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Agenda Item #1 – Speaker’s Cards and Written Comments Page 1 of 1 

September 25, 2023 

City Council Meeting 

 

Agenda Item #1 
Public Comment 

Speaker’s Cards & Written Comments Received 
 

Speaker’s Cards – In order of receipt 

• Speaker 1 – Michael Allen (Including Written Comments) 

• Speaker 2 – Kate McClellan 

 

Written Comment – In order of receipt 

• Commenter 1 – Lynda Jasso-Thomas  

 
 

 

 

 

 

 



Published on City of Florence Oregon (https://www.ci.florence.or.us)

Home > Request to Address City Council (Speaker's Card) > Webform results > Request to Address City Council (Speaker's Card)

Submission information

Form: Request to Address City Council (Speaker's Card) [1]

Submitted by Visitor (not verified)
Sun, 09/24/2023 - 4:49pm
35.132.165.39

Name
Michael Allen

City Council Meeting Date
Mon, 09/25/2023

Agenda Item Number
1

Please note if you are speaking as an proponent, opponent, or neutral party
Proponent

Brief Overview of What You Wish to Discuss
Siuslaw News article and request for information regarding Lane County Collaboration

Do you Represent an Organization?
yes

Name of Organization
Florence Climate Emergency Campaign

Residence Address
87490 Rhodowood Drive

Email
mike.pat.allen@outlook.com

Phone Number

Source URL:https://www.ci.florence.or.us/node/17771/submission/30423

Links
[1] https://www.ci.florence.or.us/council/request-address-city-council-speakers-card

https://www.ci.florence.or.us/
https://www.ci.florence.or.us/
https://www.ci.florence.or.us/council/request-address-city-council-speakers-card
https://www.ci.florence.or.us/node/17771/webform-results
https://www.ci.florence.or.us/council/request-address-city-council-speakers-card
https://www.ci.florence.or.us/node/17771/submission/30423
https://www.ci.florence.or.us/council/request-address-city-council-speakers-card


To:    Mayor Ward, Council members, City Manager Reynolds and staff 
From:   Michael Allen, Florence Climate Emergency Campaign 
Date:   September 25, 2023 
Subject:  Siuslaw News article and request for information regarding Lane County Collaboration   

 
The Siuslaw News printed an article in the September 22nd edition titled, “After four years, climate protests 
continue” (see attachment). The article covered our climate strike in front of Florence City Hall held the 
previous week. The Strike was special since it was in solidarity with the Global Youth Climate Strikes. Florence 
was one of six cities in Oregon to conduct a strike. 
 
I thank David Rupkalvis, the new editor, for his coverage that starts on the front page and takes all of page 2. 
The article includes interviews and color photos that capture the essence of why we persisted for all these 
years.  
 
Rupkalvis reported the following: Allen said the ongoing protests have begun to make a difference. He pointed 
to Florence Mayor Robert Ward as an example. “The previous mayor refused to do anything with the County 
[regarding climate] unless it was mandated,” Mike Allen said. “The new mayor looks at it from a different 
perspective.” Allen said Lane County has a Climate Action Plan, and he would like to see the City of Florence 
participate. 
 
I am very interested in the progress made by the City since meeting with staff from Lane County to discuss 
collaborations in pursuit of federal funds for major resilience projects. We heard an overview of that meeting 
by Councilor Wantz at a previous Council meeting, but no details were revealed of what was possible.  
 
I informally asked for a report on that meeting and progress made since then, but have heard nothing. 
 

I now formally ask for a detailed report from City Manager Renolds at a City Council meeting 
regarding their partnership with lane County and periodic updates as they move forward together. 
 
Respectfully submitted, Michael Allen 
 
Attachment: Siuslaw News Article - After four years, climate protests continue, 9-22-23 
 
 
 

 
 
 



After four years the Siuslaw News covered our Climate Strike in front of the Florence City Hall for the first time in their September 22, 2023 edition. 
 
I thank David Rupkalvis, the new editor, for his coverage that includes interviews and color photos to capture the essence of why we persisted for all these years.  
 
 

 

 



 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Photo by Mike Allen 



Request to Address the City Council 
(Speaker’s Card) 

Name: ____________________________________________________ 
(Please Print) 

City Council Meeting Date: ____________  Agenda Item No.: _________ 
□ Proponent  □ Opponent  □ Neutral

Brief Overview of What You Wish to Discuss: ________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________ 

Do you represent an organization? □Yes □No   Name of Org.: __________________________ 

Residence Address: ____________________________________________________________ 

City, State, Zip: ________________________________________________________________ 

Email (Optional): _______________________________ Phone No. (Optional): _______________ 

Would you like to be added to the City of Florence Email Distribution Lists? 
□ Newsletter      □ City Council

NOTE: ONCE COMPLETED, THIS CARD BECOMES A PUBLIC DOCUMENT 
(See Reverse Side for Instructions) 

INSTRUCTIONS 

Please fill out and submit to City Recorder Lindsey White. The City Recorder will advise the Mayor 
(Presiding Officer) when requests to speak are in hand. If filling the card out in advance, please submit: 

1. Via email to cityrecorder@ci.florence.or.us,
2. Via mail to Florence City Hall – Attn: City Recorder; 250 Hwy 101; Florence, OR, 97439

3. In Person at Florence City Hall (250 Hwy 101) – Attn: City Recorder (Front Desk or Drop Box)
4. Online at http://www.ci.florence.or.us/council/request-address-city-council-speakers-card.

