2002 addressed the then requested
opportunity to partition into 3 lots with infrastructure and connection to city services projected to cost
me approximately $8900.00.

| have now proceeded to survey and describe a lot division of 1 lot into 2 lots as was allowed for the
neighboring Denee property, with no requirements for fees or infrastructure improvements. This is .
based on our discussion following your June 28" letter, in which you identified to me that the city would
not likety enforce any costs or implementation of improvements should | partition into a front lot with
street frontage and a rear lot with a described ingress/egress easement.

| have now agreed to rent the house on the front lot and was asked if | would consider selling that lot
once the partition was approved and recorded, which | would do probably spring of 2014, My present
guestion being; is it still valid as you have described, that because | am not altering the frontage or
requesting additional access points at the frontage, that this lot division can proceed without ordinance
encumbrance? | want to address this potential scenario with my renter early in the next week beginning
September 29™ 2013.

Thank you for your regards.
Sincerely,

Randolph Hager
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October 04, 2013

To; Planning Commission

Regards: HB 3479 vs. City of The Dalles, Wasco County Intergovernmental Agreement and Partition

Jusrisdiction

Planning Commission, City staff, City Council, Community and Honorable Mayor Lawrence

Records will disclose that the intergovernmental agreement recognizes the jurisdiction the City of The
Dalles planning staff has over all planning actions and decisions governing my home and property at
2804 East 10" street within the urban growth boundary.

This city planning jurisdiction was in place at the time of my 2002 purchase at which time | received and
verified signed paperwork on City of The Dalles public works letterhead identifying a requested 3-lot
partition and the costs pertaining to that partition all under the jurisdiction of the city planning office
with no mention of non-remonstrance, LIDs, or fees or funds for street improvements.

{ was required to purchase a building permit under city jurisdiction for the construction of my art studio
in approximately 2003 with no mention or demands for signing non-remonstrance or notice of any
payment into a fund or a planning action for streets or infrastructure improvements.

In 2011 after multiple visits over three years with Dick Gassman requesting a move toward partitioning
for further construction we had determined that | could, and did build a 600 square foot accessory
dwelling over a garage at 2804 E. 10" street, all under the jurisdiction of city planning with no mention
of fees or funds or infrastructure, or street improvements, as a consequence of the building permit.

Shortly following my move-in in September 2012, city council directed staff to provide for 3-lot
partitions te occur under city ordinance with the elimination of a demand for non-remonstrance or pre
payments or for demands for infrastructure improvements. There would ke no need or request for city
services on my property as each dwelling was served by its own domestic well and septic system. |
understand that | was still postured to lock to the future should a LID ever become formed. My
conversations with Dick indicated that the present rate of development may indicate that east 10™
street could get and LID in 50 to 100 years.

Staff failed to provide the requested ordinance change which met with disapproval by the planning
commission spring of 2013 with a directive to “go back and do it right”,



Presentations were then made to the Oregon Legislature and HB 3479 became LAW in June 2013 which
directed the city planning authority to ‘cease the demand’ for non-remanstrance, and the demands for
specific fee payments for infrastructure improvements, in the case of partitions up to 3 lots.

City planning staff then determined that due to the wording “within a city” that they, even though they
have jurisdiction over city/county ptanning autherity, would disallow the authority of the new law to
govern their jurisdiction outside city limits within the urban growth boundary.

As a result of the new law | wrote Mr. Gassman of June 26, 2013 and requested clarity as to the present
implications regarding my partition request at 2804 east 10%,

His response was to specify that HB 3479 did not provide me any protection from city ordinance that the
city had jurisdiction over and that clarity could only be had by submitting an application for a minor

partition.

At this point the incomprehensible becomes apparent. The city planning staff handles jurisdiction of
authority. City council directs that authority to cease specific actions and provide an ordinance of
recognition. Staff refuses to take the directive of city council and refuses to apply the law to the extent
of their jurisdiction. The entirety of ordinance and jurisdiction becomes so thwarted that the planning
commission and again the city council and the entire community have to face the insult and
embarrassment of mis-guided actions and unfulfilled obligations.

My question right here is:

WILL YOU AS PLANNING COMMISIONERS, WITNESS TO THIS DISARRAY, IN THE PRESENCE OF THIS
COMMUNITY AND ON MY BEHALF, AND ON BEHALF OF SO MANY OTHERS WHO COULD PROCEED AND
PROSPER WITH THE WILL OF THEIR OWN LIVES, STAND AND CORRECT THESE INJUSTICES AND BREACH
OF DUTY WHILE IT IS APPAERENT WHAT FAILS TO BE CORRECTED.

| have worked to have the development of the law on partitions; | seek the protection of the law on
partitions; and de herein request your support in observation of the intent of the law.
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CITY of THE DALLES

313 COURT STREET
THE DALLES, OREGON 97058

PHONE: 541-296-5481 EXT. 1125
FAX: 541-298-5490
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Memorandum

To:  Planning Commission

From: Richard Gassman, Director

Date: November 7, 2013

Re:  Residential Development Discussion

Goal. Our goal is to review City policies relating to public improvements associated with residential
development and to forward a recommendation to the City Council. In addition to the actual
recommendation, the Council will also have available the minutes of the Commission sessions.

Introduction. The issues surrounding residential development are complicated and often
interrelated. As the first step in our review we will take a look at the various aspects of
development, what the current City policies are, and whether there are any exceptions to the current
policies. We will also briefly mention possible alternatives to the current policy. If we have time we
will then begin the discussion of possible changes to current City policies. If the Commission
decides to recommend a change to the current policy, we will discuss what that change might be.
What we don’t finish during this work session, we will take up at the next Commission session.
Most changes will require amendments to the City’s Land Use and Development Ordinance
(LUDO). The language for those amendments will be prepared and brought back to the Commission
after all the policies are fully discussed.

Scope of Discussion. Currently residential development contains a whole series of requirements
related to various aspects of development. This work session will focus on those improvements that
are not on private property. Generally these are referred to as public improvements, or off-site
improvements. In this staff report we will use the term “public improvements”. The public
improvements include sidewalks, curbs, streets, storm water, sanitary sewer, and water. Unless so
directed by the Commission, we will not look at such aspects of residential development as system
development charges, driveways, and other regulations that apply solely on private property.

Who is Responsible for Public Improvements? The City’s general policy is that property owners
are responsible for bringing their adjacent right of way up to City standards. Once that is done and
the City accepts the street, and underground utilities, the City then takes over the responsibility to
maintain them. The sidewalk and any unimproved area within the right of way remain the
responsibility of the adjacent property owner for maintenance purposes. Exceptions to this general



rule include a policy on multi-frontage lots and a gravel street policy. Multi-frontage relief is a
policy that provides the City will pay for part of the total frontage cost for surface improvements of
those lots that have frontage on more than one street. There is no multi-frontage relief for
underground utilities. The gravel street policy provides that in certain circumstances, the City will
provide the labor and equipment if the adjacent property owners pay for the materials and any
contracted services needed, such as concrete contractors. Any project using the gravel street policy
is subject to the City having budgeted sufficient funds to pay for the labor, equipment, and any multi-
frontage relief provided by the City.

What Public Improvements. An individual property owner is typically responsible for one half of a
fully improved residential street. That would include a 16 foot paving width, a 6 inch curb, and a
five foot sidewalk. If the paving width for the street is scheduled to be wider than a total of 32 feet,
the City would pay for the additional cost. The street would in most circumstances also have a

City water main, a sanitary sewer main, and a storm water pipe. If these utilities are not already in
the right of way, then the property owner is responsible for extending them to the far end of their

property.

When is the Requirement for Public Improvements Triggered? Until the passage of HB 3479 by
the State Legislature in 2013, the City considered either the creation of one or more new lots, or the
addition of a dwelling unit, as a trigger for public improvements. If the adjacent right of way was not
built to City standards then the property owner was required to either put in the required public
improvements or to meet one of the identified methods of deferring public improvements. In many
cases it was not feasible for the public improvements to be put in so the issue became which of the
identified deferral methods would be chosen. Those methods included a Waiver of Remonstrance
(WR), a Delayed Development Agreement (DDA), also sometimes called a deferred development
agreement, or the pay into the fund (PF) method. With the recent LUDO amendments to comply
with HB 3479, the City is in the process of removing minor partitions as a triggering event. Public
improvements will still be required with a subdivision, or with a building permit for a new

dwelling.

There are several reasons why it may not be feasible for the required public improvements to be put
in. These include one or more of the following: lack of a storm water system, lack of engineering,
or due to lack of adjoining public improvements where a single property width of improvements is
not a viable long range solution. As a way of allowing development to occur without the public
improvements, the City has adopted several exceptions, as stated above. These exceptions all defer
the installation of the public improvements to an indefinite time. The WR and the PF are now
prohibited for minor partitions. At the present time an applicant who submits a request for a single
family dwelling building permit will not be required to sign a WR for the formation of a LID.

City Standards. The requirement for public improvements all refer to installing the improvements
to “City Standards”. Prior to 2010 these standards were spelled out in LUDO Section 10.060 J. and
there was essentially a “one size fits all” approach, depending on the street category. After a
thorough review of the requirements and the existing conditions, the City adopted a more flexible
approach. For streets that are listed in the City’s Transportation System Plan (TSP) as local

and residential, the City has specific requirements for individual street segments, with additional
flexibility for difficult cases. These different standards are contained in Resolution 10-007, which
was made part of LUDO Section 10.060 J 5. The key element in this more flexible approach

is whether the street is listed in the TSP as a local residential street. The TSP has a list of all public
streets in the City, prior to recent annexations, and how they are categorized. One idea to discuss is



whether to expand the list of streets that are authorized to be less than fully improved. If the
Commission is interested in looking at this idea, the next category of streets is the residential
collector street. Many of the undeveloped streets on the east side are listed as collector streets. The
City may not be completely free to reduce standards on all streets due to federal ADA requirements.

Types of Deferral of Construction. Over the years the City has provided a variety of approved
methods that on one hand require the improvement but defer the installation. These deferral methods
have different consequences. The traditional method of deferral has been the WR. This is a
document where the property owner waives their right to object (remonstrate) to the creation of a
local improvement district (LID) to install one or more public improvements. The WR is recorded
and is tied to the property. The City started requiring these over 20 years ago and has over that time
accumulated a number of these WRs for a variety of improvements. Although the City has
eliminated the WR from residential development projects, one of the issues to be resolved is what to
do with these old WRs. There is no time limit on them so it is possible to simply keep them.
However, if the City does not intend to use them to initiate an LID then there may not be a reason to
keep them. On October 28, 2013 the City Council released two WRs on a residential property at the
request of the property owner, citing special circumstances. The Council did not discuss WRs in
general.

The DDA is another method of deferring public improvements. Like the WR it is a document signed
by the property owner and recorded. It also has no time limit. However the DDA is not tied to an
LID. Itis aseparate agreement between the owner and the City. The DDA typically describes the
events which will trigger notice from the City that the public improvements need to be constructed.

The PF is yet another way of deferring any required public improvements, but in this alternative the
owner pays the estimated costs and is then relieved of any future liability. However, the
improvement is not put in at that time.

HB 3479. This bill was passed by the 2013 Legislature. It prohibits the City from requiring either
the WR or the PF as part of a minor partition. However, the bill restricts these methods only when
tied to a minor partition. The WR or the PF may be required as part of the requirements for a
building permit for a new dwelling. One of the issues for discussion is whether the City should
completely discontinue the use of the PF method. The discussion could also include whether the
City should reestablish the use of WR for residential development.

Costs. The cost of improvements is always an issue. However, with the prohibition on the PF
method during a minor partition, the issue then becomes whether the City wishes to keep this option
for the building permit stage. One of the questions that has come up is over the prevailing wage
requirement for public contracts. The price of labor at the prevailing wage rate has been used to
calculate the estimated costs for public improvements for the PF option. This tends to increase the
cost to people wanting to use this option compared to what a property owner might pay a private
contractor for the same work. However, the estimates from private contractors do not usually
include the cost of engineering that is needed to make sure public improvements put in by a private
contractor are located properly and will fit into a finished system. Even with that caveat, some areas
are simply not ready for installation of public improvements as the necessary system engineering has
not been done.

LID. The LID is a standard municipal device for installing public improvements. An LID can
be formed when there are a sufficient number of property owners who have agreed to the LID. In



The Dalles the LID process is located in Ordinance 91-1127. In an LID the public improvement is
installed for a number of properties and the cost is split between the properties, usually on linear foot
frontage basis. All LIDs must go through a formal process by the City Council, including a public
hearing. There are basically two ways to form an LID. The City can initiate the LID using WRs as
all or part of the required owner approval. Owners can also initiate an LID through the City Council.
Currently the LID is a valid means of installing public improvements, but in recent history the LID
process has not been used for residential improvements. Some cities have chosen not to initiate an
LID unless the petition is brought to the Council by the property owners, with a sufficient number of
property owners requesting it, without the use of WRs. An item of discussion will be whether the
City should restrict its use of the LID process for residential development.

Maintenance. Currently the City maintains all streets that are built to City standards and have been
formally accepted by the City as City streets. Over the years the standards have changed and some
streets that are under City maintenance now would not be accepted for maintenance if built the same
way today. In addition, with the adoption in 2010 of lesser standards for some streets, it is possible
for a street to be up to “city standards", for LUDO purposes, but not be up to City standards for
maintenance purposes. Streets not accepted by the City as City Streets are generally not maintained
by the City. An item of discussion may also include whether the City should take over, or increase,
maintenance responsibility for streets that it has not accepted fully for maintenance.

Other Cities. Other cities are facing similar problems. Even larger cities do not have answers for
many of the same issues we are facing. | have attached a study from the City of Portland, dated
November 2012, with discussions of many of the issues we will be discussing. If you read the report
you will see that some of the issues could almost be verbatim restatements of the problems we are
facing.

Possible Discussion Points.

Here is list of possible discussion items. As we go through the review of residential development
issues, we can add, or subtract, from this list.

1. Should the adjacent property owners be responsible for public improvements? Current policy —
yes, with multi-frontage and gravel street exceptions. If the adjacent property owners are not
responsible for the public improvements, who should be, and where will the money come from.

2. Should the adjacent property owners be responsible for the full range of public improvements?
Current policy - yes.

3. When should the public improvements be triggered? Current policy — at time of a subdivision or
addition of a dwelling.

4. Should the City require any public improvements at time of subdivision? Current policy — full
improvement.

5. Should the City require any public improvements at time of building permit for a dwelling?
Current policy — full improvement.

6. Should the City allow new dwellings only on streets that are fully improved or which can be made
fully improved at time of construction? Not current policy.

7. What deferral options should the City use? PF, WR, DDA?



8. Should City change street standards for Residential Collector Streets? Does ADA law affect any
of these decisions?

9. Should the City review the standards for local residential streets in Resolution 10-007?

10. Should the City allow public improvements for any street without installation of a storm water
system?

11. Should the same requirements apply to all residential developments, including those associated
with both minor partitions and subdivisions, to address the potential for “serial minor partitions” as
an avenue to avoid development requirements?

Summary

If the City determines that public improvements are not required, then the discussion goes down a
different path, and much of the material in this Memorandum is irrelevant.

If the City determines that public improvements are required, there are only two options — either put
the improvements in as part of a project, or delay them to a later date. The advantages of deferral are
obvious, but over time the disadvantages have also become obvious. The main disadvantage is that
the City has not found any method that guarantees the public improvements will be put in at a later
date. The PF method was devised as a way to allow the development without the construction of the
public improvements, and also without the necessity of trying to get the property owner to pay at a
later date or having to ensure that future property owners are aware of a potential future obligation.
With the passage of HB 3479, the City can no longer require either a WR or the PF with a minor
partition. However, the bill did not place similar restrictions on other development, such as the
building of a new dwelling.

Most of the lots we are currently dealing with are located on unimproved streets and the streets are
not currently ready for development. The main reason usually is the lack of a storm water system in
place, but often there is no engineering so that the exact location or the elevation of the
improvements has not yet been determined. If the improvements are not put in with development,
then arrangements must be made for installation at a later date. This starts the whole discussion all
over again.

Itis clear from a history of the City’s attempts to get public improvements that no simple, cost
effective method has been found. The practical result of the allowance of development coupled with
the failure to get improved streets results in the City actually encouraging the type of development
that will make it more difficult in the future to get the public improvements. The City should
consider eliminating all deferment of public improvements. This would require property owners
who want to develop to figure out a way to install the public improvements at the time of
construction. If we continue to allow residential development but defer the installation of the public
improvements, the City must have better assurance that the deferment will result in the
improvements actually being constructed. Otherwise we are increasing density, reducing the number
of unimproved lots and making future public improvements that much harder to obtain.

Recommendation: Staff is not making any recommendation, other than the Commission consider
and discuss all the issues and options. The Planning Commission can give staff guidance on which,
if any, of these issues the Commission would like staff to further develop.



Attachments.

1.  HB 3479.

Inventory of Streets from TSP.

City of Portland Unimproved Street Study. November 2012.
Resolution 10.007. Standards for Local Streets.

General Ordinance No. 91-1127. LID process.
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Enrolled
House Bill 3479

Sponsored by Representative HUFFMAN

CHAPTER cimimiisainistonsaessmmssis iiens o

AN ACT

Relating o city fess; and declaring an emergency.

Be It Enacted by tha People of the Stste of Oregon:

SECTION 1. When tho owner of property that is looated in o cify in Waseo County with
a population grealev than 5,000 and thal iv zoned for residential use filos an application for
a partiiion, ns defined in ORS 52.010, or n subsequont application for a permi( in furtheranoe
of the parilition, for* the properly, the citly may not, as o condition of approval of the appll-

eation:

(1) Assoss:
(a) A charge in lleu of forming a local improvernont district: or

(b) A prepaymeni agalnsl an assessment for a futura local improvement districtt or

{2) Require itie owner of the properly {o enter lnlé a nonremonstrance agreement with
regpect to the fulure formation of a local improvement district,

SECTION 2. Sootion 1 of this 2013 Aot is repenled on July 1, 2023,

SECTION 3. This 2013 Acl being noccesary for the immediate preservatlion of tho publis
peace, heallh and eafely, an emergency is deciared o exist, and ihfs 2013 Act tukes effeci

on lis passage.

f

Bmolled Houss Bil 3479 (HB 3479.8) Page 1



TABLE A-1

[ -, Street Systemn Inventory
oy City of The Dalles
(e , Nember
o Joriss  Clmsi  ROW  Street  of Trave On-Streat Speed
| » Rosdway dicfiom _ fication Width  Width  Laces Direction Parking Sidewalk BikeLan Liit
1
L 1e Sl .
! River Rd. Port of The Dalles City Local 40 22  Unstriped Twowsy  No No No 25
. Union St Court St City  Ateridl 80 p: 1 Oneway  Yes 1 Side No 20
< ¥ Court St ‘Washington SL City  Arerial 29 1 Oncway  Yes i Sids No 20
9 ‘Washicgton St. Fedexal St, City  Areral 80 [ 1 Ono-way  Yes No No 20
! Fedecal St. Laughlin St. City. _._ Aderial 28 .. Oneway __ Yes No.. .No 20
S Laughlin St. Jofieraon St. City  Aderial 80 24 1 Onoway  Yes No No 20
) Jefferson St. Madivon St. City  Aderisl 80 | i Onoway  Yes No No 20
vou 2od S
b E84 Hostetler St County Collector 60 37 1 Two-way Yes No No 40
o Hostetler St. City Limits County Collector 80 42 1 Two-way Yes No No 40
- City Limits Split City  Collector 60 6 1 Two-way No No No 40
. odSt SEB
< Splic -84 WB On Ramp City Collilor NA 17 f Oncway  No No No 40
T F-84 WB On Ramp 184 WB On Ramp City Collector NA 2t 1 One-way No No No 40
[ F44 WB Oa Ramp Webber 5t. City Collector NA 28 1 Ono-way No No No 40
: 20d St. NWB
e ] Split 184 WB On Ramp City Collctor NA 26 2 Onc-way No No No 40
o -84 WB On Ramp Webber St City Collttor NA 24 2. Onewsy No No No 40
i 2nd S
. Webber St. Teteminal Ave. State  Arwrisf  NA 43 2 Two-way Intermittet  No No s
o Terminal Ave. [-84 WRB Off Ramp State Arterial NA 62 2 Two-way [ntormitient No No as
r-'_!k -84 WB Off Ramp ‘24 BB -Off Bamp ~~State-—Arterial  --NA =34 ~2 Twoway ~-No - --No « No -35
I “\ .34 BB OTRamp Mount Hood St. State  Adesl  NA " 2 Twowmy No No No 35
. Mount Hood St. Peatand St. State  Anterial 80 52 2 Twoway Inlormittent Intermiient  No 35
Peatland St. Lincoln St. State  Artorial 80 5235 2 Two-way Intcrmittent Yes No 30
' Lincola St. Liberty St, Siats  Arerial 60 40 2 Onewsy  Yes Yes No 20
i Liberty St. Union §t. Sute  Areial 60 40 2 Onowsy _ Yes Yes No 20
P Ugion St. Court St. Smtc  Arterial 60 40 2 One-way Yes Yes No 20
Ky Court St. Washington St. Satc  Aredal 60 40 2  Omway Yea Yes No 20
) Washington St. Federal St State  Adeial 60 4 2 Ongway Yoo Yes No 20
L. Foderal SL. Laughkin S1. Stts  Arterial 60 40 2 Onc-way  Yes Yes No 20
. Laughlin St. Yefforson St St Adedial 60 40 2 Ope-way  Yes Yes No 20
€ Yofferson St Madisoa St. State  Arterial 60 40 2 Omcwny Yes Yes No 20
: Madison St Moaroe St. State Arterial &0 40 2 QOne-way Yes Yes No 20
) Monroe S Tayloc St. Sate  Adecial 60 40 2 Ouwoway Yo Yea No 20
;. Taylor St. 3nd St State  Arterial &0 4 2 One-way No Yes No
204 St. - US 30 '
i Icd St Brewery Grade State  Arterial 100 46/12 2 Two-way Iotermittent Intermittent  No 35
J[.;_ Brewery Grade US 30 WB Mecge State Artorial 100 87 3 Two-way No No No 40
b US 30 WB Metge 184 Acceas Rd. Sate  Aredal 100 50 3 Twowsy No No Mo 40
184 Acceas Rd. US 30 WB Split State  Arerial 100 46 3 Twoway No No No 40
Fe US 30 WB Split Sute Rd, to WB Swats  Anerial 100 32 2  Twoway No No Ne 40
3 swerdwws State RA. to BB Sate  Adedal 100 40 2 Twowy No No No 40
© StaeRd.wEB Us 197 Stto  Aderial 100 36/40 2 Twowsy No No No 0
. 20d St. - US 30 WB Through
i‘ US 30 Mecge US 30 Spl State Arterial 100 25 1 Onec-way No No No 40
3rd P1.
6th St. Trevitt St. City Arterial 60 48 2 Two-way Infermittent  Yea No 30
-f  revis St 4h St City  Areral 60 36 2 Two-way Intermittert  Yes No 25
Y dmSL Pootland St, City  Aredal 60 42 2 Twowsy Intermittent  Yes No 25
" 3cd St
Pentland St. Lincoln St. Siate Arterial 42 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 20
Liberty St. State Arterial 60 40 2 Oae-way Yes Yos No 20

\g!- Lincoln St.