The Speaker’s Card must be submitted at least one hour before the meeting 
is scheduled to begin. 

To maximize time for speakers of varying topics, time limits have been set for speakers wishing to address the 
Council, and each speaker may only speak once to each agenda item. Under normal circumstances, those time 

limits are listed below. Speakers may not yield their time to others. For more information, visit the City of 
Florence website at http://www.ci.florence.or.us/council/rules-procedure.  

General Public Comments – 3 minutes 
Public Hearing Comments – 5 minutes 

NOTE: In special circumstances, the Mayor (Presiding Officer) may establish longer 
and / or shorter time limits. 

mailto:cityrecorder@ci.florence.or.us
http://www.ci.florence.or.us/council/request-address-city-council-speakers-card
http://www.ci.florence.or.us/council/rules-procedure
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City Recorder

From: jasso <jasso-thomas@charter.net>
Sent: Thursday, September 21, 2023 5:49 PM
To: City Recorder
Subject: FW: [City Council Meeting Distribution List] City Council Meeting

public comment: Florence city does not allow seasonal burning on residential properties recommend to do research into 
reaching further out into what is known as the urban growth areas due to the potential impact that "burning" seasonally 
could have on the entire city population....i.e., fires burning throughout Oregon, nation‐wide as well......work in 
collaboration with lrapa, forest service, local fire dept., lane county commission, lane county land mgmt, sheriff/state 
officers.......lynda jasso‐thomas, d.ed.  
‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐Forwarded Message‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐  
 
From: "City of Florence Oregon" <florence‐or@municodeweb.com>  
Reply‐To: "Lindsey White ‐ City Recorder" <lindsey.white@ci.florence.or.us>  
To: <jasso‐thomas@charter.net>  
Sent: Thu, Sep 21 2023 05:33 PM  
Subject: [City Council Meeting Distribution List] City Council Meeting  

The meeting materials for the September 25, 2023 City Council meeting  have been uploaded to the City of Florence 
website. For access to this information, please follow the links below. 

***The supporting documents for Agenda Item #2‐ Transportation System Plan (TSP) Update are not included in the 
meeting materials packet due to the size of the files. You can access these documents on our City's Website for the 
September 25, 2023 City Council Meeting date under Supporting Documents.  

For more information about the upcoming meeting, or the City Council in general, please contact City Recorder Lindsey 
White.  

Thanks! 

City Council Meeting 

  

Calendar Date: 

Monday, September 25, 2023 ‐ 5:30pm 

Add to your calendar:   

Outlook (iCal) 

‐ 

Google 
Back to calendar 



2

  

On September 25, 2023 at 5:30 p.m. the City Council will hold its regularly scheduled meeting in person at Florence City 
Hall with the option to view virtually. The Florence City Council agenda and meeting link can be found below.  

Watching / Listening to the Meeting Live: 

Interested citizens may attend in person or listen and view the meeting through the 'GoToWebinar' platform at this 
link: https://attendee.gotowebinar.com/register/7894268521417633372  

To learn more about how to participate in a GoToWebinar meeting, visit the tutorial link 
at https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=IQ3Xwwgbd8Y&t=2s for a video, or at https://support.goto.com/webinar/how‐
to‐join‐attendees for a written guide. 

Meetings are also shown live on Cable Channel 191 and online at http://video.ibm.com/channel/Hjzx9zagzZc.  

Those without internet or Charter Cable may listen to the meeting live via phone conference line. For more information 
on how to do so, contact the City Recorder via email lindsey.white@ci.florence.or.us or phone at 541‐997‐3437. 

Providing Comments / Testimony: 

Those wishing to express their views to the City Council may do so in the following ways: 

1. Written Testimony: Citizens are encouraged to submit written comments since it allows the public body an 
opportunity to review and consider the remarks in advance of the public meeting. Written testimony may be submitted 
by: 

Email to City Recorder HERE;  
Mail to Florence City Hall; Attn: City Council, 250 Hwy 101, Florence, OR 97439 
Drop off at City of Florence City Hall during regular office hours (8am ‐ 12pm, 1pm ‐ 4pm Monday through Friday) or at 
the City of Florence drop box located to the right of the main entrance. ** NOTE: Written comments received at least 2 
hours prior to the start of the meeting (September 25, 2023 at 3:30 p.m.), that concern a public hearing or action item 
on the agenda, or are designated as public comments to be provided for the meeting, will be distributed to the City 
Council, posted to the City of Florence website, and made part of the record. 

2. Verbal Comments / Testimony: In order to provide verbal comments / testimony, citizens are required to complete a 
speaker's card at least 1 hour prior to the start of the meeting (September 25, 2023 at 4:30 p.m.). Speaker's cards are 
available online at https://www.ci.florence.or.us/council/request‐address‐city‐council‐speakers‐card or by contacting 
City Recorder Lindsey White via email HERE, or via phone at 541‐997‐3437. Once a speaker's card is received, City Staff 
will contact the speaker to let them know the process to participate in the meeting. In order to be contacted, parties 
must complete the contact information in the speaker's card form.  