TABLE A-1

Street System Inventory
City of The Dalles
Number
Jurie-  Classis ROW  Street  of Traved On-Street
Roadway diction fGcstieon  Width Width  Lames Direction & Sidewalk Bike Lan
Liberty St. Unlon St. State Arterial &0 40 2 Onc-way Yes Yes No
Union St. Court St. Stale Artorial 60 40 2 One-way Yes Yes No
Court St. ‘Washington St. Siate Arterial 60 490 2 Onc-way Yez Yes No
Washington St. Foderal St. Stale  Arteral 60 2 2 Oas-way Yes Yes No
Fedenl St. Laughlin St. State Arterial 60 40 2 Onec-way Yes Yes No
Laughlia St. Jeiferson St. Stale  Artorial 60 39 2 One-way Yes Yes No
Jefferson St. Madison St. Sale  Arerial 60 40 2  Omeway  Yes Yes No
Madizon St. Monroe St. State Arterial 60 40 2 One-way Yes Yes No
Mouaroe St. Tayloc St. Stalo Arteral 60 40 2 Ons-way Yes Yes No
Taylor St. 2nd SL State  Arterial 60 53 2 Ooe-way  Yes Yes No
4th St
3nd Pl Lincoln St. City Arteral 60 40 2 Two-way No Yes No
Lincoln St. Liberty St. City Arterial 60 40 2 Two-way No Yes No
Liberty St. Union St. City Arterial 60 39 2 Two-way No Yea No
Unioa St. Court St City Arterial 50 40 2 Two-way No Yor No
Count St. ‘Washington St. City Arteral 60 40 2 Two-way No Yes No
Washiogtoe St. Federal St. City  Arterial 60 7 2 Two-way No Yea No
Poderal St. Laughlin St. City Agterial 60 36 2 Two-way No Yes No
Laughlin St. Jefferson St City Arterial 60 38 2 Two-way No Yes No
4th St. Grade
Jefforson St. Tih St. City  Collector 60 34 2 Two-way No Intermittent  No
Tik St 8ih St City  Collector 60 30 2 Two-way No Yes No
8th St, 9th St. City Collestor 60 30 2 Two-way Inleemittent Yes No
5th St.
Union St, Court St. City Local 60 40 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No
Court St. Washingtoa St. City Local 60 33 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No
‘Washington St. End City Local 60 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No
&h St. -US 30
Chenowith Creek I-84 BB Off Ramp State Artorial NA 24 2 Two-way No No No
I-84 EB Off Remp Division St. State  Artorial Na 40 2 Two-way No No Yes
Division St. Irvine St Stats Axtarial NA 40 2 Two-way No Ne Yes
Irvioo St. Les St. Stalo Arteriat NA 40 2 Two-way No No Yes
Loe St. Chenowith Loop Stato Arterial NA 42 2 Two-way No No Yes
Chenowith Loop Hostelier St. State  Arterial NA 40 2 Two-way No No “Yes
Hosgtetler St Pomona St. State  Arterial NA 39770 2 Two-way Intermittent No Yes
Fomona St. Snipos 5S¢, Sulo  Arterial  NA §5/69 2 Two-way Intormittest  No Yes
Snipes St Myrtle St State  Arterlal NA 62468 3 Two-way Inlermittent Intermittont  Yes
Myrtle 5t Ash 51, Stats Arterial NA 68 3 Two-way Intormittent Intermittent  Yes
Ash St. ‘Walnrt St. State Arterisl NA 67 3 Two-way Inlormittent Iofermittent  Yes
‘Walmst St. I-84 EB Off Ramp State Arterial NA 68 3 Two-way Yes Yes Yes
L84 EB Off Ramp I-84 FB On Ramp State  Asterial NA 67 3 Two-way No Intermittent  Yes
124 EB On Ramp Webber St Statc Arterial NA 67 3 Two-way Yes Yes Yea
Sth St
Webber St. Cherry Heights Rd. City Arterial 100 &4 3 Two-way Yes Yes Yes
Cherry Heighta Rd. Chenowith St. City Arterial 100 64 3 Two-way Yes . Yes Yes
Chenowith St. Jordan St. City Arsterial  60-100 44 2 Two-way Yes Yeos No
Jordan St 3rd P1. Ciy Arterial 60 45 2 Two-way Intermittent Yes No
3nd P1. Trevitt St. City Local 60 30 Unstriped Two-way No Intermittent No
Trovia St. Garrison St. City Local 60 30 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No
Garrison St. Peatland St. City Local 60 30 Unstriped  Two-way Yes Yes No
Pentland St, Lincoln St. City Local 60 30 Unstriped Two-way Yez Yes No
Lincoln St. Libexty St. City Local &0 36  Unstriped Two-way  Yes Yes No
th 1.
Court St Washington St. City Local 40 36  Unstriped Two-way  Yes Yes No
‘Washington St. Case St. City Local 40 30 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No




TABLE A-1

!' Kelly Ave.

Street System Inventory
City of The Dalles
o Number
Juris-  Classi-  ROW  Street  of Travel On-Street Speed
", 7kt
. Evine St Chenowilth Loop County  Looal 50 28  Unstiped Two-way Yes  Intermitet  No 25
Hoatetor St. Ploasant Ct. County Collector 50 24 2 Two-way Yes No No 25
L. Pleasani Ct. Garden CL County Collector 50 24 2 Two-way Yes No Neo 25
" Garden CL Richland Ct. (N) County Collector 50 25 2 Twoway Yes No No 25
(% Richlnd Ct. ) Richland CL. (5) Counly Collector 50 25 2 Twoway Yos No No 25
) - Richland CL. (5) Fioral Ct. () County Collector 50 25 2 Two-way Yes No No 25
o Floral Ct. (N) Floral Ct. () County Collector 50 25 2 Two-way Yes Neo No 25
rf;" Floral CL. (5) Homse Ct. (N) Coutty Collector 50 25 2 Twoway  Yes No No 25
! Hoane Ct. (N) Home Ct. () County Collector 50 25 2 Two-way Yes No No 25
o Home Ct. (5) Pomous St County Collector 50 25 2 Twoway Yes No No 25
PR Pomona St Snipcs S City Colloctor 5030 42 2 Twao-way Yes Intermittent  No 25
P Snipes St, Myitle St City  Collestor 80 44/30 2 Two-way Yes Intermnittent  No 25
oS Myrtle St. Azh St. City  Collector 80 56 2 Two-way Yes Intermitterd No 25
i Ash St. Walrut St City Collector B0 56 2 Twoway  Yes Yes No 25
o Trevitt St. Garrison St. City Local 60 36 Unstriped  Two-way Yes Yes No 25
L Garrison SL Peotland S1. City Local &0 36  Unstriped Two-wey Yes Yoz No 25
| ' Fontinnd 51 Lincoln St. Chy Local 60 36  Unmriped Twoway  Yes Yes No 25
’ Lincaln St B of Lincoln St. City. Local 60 30 Unstriped Two-way Yes Indermittent No 25
B Undon St. Court St City  Local 60 36/42 Unstriped Two-way  Yes Yes No 25
' Washingion St Cazo St City Aretl 70 41 2 Twoway Yes Inotermitent No 25
X Case St. Foderal St. City Aderdal 70 40 2 Twowsy Yes Interminemt No 25
. Fedenl St. Laughfin St. City Artorial . 60 40 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 25
0 ( aughlin St. Kelly Ave. City  Arterial 60 40 2 Twoway  Yes Yes No 25
! Aol‘ly Ave. F &t City Local 40 22 Unstiiped Two-way Yoz Intermittet  No 25
' FStL G S Chy Lacal 30 17  Uasriped Two-way  Yes No No 25
'{ G St 4th S1. Grade City Local 40 33712 Unstriped Two-way logermittent  No Neo 25
,  BhBL .
L. Chopowith St. Dead End City  Locsl 60 44  Unsiped Twoway  Yes Yo No 25
s Court SL. Washington 51. City Looal 30 20 Unstriped  Two-way No No No 25
’ Washington SL Clse St. City Local 30 20  Unstripsd Two-way  Yes  Iniermittens No 25
s - BthSt
L. W of Chenowith Loop  Cheaowith Loop Couty Local SO 23 Unsiriped Two-way  Yes No No 25
¥ Chenowith Loop Cascade St. (W) County  Local 50 24  Unstriped Twoway  Yes No No 25
" Cascade SL (W) Cascade St (B) Cougty  Locat 30 25  Unstriped Twoway  Yes No No 25
R Cascade St. (B) Cascado CL. Coupty  Local 50 24 Unstriped Two-way Yes No No 25
.- Cascade Ct. Hoestetler St County Local 50 25 Unstriped Two-way Yea No No 25
W of Snipes St Snipes St County  Local 40 20  Usnstiped Twoway  No No No 25
! Snipes SL. Verdant St. Cougty  Local 50 22 Unstriped Twowasy  No No No 25
L, Verdant St. Myrtio S County  Local 50 22 .Unsiriped Twoway Intermittent  No No 25
3 Miyrtk St. Walnut 5t, County  Local 50 24  Upstriped Twoway  Yes No No 25
e Webber St. Cherry Heights Rd. City Local 60 44  Unstriped Twoway  Yes  Intormitent No 25
W of Mount Hood §1.  Mount Hood S1. City Local 60 12 Upstiped Two-wmy  No No No 25
o Bridge St. Trevitt St. City Local 60 30  Upstriped Twowsy  Yes Yes No 25
i Trevit St. Garrisoa St. City  Local 60 30  Unstripsd Twoway  Yes Yes No 25
. Garrison 5t. Pestland St. City Local 60 30  Upsriped Two-way  Yes  Intermitiest No 25
. Pentland St. Lincoln St. Gity Local 60 30  Upstiped Two-way  Yes Inermitent No 25
,E Lincoln St. Liberty St. City Local 60 30 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
g Liberty St Union St. City Local 60 30 Unsiriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
' Unioa S, Court St. City  Local 60 36  Unstriped Two-way  Yes Yes No 25
e d ourt St. Washington St. City Local 60 36  Unpstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
TN Camest Federal St. City  Local 60 30  Unsdped Twoway  Yes Yes No 25
3 Fedesal St. Laughlin St, City  Local 60 30 Unmriped Twoway  Yes Yes No 25
Laughlin St. Kelly Ave. City Local 60 30 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
F St. City Local 60 30 Unstriped Two-way 1 Side Yos No 25
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Street System Inventory
City of The Dalles
Number -
: Juris- Classi- ROW  Sireet  of Travel On-Street spead
Rosdvay diction  fication  Width  Width  Lames Direction Parking Sidowalk Bike Lan Liwiff
ESL ast City  Local 60 30  Unsiriped Two-way 1 Side Yes No 25
G St 4th St. Grade City Local 60 30 Unstriped Two-way 1 Side Yes No 25
4th St. Grade Harris S1. City Loocal 60 30 Unstriped Two-way Yea Yos No 25
Oth Pi. ’ s
W of Kingsiey St. Kingsiey St. County  Local 40 z Unatriped Two-way Yes No No 25
Kingslcy St. ‘Walout St County  Local 40 n Unstriped Two-way Yes Ne No 25
9th St.
Irvine St. Chenowith Loop County  Local 60 k2 Unsiriped Two-way Yes No No 25
W of Snipes St. Snipes St. County Local 40 20 Unatriped Two-way Yes No No 23
Myrtle St. Kingoy St. County  Lotal 40 22 Unmriped Two-way Inlormitient  No No 25 !
Kingsley St, Walaut St. County  Local 40 2 Upstriped Two-way Intermittent No No 25,
Cherry Hoights Rd. Wright St. City Local 60 44 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Wright St. Jordan St. City Local 60 4136 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yos No 25,
Jordan St Mount Hood S City Local 60 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yoz No 25
Mount Hood St. Bridge St. City  Looal 60 36  Unstriped Two-way  Yes Yes No 251
Bridge St. Trevitt St. City Local 60 3 Unstriped Two-way Yeox Yos No 25
Trovitt S1. Garrison St. City Local 60 41 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 251
Garrisoa St. Peatland St. Ciiy  Local 60 36  Unsriped Twoway  Yes Yos No 25!
Pentiand St. Lincoln St, City Local 60 36  Unstriped Twoway  Yes Yes No 25"
Lincoln St. Liberty St. Cty  Local 60 36  Unsiriped Twoway  Yes Yes No 25
Liberty St. Union St. City  Local 60 36  Unstriped Two-way  Yes Yes No 25
Unlon St. Court St. City Local 60 36 Unstriped Two-way Yex Yes No 25
Fodoml St Laughlin St. City Local 50 26 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Laughlin St. Kelly Avo. City Local 50 26 Umtriped Two-way Yes Yes No 5
Kelly Ave. B St City Local 40 24 Unatriped Two-way Yes Yes No yal
P St GSL (3) Chity Local 40 24 Unairiped Two-way Yes No No 25
G St (5) agst(N) City Local 40 31 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
G St Q) H St Ciiy  Local 40 31 Unsiriped Two-wsy  Yes Yes No 25!
HSL. 4th St. Grado City Local 40 31 Upastriped Two-way Yes Yeos No - 25
4th St. Grade 18, City Loca) 40 3l Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes Ne 25
18t ISt City  Local 40 31 Unsriped Twoway  Yes Yes No 2,
J St Harxis St City Local .40 k]| Unstriped Two-way Yes Yeau No 25
Hiaris St Chark St. City Local 40 - 31 Unstriped Twoway  Yes Yes No 25t
Clark S, Lowis St. . City Local 40 k]| Unatriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Lewis St. Brewery Grade City Local 40 43 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Brewery Grade Dry Hollow Rd. City Atterial 50 36 2 Two-way Yes Yea No 25 ;
Dry Hollow Rd. Oregon Ave. City. Collector 60 36 2 Two-way Yes Yeu No 25"
Oregon Ave. Quinton St. City  Collector 60 )] 2 Two-way Yos Yes No 25
Quinton St. 10th St. City  Collostor 60 35 2 Two-way Intermittent 1 Side No 25
NW of 10th St. 10th St. City Local 60 12 Unstriped Two-way No No No 25
10th Se.
Chenowith Loop Hostetler Counly  Arterial 60 41 2 Two-way Yes No No 35
Hostether . Lorenzen St. Artetial 60 4] 2 Two-way Yes No No 35
Lorenzen St. Emerson St Axterial 60 41 2 Two-way Yes No No 35
Emeorson St Chinook St. Arterial 60 41 2 Two-way  Yes No - No 3
Chinook St. Pomooa St. County Arterial 60 42 2 Twoway Yes No No 35!
Pomona St. Suipes St. County  Artorial 60 42 2 Two-way Yea No No 35
Snipes St. Stoffer Lane County  Arterial 60 2 2 Two-way Yes No Ne¢ 35
Stoffer Lane Veedant St. County  Arterial 60 42 2 Two-way Yes No No 35,
Verdant St. Myrtlo St. County  Arterial 60 42 2 Two-way Yes No No KLH
Myxtle St, Kingaley St County  Arterial £0 43 2 Two-way Yes No No 5~
Kingsley St. Eric CL. County  Asterial 60 43 2 Two-way Yea No No 5
Brie CL Sandy St, County *  Arterial 60 43 2 Two-way Yes No No 35’
Sandy St. Walms St. (N) City  Adesial 60 4 7 Twoway Yes No No as
Walnut St. () Walmt St. (5) City  Areral 60 44 2 Twoway  Yes No No 35’
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TABLE A-1
Street System Inventory

City of The Dalles

Nember

Juris- Classic  ROW  Street  of Travd Oa-Street Speed

Roadway diction fication Width  Width Laoes Divectiom Parkisg Sidewalk Bike Lan Limit
Walnut 5t. (5) Froa Q2. City Arterial 60 4 2 Two-way Yes No No a5
Froat Ct. Periins Ave. City Agterial 60 4 2 Two-way Yes No No 35
Perkins Ave. Blakeley Dr. City Agterial 60 44 2 Two-way Yes Infermittent  No 35
Blakelsy Dr. Webber St. City  Aredal 60 44 2 Twoway Yes Yes No 35
Webber SL Blskeley Way Cry Axtarial 60 44 2 Twoway Yes Yex No 35
Blkejey Way Cherry Hoights Rd. Cy Artecial 60 45 2 Two-way Yes Yes No a5

Chetry Heights Rd. Wright St. City Arterial 60 44 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 25120
Wright St Jordan St. City Astegial 60 40 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Jordao St Mount Hood St. City Axterial 60 36 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Mount Hood 51, Brdge St. City Artorial 60 36 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 15
Bridge St. Trevitt SL City Astegial 60 36 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Trevitt S1. Garrison St City Asterial 60 36/40 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Garrison St. Peotland St City Arterial 60 36 2 Two-way Yea Yea No 25
Pentland St, Lincoln St. Cy Arterial 60 41 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 5
Lincola S, Liborty SL City  Ancdal 60 36 2 Twowsy  Yes Yes No 25
Liberty St Union St. City  Astedal 60 36 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Union St Court St. City Axterial 60 40 .2 Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Court St, Washington St. City Artorial 60 40 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 25
‘Washington St Federa! St. City Arterial 60 36 2 Two-way Yea Yes . No 25
Federal St. Leughlia St. (3) City Arterial 60 36 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Laughlin St. (5) Lsughlia $t. (N) City Arterlal 60 36 2 Two-way Yea Yes No 15
Laughlia St. Q) Yefferson St. City Arterial 60 36 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Jefferson, St Kelly Ave. City Arterial 60 36 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Tally Ave. F St City Arterial 60 40 2 Two-way Yex Yes No 25
FSL G St Ciy Arterial 60 26 2 Two-way | Side Yes No 25
G SL H St City Artecial 60 26 2 Two-way [ Side Yes No 25
H St I5t, City  Aedal 60 26/31 2 Twoway [ Side Yes No 2
I8t J st City Axgtegial 60 26 2 Twoway ° 1 Side Yes No 25
Y st Clark St. City  Arerial 5060 26 2 Twoway 1S5ide Yes No 25
Clark St. Lewis St. City Artorial 50 26 2 Twoway 1Sk Yes .No 25
Lewin St. Dry Holiow Rd. City  Aderial 30 36 2 Twowsy Yes Yes No 25
Dry Hollow Rd. Orcgon Ave., City Arterial 56 36 2 Two-way Yesa Yes No 25
Oregon Ave, Quinton St. City Artorial 60 36 2 Two-way Yesa Yes No 25
Quinton SL. Sth St City Arterial 60 36 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 25
9th St Roberts St. City Axterial [2H] 36 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Roberts St. Shearer 5t. City Artesial 60 36 2 Two-way Yes 1 Side No 25
Shearor St ‘Thompsoa St. City Artorial 60 35 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Thompsoa St. Mocton St. (S) City Local 0] 24 Unstriped Two-way No No No 25
Mortoa St (8) Moxton St. (N) City Local 60 n Unstriped Two-way No No No 25
Mortoa St. (N) Richmwond St. City Local 60 2 Unstriped Two-way No No No 25

11th St. :

NW of Chinook St Chinaok St. County  Local 60 20  Unsiriped Two-way Yes No No 25
Chinook St SE of Chinook 3t. County Local 60 24 Unstriped Two-wey Yes No No 25
Blakeley Dr. Blakeley Way City Local 50 32  Unstriped Twowsy  Yes No No 25
Wright St Jordan St. City Local 60 36  Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Yordan St. Mount Hood St City Loaal 60 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Mount Hood St. Bridge St City Local 60 36 Unstriped  Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Bridge St Trevilt S&. City Local 60 36 Unstriped Two-way Yeos Yes Ne 25
Trevitt St, Garrison St. City Looal 60 30 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Garrisoa St. Pentland St. City Loosl 60 30 Unsiriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
entiand St. Lincoln 5t City Local 60 30  Unsriped Twowsy  Yes Yes No 25
Lincoln St. Liberty S. Gity  Local 60 30  VUnsriped Twowsy  Yes Yos No 25
Libecty St Union St. City Loosl 60 30 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Washington St Fedesal St. City Local &0 36  Unsiriped Twoway  Yes Yer No 25
Federl St. Laughlin St. City Local 60 36 Unstriped Two-way Yos Yes No 25