***Please note: Non‐Public Hearing Land Use Items: When deliberating on a land use item when the initial public 
hearing has already been closed, there is no new evidence or testimony accepted. Please see Page 19 in the City Council 
Rules of Procedure for additional information. 

Citizens may provide verbal comments / testimony in the following ways: 

In Person or Virtually via GoToWebinar 
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To provide comments in this manner, please contact City Recorder Lindsey White via email HERE, or via phone at 541‐
997‐3437 

The GoToWebinar platform allows parties to participate in the meeting online via video conference, or offline via phone. 
For more information about the GoToWebinar platform, including how to register, join, and participate in the meeting, 
visit the links above.  

More Information / Questions: 

For more information about the City of Florence's Public Meeting Policies, visit the City of Florence website 
at https://www.ci.florence.or.us/council/rules‐procedure. For details regarding the upcoming City Council meeting, 
please contact City Recorder Lindsey White at 541‐997‐3437 or via email HERE.  

Agenda / Meeting Materials Publication Timeline & Council Email Subscription 

The Florence City Council agenda is published on the Thursday afternoon the week preceding the meeting. To be 
notified when the agenda and meeting materials are available please subscribe to the City Council meeting email 
distribution list at www.ci.florence.or.us/newsletter/subscriptions.  

  

Meeting Information 

Agenda: 

9.25.2023 City Council Meeting Agenda (210 KB) 

Packets: 

9.25.2023 City Council Meeting Materials without Agenda Item #2‐ TSP Update Supporting Documents (2 MB) 

Supporting Documents 
Agenda Item #2‐ AIS Transportation System Plan (TSP) Update (138 KB) 
Agenda Item #2‐ Proposed Ordinance No. 7, Series 2023 (133 KB) 
Agenda Item #2‐ Exhibit A: Findings of Fact (378 KB) 
Agenda Item #2‐ Exhibit B: Modifications of Florence Realization 2020 Comprehensive Plan (232 KB) 
Agenda Item #2‐ Exhibit C Volume 1: TSP 2023 and Attachment 1 Prospectus Plans (10 MB) 
Agenda Item #2‐ Exhibit C Volume 2: Technical Background (25 MB) 
Agenda Item #2‐ Exhibit D: Florence City Code Title 10 Modifications (1 MB) 

Web Links 
Links:  
Notice of Potential Ordinance Passage  

Unsubscribe 

 



Florence Transportation System Plan Update
Ordinance No. 7, Series 2023

Florence City Council

9/25/23 



PROJECT PARTICIPANTS
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Ordinance 7 Series 2023

• Exhibit A - Findings of Fact

• Exhibit B – Comprehensive Plan Updates, Chapter 12

• Exhibit C – Comprehensive Plan Updates, Appendix 12 (TSP V.1. & 2) 

• Exhibit D – Title 10 Code Updates
• Consultant Prepared—TSP Project Related

• Staff Prepared—Driveway and Parking Related

3



Public Noticing

• August 8, 2023 — DLCD PAPA Notice, On-line

• September 1, 2023 — Siuslaw News publication (PC)

• September 8, 2023 — Siuslaw News publication (Council)

• Property owner notice – Not required
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Applicable Criteria-City

Florence City Code, Title 10:
• Chapter 1: Zoning Administration
oSection 3-C: Initiation and Public Hearing Notice

Florence Realization Comprehensive Plan
• Plan Adoption, Amendments, Review and Implementation

oPolicies 3, 4, 5, 6, 8
• Chapter 2 Land Use, Policy 1

oResidential-Policies 4 & 11
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Applicable Criteria-City (Cont.’)

Florence Realization Comprehensive Plan
• Chapter 2 Land Use

oCommercial-Policies 6, 7, & 9
• Chapter 8: Parks, Recreation and Open Space

oOpen Space-Policies 13 & 14
• Chapter 11: Utilities and Facilities

o  Public Facility Plan-Policies 1 & 3
• Chapter 12: Transportation
• Downtown Implementation Plan, Objectives 6, 8 & 9
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Applicable Criteria-State

OAR 660 Division 12 Transportation Planning Rule (TPR)
Oregon Statewide Planning Goals (OAR 660.015)
• Goals 1, 2, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14
Oregon Revised Statutes
•  197.175, 197.250, 197.253, 197.610, 197.615
Oregon Transportation Plan
• Policies 1.2, 2.1, 2.2, 4.1, 5.1, 7.1, 7.3, 7.4
Oregon Highway Plan
• Policies 1A & F & G, 3A & D, 4B 7



TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 12, 2023

FLORENCE 
TRANSPORTATION 
SYSTEM PLAN UPDATE
CITY COUNCIL HEARING



PROJECT OVERVIEW

July 2022

Kick-Off

July – Aug 2022

Public Involvement 
& Communications 
Plan

July – Sept 2022

Plans & Policy 
Review

Sept – Nov 2022

Transportation 
System Inventory & 
Existing Conditions

Nov 2022 – Feb 
2023

Future Conditions & 
Alternative Analysis

Feb – Apr 2023

Identification of 
Preferred & Cost-
Constrained 
Alternatives

Apr – July 2023

Draft Updated TSP, 
Implementing 
Ordinances & 
Findings

Aug – Oct 2023

TSP Update 
Adoption

SCHEDULE
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PROJECT OVERVIEW

»TM #1: Plans and Policy 
Framework

»Analysis Methodology and 
Assumptions

»TM #2: Goals, Objectives, & 
Evaluation Criteria

»TM #3A: Transportation 
System Inventory

»TM #3B: Existing Conditions 
Analysis

»TM #4: Future Land Use and 
Transportation Conditions

»TM #5: Alternatives Analysis 
and Funding Program

»TM #6: Preferred Alternatives

»Draft TSP update and 
Implementing Ordinances 

»Adoption Draft TSP Update and 
Implementing Ordinances

MAJOR TASKS & DELIVERABLES
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PROJECT OVERVIEW
PROJECT COORDINATION AND PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT
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»Project Management Team (PMT)
»Stakeholder Technical Advisory Committee (STAC)
»In-person Open Houses
»Virtual Open Houses
»Planning Commission and City Council