TABLE A-1

Street System Inventory
City of The Dalles
Number T
Juris- Clsst-  ROW Street  of Travel On-Street Speed
Roadway SGction  Feation Widta Width  Lanes Direction Parking  Sidewalk BikelLas Limil |
Laughlin St. Jefferson St. City Local 60 36 Upstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Jeffervon St Madizon St Ciy Local 60 36 Unsteiped Two-way Yes Yes No 25,
Madison St. Relly Ave. City Local 60 40 Unstriped Two-way Yex Yes No 5
Kally Ave. F S City Local 60 36  Unsriped Twoway  Yeor Yes Mo 250 .
F St, G St City Local 60 36 Unstriped Two-way Yoz Yer No 25
G St. H St City Local 60 46  Unsriped Twoway  Yes Yes No 25
H Su. 15, City Looal 60 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Ist. Y st City Local 60 36 Unstriped  Two-way Yes Yes No 25°
J St Clark St City Local 60 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Clark St. Lewia St. City Local 60 36  Unstripsd Twoway  Yes Yes No 25
Lewis St. Dry Hollow Rd. City Local 60 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Dry Hollow Rd. Oregon Ave. City Local 60 36  Upsriped Twoway  Yes Yes No 25
W of Thompson 5t Thompson St. Chty Looal 50 36 Unstriped Two-way Yex Intermittent  No 25,
Thompaon St. B of Thompson St. City Local 40 24 Unstriped Two-way Yes No No 25
12th St t
NW of Chinook St Chinook St. County  Local 60 20 Unstriped Two-way Yes No No 25
Chinook St. SE of Chinook St. County  Local 60 18 Unsriped Twoway Intermittent  No No 25
Blakeley Dr. Blakcley Way City Local 50 32 Unstriped  Two-way Yes No No 25;
Yocdan St Mount Hood St. City 1.00al 60 36  Upsirped Twoway  Yes Yes No 25"
Mount Hood St. Bridge 5t Cuty Local 60 36  Upstriped Twoway  Yes Yer No 25
Bridge St. Trevitt St. City Local 60 36  Unstiped Twoway  Yes Yes No 25:
Trevitt SL Garrison St. City Local 60 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Garriscn St. Peatland St. City Local 60 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Pentland St. Lincolx St. City Local 60 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No ( 5
Lincoln Si. Liberty St. City Local 60 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 15
Liborty St. Union St. Ciy Local 60 46  Unsidiped Twoway  Yes  Intormittest  No 25t -
Unioa St. Court St City Local 60 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Court St. ‘Washington St. City Local  60-80 36  Unsriped Two-way  Yes Yes No 251
‘Washington St Federal St Clty Loocal 60 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Federal Si. Laughlin St. City Local 60 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Laughtin St. Jofferson St. City Local 60 as Unatriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25,
Jefferson St. Madison St. City Local 60 41 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes Ne 25.
Madison St. Fouk/Split City Looal 60 30 Unstriped Two-way Inlermittent Yes No 25
Forky/Split Kelly Ave. (8) City Local 60 33 Unstriped  Two-way No Yes No 25
Fork Split Kolly Ave. (N) City  Anerisl 60 29 2  Twoway No Yes No 250
Kodly Ave. (1) P St City Arterial 60 35 2 Two-way Yo Yeas No ?5{
F 5t G 5t City Asterial 60 35 2 Two-sray Yes Yos No 25
G St. H SL City Artorial 60 35 2 Two-way Yes Yez No 25,
HSL ISt City  Axerial 60 34 2 Two-way  Yes Yes No 25!
15t J st City  Arterial 50 37 2 Two-way  Ycs Yes No 258
J s¢. Harrix St. City Arterial 50 37 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Hauris St. Clark St. City Arterial 50 37 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 251
Claxk St Lewis St. City  Artedal 50 37 2 Two-wxy  Yes Yes No 25,
Lewis St. View C1. City  Arterial 60 36 2 Two-way  Yes Yes No 25"
View Ct. Dry Hollow Rd. City Artcrial 60 36 2 Two-way Yes Yeu No 25
Dry Hollow Rd. Oregon Ave. City,  Arterial &0 40 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Oregon Ave. Quinton St. City Arterial 60 37 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 25, .
Quintoa St. Roberts St City Anteria} 60 36 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Roberts St. Shearer St. City Arterial 60 36 2 Two-way Yea Yes No 25.
Shearer St Thompson St. City Arterial &0 36 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 28
Thompson St. Morton St. City Collecctor 60 24 - 2 Twowsy  No No No [ &
Morton St. Richmoad St. City Collector 60 24 2 Two-way No No No N\ 5
Richmond St B of Richmond 5t. County Collector 60 ? ? ? 1 ? ? 2
13th P1.
Riverview St. Hasris St. City  Local 50 14 Unstiged Twoway  No No No 25
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TABLE A-1

Street Systemn Inventory
City of The Dalles
Nusaher
Juriss  Class- ROW  Street  of Travd On-Street Speed
Roadway dichon HGcation Width Width  Lapes Direction Parking Sidewalk Bike Lan Vimit
Harzis St Clark St. City Local 50 14 Unstriped Two-way No No No 25
View Ct. Dry Hollow Rd. City Locsl 50 36 Unstaped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
13th St.
Trvine St. Bmerson St. County Collector 60 24 2 Two-way No No No 25
Verdant St. Moeek 5t County Collector 50 32 2 Two-way Intermittent No No 25
Meek St Gordon CX. Coanty Col.ln_otor 50 32 2 Two-way Intermittent No No 25
Gordoa Ct. Hiberta St County Collector 50 32 2 Two-way Intermittent No No 15
Elberta St. Myrtle St. County Collector 50 33 2 Two-way Intermattent No No 25
Myrtle St. Kingsley St. Coonty Collector 50 3 2 Two-way Intermittent No No 5
Kingsloy St. Walnut St. County Collector SO 30 2 Twoway No No No 25
Walmut St. Peding Ave. County Collector 50 20 2 Two-way Yes Ne No 25
Perkine Ave. Webber St. County Collector 40 15 1 Two-way Yes No No 25
Woebber St. Chorry Heighis Rd. County Collector 40 19 2 Two-way Yos No No 25
Fordan St. Mount Hood St. " City Collectoc 60 42 2 Twoway  Yes Yes No 25
Mount Hood St. Bridgoe St. City Collector 60 42 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 15
Bodgoe St. Trevitt 5t Cy Collector 60 39 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Trevin 5. Gartison St. City  Collector 60 42 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Garrison St. Penttand St. Ciy  Collector 60 2 2 Two-way Yes Yeos No 25
Peotland St Lincoln St. City  Collector 60 42 2 Two-way Yes Intermittent  No 25
Lincola St. Liberty St. City  Collector 60 42 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Libeaty St. Union St. City Collector 60 42 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Unlon St. Court 5t City Collector 60 a2 2 Twoway Yes Yes No 25
_Court St. Washington St. City Collector 60 4 2 Twoway Yes Yes No 25
*Washington St. Short St. City Collector 60 42 2  Twoway  Yes Intermittent No 25
Shord St Pedomal St. City Collecior. __. 60 30 .2 .. Twoway .. Yes . Intermittent No 25
Pedezal St. Laughln St. City Collector 50 30 2 Two-way Yes Intermittent Ne 25
Laughlin St. Jefforson St. City  Collector 60 30 2 Two-way Yes Intermittent  No 25
Joffexson St. Madison St. City  Collectoc 60 30 2 Two-way Yes  Intermittent  No 25
Madison St. Kelly Ave. City’ Collector 60 30 2 Two-way Yeos termittent No 15
Kelly Ave. R S5t City Local 60 45 Unstriped Two-way Yesz Yes No 25
ESt, G S City  Local 60 4  Unstiped Twoway  Yes Intermitemt No 25
G St H st. City Local 60 42 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
ISt Rivorview St City Locsl 40 26 Unstiped Two-way 1 Side Yes No 25
Rivarview St. Harda St City  Local 40 26  Unsriped Two-way I Side Yes No 25
Hanis St. Clask St. City  Local 40 26  Upsripd Twoway 1Side Yos No 25
Clark St. Lewis 51, City . Local 40 26 Unstriped Two-way 1 Side Yes No 25
View C1, Dry Hollow R4, City Locsl 50 - 36 Unsiriped Two-way Yes Yeos No 25
Dry Hollow Rd. Novada St. City Locsl 50 36 Unstriped  Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Neovada St. Oregon Ave. City Local 50 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yos No 25
Quinton St. Shearcr St. City Local 50 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Shearer St. Thompson St. City Local 50 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Richimodd St.° 7 Lambert St. ~ City — Local 40 22 " Unstiiped  TWo-Way No No No 28 -
144 P ’
Thompson St. E of Thompson St. City Local 60 24 Unstriped Two-way Yes No Mo 25
[4th St
Elberta St. Myrtle St. County  Local 50 34 Unstriped Two-way Yes No No 25
Myrtle St. Kinpuley St. County  Local 50 34 Unpstriped Two-way Yes No No 25
Kingsley St. SE of Kingnley St. County Local 50 7 ? ki 7 7 ? ki
Jordan St. Mount Hood St. City Local 60 30 Upstriped Two-way Yes . Yes No 25
Moun Hood St. Bridgo St. City Local 60 30 Unsiped Twoway  Yes Yes No 25
Yridge St. Trevitt St. City Local 60 30  Unsitiped Two-way Inlermittent  Yes No 25
[revitt St. Garriscn St. City Yocal 60 30 Unstriped Two-way Inlcrrmitent Yes Ne 25
Gagrison St. Peatland St, City Local 60 30 Ubstriped Two-way Intermitient Yes No 25
Pentland St. Lincoln St. City Looal 60 30 Upstriped Two-wsy Intormitent You No 25
Lincoln St. Liberty St. City Local 60 30  Umstriped Two-way lnformitteat  Yes No 2



TABLE A-1
Streect System Inventory
City of The Dalles
- . ‘
Juris- Classic- ROW  Streset of Travel On-Street .
o
Liberty St. Unjon St. City Local 60 33 Unstriped Twoway  Yes Yes No 25
Union St. Court St. City Local 60 36 Unatriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25 ¢ -
Court St Washington St. City Local 60 36  Unstriped Twosay  Yos Yes No 25
Washington St. Short St. City  Local 50 26 Unstriped Twoway 1 Side Yos No 25 -
Short SL Federal S6 City Local 50 26 Unstriped Two-way 1 Side Yes No 25 )
Federl 5t Laughlin St. City Local 50 26  Unstriped Twoway 1Side Intsrmivent  No 25 (&
Laughlin St. Yefforson SL. City Local 50 26 Unstripod Twoway 1Side Inlermitens No 25
Yofferson SL Madlsoa SL City  Local 50 26  Unstriped Two-way 1 Side Yes No 25
Madison St Kelly Ave. City Local 50 26 Unstriped Two-way 1Side Yes No 5, .
Kelly Ave. F 5t City Local 60 36 Unstriped Two-way ‘Yes Yes No 25
FSt oS City Local 60 36  Unstrped Twoway  Yes Yea No 25,
as. Hs City Local 60 35 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Riverview 5L Clark St. City Local 50 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Clark St Lowis SL City Local 50 36 Unstriped Two-way Yoz Yes No 25,
Lawis St. View CL. City Local 50 36  Unstiped Twoway Yes Intsrmiseat No 25"
View Ct. Dry Hollow Rd. Ciy Local’ 50 36 Unsiped Twoway  Yes Yes No 25
Dry Hollow Rd. Nevada St. City  Locai 50 36  Unstriped Twoway  Yes Yes No 25t
Nevada St Oregon Ave. City Local 50 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25,
Orcgon Ave, Quinton St. City Local 50 37 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Quinton St Shearer St City Local 60 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yea No 25,
Shearer St Thompson St. City Local 60 36  Unstriped Twoway  Yes Yes No 25!
Thompsoa St. Moon St. City  Local 60 24  Unsiiped Twoway  Yes No No 251
Morton 5t. E of Morton St. City Local 60 20 Unstrped Two-way No No No 25
15th P1. e
W of Terrace Dr. Tervsss Dr. Cty  Local 60 13 Unstiiped Twoway  No No No 5|
Torrace Dr. E of Terrace Dr. City Local 60 26 Unstriped Two-way Yes No No 25t
G st B of G St. City Local 50 36 Ungtriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25 .
15th St.
W of Mount Hood 5t.  Mount Hood 5t City Local 60 k' Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25;
Mount Hood St. Bridge S1. City Local 60 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Trevitt St. Gassison St. City Local 60 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25«
Guarrison St- Pentland St City Local - 60 35 Unstiiped Two-way Yes Yes No 25,
Pentland St. Lincoln St. City Local 60 * 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Intermittent  No 25 L.
Lincoln 51 Liberty St. City Local 60 3% Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Jefferson St. Madison 5t. City Local 50 12 Unsiriped Twowsy  Yes No No 25l
Madison St. Monzoe St City Local 50 26 Unstriped Two-way Yes No No 25
Moaroe St. Kelly Ave, City Local 50 26 Unstriped Two-way Yes No No 25
Kelly Ave. G St. City Local 50 30 Unstriped  Two-wzy Yes No No 25, -
G st Hst City  Local 50 17/36 Unstriped Two-way Intermittent Intormittent  No 251
IS Riverview St. City Local 50 36 Umitriped Twoway Yes Yes No 25l .
Riverviow St. Dead Bod City Local 50 36 Unsiriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Montana St Nevads 5t. City Locat 4 35 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25[ :
Nevada St Oregon Ave. City Local 60 36 Unstripod Two-way Yes Yes No 25 i
Oregon Ave. Quinton St. City Locel 60 36 Unstriped Two-way Yea Yes No 5
Quinton St Roberts St City Local 30 15 Unstriped Two-way . No No No 25, .
Robierts St. E of Roboerts St. City Looal 30 15 Unstriped Two-way No No No 25
16th St. Morion St. City Locsl 60 36  Unstriped Twoway  Yes No No 251 .
16th Ct.
W of Nevada St. Nevada SL City Local 80 60 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Nevada St. B of Nevada St. City Local 50 35 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
16th P, o
Moaroe St. Kelly Avo. City Local 60 29 Unstriped Two-way Yes No No 25
Kelly Ave. G SL Gity  Axtorial 60 36 2 Two-wry Yes Yes No 25,
G St 17th St. City Aferal 60 37 2 Two-way  Yes  Imeomittent  No 25;
17k St Scenic Dr. City Areral 60 36 2 Two-way Yes Intermittert -~ No

e
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Street System Inventory
City of The Dalles
Number
Juric- Classic ROW  Street  of Trave On-Street Speed
Roadway diction ficatiom Wadth  Width  Lanes Direction Parking Sidewalk Bike Lan Limit
Scenic Dr. 18th Sc City Arteriel 60 35 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 25
13th St. Dry Hollow Rd. City Arterial 60 35 2 Two-way No No No 25
16th St.
Mount Hood St1. Bridge St. City Local 60 18 Unstdped Two-way No No No 25
Bridge St. Trevin St. City Local 60 36 Unstiped Two-way Yea Yes No 25
Trevitt St. Garrison St. Cy Local 60 36 Unstriped  Two-way Yes Yes No 25
W of Pentland St. Peatland St, City Locat 60 38 Unstriped Two-way Yeos Yes No 25
Peptiand St. Lincoln St. City Local 60 ki Unsiriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Lincoln St Liberty Way City Local 60 M4 Unsiriped Two-way Yos Intermutiend  No 25
Riverview SL. Dead Bad City Local 50 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 15
Oregon Ave, Quinton St. Ciry Local 50 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Shearer St. Thampson St. Cuy Local 60 20 Unsiriped Two-way Inicrmittent No No 25
Thompson St. 15th St City Local 60 22 Unstriped Two-way Intermifient No No 25
15tk St E of 15th St. City Local 60 17 Unstriped Two-way No No No 25
Morton St. Richmond St. City Local 60 15 Unstriped Two-way No No No 25
17th P ]
Jefferson St. Fairview St. Gity Local 50 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
17th St.
Mousnt Hood St. Bridge St. City Local 60 26 Unstriped Two-way Yes No No 25
Bridge St Trevitt St. City Local 60 36 Unsuriped Two-way Yes Intermittent  No 25
Trovitt St. B of Trevitt St. City Local 60 29 Unstriped Two-way Yes Intexmittent  No 25
H St I st City Local 50 30 Unstriped Two-way Yes Intenmittent  No 25
I St Riverview St. City Local 50 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Moatana St. Minnesota St. City Lacal 50 36  Unstriped Two-way Yes Yos No 25
Minnsents 8¢ Mevads Se, ity Lagal 0 619 Thuens Twamay Ve £ Mo L3
Thompson St E of Thompson St. Gity Looal 50 36  Unsuiped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
18th . '
Jordan St. Mount Hood St City Laocal 60 31 Unstriped Two-way Yea No No 25
Mount Hood St Bridge St. City Local 60 38 Unsiiped  Two-way Yes Yes No 25 -
Jefferson St. 20ch St City Local 50 36 Unsiriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
20¢th St. Fairview St. City Local 50 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Fairview St. Dead End City Local 50 35 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
16th P1. ¥ of 16k Fl. City Local 40 19 Ungtriped Two-way Yos No No 25
Thompson St Mocton St. Cuy Looal 60 28 Unstriped Two-way No No No 25
19th St
W of Mount Hood 5t.  Mount Hood St Gty Local 50 37 ? ? ? ? ? ?
Mount Hood St E of Mount Hood St. City Local 50 a6 Unstriped Two-way Yes Intermitent  No 25
W of Garrison St Garrison St. City Local 50 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Pairview St. 20th St. City Local. 50 a6 Unsiriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
20th St. Dry Hollow Rd, Ovedap County  Local 50 36/23  Unstriped Two-way Yes Intermittent  No 25
Dry Hallow B4. Ovedep 16tk Pl County Local 80 30 Unstriped Two-way Intepmitient No No 25
Lewis St. View C1. City Anrterial 80 44 2 Two-way Yos Yes No 25
View Ct. Hospital Access City Arterial 80 44 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Hospital Access Nevada St. City Arterial 20 44 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Nevada St Oregoa Ave. Ciy Artorial 8D 44 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Cregon Ave. Roservoir Accoss City Arterial 80 44 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Reservoir Acoess Dead Bod City Asterial 80 44 2 Two-wiy Yes No No 25
20th St.
Scenic Dr. Radio Way City Local 50 36 Upstriped Two-way Yes Imtermittent  No 25
adio Way Dead End City Local 60 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
18th St 21st P, City Local 50 38 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
21t PL Fairview St. City Local 50 a6 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Fairview St. 191k St. City Local 50 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
215t PL.
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City of The Dalles
Nowber
Jaris- Classic ROW  Street  of Trave Om-Street _

Rosdway diction. fication Width  Width  Lames Direction Parking Sidewalk Bike Laa @(

218t St. S of 21st SL. City  Local 50 26  Unstriped Two-way Intermiticnt Intormittest  No 25

20th St Fairview SL City Local 30 36  Unstriped Twowsy  Yes Yes No 25,
21t St ,

Radio Way 21x Pl City Local 50 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25

21w M. Sorosis . City Local 50 36  Unstiped Twoway  Yes Yes No 25

Dead End Lawis St. City Local 60 36  Unsiped Twoway  Yos Yes No 25¢

View Ct. Claudia Laoc City Local 60 36  Unstriped Two-way  Yes Yex No 25.

Claadis Lane E of Claudia Lenc City Local 60 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yex No 25"
220d St.

W of Gardisoa St. Garrizon St. City Local 50 36 Upstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25¢
23rd St '

Wright St. Josdan St, Ciy  Local 50 36  Unsidped Twoway  Yes Yes No 25

Jordan St- Mount Hood 5t. City Local 50 36  Unstiiped Two-way  Yes Yeu No 25

Radio Way Sorueis St. City Local 50 20 Unstriped Two-way No Inlermittent  No 25,

Sorosis SL E of Sorosis St. City Local 50 14 Unstiped Two-way No Ne No 25 -
25th SL

W of Wright Dr. Wright Dr. City Local 50 36  Unsriped Two-way  Yes  Intermitent No 25¢
Alfen F1.

Starlight St Dead End County  Local 20  Upariped Twowsy  No No No 25
Ash St. . . .

Tih St 6th St City Local 56  Unariped Twoway  Yes Yea No 254
Bargeway Rd.

Rivec Rd. SH of River Rd. City  Collkector 24 2 Two-way No No No 25
Blakeley Dr. k

12th St 11th 8t. City Local 50 31  Unstriped Twoway  Yes No No 5

11tk St. 10th 8¢. City Local 30 31  Unstriped Twowsy  Yes No No 25
Blakeley Way

12th 51 11th 5t City Local 50 31  Unstiped Twowsy  Yes No No 25"

11th St. 10ch S1. City Local 50 3 Unsiriped Two-way Yes No No 5,
Brentwood Dr.