Work Sessions
»Project Website
»Interactive map



DRAFT TSP UPDATE
AND IMPLEMENTING ORDINANCES



PROJECT OVERVIEW
KEY ELEMENTS OF THE TSP UPDATE

13

»Addressing seasonal fluctuations in traffic flow on state 
highways and major city and county streets

»Enhancing on and off-street bicycle and pedestrian 
connections

»Improving access to local and intercity transit facilities
and expanding service

»Providing updated plans, policies, and project lists to
support growth

»Identifying potential funding opportunities



» Volume I: Transportation System Plan

» Chapter 1. Introduction

» Chapter 2. Goals and Objectives

» Chapter 3. Roadway System

» Chapter 4. Pedestrian System

» Chapter 5. Bicycle System

» Chapter 6. Transit System

» Chapter 7. Air, Rail, Water, & Pipeline Systems

» Chapter 8. Equity Plan

» Chapter 9. Managing the Transportation System

» Chapter 10. Implementation Plan

» Volume II: Technical Appendix

» Tech Memos #1-6

» Analysis Methodologies & Assumption

» Implementing Ordinances & Findings

Volume I:

DRAFT TSP UPDATE
ORGANIZATION

14



DRAFT TSP UPDATE
PREFERRED AND COST CONSTRAINED PLANS

15

Project Type High Priority
($1,000)

Medium Priority
($1,000)

Low Priority
($1,000)

Total
($1,000)

Roadway $1,850 $14,195 $15,420 $31,465

Safety $700 $400 $50 $1,150

Pedestrian $21,850 $9,665 $3,830 $35,345

Crossing $750 $1,200 $0 $1,950

Multi-use Path $4,555 $2,160 $1,180 $7,895

Bicycle $6,100 $2,010 $10 $8,120

Transit $300 $850 $0 $1,150

Parking $150 $100 $0 $250

Total $36,255 $30,580 $20,490 $87,325

» High Priority Projects: $36,255,000
» City of Florence: $18,885,000
» Lane County: $9,750,000

» ODOT: $7,320,000
» Transit: $300,000



»Street classification changes, 
from collector to minor arterial

» 35th St: Rhododendron Dr to US 101

»Street classification changes 
from local street to collector

» 4th Ave: Heceta Beach Rd to Joshua Ln
» 15th St: US 101 to Spruce St
» 20th St: Kingwood St to US 101
» 30th St: Oak St to Spruce St
» Quince St: OR 126 to US 101

DRAFT TSP UPDATE
ROADWAY SYSTEM – 
FUNCTIONAL CLASSIFICATION
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»US 101 Refinement Plan
»Bay Street Streetscape Plan
»Roadway Extensions
»Roadway Upgrades
»Reconfigure Intersections/

Modify Traffic Control
»New Turn Lanes
»Turn Movement Restrictions

DRAFT TSP UPDATE
ROADWAY SYSTEM – MAJOR 
STREET CONNECTIVITY

17



»Two areas for local street 
connectivity

» Extending Pacific View to 
Rhododendron Dr

» Building out street grid near 
PeaceHealth Medical Center

DRAFT TSP UPDATE
ROADWAY SYSTEM – LOCAL 
STREET CONNECTIVITY
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»Traffic safety projects are 
primarily focused on US 101, 
OR 126, and Kingwood Street

»One project at Rhododendron 
Drive/Heceta Beach Road

DRAFT TSP UPDATE
ROADWAY SYSTEM – 
TRAFFIC SAFETY

19



»Multi-use path network along 
Rhododendron Drive, Heceta 
Beach Road, Munsel Lake Road

»Adding sidewalks on northern 
stretch of US 101, 35th Street, 
20th Street

»Sidewalk infill projects across 
the city

DRAFT TSP UPDATE
PEDESTRIAN SYSTEM – 
SIDEWALK/MULTI-USE PATH

20



»Two types of crossing 
alternatives

» Enhanced crossings
» Leading pedestrian intervals

»Crossing project generally on 
major roadways

» US 101 & OR 126
» 35th Street
» 9th Street
» Old Town

DRAFT TSP UPDATE
PEDESTRIAN SYSTEM – 
PEDESTRIAN CROSSINGS

21



»Multi-use paths are generally 
located toward Old Town and 
toward the northern UGB

»Provide off-street connectivity 
where the roadway network is 
limited

DRAFT TSP UPDATE
PEDESTRIAN SYSTEM – 
MULTI-USE PATHS
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» Buffered bike lanes on US 101 and 
OR 126