E of Summit Ridge Dr.  Summit Ridge Dr. City Local 60 36  Upstriped Twoway  Yes Yes No 25,
. Summit Ridge Dx. Royal Crest Dr. City Local &0 36  Unsriped Twoway  Yes Yes No 25

Royal Crest Dr. Columbia View Dr. City Local 60 - 34  Upsidped Twowsy  Yes  Intermittent No 25¢ .
Brewery Grade

US 30 9tk SL City  Amegal  60-70 44 2 Twowsy Iofermittent Intermittent  No 25¢
Bridge St. : i

18th St. 17th SL City Local 60 36 Unatriped Two-way Yes Yen No 25

17h St. 16th St. Cuty Local 60 36 Unstriped  Two-way Yes Yer No 25,

16th St. 15th St, City Local 60 36  Unstiped Twoway  Yes Yos No 251

15th St 14ih 51, Gity  Loscal 60 36  Upsiriped Twoway  Yes Yes No 25l .

14th St. 13th S1. City Local 60 36  Unmriped Twowsy  Yes Yo No 25

13th St 1zih 5t City Local 60 36  Upstiped Twowey  Yes Yes No 25[

12th St. 11th St City Local 60 36  Unsiripgsd Twoway  Yes Yes No 25!

I1th S1. 10th St City  Looal 60 36 Unsiiped Twoway  Yes Yes No 25"

10 SL. oth St City Loosl 60 36  Unstiiped Twoway | Yes Yeu No 25

%th S1, &ih 5L City Local 60 36  Unstiiped Two-way  Yes  Intermittent No 25
Cascade Ct. {

&h St Dead End County  Local 50 24  Upstriped Twoway Iofermittent  No No
Cascade St, .

W $th 5t B &h St County  Local 50 24  Unstriped Twoway  Yes No No g
Case 5L f

$4h P1, Btk SL. City Locel 40 20 Unsiped Twoway  Yes  Iotermittent No 25

Bth St. 7ih Pt Gity Local 40 26  Unstriped Twoway  No Yes No 25!

Tih 1, 7ih St. City Local 20 25  Umstrped Twoway  Yes  Infermiitent No 25.
Chencwith Loop
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TABLE A-1

Street System Inventory
City of The Dalles
Number
Juriss Classs ROW  Street  of Travel Oun-Street Speed
10th SL 9th St. County Collector 40 40 2 Two-way Yes No No 25
9th St. 8th St. . County Collector 40 40130 2 Two-way Yes No No 25
fth St. 7th St. County Collector 40 24 2 Two-way Yes No No 25
7th St Us 30 County Collector 40 24 2 Two-way Yes No No 25
Chenowith Rd.
UGB (0.1 mi.) Starlight St. County  Arteral 60 25 2 Two-way No No No 35
Starilght St Hiland Ct. County  Arterial 60 24 2 Two-way No No No kL]
Hiland Ct. Sunflower St. County  Axterial 60 24 2 Two-aray No No No 35
_ Sunflower St. Pine St County  Arterial 60 24 2 Two-way No No No 35
Pine St Oak St. County  Arterial 80 24 2 Two-way No No No 35
Ouk St. Maple St. County  Axterial 60 24 2 Two-way No No No 35
Maple St Whitman St County  Axterial 60 24 2 Two-way No No No 35
‘Whitmsn St. Seven Mils Rd..- County  Asterial €0 24 2 Two-way No No No 35
Sevea Mike Rd. Irvine St. on S side County  Aderial 60 24 2 Twoway No No No 35
Irvinc St. on S sids Irvine St. on N side County  Arterial 60 24/40 2 Two-way No No No- 35
Irvine St. on N side Chenowith Loop County  Axterial 60 40 2 Two-way No No No 3s
Chenowith St. ’ ’
Cherry Heights Rd. 8th PL. City Local 60 4% | Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
8th 1. &h St City Local 60 41 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Cherry Heights Rd.
Hill Rd. Sandstone Way County Collector 60 24 2 Two-way No No No 35
Sandwions Way 13th St County  Arterial 60 30 2 Two-way No No No 35
13th 51 10th St Gity Arterial 60 42 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Oth St Ot St. City  Anerial 80 44 2  Twoway  Yes Yes No 25
oth St 8th St. City Arxterial 80 44 .2 Two-way .-Yes . Yes No-._- .25
§th St. 6th St. City Axtecial 80 44 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Chinook St
SWof 12¢h St. 12th St. County Local 60 20 Unstriped Two-way Intermitizat No No 25
12th St 11th SL County  Local 60 21 Unstriped Twoway Intermittent  No No 25
11tk St. 10t St. County  Local 60 21 Unstriped Twoway  No ‘No No 25
Clark St
Dead End 14tk St. City Local 50 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes  Intermittent No 25
14th S1. 13th K. City Local 50 14 Unstriped Two-way No No No 25
13th P1. 13th St. City  Local 50 22 Unstriped Twoway  No No No 25
12th St 11th St. City Local 50 31 Unstriped Two-way Yes Intermittent  No 25
11th St. 10th St. City  Local 50 18  Unsriped Twoway 1 Side No No 25
10th St. 9th St. City Looal 50 36 Unatriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
oth St N of 9th 51, Ciy Local 60 32 Unsiriped Two-way Yes No No 25
Claudin Lane '
21 5t Dead Ead Cty Local 50 28 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Colunbia View Dr.
us 197 E Knoll Dr. City Collector 90-100 31 y Twoway ~No ~~ No "No 35
E Knoll Dr. Wasco Dr. Gty Collector 80-90 42 2 Two-way [ntermitteat No No 35
Wasco Dr. E Knoll Dr. City Collector 80 54 2 Two-way Infermittert Intermittent  No 25
E Knoll Dr. Brentwood Dr. City Colloctor 80 45 2 Two-way Yes Yos No 25
Brentwood Dr. Summit Ridge Dr. City  Collector 80 45 2 Two-way Yes Intermittent  No 25
Summit Ridge Dr. City Limite {"0.4 mi.) City  Colleotor 80 34 2 Two-way No No No 25
Court St.
S of 14th St 14th St City Local 80 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes No No 25
14th St. 13th St, City Looal 80 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
3th St. 12th St City  Local 20 37  Unstriped Two-way  Yes Yea No 25
10h St Sth St. Cry Arterial 80 47 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 20
nh St $th P1. City Arteriai 80 47 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 20
a4 P1. 8th St City Arterial 80 47 2 Two-way Yes Yoz No 20
8th St 7th PL. City  Areral 80 48 2 Twoway Yea Yes No 20



TABLE A-1

Street System Inventory
City of The Dalles
Nusober t
Juris- Classi- ROW  Sireet  of Travel On-Sireet

Roadway diction fication Width Width Lames Direction r Bike Lan

b P 7th St. ity Arterial 80 43 2 Two-way No Yes No

Tth St 5th St. City Arterisl 80 43 2 Two-way Yes Yeu Mo

5th St 4th StL. City Arteial 80 54 2 Two-way Yes Yes No

4th St. 3rd S0 City Axterial 80 56 2 Two-way Yes Yes No

3cd St. 2ad St. City Arterial 30 58 2 Two-way Yes Yes No

Znd St. 1st St City Arterial 30 57 2 TwWo-way Yes Yes No
Crest C1.

Royal Crest Dr. Dead End City Local 60 Unstriped Two-way Yes No No
Dewson Dr./Tth §&.

NW of Hostetler St Hostetler St. County Local Unstriped Two-way No No No
Division St

WofUs 30 us 30 County  Local 20 30  Unstripsd Two-way Yes No No
Dxy Hollow Rd,

19th St. Montana St. City Arterial  60-140 42 2 Two-way No Iseomittent No

Montana St 14th St City Artecal  80-120 36 2 Two-way No Intermivent  No

14th St. 13h P City Arterisl 80 52 2 Two-way Yes Yes No

13y F1. 13th S1. Cay Arterial . 80 52 2 Two-way - Yes Yes No

13th St. 126h St City Arterial 80 53 2 Two-way Yos Yes No

12th St 11th St. City Arterial 80 53 2 Two-way Yes Yes No '

11tk St 1(th St City Arterial 80 52 2 Two-way Yea Yes No

10th S¢. Oth St. Ciy Arterial 30 52 2 Two-way Yes Yes No
E Knoll O1.

E Knoll Dr. Dead End Gity Local 50 36 Unstriped  Two-way Yes Yes No
E Kooll Dr. k

Columbis View Dr. E Enoll Ct. City Local 50 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Intermittent  No

B Knoll Cr. Columbis View Dr. Cily Locai 50 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Intermittent No
Efberta St

14th St. 13th Su. County  Local 50 34 Unstriped Two-way Yes No No
Emerson St,

13ch St 10¢h St. County Local 31 Unstriped Two-way Intormitient No No
Eric C1.

SW of 10th St. 10th St. County  Local Unstriped Two-way  No No No
Bsther Way

Scenis Pr. Dead End City Local 50 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No
B S

14h St. 13th St Cuy Looal 50 36 Unatriped Two-way Yes Inlermittont No

13th St 12th St City Local 50 35 Unstriped Two-way Yes Inteymittenz = No

12th St. 11th St. City Local 60 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No

11ith 8¢ 10¢h St. City Local 50 3s Unstriped Two-way Yes Intermittent No

10th St. N of 10th St. City  Local 60 36  Unstriped Twoway  Yes Intermittent  No

Oth 4. 8th St. City Local 50 s Unstriped Two-way Yes No No

8th St. Tth St. City Local 60 35 Unstriped Two-way Yo No No
Fairvicw St

S of 21a FL. 21t M. City Local 50 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yer No

21st H. 20th St City Local 50 36  Unmriped Two'way  Yes Yes No
Patlon C1. '

Snipes St. Dead End City Local 30 15 Unstriped  Two-way Yes No No
Bedoral St.

14tk Se. 13th St. City Local 60 38 Unsiriped Two-way Yes Yes No

13th St. 12th St Cy Local 60 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yea No

12th St. 11th St. Cky  Loosl 50 33 Uowriped Twoway  Yes Yos No |

11th St 106h St. Gity  Local 60 35  Unsiped Two-way  Yes Yes No \

10th St. 9th St City  Local 60 32/36 Unsiriped Two-way  Yos Yes No

9th St. 8th St. City Local ] 35 Unstriped Two-way Yeos Yes No

Bth sc 7th St. City Local 60 18 Unstriped Two-way Yes Intenmittent  No




TABLE A-~1

. Street System Inventory
o City of The Dalles
i, :
N Juwis  Classic ROW  Street of Travel Ou-Street
if . Rosdway diction _ fication Width _ Width  Lames Direction Parking Sidewalk RikeLam Pimit
' S of 4th St. fih St City Collector 75 38 2 Twoway Yes Intormittent
. 4h S 3rd St City Coliscwr 75 56 2 Twoway Yes Yes
i 3nd S, 2ad SL. City Colloctr 75 57 2 Twoway Yes Yes
[ 2ad St. 1st St City Collecior 75 59 2 Two-way Yes Yes
. FireRd.
. Washington St. Madison St, City Local 60. 23 Upstriped Two-way No No
[ ‘ Madison 5t Clark St. Chty Local 60 18 Upstriped Two-way No No
’ Clark St Accesa in 1-B4 Citv Y.ncel 60 M IVnstrined Tuwo-wav Nn No
, Acoess 1o F84 End City Local 60 25 Upstriped Two-way No No
H Flosal Ct. .
. W of 7th St. Th St. Couvnty  Local 40 Unstriped Twowway ~ Yes No
Tth St E of 7th St. County  Local 40 Unstriped Two-way Yes No
[a Fremoat St
; Old Dufur Rd. Us 197 City Aneral 60 2  Twoway No No 35
v Y Froa Co
- Dead Bad 10th St. County  Local 20 20  Unstriped Two-way No No 25
£ Gst
l 16th PL 15th PA. City Local 60 36  Unstriped Two-way Intermittent Inermittent 25
) 15th B1, 15th St. City Local 60 36  Upsiriped Twoway  Yes Yes 25
[ 15tk St. 14th St. City Local 60 36  Unstrippd Twoway Yes ~ Yos 25
! 14ih St. 13th St City Local 60 36 Upstriped Two-way Yes Yes 25
‘ 13th St. 12th St City Local 60 34  Unsuiped Two-way  Yes Yes 25
12th St 1ith St. City Local 60 35  Unsrped Two-way  Yes You 25
I . [ ‘\th St 10tk 5t City Local 60 34  Unsriped Twoway  Yes Yes 25
Sl O Ol 0 ﬂl.:. L. | &N a4 -|__-_l._,_.| [, S _._: . w_- ne
Lo omse 8th S1. Cty  Local 60 45  Unstdped Twoway  Yes Yes 25
, #th St. Tth St City Local 60 12 Untriped Twoway  No No 25
{7 GawdenCt. .
. W of Tth St. Tth SL County  Local 40 25 Unstriped Twoway .Yes No 25
. Garrison St.
P S of 220d St. 21nd St. - City Local 50 36  Unsuiped Two-way Yes Yes 25
‘ 22nd St. 19th St. City Local 50 36  Unstriped Twoway  Yos Yes 25
L. 19t St. Scenio Dx. Gty  Local 50 36  Unsriped Two-way  Yes Yes 25
. 17th St N of 17ih St. City  Local 60 29  Unstriped Two-way  Yes No 25
U 16th S 15th St City Local 60 36  Unsiriped Twoway  Yes Yes 25
| 15¢h St. 14th St, City Local 60 36. Unstriped Twooway  Yes Yes 25
e 34th SL 13th S¢. Gty  Local 60 36  Unsuiped Twoway  Yes Yes 25
r ) 13th St 12th St. City Local 60 36  Unstriped Twoway  Yes Yes 25
P Ihs 11th SL City Local 60 36  Unstriped Twowway  Yes Yes 25
' 11th SL 10th St. City Local 60 36  Unsriped Twowmy  Yes Yes 25
g 10¢h St Oth St City Local 60 40  Umiriped Two-way Yet Yes 25
iR 9th St 8th St Cty  Local 60 41  Unstiped Twoway  Yes Yes 25
: Bl S i SL ity Local o 3V Unstniped  “L'wo-way b {1} Yes Al
‘e 7th St 6th St. Gity Local 60 30  Unstriped Two-way  Yes Yes 25
i, Gordenct,
; 13h St KB of 13th St. County  Local 50 17  VUnstriped Twoway  No No 25
. . GrantCir. :
Lincola Way Dead Ead City Local 30 73 Unsdped Two-way  Yes  Intermittent 25
| -
N V. Y 15th St. City  Local 60 42 Unstiped Twoway  Yes Yes 25
e “th St. " 14th St. City Local 60 42  Unstriped Two-way  Yes Yes 25
| Atk St 13th St Cuy Local 60 42  Unstriped Two-way  Yes Yes 25
o 13¢h St. 121h St. Gty  Local 60 42  Unsriped Twoway  Yes Yes 25
12th St. 11th St. City Local 60 37 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yeos 25
11th St. 10th St. Gity Local &0 36 Ungriped Two-way Yes Yes 25
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TABLE A-1

Street System Inventory
City of The Dalles '
Number -
Jaris  Classic ROW  Street  of Travd On-Street Speed
Roadway diction _ficstion Width __ Width  Lases Direction Parking Sidewallk BikeLss Lim{ _
10th S 9th SL C#ty Colkctor 60 3 2 Twoway Yes Yes No 25 |
Harris SL [
13th PI. 13th 5. City Local  40-60 35  Unstiiped Two-way Yoo Yes No zsl
13tk St, 12th St. City Local 0 32 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25 -
9th St. Bih St City Local 60 36  Unsiiped Twoway  Yes Yo No 25
Hermits Way [ ;
- W of Ledge St. Lodpe St. County  Local 50 20 Unstriped Two-way No No No ZSl
Ledpe St Dead Bod County  Local 50 20 Unstriped Two-way No No No 25
Hiland Ct. ) ..
Dead Bad Cheaowith Rd. County Locat 50 Unstriped T'wo-way Yes No No 25
Home Ct. .
W of 7th St Tih St County  Local 40 21 Unstriped Twoway  Yos No No 25
. Thst E of 7th St. County  Local 40 15 Unstriped Two-way No No No 25 -
Hostretler St. :
10th SL 8ih SL County Collestor 40 35 2 Twowsy No No No ag -
8th St Dawsca Dr. County Collector 30 35 -2 Two-way No No No 30
Dawson Dr. Tth 51 County Collector 50 as 2  Twoway No No No g
Tih St Us 30 County Collector 40 35/44 2 Two-way No No No 3(.1
Us3io 2nd St County Local 40 % Unstriped Two-way No Intermittend  No 30
2nd St N of 2nd St. County  Local 40 40  Unwmriped Twowsy  No No No 15 .
IS i
17th St 15tk St. City Local 50 36  Unsriped Two-way  Yes No No 29 .
15t
13th St. 12th St. Cay Local 50 35 Unstriped Two-way  Yos Yea No ( -
12th St 11th 5t City Local &0 as Unstriped Two-way Yes Yea No ™ g
11th 5t. 10th St. City Local 60 36  Unstriped Two-wsy  Yes Yes No -
10¢h St. 9th St. City Locsl’ 50 35  Unstriped Two-way  Yes Yea No 25 I
Irvine SL o
W of 13th 5L 13th St County  Local 40 20  Unstriped Twoway  No No No .
13th St Chenowith Rd, County  Local 40 24 Ussriped Two-way  No No No 25
Chenowith Rd. Oth SL County  Local 40 24 Unstriped Two-way No No No 7.5r . I
9h St E of 9th SL. Couaty  Local 40 24 Unstriped Twoway  Yes No No 25
W of Ttk SL. Tm St County  Local 40 15  Ussiriped Two-way No No No 25 -
7th St. us 3o County  Local 40 33720 Unsriped Two-way  Yes  Imermittent No 25 I
J st e
13th SL 12th St City Local 50 14  Unstriped Two-way No No No zﬁ
12th St. 11th St. City Local 50 3§  Unstriped Twoway  Yos Yes No 25
10tk 5t. 9th St. City Laoosl 50 22 Ussiiped Twovay  Yos No No 25 . I
Yefforson SL . '
18th 5t 1% St City Local 60 36  Unstriped Two-way  Yes Yes No 29 .
17th St. Scenic Dr. City Local 60 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
13th St. 14th St. City Local 60 24 Unstriped Two-way No No No 15, . I
14th St. 13th St. City Local 60 36  Unsriped Twowsy Yes  Iermiment No 8
13th St. 12th St. City  Local 60 36  Unstriped Twowsy  Yes Yos No 24 -
12th St. 11th St City Local 60 36  Unstriped Twowasy . Yes Yes No 25
11t SL 10th St Cty  Local 60 35  Unstriped Twoway  Yes Yes No 26 l
S of 4th S 4th S1. City  Arterial 80 30 2  Twoway No No No 2q .
4th St 3nd St. Gity  Arteral 80 L% 2 Twoway  Yes Yes No 20
3rd SL 2nd 5L City  Arterial 80 60 2 Twowsy Yes Yes No 20 - l
2nd St 18 8t City Local 80 60  Unstriped Two-way  Yes Yos No 2
Jordan St. / e
S of 23ed SL 23cd 5. City  Local 30 36  Unstiiped Twoway  Yes Yes No N 25
18th 5t 14th St. City  Local 50 12 Unstriped Twowsy  No No No 2 I
14ih St. 13th St. ‘City  Local 60 35  Unstriped Two-way  Yes Yes No 2
13th St. 12th St City Local 650 35 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
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; TABLE A-1
- Street System Inventory
' City of The Dalles
v Nomber
Ciassik ROW  Street of Travel On-Street Speed
[ Roadway i Geation  Widith  Width  Lanes  Divection Parking  Sidowalk Bike Lan _ Limit
C 12th St. 11tk St. City  Local 60 36 Untriped Twoway  Yes Yes No 25
L 11th St 10t St, City  Local 60 36  Unstriped Two-way  Yes Yes No 25
: 10tk St 9th St. City Local &0 36  Unsiiped Two-way  Ye Yes No 25
i Oth St. N of 9th St. City Looal 60 27 Unstriped Two-way Yes No No 25
S of 6h St. 6th St. City  Local 60 40  Upstriped Two-way Infermitient  Yes No 25
£% Kelly Ave. . ’
. 16th St. 15th St. City  Arterid 60 36 2 Twoway  Yes Yes No 23
b 15th S, 14th St. City  Anmeriasl 60 36 2 Twoway Yes Yes No 25
14th St 13¢h 81, City  Adedal 60 36 2 Twoway Yes Yes No 25
! 13th 5. 12th St. City  Arerial 60 36 2 Twoway Yes Yes No 25
. 12th St. 11th St City  Arterial 60 44 2 Twoway  Yes Yes No 25
Y 11th St. 10t St. City  Adetal & 4 2 Twoway Ya Yes No 20
; N 10th St. Oth St. City Aredal 60 3% 2 Twoway  No Yes No 20
) Oth St Bth St City Arierial 50 3 2 Two-way No Yes No 20
b b St Tth St City  Arterial 50 33 2  Twoway No Yes No 20
{ - Xingaley St.
[ S of Locing St Loring SL. County  Local 40 ? ? ? ? o1 7 ?
| . Loring St. 14th S1. County  Local 40 36  Unsuiped Twoway Yoz No No 25
b 14ih St, 13tk St. Coonty  Local 40 36  Unsriped Twoway  Yes No No 25
, 10k St. Sth F1. County  Local 40 2 Upatriped Two-way No No No 25
[ 9th B, Oth . County Local 40 22 Unsiped Twoway  No No No 25
Lambert St.
. 13th 81, OH Dufar Rd. City  Local 40 19 VUnsiped Twoway No No No 35
P
) adth st 13th St. Gty Lol 60 37  Unsiriped Two-way  Yes  Inlermittent  No 25
e 13th St 12th St. City Local 60 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
! 12th St. 11th St. Gty Lol 60 96  Undriped Twoway  Yes Yes No 25
- 11th St 10th St. City Local 60 36  Unstiped Twoway  Yes Yes No 25
i 10th St 9th St City Lacal 40 25 Unsiriped Two-way Intermitten! — Yes No 25
9th St. 8th SL. City Local 40 2%  Umstiiped Two-way Infoomiticat  Yes No 25
, Bth St. Tth St. City Local 40 18  Unstiiped Twoway Yot  Intermitiend No 25
[ “%of«h 4th St Gity  Local 60 40  Unwiped Twoway  Yes Yes No 20
L 4ih SL 3rd St. Gity Local 60 40  Unstriped Twoway  Yes Yes No 20
' 3rd St. 2nd St City Local 60 40 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 20
0, 2ad St. InSt. City Local 60 40  Unatrippd Two-wey  Yes Yes No 20
'l ) Ledge St.
R Sandstone Way Hermits Way County  Local 50 20 Unstriped Two-way No No No 25
S Less
: Tth St. Us 30 Coupty  Local 40 2024 Unstriped Two-way  Yes  Intermitient  No 25
{ . LowisSt
. S of 21m St. 21a 5t. Gity Local 50 36 Unstriped Twoway  Yes Yes No 25
T 21m St 15th St. City Local 60 36  Upstriped Two-way  Yos Yes No 25
i 1dth St, 13th 5t. City Local 40 28 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
b 13th St. 124 S1. City Local 40 Unstriped Two-way ~ Yes  Imecmities  No 25
% 12th St. 11th St. City Local 40 30  Unsriped Twoway Yes Intermitens No 25
L 11th St. 10th St. City Local 40 29  Unstriped Twowsy  Yes I Side No 25
. 10tk St 9th St. " City Local 60 36  Unstiped Twoway  Yes Yes No 25
a} Liberty St.
. 15th St ddks St. City Local 60 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
i 144 St 13th St. City Local 60 36  Unsriped Twoway  Yes Yes No 25
Lo h St 11th St. City Locat 60 18 Unstriped Twoway  Yes No No 25
£ Lws 10 . Gty Lol 60 36  Unmriped Two-way  Yes Yes No 25
e 10th St o1h St City Local 60 31  Unstiped Twoway  Yes Yes No 23
. Sth St 8th St City Looal 50 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
6th St. 4th St. City Local 60 32 Upsiriped Twoway  Yes Yes No 20



TABLE A-1

Street System Inventory
City of The Dalles
Nwmber -
Juxis- Classis ROW  Street  of Trave On-Street Speed
Roadway diction  flcation  Width Width Lanes Direction Parking Sidewalk Bike Lan Linaif
Ath St 3ed St. City  Local 60 36  Unsriped Twowsy Yes Yes No 20"
3rd St 20d 5t City Local &0 35 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yoa No 20,
Eiberty Way ?
Scenic Dr. Liocoln St. City Local 50 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Intermittert  No 20
Lincaln S.
16th St. 15th St. City Local 60 36  Unstiped Twoway  Yes  Intermittot  No 25¢
15tk S, 14th St. City Local 60 36  Unstriped Two-way  Yes -  Yes No 25
14th S 13th St. City Local 60 36  Unstipod Two-way  Yes  Intermittent  No 25"
13th St 12th S¢. City Local 60 18 Ugpstriped Two-way No No No 25
12th 51, 11th St City  Local 60 23 Unstiped Twoway No  Intormittent No 250~
11th St. 10th St City Local 60 36 Unsriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25,
10ch St. 91h 5t, City Local 36  Unsiiped Twoway  Yes Yes No 25
&h St N of 8th 5. City Looal 60 14 Unstriped Two-way No No No 25
7th S 6th St City Local 60 36  Unmriped Two-way  Yes Yes No 25;
4th St. 3cd St. City Arxtedial 60 35 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 20¢
3rd SL 2nd St Cay Arterial 60 42 2 Two-way No Yes No 20
Lincoln Way 4
Grnant Cir. 16th St. City Local 50 32 Unsriped Two-way  Yes Intermitent No 25
Lockwood St. ' '
Starfight St. Supflower 5t. Cousty  Local 50 34 Unstrped Twoway  Yes No No 25
Sunflower St. Pine St. County  Local 50 12 Unstiped Twoway  No No No 2sf
Pine St Ouk St. County  Local 50 12 Unstiped Two-way  No No No i
Oak St Maplo St. County  Local 50 22  Unsriped Twoway  Yes No No 25
Mapk St Mugray Dr. Counly  Loxal 50 34 Uostriped Two-way Yes No No 's [
Logemzea St !
S of 10th St. 10dh St Chy Local 40 18 Unstriped Two-way No No No 5 -
Locing St.
NW of Myrtle St. Myrtle St. County  Local 40 10 ? ? ? ? ? i
Myrtlo St. - Kingsloy St. County  Local 0 12 Unmriped Two-way  No No No 250
Kingsley St. Webber St County  Local 40 12 Unstriped Two-way No No HNo 5
Madison St. , .
15th St. 14th St. Ciy Local 60 36  Unsiripsd Two-way  Yes Yes No 25[
1414 St 13th St City Loosi 60 * 36 Unstiped Twoway  Yes  Intermittent  No A1
13th St. 12th St City Local &0 35 Unstriped Two-way Yes Intermitient  No 25
12th St 11ch St City Local 60 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Intexmittent  No 25¢
S of 3cd St. 3nd St City  Arterial 80 59 2 Twowsy  Yos Yes No 20
3rd 8t 2nod St City Arterial 80 61 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 20
2nd St Im St City Astexial 80 61 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 20
1ot Se. Fire RA. City  Anedsl 80 54 2 Twowsy Yes Intermitent No 20¢
Maple S, [
Lockwood St Chenowith R4. County  Local 50 34 Ugstriped Two-way Yes No No 5
Meek St. L
SW of 13th St. 13th St County Local 50 i6 Unstriped Two-way No No No 25
Minnesots St. - ‘-
Dead End 17th 5t. City Local 50 36  Unsiriped Twosway . Yes Yes No 25
Monroe Sf. .r ’
15th SL 164 Pl. City  Local 14  Unsiripcd Twoway  No No No 2
3rd St 2nd St. City Local 80 60 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 20
204 St N of 2ad St. Chny Laocal 61 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 0 -
Montana St.
Dry Hollow Rd. 17th St Ciy Local 60 k1] Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No | 5
17k 5t 15th 5t City Laocal &0 35  Unstriped Two-way Intermittent Intormiftent  No 2
15th St. 14th St. City Local 60 271135 Upstriped Twoway  No  Intermittent  No 2
Morton St
18th St. 16th St. City  Local 23 Unstriped Twowey  No No No 25

P
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: TABLE A-1
Street System Inventory
City of The Dalles

L.y
.. Juris- Clasi  ROW  Street  of Travd On-Street
| * Rondwsy diction  fication Width _ Width  Lanes

16th St. 15th St. City Loeal 60 23  Umiiped Twoway  No
e 15th St 14th St, City Local 60 24  Unsriped Twoway  No
; 14th St 12th St. City Local 60 24  Unmriped Twowsy  No
[. 12t St, 10¢h St. City  Local 60 18 Unsriped Twoway  No
& 10tk 5t. OId Dufur Rd. City Local 60 18 Upwiriped Twoway  No
4 ™ Mount Hood St.
: City Limits (0.2 mi) Sunset Valley Rd. City Arterial 60 25 2 Two-way Yes
) Soaset Vallcy Rd, 23¢d St. City  Arterial 60 26 2 Twowsy  Yes
23¢d St Skyline Rd. : “City  Aterial”’ 60 2% T 2 “Twoway Y&
: Skylino Rd. 21st St City  Arterial 60 24 2 Twoway L Side
i - 21st S1. 20th St. City Artagial 1) 42 2 Two-way Yea
, 20th St 19th St. City Areriasl 60 42 2 Two-way  Yos
[ 19th S1. 18th St City Arterial 60 42 2 Two-way Yes
] 18th St 17th St City Arterial 60 42 2 Two-way Yes
§ 17th St 16th St City  Anérial 50 42 2 Twoway  Yos
: 166h St. 15th St, City Aredal 60 42 2 Twoway  Yes
. 15ths 14k St City  Axterial 60 42 2 Twowsy  Yes
| - 14th St. 13th St. Chy  Anerial 60 42 2 Two-way Yes
3 13th St. 12th St City Axterial 60 42 2 Two-way Yes
3 12th St 11th St. City Asderal 60 a2 2 Twoway  Yes
; 11th S¢. 10th St City Arterial 60 42 2 Two-way Yes
- 10¢h St. Sth St City  Adcrial 60 42 2  Twowsy Yes
: $th St. Bth St. Cty Arterial 60 36 2 Two-way Yea

i “of 20d St, 2nd St. City Local 60 50  Unstriped Two-way  Yes
[ ™ . etmay Dr.

’ Unpaved Surface Lookwood St. Coumty  Local 50 20 Unstriped Two-way No
- Lockwood St. Chenowith Rd. County  Local 50 34  Upstriped Twoway  Yes
f Mydlest .

i S of Locing St. Loring St. County  Local 40 ? ? ? ?

Loring St. 14th St. County  Local 40 ? ? ? ?
‘- 141k St 13th St County  Local 40 12 Unstriped Two-way No
10th St. th St. County  Local 40 20  Usstrippd Twoway  No
L 9t St. 8th St County  Local 40 20  Unstiped Twoway  No

8th St. Tth St. City Locaf 60 23 Ugstriped Two-way No
|- 7th St . Us 30 City Locat 80 44  Unstriped Twoway  Yes
| Nevatasy

’ 15tk St. 17th St. City Local 50 36  Unpstriped Twoway  Yes
| 17 S 16k C1 City Local 50 36  Unstriped Twoway  Yes
; 16th C. 15th St City Local 50 36  Unstriped Twosway  Yes
‘. 14th St. 13th St City Local 50 36  Unstiped Twoway  Yes
- Oak St
P Murray Dr. Lockwood St. Coumy ~ Local 50 IS ~Unsriged Twowiy ~No-
i Lockwood St, Chenowith Rd. County  Local 50 34  Unstriped Twoway  Yes

0id Dufur Rd.
. 10%h Sy, Morton St. Cuy Arterial 60 30 2 Two-way Yes
. Morton St. Richmond St. City Arterial 60 30 2 Two-way Yeas
L. Richmond St. Fremont St. City Artorial 60 24 2 Two-way No
® Fremoat St. Lambext St. City Collestor 60 23 2 Twoway No
a Lambort St. City Limits (0.1 mi.) City Colletor 60 23 2 Twoway No
Nregon Ave,
e of 16th St. 16th St. City Local 50 36  Unstriped Two-way  Yes
=\ Gthst 15th St Gty  Local 50 36  Unsmipsd Two-way  Yos
15th St. 14th St. (W) City Laocat 50 36  Unstripod Twoway  Yes
. 141k St. (W) [4th St. (B) City Locat 50 36  Unstriped Twoway  Yes
14th St. (E) 12th St City Local 50 36  Unstrlped Twoway  Yes

No
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TABLE A-1

Street System Inventory
City of The Dalles
Rl = -1 .
Jods- Classi-  ROW  Street  of Trave Ow-Street Speed
Rosdway diction _ Gieation  Width _ Width  Lanes Direction Pardng Sidewalk Bike Lax Lnif |
13th St. 12th St. Gy Lacal 50 36  Uusriped Twoway  Yos  Informittont No 25"
12th 5t 11th . City Local 50 36  Unstiped Twowey  Yes Yes No 25 .
11th S1. 10¢h St City Local 50 36 Unstriped Two-way Yex Yea No 25
104b 5t Oth St. City Local 50 36  Unstriped Twowey  Ye» Yes No 251
Periand St.
16th St. 15th St City Local 60 40 Upstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 257
15th St 14th St. City Local 60 30 Unstriped Two-way Yeos Yes No 251
14th St 13th S City Local 60 36  Unstriped Twoway  Yea Yos No 25t
13th St. 12th St. City Local 60 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes  Intermittent No 25
12th St 11th St City Locat 60 20 Unstripsd Two-way Yes No No 25
1lth St. 10th St. City Loocal 60 36  Upsriped Twoway  Yes Yeos No 25
10th St %th St. City Laocal 60 36 Unatriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Oxh St 8th St. City Local 60 16 Unstriped Two-way Yer Yes No 25,
8 St. Ttk St. City Local 60 36  Unstriped Twoway  Yes  Intermitomt  No 25"
Ttk St 6th St. City Local 60 36  Unmrped Twoway  Yes  Iuermittot  No 25i
3nd St 20d St City Local 50 40 Unstriped  Two-way Yos Yes No 20
Perking Ave. {
13th St. 10th St. County Local . 30 20  Unstriped Twoway  No No No 25
Pina St. '
Uppaved Surface Lockwood St. County  Local 50 12 Unstriped Two-way No No No 25
Lockwood St. Chenowith Rd. County  Local 50 34  Unstriped Twowsy  Yes  Iormittent No 25!
Fleasant Ct : .
Tth St. B of Tth St County  Local 40 25 Unstriped Two-way Yes No No 25
Pomona St. -
W of 10th St. 10t 5t Couaty  Local 60 22 Upsriped Twoway  No No No ] E
10th St. 7ih St. County  Local  80-50 43  Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25t -
Th 5t Us 30 County  Local 40 44  Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Quinton St. . !
Dead End Roberts St City Local 60 36  Unstriped Two-way Yea No No 25,
Roberts St. 16th 5t. City Local 60 36  Unstriped Two-way  Yes  Imtermittert  No 25
16th St 15th St City Local 60 3 Unstriped Two-way Yes No No 25 .
15th 5t 14dh St (W) City Local 60 36 Umttiped Twoway  Yes Yes No 25[
L4th St. (W) 14th St. (B) City Local 50 36  Unstriped Twoway  Yes  Intermittert No 25t .
14th St. (B) 13th St City Local 60 36  Unstriped Twoway  Yes = Intermittet  No 25
13th St. 12th St City Local .60 36  Unstriped Two-way  Yes  Intecmitemt No 25¢
12th St. 10th St. City Local 50 a6 Unstriped Two-way Yes You No 25[
10th St Sth St. City  Collector 50 36 2 Two-way Yes 1 Side No 25
Radio Way ]
20th St. 219t St. City Lol 50 36 Unsiripcd Twoway  Yes Iotermitent No 25!
21st St 23rd SL City Local 50 36  Unstriped Two-way Yes  Intermittent  No 25] .
Richland Ct.
W of Tth St 7th $t. Cousty  Local 40 23 Umstriped Twoway  Yes No No 25 -
hh St E of 7th St. County Looal 12 Umstriped Two-way No No No 25!
Richmond S1. .
16th St. 14th St County  Local 40 ? ? ? ? 1 7 ?
14th St 13th St. County  Local 40 ? ? ? ? ? ? 9!
13th St. 12¢h St. County  Locat 40 72 Unstriped Two-way No No No 25}
12th St. 10th St, County  Local 40 19 Unstriped Two-way No No No 25
10th St O Dufur Rd. City Local 40 18  Unstiped Twoway  No No No 25, .
River Rd.

NW End Port of The Dalles County Collector 40 25/32 2 Two-way No No No W
Poet of The Dalles Bargewny Rd. County Collector 40 252 2 Two-way No No No 40
Riverview St. - o
17th St, 16th St. City Local 50 32 Unstriped Twoway  Yes Yes No 25;

16th St. 15th St (W) City  Local 50 32 Unstriped Twoway  Yes  Intermittent No 25




TABLE A-1

-

Street System Inventory
City of The Dalles
[ Number
Jurit- Classi ROW  Street  of Travel Ou-Street Speed
Roadway diction fication Width Width Lanes Direction Parking  Sidewalk Bike Lan  Limit¢
15th St. (W) 15th 51 (B) City Local 50 32 Upsiriped Two-way No No No 25
15th St. Ldth St City Local 50 32 Unsiriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
14th St. 13th A City Local 50 32 Unatriped Two-way Yo Yes No 25
136 B, 13th St. Cry Locat - 50 32  Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Roberts St.
8 of Quinton St. Quinton St. City Local 50 ? ? ? ? ? ? ?
Quinton St. 15th 5t. Chy Local 50 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes No No 25
12h St. 10th St. Chy Local 50 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Royal Crest Dr.- ) :
Wasco Dr. Sherman Dr. Ciy Local 60 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 5
Sherman Dr, Brentwood Dr. . Cuy Local 60 34 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yos No 25
Breatwood Dr. Crest Ct, City Local 60 34 Unsteiped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Crest Ct. Summit Ridge Dr.- City Local 60 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Sandstone Way .
Cherry Heights Rd. Ledge St. County Local 5060 21 Unmiped Twowsy  No No No 25
Sendy St
Walnut St 10¢h St. City Local 50 23 Unstriped Two-way No Nea No 25
Scenic Dr.
Trevitt S1. Garrisoa Si. City  Collsctor 60 36 2 Two-way Yes Yos No 25
Garrison St. Grant Cir. City Collector ' 60-100 36 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Grant Cir. Liberty Way City Coliestor 60 36 2 Twowsy Yos Itermient No 25
Liborty Way 20th St Clty  Collector 60 36 2 Two-way No Indermittent  No 25
20th SuL Sorosis St. City  Collector 60 36 2 Two-way No Intermittent No 25
“Jrasix St, Pioncer Cometery City Collestor 60 36 2 Twoway No  Iotermiient No 25
cioneer Cemetery Teerace Dr. City  Collector 60 30/32 2 Two-way No Interraitient  No 25
Tecmace Dr, Jofferson SL City Collector 60 36 2 Two-way Intcrmitient Intermittent  No 25
Jefferson St. Hsther Way City Collector 60 36 2 Two-way Yeos Yes No 25
Esther Way 16th P1. City  Collector 60 36 2 Two-way Yeos Yes Neo 25
Seufert Pack Rd. (Lone Pine Dr.)
Us 197 Indian Rd. City Local 60 29  Uostriped Two-way No No No 25
Trdian Rd. Scufert Park County  Local 60 21  Unstiped Twowsy  No No No 25
Seven Mile Rd.
UGB (0.5 mi.) Chenowith Rd. County Collector 60 24 2 Two-way Intermitient No No 25
Shearer St.
16th SL N of 16th 8L City  Local 50 12 Unsriped Twoway  No No No 25
13th St. 12th St. Gity Local 50 35 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
12th St. 10th S8, Cuty Local 40 16 Unatriped Two-way No No No 25
Shermsn Dr,
S of Royal Crest Dr. Royal Crest Dr. City Local 36 Unstriped Two-way Yeos Yes No 25
Short St.
14th St. 13th St. City Local 50 36 Unstaped Two-way Yos Yes No 25
Skyfine Rd.
Mount Hood St. City Limits (70.2 mi.) City  Collector 60 18 2 Two-way No No Neo as
Smipes St.
10tk St. Fallon Ct. County Collector 60 s 2 Two-way No No No 35
Fallon Ct. 9th St County Collestor 60 32120 2 Twoway Intermittent  No No 35
Sth 5. 8th St. County Collector 44 2 Two-way Yos Intermitteat  No 35
8th St Tih SL City Collector 44 2 Two-way Yes Intermitient No 35
Fth St. uUs 30 City  Collector 54144 2 Two-way Yoz  Intermittent No 35
Rarogin SL.
od St. 2l St City Local 50 20/40 Unstriped Two-way I[otermittent No No 15
.~lst St. Scenic Dr. Ciey Local 50 20 Unstriped Two-way No No No 15
Starlight Se.
Unpaved Surface Lockwood St. County Local 50 34 Unstriped Two-way No No No 25
Lockwood St. Allen Fi, County Local 50 34 Unstriped Two-way Yee No No 25