» Shoulder bikeways on roadways with 
Multi-use paths 

» Bike lanes on collector facilities

» Shared lane pavement markings in 
select locations

DRAFT TSP UPDATE
BICYCLE SYSTEM

23



»Two types of projects
» Route projects

» Local and intercity service
» Improved marketing

» Stop location projects
» Improving bus stops
» Adding a transit center
» Adding park and rides
» Adding mobility hubs

DRAFT TSP UPDATE
TRANSIT SYSTEM

24



Air
» Follow the policies and recommendations in the Airport Master Plan 

Update

Rail
» Work with Link Lane on adding runs or adjusting existing runs to better 

coordinate with Amtrak/POINT service

Water
» Work with Port of Siuslaw on implementing the planned improvements 

identified in their Strategic Business Plan

Pipeline
» Support and promote improvements to the local and regional pipeline 

system to ensure adequate facilities and services for residents

DRAFT TSP UPDATE
AIR, RAIL, WATER, & PIPELINE

25



DRAFT TSP UPDATE
MANAGING THE TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM

26

» Transportation System Management

» Transportation Demand Management

» Neighborhood Traffic Management

» Parking Management

» Access Management

» Emerging Technologies



DRAFT TSP UPDATE
IMPLEMENTING ORDINANCES—EXHIBIT D

27

FCC Chapter 
or Section

Proposed Amendments Comments and TPR 
Citation

10-1-3
Add language to FCC 10-1-3 that ensures zoning map, ordinance amendments, 
and plan amendments are consistent with the planned transportation system 
and transportation facilities.

OAR 660-012-0045(2)(g) 
and -0060

10-2-13 Clarify multimodal terms related to multi-use paths

10-2-13 &
10-3-3 Add provisions to support the installation of electric vehicle charging stations

10-3-3 &
10-35-4

Identify connection between minimum parking requirements and transit facilities 
within ¼ mile of a transit stop OAR 660-012-0045(4)(b)

10-3-3 Add provisions for carpool and vanpool parking standards for employee 
parking. OAR 660-012-0045(4)(d)

10-35-2-7, 
10-35-2-12, & 
10-36-2-13

Update roadway and access management standards, including driveway and 
intersection spacing, consistent with updated standards in the TSP. OAR 660-012-0045(2)(a)

10-35-2-6 & 
10-35-3-4

Specify that transportation-related conditions of approval may include bicycle 
and pedestrian improvements. OAR 660-012-0045(2)(e)

10-36-2-5 Update the existing cross section requirements to be consistent with updated 
cross section standards in the TSP. OAR 660-012-0045(6)



DRAFT TSP UPDATE
IMPLEMENTING ORDINANCES—EXHIBITS B & D

28

Proposed Amendments Comments

Comp Plan 
Chapter 12

Change the Goals to those of the TSP, renumber the policies, update TSP 
references to current year and ORS Exhibit B

FCC 10-3-8

Add covered parking facility dimensions, reduce covered parking 
dimensions, increase driveway parking space and driveway curbcut 
dimensions, eliminate limitation of a street facing single car garage for 
attached dwellings, introduce covered parking street setback location 
standards.

Exhibit D



• Michael Duncan, TGM Grant Mgr., Sr. Regional Planner, 
Oregon Department of Transportation, 9-25-23
• Support technical analyses
• Support established policies
• Endorse adoption

Testimony
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New Considerations

• Exhibit B-Comp Plan Chapter 12, Page 6 of 8 replace “2022” with 
“2023”

• Exhibit C-V2.-Replace the PICP in V.2 with Public Involvement and 
Communications Summary (Attachment 2 of packet)

• Exhibit C-V.2-Replace Appendix I: Implementing Ordinances and 
Findings, June 15, 2023 with September 6, 2023 version

• Exhibit C-V.2 Tech Memos 3b and 5 missing final Figures and 
Attachments
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Alternatives

1. Adopt Ordinance No. 7, Series 2023, as presented; or
2. Adopt Ordinance No. 7, Series 2023, as amended by Council; 

or
3. Do not adopt Ordinance No. 7, Series 2023 and provide 

direction to staff; or
4. Continue the public hearing to a date certain or close the 

hearing and leave the written record open
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FLORENCE TSP IMPLEMENTING 

ORDINANCES 

Date: September 6, 2023  

To: 
Wendy Farley-Campbell, Erin Reynolds, Mike Miller, City of Florence 

Michael Duncan, Oregon Department of Transportation 

From: Darci Rudzinski, Clinton “CJ” Doxsee, and Brandon Crawford, MIG | APG 

Project: City of Florence Transportation System Plan Update 

Subject: Florence TSP Draft Implementing Ordinances 

 

Overview 

This memo summarizes the Draft Implementing Ordinances for the Florence Transportation 

System Plan (TSP). Implementing Ordinances include recommendations for compliance with 

requirements of Oregon Administrative Rule (OAR) Chapter 660, Division 12 (OAR 660-012), 

otherwise known as the “Transportation Planning Rule” (TPR). The project team conducted a 

regulatory review, or “Code Audit,” earlier in the TSP update process, which evaluates the City’s 

compliance with the TPR. The audit is included as an attachment to this memo (Attachment A). 

The Code Audit informs which sections of the Florence City Code (FCC) the City needs to 

amend to comply with the TPR.  