TABLE A-1

Street System Inventory
City of The Dalles
Niuamber !
Jaris- Classi ROW  Sireet  of Travel On-Street
Roadway diction ficatiom Widh Width  Lapes Directiom Parki Sadewalk Bike Lan
Allen P1. Cheaowith 5t, County  Local 50 M Unstriped Two-way Yes No No
Stato Rd.
US 30 WB US 30 EB Oy Local 60 k1) Unstriped Two-way No No No
Us 30 EB Summit Ridge Dr. City Locat 60 41724 Unstriped Two-way Intermitient Iotermittont No
Summit Ridge Dr. Viewpoint Acccss Rd. City Local 60 4 Unstriped Two-way No No No
Viewpoint Access Rd.  Ciy Limits (0.2 mi.) "Ciy Looal 60 24 Unstriped  Two-way No No No
Stoffer Lane
S of 10th St. 10:h St County Locat 50 16 Unstriped Two-way No No No
Summit Ridge Dr. : .
8 of Brontwood Dr. Brentwood Dy Cty Local 60 36 Upstriped Two-way Yes Yes No
Brentwood Dr. Royul Crest Dr. City Looal 60 35 Unsiriped Two-way Yes Yes No
Royal Crest Dr. Columbia View Dr. City Local 60 36/34 Unsiriped Two-way Yes Yes No
Colurobia View Dr. Dead End City Locat 60 15 Unstriped Two-way No No No
Dead BEnd State Rd. City Local 60 15 Unstriped Two-way No No No
Sunflower 5t.
Vopaved Sucfaco Lockwood St. Courty Locat 50 33 Unstriped Two-way Yes No No
Lockwood St. Chepowith Rd. County Local 50 34 Unstriped Two-way Yes Intermitont No
Sunset Vallcy Rd. :
Mount Hood St. City Limits ("0.1 mi.) City Local 40 20 Unstriped Two-way Yes No No
Taylor St.
3nd St 2nd St City  Collector 80 53 2 Two-way Yes Yes No
2nd St N of 2ud St. City Loocal 80 60 Unstripod Two-way Yes Yes No
Tesnrnal-Ave.
6th St. Dead Bnd City 80 44 Unstriped Two-way Yes No No
Tereace Dr. L
Scenic Dr. 15th PL. Chty “Local 60 27 Unstriped Two-way No No No
15th 1. 15th St City Local 60 25 Unstriped Two-way No No No
Thompsoa St, .
S of 15 St. 18th St Cay Arterial 60 26 2 Two-way Yes No No
15th St. 17th St City Arteriel 60 27 2 Two-way Yes No No
17th st. -16th 8t City Axterial 60 25 2 Two-wny Yes No No
16th St. 14ch P1. City Arterial 60 26 2 Two-way No No No
l4th FA. 14th 5L City Arterlal 50 26 2 Two-way No No No
14th St. 13th St City Arterial 60 25 2 Two-way No No No
13th St. 12h St City = Arerial 60 25 2 Two-way No No No
12th St. 11ch St City Asterial 60 23 2 Two-way No No No
11th St. 10th S City Arterial 60 25 2 Two-way Indermittent No No
Trevitt St
17th S 16th St City  Collector 60 36 2 Two-way Yes Yes No
16th St 15th St City  Collector 60 30 2 Twoway 18lde Yes No
15th St. 14th 51 City Collector 60 30 2 Two-way [ntcrmiftent Yes No
14th Se, 13th S¢. Ciy  Collector 60 30 2 Two-way Interminent ™ Yes No
13dh St. 12th St. City Caolleator 60 36 2 Two-way Intermittent Yes No
12th St. 11th St City  Collector 60 36 2 Two-way Intermittent Yes No
11ch 8. [Och St, City Collector 60 36 2 Two-way Intermittent Yes No
10th St Sth S City  Collector 60 36 2 Two-way Iotermittent Yes No
S st 8th St City  Collestor & a3 2 Two-way Intermitiont Yes No
8th St. TFih St City  Collector 60 3 2 Two-way No Yes No
Tih St 6th S City  Collestor 50 33 2 Two-way No Yes No
6ih St 3ed M. City  Collestor 60 30 2 Two-way Neo No No
Union SL /
L4th S¢. 13th St Cly Local 60 35  Unstriped Two-wey Yes Yes No .
13th St. 12th &, City  Local 60 35  Uosmrped Twowsy  Yes Yes No
12th St. 11th St Cuy Laocal 60 3s Unsiriped Two-way Yes Yes No
11th 8. 10th St City Laocal 60 33 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No
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TABLE A-1

Street System Inventory
City of The Dalles
Number
Juris Classs ROW  Street  of Trave On-Street Speed
_Roadway Gicfion fication Width Width  Lames  Direction Paurking Sidewsalk Bike Lam  Limis
10th St Oth S5t. City Arterial 60 40 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 25
9k St 8th 5L - City Arterial 60 36 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 25
8th St Tk St City Arterial 60 36 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 25
7th St. Sth St. City Arterial 60 36 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 20
5th St 4th 51, City Arterial 60 37 2 ‘Two-way Yes Yes No 20
4th St. 3nd St. City Arterial 60 40 2 Two-way Yes Yos No 20
3rd St 2ad St. City Arterial 60 40 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 20
2nd St Lst St. City Atterial 60 40 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 20
1st SL Fire Rd. City Local 60 40 Unstriped Two-way No No No 20
uUs 197 .
City Limits (0.1 mi) Columbia View Dr. Stats Arterial NA 45 Unstriped  Two-way No No No 45
Columbia View Dr. Merge with US 30 State Arterial NA 55/47 Unilriped Two-way No No No 45
Merge with US 30 I-84 BB Ramps State  Asterial NA 39 Unstriped Two-way No No No 45
I-84 BB Ramps I-84 WB Ramps State  Arterial NA 3l Unstriped Two-way No No No 45
84 WB Ramps Seufert Park Rd. State Artegial NA 51 Unstriped Two-way No No No 45
Seufert Park Rd. Bridge Stats Arterisl NA 45 Unstriped Two-way Intormittent No No 45
Verdant 5t
13th St. 10th St County Local 60 34 Unstriped Two-way No No No 25
10th St §th 5t. County  Local 50 21 Unstriped Two-way No No No 25
View Ct.
21st St 19th St City Local 60 a6 Unstriped Two-way Yez  Intermittent No 25
14th 5. 13ch F1. City Local 50 36 Unstriped Two-way Yeos Yes No 25
13th PL 13th su City Local 50 36 Unstyiped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
3th 5t 12th St. City Losal 50 36  Unsriped Twowsy  Yea Yes No 25
~wpoint Access Rd. )
State RA. City Limits {0.2 mi.) City Local Unsiriped Two-way No No No 25
Walmut St. .
13th St. Sandy St County Local 50 28 Unstriped Two-way No No No 25
Sandy St. 10th St. County Local 50 30 Unstriped Two-way No No No 25
10dh St. %th PL City Collector 60 24 2 Two-way Yes No No 25
oth PL. oh St. City Collector 60 a3 2 Two-say Yes No No 25
9th St 8th Su City Collettor 60 25 2 Two-way Yes No No 25
8th St. Tth St City Collector 60 25/46 2 Two-way Yes Intermittent  No 25
Th SL Gth St City  Collector 60 47 2 Two-way Yes Jatermittent  No 25
Wasco Dr.
S of Royal Crest Dr. Royal Crest Dr. City Local 60 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Royal Crest Dr. Columbia View Dr. City Local 60 44 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Washington 5t.
S of L4th St. 141h St City Local 80 29 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
14th St 131k St. City Local 80 39 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
13th st 12th St City Local 30 53 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
12th St 11th St City Looal 80 52 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
11th St 16th St City Local 80 54 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 20
8th P{, 8th St. City  Local 25 20  Unmriped Twoway No  Intermitet  No 25
8th St Tih P1. City Local 25 14 Unstriped Two-way No No No 25
Tth St. - 5th St City Arterial 75 52 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 20
5th SL 4 St City Axterial 75 51 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 20
dth SL 3nd St City  Attorial 75 53 2 Twoway  Yos Yes No 20
3nd St 204 St, City Arterial 75 54 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 20
2nd St. 1st St. City Arterial 75 54 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 20
st 5L Fire Rd. City Local 75 ? ? 7 ? ? 1 ?
.sbber SL
Losing St. 13th SL County  Local 50 20 Unstyiped Two-way No No No 25
13th St 12th St. City  Local 50 28 Unsicped Twoway  No "No No 25
10th SL Sth St. City  Ameriasl 0 44 2 Twoway Yes Yeos No 3s



TABLE A-1

Street System Imventory
City of The Dalles
_ Neamber t =
Juris- Clasd- ROW  Street  of Travel On-Street apeed
8th St 6th St City Ateial 70 44 2 Twoway Yes Yes No a5’
Gth St. 2nd S1 State Arteial NA 44 2 Two-way No No No 3s
2nd St st St. Ciy Collector &0 44 2 Two-way Yes Yes No 40
1st 5L Bargeway Rd. City Collector 40 n 2 Two-way No No No 40
‘Whitman CL -
Dead End Chenowith Rd. County  Local 50 34  Unstriped Twoway  Yes No No 25
Wright Dr.
Wright St. S Int. 25th SL City Local 50 36  Unstriped Two-way Yes Yea No 25"
25th 51, Wright S¢. N It Cuy Local 50 a6 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yex No 25
Wright St. ' : ’
Wright Dr. S int. Wright Dr. N Int. City Local 50 36 Unstriped Two-way Yes Yes No 25
Wright Dr. N Int. 231d St. City  Local 50 36 Unstriped Twoway  Yes Yo No 25
11th St. 10tk St. Ciy  Local 60 36  Unsriped Twoway  Yes Yes No 25,
10¢h St 9th St. City Lol 60 36  Unstriped Twoway  Yes Yes No 25
Sth St. N of th St. City Locsl 0 s Unstriped Two-way Yes Intermattent  No 25-
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Street by Street Initiative

“Up Out of the Mud” Street by Street Initiative

Portland’s Dirt and Gravel Street Problem

Of the 2,070 centerline miles of City streets, approximately sixty (60) are
still dirt and gravel streets, Forty five (45) centerline (cl) miles of unpaved
streets are in single family residential areas, on “residential streets” and
167 cl miles of residential streets are paved without any curb or sidewalk.
The remaining residential streets have curb with sidewalk fragments, a
sidewalk on one side, or two complete sidewalks. Many of these dirt and
gravel streets are from more recently annexed areas of the city, such as
the Cully neighborhood and the outer eastside. Others are from areas
like southwest Portland, which have significant topography, drainage or
lack of infrastructure constraint, which limits the ability to impiement the
existing, one-size fits all, design standard for residential streets - the
“traditional residential street standard”.

All streets in Portlond:
For adjacent property owners, dirt and gravel streets can be a problem 2,070 centerline miles
for a variety of neighborhoaod livability issues, including the quality of
local access, property values, and traffic management. At the
neighborhood level these streets are the weak links the City’s local street
transportation and stormwater management networks. For Local residential streets that are
transportation networks, this includes all modes of travel, particularly ”"pmfe‘j" ,
pedestrians. Good street connectivity, one of the foundations of the 45 centerfine miles

City’s Transportation poiicy, depends on public rights-of way that both Local residential streets that have no
exist and are improved, so that pedestrians do not have walk through the curb or sidewalk:

mud to get somewhere. 167 centerline miles

Local “residential” streets:
1,006 centerline miles




Street by Street initiative

Since the founding of the city, improvement of all local streets has been It has been and remains the policy of the City of

the responsibility of the adjacent property owners, either as a single Portland that streets are constructed at the
property owner through a public works permit or more commonly expense of abutting property owners and are
through a Local Improvement District ‘LID’, which has multiple property maintained by abutting property owners until
owners participating. street improvements are constructed to the
standards of, and accepted for maintenance by,
One size does not fit all the City. [City Code Chapter 17.42, Property Owner
Responsihility for Streets, paragraph .010 A,

Currently, property owners who want to form an LID to improve their Policy]
olicyl.

streets, for the most part, have just one design standard to use- the

‘“traditional residential street’ standard, regardless of what part of the
City the street is in. While the existing standard provides a high level of
quality for transportation purposes and stormwater management, it is
also very expensive to make work in many parts of the City. The average
cost estimate for this design is $1,500/ lineal feet, which works out to be
approximately $300/month/20 years through the Local Improvement
District Program (based on a typical 50 ft frontage).

Simply allowing dirt streets to be improved with gravel does not meet the

City’s needs for two key reasons. First, gravel streets deteriorate quickly,

thus they are a poor investment in terms of maintenance. Second, these Traditional Residential Street design standard
streets do not meet Americans with Disabilities Act {ADA) standards.

S Approximate typical LID cost per
Street by Street Initiative; P YP P

) . property owner:
Create more flexible/affordable design standards

$300/month/20 years

{based on 50 ft of street frontage)
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The Street by Street Initiative was developed to create a more effective

process for improving unpaved (dirt and gravel) and streets paved but
without curb and sidewalk. This starts with developing new design
standards that achieve twc basic purposes. First is to6 provide more

What is Out of the Mud doing!?

design flexibility, because most local streets in Portland are unique, in * Expanding the City’s residential streets styles

terms of how they function within the surrounding street network, the * Expanding resident’s options for funding and

local topography, existing right-of-way widths and stormwater city backed financing

conditions. + Establishing a policy of an optional In Lieu of
improvements fee for infill development

Something is Better than Nothing » Promoting the hiring of private contracting to

Second, by allowing more basic design options that at least meet our build residential streets

minimum needs for local and emergency response access, the cost to
participate in an LID can be greatly reduced. By reducing the cost, we can
encourage greater participation in the formation of LIDs and mare quickly

reduce the miles of dirt and gravel streets.

New Design Standards

Eligibility criteria
The two new design standards, in addition to the existing ‘Traditional

Residential Street’ will be available to residential streets that meet the
following criteria:
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¢ 7oning: streets to be improved must be in areas where the

adjacent zoning is single family residential (R-5 etc.}). 60 miles of unpaved street exist in the City

because:
e Street classification: streets to be improved must be classified in
the Transportation System Plan (TSP} as ‘Local Service Streets’ for e Streets may have been annexed into the City in this
all modes. Local Service Streets that are also within Pedestrian condition

Districts are not eligible. .
* People may prefer the restricted slower and lower

traffic
Brief History of Design Standards
¢ On July 31, 1991, City Council passed Resolution 34885 authorizing * High cost of pavement, curb, sidewalks, storm
the Bureau of Transportation to implement Performance systems to improve

Standards for neighborhood streets and adopted “skinny” street

» Neighbor agreement is necessary to collectively
standards and a transformation began how residential streets

fund a street improvement, even with some

were thought of - narrower streets with queuing travel lanes. “obligated” with a waiver of remonstrance
e OnJuly 31, 1991 City Council passed Resolution 34886 authorizing * Infill development is not assigned the burden of fully
the Bureau of Transportation to implement a contract streets improving streets to standard

program, allowing residents of an existing neighborhood to build

and maintain, where appropriate, a temporary “substandard”
street. This resolution resulted from Ordinance 162651, (passed
by City Council January 10, 1990}, autharizing the Bureau to
proceed with development of a program to enable residents of
existing neighborhoods to construct non-city-maintained streets
under City permit.

e Onlanuary 20, 1995 City Council passed Resolution 35360
endorsing the Cheap and Skinny Streets Program and directed
implementation of a pilot project in Brentwood-Darlington. The



Street by Street Initiative

partnership with Bureaus of Transportation, Environmental
Services, and Community Development, provided full urban street
improvements including drainage, narrow streets, and sidewalks
on both sides and relied upon investment of Bureau of Housing
and Community Development {BHCD) funds for financing 70% of
the total costs.

In 1998 the Bureau of Transpertation adopted the Pedestrian
Design Guidelines, an element of the Pedestrian Master Plan, and
established 11ft sidewalk cerridors (0.5 curb, 4.0" furnishings
zone, 6.0’ through pedestrian zone {paved sidewalk), and 0.5
frontage zone) as the recommended width on the residential
street.

Portland’s Stormwater Management Manual (SWMM) was
adopted by the Bureau of Environmental Services on July 1, 1999,
and revised in 2004 and 2008. The SWMM outlines the City’s
stormwater management requirements for all development and
redevelopment projects on both private and public property and
emphasizes the use of vegetated surface facilities, often swales
for existing neighborhood redevelopment, fit within in the
sidewalk corridor zone.

tn 2004 the Bureau of Transportation adopted Administrative Rule
TRN-1.09 - Design Standards for Public Streets and Creating Public
Streets and Pedestrian Connections through the Land Use and
Building Permit Process as the design standards for public streets
and established right of way and street widths for residential
streets at 26ft wide roadway and 11ft sidewalk corridors.

Infill and small land divisions dominate
single family development activity. In the
last three (3) years eighty percent (80%])
of the new lots formed through
subdivisions were created by small lot (<
10} subdivisions and none formed from
iarge lot (>50) subdivisions.
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On Aug 29 2012 Council passed Resolution 36952 adopting the
recommendations of the Cully Neighborhood Local Street Plan
and that the Cully Local Street Plan will serve as the strategy
guiding development of the transportation system in the Cully
Neighborhood by improving network connectivity and safety for
all travel modes, exploring mare context-based options for
improving local streets, and focusing investments based on
community priorities. The Plan recommends, in concept, the
“separated” residential street, “shared” residential street or
walkway only, as approved options for improving substandard
streets in Cully.

Equity in the Portland Plan calls for public agencies to aim to
provide basic services to all Portlanders, which, due to the history
of annexations and development, public services are
notdistributed equally across the city.

Title Il of the Americans with Disabilities Act {ADA)
prohibits discrimination on the basis of disability by State
and local government entities, and when public entities
build new or alter existing facilities, Title Il requires the
new construction/alterations be made accessible to
individuals with disabilities. The ADA does not require
public agencies to provide pedestrian facilities when none
currently exists; however, when a public agency provides a
pedestrian facility, it must be accessibte to persons with
disahilities to the extent technically feasible.
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Separated Residential Street

The separated residential street provides the basic elements of an
improved local street. This design is estimated to reduce the typical
property owner cost for participating in a street improvement LID by as
much as 70% cover the traditional design, where it meets the design
criteria, including drainage.

¢ The paved roadway (4 inches of asphalt on 8 inches of compacted
rock) portion of the street is 16 ft in width, without curbs.

* On both sides of the paved roadway are gravel shoulders with a
minimum width of 7ft. The primary purpose of the shoulder area is
for on-street parking, street trees and stormwater management. The
intent is also to allow secondary uses, such as landscaping, basketball
hoops, and benches, subject to additional City approval.

e On one side of the street will be a 6 ft wide minimum concrete
sidewalk, separated from the paved roadway by the gravel shoulder
area.

e Stormwater management: All stormwater runoff is intended to be
managed with the gravel shoulder area through infiltration.
Additional stormwater management improvements to accommodate
drainage may be required as needed on a case by case basis, as
determined by a Bureau of Environmental Services review.
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Approximate typical LID cost per
property owner:

$85/month/20 years

(based on 50 ft of street frontage)
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Street by Street Initiative

Shared Residential Street

The ‘Shared Residential’ street design is provided as another option to
help further reduce the cost by eliminating the sidewalk entirely.
Because this will require all modes of travel to potentially mix within the

paved roadway, there are additional criteria for eligibility and standard
for design:

e Additional eligibility criteria: The traffic volume is projected to
be 500 vehicles/day or less.

e Additional design standards:

o To ensure a low speed traffic environment, traffic calming
elements are also required. At a minimum this includes
speed bumps. These streets will also have a posted speed
limit of 15 mph. The cost of the speed bumps is
incorporated into the $65/month LID estimate.

o To ensure good visibility of pedestrians using the street, a
sight distance analysis will be performed.

¢ The community has recommended shared streets be
evaluated post construction and after a period of time after
they have been in use to inform recommended best practices
for maintenance such as in the edge treatment, landscaping,
and smoothness of surfacing.

10

ORS 811.111, requires a 15 mph speed limit
when driving on an alley or a narrow residential
roadway, 18ft wide or less at any point.
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Approximate typical LID cost per
property owner:

$65/month/20 years

{based on 50 ft of street frontage)
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Traffic Calming

Separated Residential Street

Traffic calming is an optional upgrade for the Separated Residential
Street, based on the desires of the adjacent property owners and City
Traffic Engineer approval. A wide variety of potential traffic calming
tools, from speed bumps to ‘chicane’ alignments and pinch points that
allow only bike and pedestrian through traffic in the middle of the block,
will be available to slow traffic speeds. Any traffic calming added to the
street desigh would be an additional cost to the basic design.

Shared Residential Street

Because pedestrians will mix with bikes and cars within the 16 ft paved
roadway, traffic calming is a requirement for a Shared Residential Street
design. The design speed of these roadways is 15 mph, which the Oregon

Vehicle Code currently requires for narrow residential streets. This There are many design options for traffic, from
design speed can be achieved with speed bumps, the minimum relatively inexpensive speed bump calming to
requirement. Speed bumps have proven to be among our most cost curvilinear designs that create more flexible

effective tools for speed reduction. Speed bumps are included in the public spaces within the right-of-way. Paint and

landscaped edges should also be further
explored.

estimated $65/ month typical LID cost per property owner, The need for
additional traffic calming measures will be evaluated on a case by case
basis.

Stormwater Management

The intent of the two new design standards is to utilize the gravel
shoulder peortion for stormwater management through infiltration. This
approach primarily depends on the local infiltration rate, which varies
across the City. The Residential Street Based Design Standards without

12
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public stormwater system as shown may be applicable to about one third
of the area of the city.

Given challenges of topography, landslide concerns and low infiltration

g pograpny t The City Engineer, based on findings that a standard
rates in some areas, such as SW Portland, the costs of stormwater improvement is not feasible, may allow a temporary
management required for traditional street improvements may be street improvement, not maintained by the City,

prohibitively expensive for repaving of streets in established which requires present and future owners be
counted in favor of any proposed standard
improvement of said street [City Code, 17.88.020, For
Buildings and Planning Actions] by agreeing to a
collaborating on approaches to utilize the road shoulder to convey and waiver of remonstrance.

manage stormwater as technically feasible. These approaches depend

neighberhoeds. In response to these constraints the Bureau of
Environmental Services and the Portland Bureau of Transportation are

primarily on the local site conditions and infiltration rates and would be
reviewed by BES on a case by case basis. In all cases, the conveyance of a
10-year storm event must be considered in terms of downstream safety Residential Streets Maintained Today:
for both local residents and the right-of-way and must discharge to an

approvable disposal point. Depending on site circumstances, solutions

could range from simple, over-land flow, to road-side ditches, to Paved
conventional curb and gutter and underground piped systems paired
with other neighborhoecd scale stormwater management facilities.

Public Private

Without Curb  78%  22%

With Curb 9% 1%
Maps showing stormwater management areas, infiltration rates, high

ground water elevations, and topography will help inform the drainage Unpaved 0 100%
design necessary. Unimproved 0 100%
Maintenance Responsibility

The City accepts maintenance responsibility for streets built to the design

standard where the city has formally accepted them This currently

13
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includes almost all streets paved with curb and the majority of streets
paved without curb. Maintenance of all unpaved local streets in Portland
is the responsibility of the adjacent property owners,

Streets built to either of the two new design standards will become City
maintained for the pavement portion of street. The gravel shoulders and
separated sidewalk will remain the responsibility of the adjacent property
owner.

Low-Income Deferral

Large percentages of dirt and gravel streets are in generally low-income
neighborhoaods, such as Cully, Brentwood-Darlington and outer NE/ SE
Portland. Even with the significant cost reduction of the new design
standards, many property owners will still find the monthly LID
assessment too expensive.

The pros and cons of some financing options were explored. These are
included in Appendix C.

PBOT’'s experience with LIDs formed since the redesign of the LID
program in 2000 indicates that participation can be enhanced through
program’s that help with affordability, such as grants and/or low-income
deferrals.

14

Waivers of remonstrance, (waiver), a property’s obligation to not
plead in objection to formation of a local improvement district and
recorded against the property, exist on approximately seven percent
(7%} of City parcels. The city may require development to sign a
waiver of remonstrance for future street and

stormwater improvements as a condition of development if the
development will be benefited by the street and

stormwater improvements.

Issuance by the City reached a peak in 1994 — 1997, and the most
often sought developer request in public works appeals. Although it
obligates the parcel into formation of an LID a waiver does not
obligate Council to approve an LID; a waiver only obligates the
property to be counted in favor of an LID.

On November 4 1998, City Council passed Resolution 35738 directing
the Local Improvement Administrator reinvent the Local
Improvement District {LID) program.

Since the LID redesign, 34 local improvement districts (LIDs) have
been formed by City Council. Of the 23 with completed final
assessments, all but 4 were formed with majority petition support
{not relying upon waivers for formation). Two were council initiated,
and two were petition-initiated with less than majority petition
support, with waivers of remonstrances making up the difference.

LID Program madifications proved to be an important tool for
improving local streets however their effectiveness is limited by the
cost to individual property owners. LID’s in low income
neighborhoods have generally only been successful with a subsidy
from an outside funding source.
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The Street by Street Initiative recommends a new low income deferral
program be made available to the LID program in areas that are not
eligible for tax increment or Community Development Block Grant
financing. This financing option would be eligible to all property owners
participating in an LID in which a majority of households within the LID
earn less than 80% of the area’s median family income. The option
would allow deferral of payment for the first five years after final
assessment is imposed.

Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA}
Both the Separated Residential Street and the Shared Residential Street

designs meet the requirements of the ADA in terms of surface treatment
and cross slope.

Sidewalk(s} only

In some cases, simply adding a walkway may be appropriate on
unimproved rights-of-way that provide access to no or a limited number
of adjacent properties. This may allow for creation of a critical connection
to a school or other neighborhood destination that does not need a
strong accommodation for motorized vehicles. Construction through an
LID of a roadway in need of sidewalk only will be allowable. The
approximate typical LID cost per property owner is $20/ month/ 20years
(based on 50 ft of street frontage).

15
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Utilities
The new design standards are not intended to change existing desigh
standards or code requirements in relation of the placement of utilities.

Emergency Response Access

Portland Fire Bureau operations are regulated by Title 31 of the City Code
which specify minimum street design standards for emergency response
access. While a 20 ft local street width is preferred, the Fire Bureau has
acknowledged that, in the case of residential dirt and gravel streets, the
16 ft width proposed is a significant enhancement to access and response
time compared to the existing condition.

16
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Work in Progress

There are several additional elements to the Bureau of Transportation’s overall approach to
helping dirt and gravel streets and streets that may be paved without curb and sidewalk and do
not meet the design criteria of a shared street, to get improved more effectively that will
require additional refinement and public involvement. These include:

In-fill Development: In-Lieu of Fee

There is a good opportunity to introduce more flexibility in terms of how in-fill development
participates in the improvement of substandard and dirt and gravel streets. Under the current
standards, in-fill development on an unimproved street is required to either build frontage
improvements to the Traditional Residential Street standard or sign a waiver of remonstrance
{which waives the property owner’s right to object to the formation of an LID to improve the
street). The problem with frontage improvements is that often their functionality is limited if
they do not directly connect to other street improvements. it would be better if the funds used
for frontage improvements were available to help form an LID that gets the entire street
improved as an alternative.

The in-lieu-of fee proposal would allow the option of the City collecting a fee in-lieu of the
frontage improvements that couid be set aside as leverage funds for forming an LID for the
entire unimproved street. Issues associated with the fee amount, how broadly it could be used
(for instance on adjacent unimproved street that is more ripe for an LID), and how the broader
neighborhood participates in design decision making are needed.

Information Access

To help encourage property owners interested in creating an LID to improve a dirt and gravel
streets, the Street by Street Initiative proposes development of a webpage on the Bureau of

17
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Transportation’s website that allows them to more quickly and easily assess whether their
street would be eligible for the new design standards. Readily availabie information would
include maps that identify streets that would be eligible for the new design standards, as well
as geographical information that would help identify potential issues such as stormwater
management design, street connectivity and key destinations {see Appendix A).

Design Enhancements

In 1990, the National Association of Home Builders, the Urban Land Institute, and the American
Society of Civil Engineers joined to publish a milestone in urban street design, Residential
Streets, which advocates: designing to minimize traffic volumes and speeds in residential areas;
properly scaled streets; streets planned to avoid excessive stormwater runoff; streets which can
serve as meeting places and centers of community activity.

The new design standards are intended to also allow for more creative use of the public right-
of-way. Based on the desires of the neighborhood, these street designs also provide

opportunities for additional design elements that can enhance the aesthetics and livability of
streets.

For several decades now, Europe has been developing street designs that build on the shared
street standard by encouraging additional non-transportation uses that enhance the overall
quality of life for the adjacent residents. Known as ‘home zones’, and woonerfs, these streets
not only are designed to minimize traffic speeds but to become safe spaces for a wide range of
activities. (see Appendix E)
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Design Approval Process & Public Involvement

A process for involving the residents of a street and the broader neighborhood in decision
making around the specific design of the shared streets, particularly in relation to the types of
traffic calming tools used and design enhancements, needs to be developed to ensure the
design functions well within the surrounding street network -

In 2004 the Bureau of Transportation adopted Administrative Rule TRN-1.09 - Design
Standards for Public Streets and Creating Public Streets and Pedestrian Connections
through the Land Use and Building Permit Process as the design standards for public
streets and established right of way and street widths for residential streets at 26ft wide
roadway and 11ft sidewalk corriders, a “Traditional Residential Street Standard”.

For Buildings and Planning Actions the City Engineer, based on findings that a standard
improvement is not feasible, [due to drainage, topography, lack of infrastructure, or
other conditions], may allow a temporary street improvement, not maintained by the
City[City Code, 17.88.020].

[t may be in the City’s interest to consider also for buildings and planning actions, for the
City Engineer, based on findings that a traditional residential standard improvement is
not feasible, to consider other types of residential street improvements that are
appropriate to their context and constructed to the standards of and accepted for
maintenance by the City. 1t also may be in the City’s interest to consider the same for
streets improved as LIDs, not just for building and planning action-relate d streets, which
are typically public works permits.
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Whereas the LID program includes provisions to consider public input of the residents of
a particular street proposed for improvements, as part of the residential street context

street improvements required by building and planning actions do not have a public
input opportunity.

Cost Estimates

The Bureau's level of confidence in the cost estimates for this project is low. Despite the best
efforts of developing efficient and effective cost estimates, each street is unigue and must be

designed and constructed to address the context of issues and unigue environment that
presents itseif.
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RESOLUTION NO. 10-007

A RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING PUBLIC
IMPROVYEMENT GUIDELINES FOR CERTAIN
LOCAL STREETS NOT SUBJECT TG PROVISIONS
IN THE LAND USE AND DEVELOPMENT
ORDINANCE

WHEREAS, the City Council has determined that public improvements for certain local
streets can best be provided by flexibie guidelines rather than fixed standards which are adopted
as part of the City’s Land Use and Development Ordinance; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has viewed many of the strects proposed to be covered hy
these guidelines; and

WHEREAS, the City has had the opportunity to review the proposed guidelines on
several oceasions, and

WHEREAS, on March 15, 2010, the City Council adopted General Ordinance No. 10-
1303, which provided for the creation of new development standards for streets in residential
zones, which standards were intended to be flexible as to street trees, sidewalks, planting strips,

and widths; and
WHEREAS, General Ordinance No. 10-1303 provided that the new development
standards for streets in residential zones were (0 be established by City Council resolution; and

WHEREAS, the City Council conducted a discussion item f{or the proposed guidelines
on March 29, 2010; and

WHEREAS, following the discussion item on March 29, 2010, the City Council
approved the guidelines and directed staff to prepare 2 Resolution adopting the guidelines; and

WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of the public for the City Council to adopt the
proposed public improvement guidelines;

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESGLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL AS
FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Public Improvement Guidelines Adopted, Public improvement guidclines are

hereby adopted for those streets as listed in the document entitfed “Sireei Segment Lust,”
attached hereto as Exhibit “A.”

Page 1 of 2 - Resolution No. 10-007 {04133 1007.1c5)



Section 2. City Manager Authorized to Approve Exceptions. The City Manager is

authorized to make exceptions to these guidelines on a case by case basis,

Section 3. Effective Date. This resolution shall be effective as of April 26, 2010.
PASSED AND ADOPTED THIS 26™ DAY OF APRIL, 2010,

Voting Yes, Councilor:
Voting No, Councilor:
Absent, Councilor:
Abstaining, Councilor: —_

AND APPROVED BY THE MAYOR THIS 26™ DAY OF APRIL,, 2010.

James L. Wilcox, Mayor

Atlest:

Jutie Krucger, MMC, City Clerk

Page 2 of 2 - Resolution No. 10-007 (041310 (0007 1=s)



Street Segment List

This list of public improvement requiremants for the specified street segments I8 a supplement to the
street standards in the LUDO. In order to qualify for this list a streel segment musl be identified as a jocal

stree! in the Cily's Transportation System Plan and be located in a residential zone.

The street segments are divided into categories basaed on e variety of on site faclors including the leve! of
current public improvements, the extent of existing build out of the adjacent lots, the topography, the
length and location of the street segment, and the position of the street segment as pert of an overall City

wide padestrian network.

When determining publlc improvement requirements for these sireet segments, Cily staff are encouraged
{o be flexible, using the following categories as guidelines. If on site conditions prevent using the
standards established for a category, City slaff are authorlzed to require a lesser sel of public

improvements.

From time to time new streets are created that have not yet been Identffied in the TSR, If these slreets
meet the general requirements for this lisl, City staff are authorized to determine the public improvement
requirameante until such time as the Councl has the opportunity to revise this lisl.

Private straots are Inciuded at the end of the list for the sole purpose of Identifying them as private
sireats. The City does not maintain private streets. As private streets they generally do not come within

the requiramenis for public tmprovements.

This List generally Identifles what type of development would be required for aach category. For those
with less than full public improvement, the actual public improvement requirements will be detafied as part
of the permit process. In addition to public Improvements, right of way s also sometimes en Issue. This
list doas not attempt to suggest what right of way width is appropriate, although a width of 40 feet is a
minimum preferred width. The right of way width s a sepergte issue that applies to only a few of these
sireets g8 most of the right of way wiithe have already been set Right of way width would also be
estadblished on 8 case by case basis where needed at the time of permit application.

As propertles deveiop, or redeveiop, the cwnar would be required to develop the streetacape to the
minimum requirements of the relevant category. Additional improvements, If feasible, would be allowed

and encouraged, but not required.

STREET SEGMENT CATEGORIES

A-1 Full Improvement. Properties adjacent to these street segments will be responsibie for full
improvement, which is full pavement of the roadway, curbs, sidewalks an both sides of the street, and a
storm water system In plece. Category A-1 Ingludes street segments that can handle this level of public
improvement at this time, The improvements would be required to be installed at the time of development.
This category Inciudes street segments with one or more of the following characleristics.

1. Located In a new subdivision with required full improvement.

2. Street sagments that are aiready fully improved or predominantly fully improved.

3. Streel sagments that will provide future access to significant areas of town.

6" from 3™ Place to Liberty
7" Pt from Court to Case

7% from Trevitt to Court

7" from Hostetler to Chenoweth Lp
8" from Snipes to Watnut

8™ from Bridge to 4" St Grade

8" Pl from Court to Case

Exhibit “A”



8" from Chenry Heights to 10™
11" from Wright to E of Thompson
12" from Jordan to Kelly

13™ from Kelly to H St

13™ from Riverview to Lewts

13" from View Ct o Oregon

13" from Quinton to Thompson
13" Pi from Riverview to Clark

13" Pt from View Ct to Dry Hollow
14™ from Jordan to Dry Hoflow

14" from Riverview to Lewis

15" from W of Mt. Hood to Bridge
15™ from Trevitt to Liberty

15" from Jefferson fo H St

15™ from Riverview to end

15" from Montana to Quinton

18" from 16™ to Thompson

16" from Bridge to Liberty Way
16" from Riverview (o end

16™ from Oregon to Dakwood

18" Court E and W of Nevada

16™ Pi from Monroe to Kelly

17" from H to Riverview

17" from Montana to Nevada

17™ from Thompeon to E of Thompson
17 Pl from Jefferson to Falrview
18" from Mt. Hood 1o Bridge

18" from Jefferson to 19™

19" from W of Gamison o Garrison
18" from Falrviaw to Dry Hollow
20" from 18%10 1g%

21* from end to Lewis

21st from View Ct to E of Ciaudia Lane E Knoll Ct
22™ trom W of Garrison to Garrison
23" from Wright Street to Mt. Hood
Brentwood Dr from E of Summit Ridge to Columbla View
Bridge St from 18% to 8°

Case Stfrom 8™ Plto 7™
Chenowith St from Cherry Heights to 8™ Pi
Clark St from end 1o N of 9™ St
Court St from § of 14" t¢ 12
Crest Court

Elberta

Esther Way

£ St from 147 to 7"

Fairview from S of 21" P! to 20™
Federal from 14" to 7"

G from 18" Pl to 7%

Garrison from S of 22™ to Scenk
Garrison from 16" to 6th

H from 17" to 10™

Harrls from 12®to 13* pI

| Street from 13™ to 8™

[ St from 17" to 18"

J Stfrom 13% to 8%

Jordan from 9™ to 14*
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Jordan from S of 23" to 23"

Knoll Ct

Knoll Dr

Laughiin from 14% to 7%

Lewis from S of 21" to 16™, from 14" to 8"
Liberty from 15" to 6™

Lincoln from 16" to N of 8™
Lincoin Way from Grant Cir to 16"
Madison from 15" to 1™
Minnesota

Montana from Dvy Hotlow to 14"
Nevada

Oregon
Pomona from 10" to commerciaily zoned property

Pentiand from 16™ 10 8™

Guinton from end to 10"

Riverview

Roberts from 12% to 10™

Royel Crest

Shearer from 12™ to 13™ Sherman Dr
Summit Ridge

Union from 14" to 107

verdant from 13™ to 10"

View Ci

Wasco Dr
Washington from 14% to 7% P!

Wright St from Wright Dr to 23"
Wright St from 11™ to 8"

A-2, Deferred Full Improvement. These sirest segments are appropriate for full Improvement but do
not as yet have a storm water systern, or other needed infrastructure in place. Segments placed in this
calegory may nok be required to put in &ll Improvernents at the time of devalopment. For those
improvemenis not inatalled, the developer would pay into the City’s development fund. The criterla for A-
2 are generally the seme as A-1 but also may include street segments that provide or are planned {o
provide access to significant parts of the community that are as yat undeveloped.

10™ from Thompsen to Richmond

12® from Dry Hollow to E of Richmond
14" East of Dry Hollow to Richmond
Lambert

Morton.

Richmond.
18% from Morton to Richmond

B. Status Quo. This category recognizes that certain areas of the City, as wef) as isolated streats and
street segments, have been devaloped to 8 set of slandards thet are less than what we consider full
improvement, but are unilkely to provide opportunities for full improvement. For these streets we will
identify the area, the standard where possible, and accept the exdsting etandard for that area. There wil
likely be several different sets of standards in this category. Key elements for placing sireet segments in

this category include:
1 Existing substantlally fuil build out.

2. A sef of identifiable anc common Improvemants.

3. Ashort or dead end street
New construction will be required to meet the existing ares improvements, but not be required to buld to

a higher standard,
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Blakely Addltion. Full pavement and curbs, No sldewalks.

11™ from Blakely Dr to Biakely Way
12™ from Blakely Dr to Blakely Way
Blakely Dr

Blakely Way

Webber from 12" to 13

Cascade Courf. Pavad section, but no curbs or sidewalks.

8™ between Hostetler and Chanawith Loop

Cascade St
Cascade Ct

Sorosts Park Area. Fully paved with curbs and sidewalks, except no sidewalks adfacent to areas outside
or fronting areas outside the UGB, or next to lhe park,

20™ from Scenic Way to Dead End
21* from Radio Way (o Sorosis
21% Place off W 21

23" from Radio way to E of Sorosis
Radio Way

Sorosis

West 67 Area

Others

Divigion from W of US 30 to commerciafy zoned area.
Lee from 7* to commerdially zoned area

8™ from irvine to Chenowith
13™ from Richmond to Lambert

13" from Emerson to end

18" from 16" Piace to end

18" from W of Mt. Hood fo E of Mt, Hood

21 Pl from 21* to Falrview

25% from W of Wiright Dr to Wright Dr

Emerson — has sidewalks on one side but not full pavement to sidewalk
Bridge street between 20" and 22™ and § of 19™
Chirook from SW of 12" to 10"

Claudia Lane at E 21

Grant Cir at Lincoin Way

Harris from 8™ to 8%

Monrae from 15™ to 16™ PI

Perkins

Short St — full pavement and curbs, no sidewalka.
Walnut from 13" to 10™

Wright Dr at 25™

C. Partial improvement. Most of the lots adjacent to these streat segments will be required to Install
partial public improvements. Full improvement is the goal, but may not alweys be fessible, either due to
existing development, topography, or lack of needed infrastructure. In particular, these street segments
gre seen es being an integral part of the pedestrien network. If full improvement is not feasible, then we
wili work to achisve adequate and uniform right of way with sidewalks on at least one side. Actual

requirements wiil be determined on a case by case basls.

7% trom Kelly o 4* Street Grade
7™ from Chenoweth (o Irving
16" from Mt. Hood to Bridge
18" from Golden Way to 15"
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17" from west of Mt. Hood fo Garrison
18" from Thompson to Morton

18" fram Jordan 1o ML Hood

Irvine from W of 13 to E of 9", from W of 7% to commercially zoned srea
Jefferson from 18™ to 10™ (inciuding Terrace Dr)

Kingsley from S of Laring (W 16™) to w 13"

Liberty Way

Meek

Myrtle from 8™ to 10

Raoberts from Quinton !a 15t

Shearer from 10" 1o 12"

Shearer from 13" to 14™

Verdant from W 10" fo W 8%

Webber from Loring (W 16") to W 13th

D. Minimel improvement; For development or redevelopment in these areas we will focus on obtaining
unifarm right of way width and pavement for travel lanes. At least 40 feet of right of way is a goal.
Generally these areas will nol have sldewalks, or storm water systems. Most of the lots an these streets
are already developed with few existing public improvements. Generelly these are streets with one or

more of the following characteristics:
. Streets that are of limited Fength

Dead snd stresals.
Strests with & low volume of trafﬂc
Few, if any, public improvernents.

Existing housing.
. Unaven right of way width,

Nooasna

8”‘ from W of Chenowith Loop to Chenowith Loop
8™ from Myrtle to Walnut

9™ PI from W of Kingsley to Walnut

11" from NW of Chinook to SE of Chinook
12"‘ from NW of Chinook to SE of Chinock
14 from Elberta to SE of Kingsley

14™ Pi from Thompson St to E of Thompson
15 P{ from W of Terrace Dr to E of Terace Dr
15" Pifron Gto Eof G

Eric Ct

Fallon Ct

Flora Ct

Frost Ct

Garden Ct

Gorden Gt

Home Ct

Jordan from 14% to 18™

Kingsley from 10" to 8"

Lorenzen Ct

Loring St (W 16®) from Meek to Webber
Pleasant Court

Richland Gi

Stoffer Ln

Sandy Ln

Washington from 8 of 147 to 14™

Wright Street N of g*

Streeats that are not scheduled to be connecled to other streats in the future,
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Other Streets

1. Streets not included in the TSP

For various reasons some streets are not listed in the TSP. In those situations, Clty staff will uss the
guidelines listed above lo determine the appropriate lavel of public Improvement. An exampie of one
jocal street not in the TSP is € 9™ Street east of Morton,

2. Private slreels

Private streets are listed for identification purposes only. They are not subject to the LUDO requirements
for public improvements.

Denton
Jordan past about 24"

Bennett Way

Streets in the Lone Pine area except Lone Pine Blvd
Floral Street

Home Streset

Russtia Way

Armanita Dr

Morel Ct

More! Dr

Chantrelle

Meadow Way

Sterling Drive
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GENERAL ORDINANCE NO. 91-1127

AN ORDINANCE PRESCRIBING METHODS AND PROCEDURES FOR
MAKING LOCAL IMPROVEMENTS; FOR LEVYING AND COLLECTING
SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS; FOR CREATION AND ENFORCEMENT OF
ASSESSMENT LIENS; AND REPEALING GENERAL ORDINANCE

NOS. 658 AND 840, AS AMENDED, AND DECLARING AN EMERGENCY.