The project team shared some “Code Concepts” for the City to consider (Attachment B), which 

were delivered to the City in January 2023 along with the TPR Code Audit. The Code Concepts 

discuss potential TSP implementation strategies for Florence to consider. Some of the Code 

Concepts that were discussed include multimodal standards, emerging technologies, off-street 

parking updates, and land use-transportation coordination. Some of the code concepts are 

included in the recommended implementing ordinances, however most of them are intended 

as preliminary strategies for the City to consider. The recommended Implementing Ordinances in 

this memo are focused on bringing the City into compliance with the TPR and ensuring that local 

land use/zoning regulations are consistent with the TSP.  
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Implementing Ordinances Summary 

Table 1 summarizes FCC amendment recommendations and corresponding TPR references. 

Amendments to FCC Title 10 – Zoning Regulations – are intended to implement updated 

transportation standards and to be consistent with the TPR.  

Table 1. Implementing Ordinances Summary 

Reference 

Number 

FCC 

Chapter or 

Section 

Proposed Amendments TPR Citation 

1.  10-1-3 Add language to FCC 10-1-3 that ensures 

zoning map, ordinance amendments, 

and plan amendments are consistent with 

the planned transportation system and 

transportation facilities. 

OAR 660-012-

0045(2)(g) and -0060 

2.  10-2-13 Clarify multimodal terms related to multi-

use paths 

 

3.  10-2-13 

and 10-3-3 

Add provisions to support the installation 

of electric vehicle charging stations 

 

4.  10-3-3 and 

10-35-4 

Identify connection between minimum 

parking requirements and transit facilities 

within ¼ mile of a transit stop 

OAR 660-012- 

0045(4) (b) 

5.  10-3-3 Add provisions for carpool and vanpool 

parking standards for employee parking.  

OAR 660-012-

0045(4)(d) 

6.  10-35-2-7, 

10-35-2-12, 

and 10-36-

2-13 

Update roadway and access 

management standards, including 

driveway and intersection spacing, 

consistent with updated standards in the 

TSP.  

OAR 660-012-

0045(2)(a) 

7.  10-35-2-6 

and 10-35-

3-4 

Specify that transportation-related 

conditions of approval may include 

bicycle and pedestrian improvements.  

OAR 660-012-

0045(2)(e) 

8.  10-36-2-5 Update the existing cross section 

requirements to be consistent with 

updated cross section standards in the 

TSP.  

OAR 660-012-0045(6) 
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Implementing Ordinances DRAFT 

1. ZONING AND PLAN AMENDMENT CONSISTENCY WITH TSP AND TRANSPORTATIN 

FACILITIES 

10-1-3: AMENDMENTS AND CHANGES: 

[…] 

C. Type IV (Legislative) Changes:  

1. Initiation: A legislative change in zoning district boundaries, in the text of this Title, (Title 10), Title 

11, or in the Comprehensive Plan may be initiated by resolution of the Planning Commission or 

by a request of the Council to the Planning Commission that proposes changes be considered 

by the Commission and its recommendation returned to the Council, or by an application for an 

amendment by a citizen.  

[…] 

3. Transportation System Consistency: A legislative change in zoning district boundaries, in the 

text of this Title, (Title 10), Title 11, or in the Comprehensive Plan must be consistent with the 

functions, capacities, and performance standards of facilities identified in the Transportation 

System Plan. 

2. CLARIFY MULTI-MODAL TERMS 

10-2-13 DEFINITIONS: For the purpose of this Title, certain words, terms and phrases are defined 

below. 

[…] 

Accessways:  A walkway or multi-use pathway providing a through connection for 

pedestrians and bicyclists between two streets, between two lots, or 

between a development and adjoining public right-of-way. It may be an 

accessway for pedestrians and bicyclists (with no vehicle access), or a 

walkway walk way on public or private property (i.e., with a public access 

easement). 

[…] 

Multi-Use Path:  A paved 10 to 12-foot wide pathway that is physically separated from 

motorized vehicular traffic; shared with pedestrians, bicyclists, skaters, and 

other non-motorized users, including e-bikes and e-scooters. (Ord. No. 2, 

Series 2011) 

Multi-Use Pathway:  A transportation facility serving pedestrians, bicycles and, where allowed, 

equestrian usage. 

[…] 

Walkways:  A sidewalk or pathway, including accessways, providing a pedestrian 

connection that is improved to City standards, or to other roadway 

authority standards, as applicable. 



 

 

4 | Florence TSP Implementing Ordinances 

3. ELECTRIC VEHICLE CHARGING 

10-2-13 DEFINITIONS: For the purpose of this Title, certain words, terms and phrases are defined 

below. 

[…] 

Charging Level:  The amount of voltage provided to charge an electric vehicle varies 

depending on the type of equipment as follows:  

A. Level 1 operates on a fifteen (15) to twenty (20) amp breaker on a 

one hundred twenty (120) volt AC circuit.  

B. Level 2 operates on a forty (40) to one hundred (100) amp breaker 

on a two hundred eight (208) or two hundred forty (240) volt AC 

circuit.  

C. Direct-current fast charger (DCFC) operates on a sixty (60) amp or 

higher breaker on a four hundred eighty (480) volt or higher three 

phase circuit with special grounding equipment. DCFC stations 

can also be referred to as rapid charging stations that are typically 

characterized by industrial grade electrical outlets that allow for 

faster recharging of electric vehicles. 

[...] 

Electric Vehicle:  Any vehicle that is licensed and registered for operation on public and 

private highways, roads, and streets; and operates either partially or 

exclusively using an electric motor powered by an externally charged on-

board battery.  

[…] 

10-3-3: MINIMUM STANDARDS BY USE: The number of required off-street vehicle parking spaces 

shall be determined in accordance with the standards in Table 10-3-1. Where a use is not 

specifically listed in this table, parking requirements are determined by finding that a use is similar 

to one of those listed in terms of parking needs, or by estimating parking needs individually using 

the demand analysis option described below:  

[…] 

D. For Commercial and Retail Trade types and for sites with five or more dwelling units, the 

following standards must be met.  

1. Commercial and Retail Trade. For Commercial and Retail Trade type uses provided in 

Table 10-3-1.C, at least 20 percent of the total number of parking spaces must include 

electrical conduit adjacent to the spaces that will allow for the installation of at least a 

Level 2 electric vehicle charger.  

2. In buildings with five or more dwelling units, if parking spaces are provided, the following 

standards apply.  

A. If between one and six spaces are provided for dwelling units, 100 percent of the 

spaces must include electrical conduit adjacent to the spaces that will allow for the 

installation of at least a Level 2 electric vehicle charger.  
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B. If seven or more spaces are provided for dwelling units, 50 percent, or six, whichever 

is greater of the parking spaces provided must include electrical conduit adjacent to 

the spaces that will allow for installation of at least a Level 2 electric vehicle charger.  

4. MINMUM PARKING REQUIREMENTS AND TRANSIT FACILITIES 

10-3-3: MINIMUM STANDARDS BY USE: The number of required off-street vehicle parking spaces 

shall be determined in accordance with the standards in Table 10-3-1. Where a use is not 

specifically listed in this table, parking requirements are determined by finding that a use is similar 

to one of those listed in terms of parking needs, or by estimating parking needs individually using 

the demand analysis option described below: 

[…] 

C. The minimum number of parking spaces may also be determined through a parking demand 

analysis prepared by the applicant and approved by the Planning Commission. This parking 

demand analysis may include an acceptable proposal for alternate modes of transportation, 

including a description of existing and proposed facilities and assurances that the use of the 

alternate modes of transportation will continue to reduce the need for on-site parking on an 

ongoing basis. Examples of alternate modes include but are not limited to: 

1. Transit-related parking reduction. The number of minimum parking spaces may be 

reduced by up to 10% if: 

a. The proposal is located within a ¼ mile of an existing or planned transit route (FCC 10-

35-4 identifies additional requirements for proposals within a ¼ mile of an existing or 

planned transit stop), and; 

b. Transit-related amenities such as transit stops, pull-outs, shelters, park-and-ride lots, 

transit-oriented development, and transit service on an adjacent street are present or 

will be provided by the applicant. 

10-35-4: Transit Facilities: Proposed uses other than single-family residences and duplexes must 

provide for transit riders by providing developmental improvements to accommodate current or 

planned transit stops pursuant to the following: 

A. If the proposed uses are located on a site within ¼ mile of an existing or planned transit stop, 

the proposed pedestrian circulation system must demonstrate a safe and direct pedestrian 

route from building entrances to the transit stop or to a public right-of-way that provides access 

to the transit stop (FCC 10-3-3.C identifies potential reductions in minimum parking requirements 

for providing transit-related amenities). 

5. CARPOOL AND VANPOOL PARKING 

10-3-3: MINIMUM STANDARDS BY USE: The number of required off-street vehicle parking spaces 

shall be determined in accordance with the standards in Table 10-3-1. Where a use is not 

specifically listed in this table, parking requirements are determined by finding that a use is similar 

to one of those listed in terms of parking needs, or by estimating parking needs individually using 

the demand analysis option described below: 

[…] 
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E. Carpool and vanpool parking. Uses with at least 25 or more required parking spaces shall 

include designated carpool or vanpool parking.  

1. At least 10% of the employee, student, or commuter parking spaces shall be carpool or 

vanpool parking. 

2. Carpool and vanpool designated spaces must be the closest non-ADA parking spaces 

to the main employee, student, or commuter entrance.  

3. Carpool and vanpool parking may count toward the minimum parking requirements by 

use in FCC Table 10-3-1.  

4. Carpool and vanpool parking shall be marked “Reserved – Carpool/Vanpool Only.” 

6. ROADWAY AND ACCESS MANAGEMENT STANDARDS 

10-35-2-7: Intersection Separation; Backing onto Public Streets: New and modified accesses shall 

conform to the following standards: 

A. Except as provided under subsection B, below, the distance from a street intersection to a 

driveway and from a driveway to a driveway shall meet the following minimum spacing 

requirements for the street's classification, as measured from side of driveway to street or alley 

pavement (see Figure 10-35(1)). A greater separation may be required for accesses onto an 

arterial or collector for compliance with ODOT or County requirements. 