THE PEOPLE OF THE CITY OF THE DALLES DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Definitions. As used in this ordinance, the following definitions apply, except
where the context requires otherwise:

A, "Local improvement" means a capital construction project, or part thereof
undertaken by the City of The Dalles pursuant to this ordinance;

(1) Which provides a special benefit only to specific properties or rectifies a
problem caused by specific properties; and

(2) The costs of which are assessed against those properties in a single
assessment upon the completion of the project; and

(3)  For which the property owner may elect to make payment of the
assessment plus appropriate interest over a period of at least ten (10) years.

For purposes of subsection (A}, the stafus of a capital construction project as a
local improvement is not affected by the accrual of a general benefit to property
other than the property receiving the special benefit.

B. "Single assessment” means the complete assessment process, including pre-
assessment, assessment, or recassessment, as provided for in this ordinance.

C. "Special benefit only to specific properties" shall have the same meaning as
"special and peculiar benefit", as that term is used in ORS 223.389.
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D. "Capital construction" means the construction, modification, replacement, repair,
remodeling or renovation of a structure, or addition to a structure, which is
expected to have a useful life of more than one year, and includes, but is not

limited to:

¢y Acquisition of land, or a legal interest in land, in conjunction with the
capital construction of a structure.

()] Acquisition, installation of machinery or equipment, furnishings or
materials which will become an integral part of a structure.

3 Activities related to the capital construction, such as planning, design,
acquisition of interim or permanent financing, research, land use and
environmental impact studies, acquisition of permits or licenses or other
services connected with the construction.

(4)  Acquisition of existing structures, or legal interests in structures, in
' copjunction with the capital construction.

E. “Structure” means any temporary or permanent building or improvement to real
property of any kind, which is constructed on or attached to real property, whether
above, on or beneath the surface.

F. "Capital improvements" means land, structures, facilities, as that term is defined
in ORS 288.805, machinery, equipment or furnishings having a useful life longer
than one year.

G. "City Engineer" means the duly appointed City Engineer, or any consulting
engineenng firm who contracts with the City to provide engineering services.

Section 2. Combining improvements. Several proposed improvements may be combined
in one proceeding, and may be described in one notice of publication.

Section 3. Initiation of Projects for Local Improvements. For a proposed local

improvement district which includes only residential properties, such a project shall be initiated
by the Council only in accordance with the written implementation policy as adopted by City
Council resolution. The Council shall initiate a project for a local improvement by adopting a
motion to direct the City Engineer to proceed in the manner outlined in Section 3 (A).



2-9.3

2-9.3
City of The Dalles Ordinances

For a proposed local improvement district which consists of non-residential properties, whenever
the City Council considers it necessary that a local improvement be made and paid for in whole
or in part by special assessment, or whenever the owners of a majority of the property to be
included in the district which will benefit specially from the improvement file a written petition
with the Council to make a local improvement, the Council shall by motion direct the City
Engineer: [as amended by Ordinance 07-1277 adopted by City Council February 12, 2007.]

A To make a survey and written report of such project and file the report with the
City Clerk within 30 days from the date of the resolution, unless council grants an
extension of time, The report shall contain:

(1

(2)

&)

)

(%)

(6)

M

A plat or map showing the general nature, location, and extent of the
proposed improvement and the lands to be assessed to pay any part of the
costs thereof;

A description of the type of the proposed improvement and an estimate as
to the length of its useful life;

A description of the location and land use of each lot, tract, or parcel of
land or portion thereof, which will be specially benefitted by the
improvement, together with the name of the owner thereof;

A description of the boundaries of the district benefitted by and to be
assessed for the improvement;

The percentage of the land within the district which is vacant and unused
for urban purposes;

The assessed valuation of each lot, tract or parcel of land within the district
according to the last county assessment roll, and the amount of the
delinquent taxes and assessments, and the amount of taxes and
assessments levied but not delinquent for each lot, tract and parcel of land
within the district; and

A estimate of the probable cost of the project, including legal,
administrative, engineering, and construction costs aftributable thereto,
and any bond issuance costs, and a recommendation as to a fair
apportionment of the whole or any portion of the cost of the project to the
property specially benefitted, including any potential multi-frontage relief
which may be available for a property which has frontage adjacent to more
than one side of an unimproved street, in accordance with a formula for
calculating such multi-frontage relief as 1s established by the City. [as
amended by Ordinance 07-1277, adopted by Council February 12, 2007.]
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H

Section 4, Resolution declaring intent to form district; Notice to owners. After having
considered the City Engineer's report, if the council desires to undertake the project, it shall by
resolution declare its intention to form a local improvement district. The resolution shall:

A,

Direct the City Clerk to cause to be published once each week for two successive
weeks, in a newspaper of general circulation in The Dalles, a notice stating,

(1)

2

(3)

4
()

(6)

(7)

The council has declared its intention to form a local improvement district
and that the report of the City Engineer is on file in the City Clerk's office,
subject to examination; and

The estimated total cost of the improvement (less the amount thereof to be
borne by the City, if any); and

A description of the district to be specially benefitted by the improvement;
and

The date by which remonstrances may be filed with the City Clerk; and

The project will be suspended for six months if remonstrances are filed by
the owners of two-thirds (2/3) of the dollar amount to be assessed against
the property which is to be specifically benefitted; and [As amended by
Ordinance No. 95-1198, passed by City Council and approved by the
Mayor September 11, 1995.]

The date when the Engineer’s report and any objections thereto will be
considered by the council and all interested persons; and

The Council intends to characterize the cost as an assessment for a local
improvement.

Direct the City Clerk to send a notice by mail to the last known address for each
owner for the various lots, tracts or parcels of property within the improvement
district, which notice shall state:

(1

@)

(3)

The estimated total cost of the improvement (less the amount thereof to be
borme by the City, if any),

A bref description of the property owned by the person to whom the
notice is sent,

The time within which remonstrances may be filed,
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(4)  The date when the report of the Engineer and any objections thereto will
be heard by the council and all interested persons;

(5)  An estimate of the proposed assessment;

(6) A brief description of the methods by which the owner may pay for the
assessment, if the assessment is actually imposed on the property;
and

{7) The Council's intention to characterize the cost as an assessment for a
local improvement.

Under the charter and for the purpose of this ordinance, an "owner" entitled to
remonstrate against a proposed improvement shall be the record holder of the title
to the land, or a purchaser in possession of the land under a land sale contract.
Provided further, that such a contract must be recorded in Wasco County, Oregon,
or if not, the purchaser must attach to his remonstrance a duly certified or
photostatic copy of his land sale contract, or a verified statement from the record
holder of legal title that such a contract exists and that the purchaser is in
possession thereunder. For the purpose of the notice described in Section B
hereof the "owner" shall be the record holder of legal title unless a land sale
contract or memorandum thereof is of record showing the name of purchaser.

Section 5. Improvement Assessment Procedure.

A,

Resolution declaring intent to proceed. Remonstrances shall be in written form,
and must be received by the deadline set forth in the Notice of Intent to Form,
The Council shall consider any remonstrances filed and objections made to the
City Engineer's report. If the Council finds that the project has not been defeated
by remonstrances, and that the City Engineer's report is reasonable and just, the
Council may by resolution adopt the report and declare its intention to proceed
with the improvement. The Council may require a supplementary report from the
City Engineer, or it may amend the report prior to adoption.
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B. Contract Bidding Procedures. After the Council has declared its intention to
proceed with the local improvement, it may direct the City Engineer to prepare
plans and specifications, and call for bids to let out the work on contract. The
Council may provide that the work shall be done by City forces. Contracts issued
for work on the local improvement project shall comply with the rules and
regulations for competitive bidding adopted by the City Council, acting as the
local contract review board, and with the provisions of the Oregon Revised
Statutes concerning public contracts.

C. Review of Engineer's Final Report. When the cost of the local improvement
district has been determined, after the work is done, the council shall decide
whether the property benefitted shall bear all or a portion of the cost. The City
Engineer shall prepare the assessment to the respective lots within the assessment
district and file it in the City Clerk's office. Notice of such assessments shall be
mailed or personally delivered to the owner of each lot proposed to be assessed,
which notice shall state the amounts of assessment proposed on that property and
shall fix the deadline for filing objections with the Clerk. The grounds for
objection shall be stated in the objection filed with the Clerk. The council shall
consider such objections and may adopt, correct, modify or revise the assessments

* and shall determine the amount of the final assessment to charge against each lot
within the district, according to the special and peculiar benefits accruing thereto
from the improvement, and shall by ordinance spread the assessments.

Section 6. Special conditions requiring alternative financing procedures. When in the
opinion of the council, on account of topographical or physical conditions, unusual or excessive
public travel, or other character of the work involved, or when the council otherwise believes the
situation warrants it, it may contribute what it deems a fair proportion of the cost of such
improvement from funds of the City, and the amount to be assessed to the property benefitted
shall be proportionately reduced. Nothing herein contained shall preclude the council from using
other available means of financing improvernents, including federal or state grants-in-aid, sewer
service or other types of service charges, revenue bonds, general obligation bonds, provided that
such means of financing comply with the provisions of Article XI, Section 11b of the Oregon
Constitution.

Section 7. Appeals. Any person who feels aggrieved by any assessment imposed under
the provisions of this ordinance, may within 20 days from the date of passage of the ordinance
levying the assessment, file an appeal with the circuit court of the State of Oregon for Wasco
County. Such appeal and the requirements and formalities thereof, shall be heard, governed and
determined and the judgment thereon rendered and enforced so far as is practical in the manner
provided for appeals from reassessments contained in the Oregon Revised Statutes.
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Section 8. Assessment records - Liens. The assessment ordinance shall direct the City
Clerk to enter in the docket of City liens a statement of the respective amouints assessed upon
each particular lot, tract or parcel of land within the improvement district, together with the name
and address of the record owner thereof, The docket of City liens is a public writing and the
original and certified copies of any matter authorized to be entered in the docket are entitled to
the force and effect of a public writing, From the date of entry of any assessment upon any lot,
tract or parcel of land or part thereof, the sum so entered shall be deemed to be an assessment
levied and a lien upon the property, which lien shall have priority over all other lens or
encumbrances on the property insofar as the laws of the State of Oregon allow.

Section 9. Assessment collection procedure. The sum of money assessed for any
improvement as provided in this ordinance shall not be collected until by order of the council not
less than ten (10) days' notice is given by the City Clerk by publication in a newspaper of general
circulation published in the City of The Dalles, Oregon, of the collection of the assessment.
Publication of said notice in one 1ssue of said newspaper shall be sufficient, and such notice shall
identify the local improvement for which the assessment is to be made, each lot to be assessed,
and the final assessment for each lot. The notice shall also state that such assessment must be
paid within 20 days from the date of first publication of the notice, or bonded within 20 days
from the date of first publication of the notice, as provided in the Bancroft Bonding Act. At the
time of publication of the notice, the City Clerk shall cause to be mailed to the owner of each lot
or tract of land assessed, at his/her last known address, a notice setting forth the substance of the
notice of collection of assessment, and including specifically the particular lot or tract of land
owned by the person to whom notice is sent, and the amount of the assessment. Assessments
which are not paid or bonded within the time stated shall bear interest at ten percent (10%) per
annum beginning with the last day on which assessment is required to be paid. The owner to
whom the notice is mailed as required by this section shall be the “owner" as defined in Section 4
C of this ordinance.

Section 10. Assessment - Ascertainment of owner. For the purpose of ascertaining who
is the owner of any lot, tract, or parcel of land or part thereof assessed for the improvements

herein described, the City Clerk may take the certificate of any abstractor, abstract company or
person or persons engaged in the searching or examination of titles, who may be designated by
the council for said purpose, which certificate shall state who is the record owner or contract
purchaser of record for each such lot, parcel, or tract of land or part thereof subject to said
assessment on the date the council declared its intention to proceed with the improvement, as
shown by the records in the office of the County Clerk of Wasco County, Oregon.

Section 11. Assessment deficit - Notice - Collection. If the proposed assessment has
been made on the basis of estimated cost, and upon completion of the work the cost is found to
be greater than the estimated cost, the council may, by resolution, make a deficit assessment for
the additional cost. The City Clerk shall send notice thereof by mail to the last known address of
any affected property owner, at least ten (10) days prior to hearing, setting forth a hearing date
and place where objections may be made. The council shall make a just and equitable deficit
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assessment by ordinance, and such deficit assessment shall be consolidated with the initial
assessment in the lien docket. Such deficit assessment shall be collected in the sarme manner as
the original assessment.

Section 12. Assessment rebate credit - Method of payment. If, upon the completion of a

project, it is found that any sum, which has been assessed upon any property, is more than
sufficient to pay the cost of the improvement, the council must ascertain and declare the same by
ordinance. The excess sum must be entered in the docket of City liens as a credit upon the
appropriate assessment. If any such assessment has been paid, the person who paid the same, or
his legal representative, shall be entitled to the payment of the portion of the rebate credit which
exceeds the cost of the improvement.

Section 13. Bancroft Bonding provisions.

A. The provisions of the Bancroft Bonding Act set forth in Chapter 223 of the
Oregon Revised Statutes, except as modified by the provisions of this section,
shall apply to assessments for local improvements.

B. The provisions relating to rebonding procedures, as set forth in the Oregon
Revised Statutes, are hereby adopted by reference.

C. An owner naay submit an application to pay the final assessment in installments
over a period of not less than ten (10) years. The application shall provide that the
applicant agrees to pay interest at the rate of ten percent (10%) per annum on all
unpaid assessments, together with an amount determined by the Council to be
sufficient to pay a proportionate part of the cost of administering the bond
assessment program including, but not limited to, legal, printing and consultant's
fees. The first payment shall be due and payable at the expiration of six months
from the date of assessment in the bond lien docket. The next payment shall be
due and payable within six (6) months of the due date of the first payment.
Payments shall be made on a semi-annual basis thereafter.

D. An owner shall have the option to file a written election with the Council to have
the fina] assessment payable over a period of less than ten (10) years. The written

election shall:

N Be signed by the owner or a duly authorized representative thereof;

(2)  Contain a description of the assessed property and the local improvement
for which such assessment is made; and
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(3)  Contain a statement that the owner acknowledges that the Oregon
Constitution provides that such assessments may be levied over a period of
not less than ten (10) years, and that the owner irrevocably waives such
right arising under the Oregon Constitution to have such assessment levied
over a period of not less than ten (10} years.

E. Upon receipt of a written election, the Council shall determine, by resolution, the
period of years over which the assessment may be paid. The election shall be
recorded in the bond lien docket for the local improvement to which such
assessrnent relates. From and after the time at which such election is recorded, it
shall be valid and binding upon all subsequent owners of the property or any part
thereof.

Section 14. Authority to abandon and rescind improvement proceedings - Refunds. The
council shall have full power and authority to abandon and rescind proceedings for
improvements hereunder at any time prior to the final consummation of such proceedings, and if
liens have been assessed upon any property under this procedure, they shall be canceled, and any
payments made thereon shall be refunded to the payor, his assigns or legal representative.

Section 15. Effect of procedural errors. No improvement assessment shall be invalid by
reason of a failure to give, in any report, in the proposed assessment, in the ordinance making the
assessment, in the lien docket or elsewhere in the proceedings, the name of the owner of any lot,
tract or parcel of land or part thereof, or by mistake in the name of any such person or the entry of
a name other than the name of such owner, or by reason of any error, mistake, delay, omission,
irregularity, or other act, jurisdictional or otherwise, in any of the proceedings or steps
hereinabove specified, unless it appears that the assessment as made, insofar as it affects the
person complaining, is unfair and unjust; and the council shall have the power and authority to
remedy and correct all such matters by suitable action and proceedings.

Section 16. Assessment foreciosure procedures. The City may proceed to foreclose as
delinquent any hen for assessments made hereunder or made under previous ordinances and
charter provisions of the City of The Dalles, in the manner and at the time provided in ORS
223.505 t0 223.595, as now or hereafter amended. In supplementation of this law, the City Clerk
is hereby designated as the person required to prepare the delinquent list as provided in ORS
223.515, and the City Treasurer is hereby designated as the officer responsible for collection of
the unpaid liens or assessments named in the list, and the Mayor and City Clerk are hereby
designated as the persons who shall execute to the purchaser a deed of conveyance, as described

in ORS 223.570.
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Section 17. Reassessments. Whenever all or part of any assessment for improvements
was or is declared void or set aside for any reason or its enforcement refused by any court by
reason of jurisdictional or other defects in procedure, whether directly or by virtue of any court
decision or when the council is in doubt as to the validity of all or part of any such assessment by
reason of such defects in procedure, the council may by ordinance make a new assessment or
reassessment with respect to all or part of the original assessment upon the lots which have been
benefitted by all or part of the improvement to the extent of their respective and proportionate
shares of the full value of such benefit. Such reassessment shall be made in accordance with the
provisions set forth in the Oregon Revised Statutes.

Section 17(A). Reapportionment of Assessments. Property held in single ownership at
the time of adoption of a resolution declaring the intent to form a local improvement district,
need not be divided by the City for the purpose of levying assessments except when the City
receives actual notice of the division of ownership of such property prior to the adoption of the
ordinance spreading the assessments. After an assessment has been levied upon a contiguous
parcel of property in single ownership as provided in this ordinance, there shall be no division or
reapportionment of the assessment [ien except under the following procedure:

A. The owner of all or any portion of a parcel of contiguous land subject to a single
assessment may make application to the City Clerk for a division and
reapportionment of the assessment. The application shall contain a legal
description of each parcel of land into which the property is proposed to be
divided, together with the name and address of each of the owners and any other
party having an interest in such property.

B. After the receipt of the application, the City Clerk shall mail a notice to each
owner and party having an interest in the property. The notice shall set forth the
date and time of the meeting of the City Council when the matter shall be
considered, which meeting shall not be scheduled earlier than ten days from the
mailing of the written notice.

C. Prior to or during the meeting of the City Council at which the application will be
considered, the City Engineer shall make a report and recommendation to the
Council for the apportioning of the assessment lien between portions of the
property to be divided, and describing the effect of such a division upon the City's
security.

D. During the meeting, the applicant and any owner or party having an interest in the
property may be heard, and the Council may make a decision at such meeting, or
the Council may defer its decision to another meeting to be scheduled within 30

days.
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E. The City Council shall make no reapportionment of an assessment which will
tmpair the security of the City for the collection of the assessments upon the
property, and the Council may impose conditions upon such reapportionment for
the protection of the City.

F. A reapportionment of an assessment shall become effective only after the
adoption of an ordinance declaring such reapportionment and providing for the
amendment of the City lien docket to conform with the ordinance. [Section 17A
added by Ordinance 94-1192, passed by the Council and approved by the Mayor
August 22, 1994.]

Section 18. Cancellation of proceedings and rebate of liens. In the event any

improvement project is not defeated by remonstrance, and the council determines to proceed with
the work after the hearing, a contract for the doing of the work shall be let, or the work shall be
commenced within one (1) year from the date of the hearing except as provided in this section.
In the event the contract is not let or the work commenced within one (1) year from the date of
the hearing, the proceedings to establish the local improvement district shall be of no force and
effect, and any liens docketed or assessments collected shall be canceled and rebated. If any
litigation, including eminent domain proceedings, is initiated concerning the formation of a local
improvement district, the one (1) year period shall not commence untii the litigation has been
finally resolved. Where the council determines, in its best judgment, that it would be advisable
to postpone commencement of a portion or portions of the work for a time past the 12 month
period herein provided, in order to achieve a more orderly development of the project, it may so
declare in its resofution of intention to proceed with the improvement. The council shall review
the project on a periodic basis. Assessments for the portion or portions of the work to be done at
a later date may be held in abeyance by the council until the council determines to proceed with
the remaining portion or portions of the work, A record of the estimated proposed assessments
s0 held in abeyance shall be recorded in the Deed Records of Wasco County so as to provide
notice to all interested persons that the property to be benefitted by completion of the project is
subject to further assessment.

Section 19. Purchase of Non-Remonstrance Agreements. A property owner, or property
owners, who has or have previously signed a waiver of remonstrance agreement to participate in
a local improvement district to construct a public improvement which specifically benefits their
property, where a local improvement district has not yet been established, shall have the right to
purchase their interest in the waiver of remonstrance agreement by paying an amount to the City
for the value of the improvement(s) that would otherwise have been constructed under the tocal
improvement district. The amount to be paid shall be calculated by the City on a frontage foot
basis. The amount paid to the City to purchase the interest in the waiver of remonstrance
agreement shall be deposited into a fund which the City maintains for the construction of local
public improvements. Upon payment of such a sum, the waiver of remonstrance agreement shall
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be considered to be cancelled and null and void. For waivers of remonstrance agreements
recorded with the County Clerk, the City shall record an appropriate document indicating the
waiver of remonstrance agreement has been terminated and is no longer in full force and effect.
[Section added by Ordinance No. 07-1277, adopted by City Council February 12, 2007.]

Section 20. Repeal. Ordinance No. 658 passed October 5, 1949, and approved October
6, 1949, as amended, and Ordinance No. 840, as amended, are repealed. [Section renumbered by
Ordinance No. 07-1277, adopted by City Council February 12, 2007.]

Section 21. Emergency clause. Inasmuch as it is the duty of the council to provide by
ordinance the procedure for making local improvements and there is pending for immediate
consideration of the council several requests for local improvements, and it is the duty of the
council to maintain the public health and safety, now, therefore, an emergency is declared to exist
and this ordinance shall go into full force and effect immediately upon its passage and approval.
[Section renumbered by Ordinance No. 07-1277, adopted by City Council February 12, 2007.]

Passed by the Council and approved by the Mayor June 6, 1991.
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