Separation Distance from Driveway Edge to Pavement Street Right-of-Way 

Alley   15 feet 

Local Street  25 feet 

Collector Street 30 feet 

Arterial Street  50 feet 

Separation Distance from Driveway Centerline to Driveway Centerline 

Alley   N/A 

Local Street  25 feet 

Collector Street 125 feet 

Arterial Street  125 feet 
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Figure 10-35(1): Separation Distance from Driveway to Street and Driveway to Driveway 

 

 

10-35-2-12: Driveway Design: All openings onto a public right-of-way and driveways shall 

conform to the following: 

[…] 

B. Driveways. Driveways shall meet the following standards, subject to review and approval by 

the Public Works Director: 
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1. Driveways for single family residences shall have a width of not less than twelve (12) ten 

(10) feet and not more than twenty (20) twenty-four (24) feet. Driveways leading to 

covered parking should be not less than 20 feet in depth from the property line to the 

structure. 

[…] 

7. CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL  

10-35-2-6: Conditions of Approval: The roadway authority may require as a condition of granting 

a land use or development approval or access permit, to ensure the safe and efficient 

operation of the street and highway system. the following as a condition of granting a land use 

or development approval or access permit to ensure the safe and efficient operation of the 

street and highway system. 

1. tThe closing or consolidation of existing curb cuts or other vehicle access points, recording of 

reciprocal access easements (i.e., for shared driveways), development of a frontage street, 

installation of traffic control devices, and/or other mitigation. 

2. Mitigation measures for impacts to the transportation system as documented in a Traffic 

Impact Study. These measures may be off-site and may include multi-modal transportation 

improvements which would help protect the function and operation of the planned 

transportation system, provided that the measures are proportionate to the impact of the 

proposed development. 

[…] 

10-35-3-4: Conditions of Approval: The roadway authority may require pedestrian or bicycle 

improvements as a condition of granting land use or development approval to ensure the 

development properly connects to the City’s planned bicycle and pedestrian network.  

8. CROSS SECTION UPDATES 

10-36-2-5: Rights-of-Way and Street Sections: Street rights-of-way and improvements shall be 

consistent with the Transportation System Plan and standards specified in Title 8 Chapter 2. 

A. Street right-of-way and pavement widths shall be based on the following cross section 

standards. See individual zoning chapters for additional requirements regarding sidewalk width 

(for sidewalks wider than the standard 5 feet). 

1. Minor Arterial Cross Sections 
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2. Collector Cross Sections 
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3. Local Street Cross Sections 

 

 

 



ATTACHMENT A – REGULATORY 

REVIEW (TPR AUDIT) 

Attachment A presents a review of applicable development ordinances from the City of 

Florence for compliance with the State of Oregon’s Transportation Planning Rule (TPR), OAR 660 

Division 12. The memorandum provides the intent, purpose, and requirements of the TPR, 

followed by a comprehensive review in the subsequent tables.  

The purpose of the TPR is “…to implement Statewide Planning Goal 12 (Transportation) and 

promote the development of safe, convenient and economic transportation systems that are 

designed to reduce reliance on the automobile so that the air pollution, traffic and other 

livability problems faced by urban areas in other parts of the country might be avoided.” The 

TPR also establishes requirements for coordination among affected levels of government for 

preparation, adoption, refinement, implementation, and amendment of transportation system 

plans.  

Specifically, Section -0045 of the TPR addresses implementation of the Transportation System Plan 

(TSP). TPR Section -0060 (Plan and Land Use Regulation Amendments) specifies measures to be 

taken to ensure that allowed land uses are consistent with the identified function and capacity 

of existing and planned transportation facilities. Section -0060 establishes criteria for identifying 

the significant effects of plan or land use regulation amendments on transportation facilities, 

actions to be taken when a significant effect would occur, identification of planned facilities, 

and coordination with transportation facility providers. 

In summary, the TPR requires that local governments revise their land use regulations to 

implement the TSP in the following manner: 

• Amend land use regulations to reflect and implement the TSP. 

• Clearly identify which transportation facilities, services, and improvements are allowed 

outright, and which will be conditionally permitted or permitted through other 

procedures. 

• Adopt land use or subdivision ordinance measures, consistent with applicable federal 

and state requirements, to protect transportation facilities, corridors, and sites for their 

identified functions, through: 

o access management and control; 

o protection of public use airports; 

o coordinated review of land use decisions potentially affecting transportation 

facilities; 

o conditions to minimize development impacts to transportation facilities; 

o regulations to provide notice to public agencies providing transportation facilities 

and services of land use applications that potentially affect transportation 

facilities; and 

o regulations ensuring that amendments to land use applications, densities, and 

design standards are consistent with the TSP. 

• Adopt land use or subdivision regulations for urban areas and rural communities to 

provide safe and convenient pedestrian and bicycle circulation and bicycle parking, 

and to ensure that new development provides on-site streets and accessways that 

provide reasonably direct routes for pedestrian and bicycle travel. 

• Establish street standards that minimize pavement width and total right-of-way. 
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Tables 1 provides an assessment of TPR compliance for the City based on adopted ordinances 

regulating land development. Each table lists TPR implementation requirements, an assessment 

of existing City code and regulatory provisions that meet the requirements, and 

recommendations for changes that will likely be needed to fully implement the new TSP and 

bring city regulations in compliance with the TPR. Recommended changes to local regulatory 

documents are intended to provide guidance to project staff during the update the City’s TSP.  

Table 1 provides a review of the following ordinances for the City of Florence:  

Public Ways and Property (Title 8) 

Zoning Regulations (Title 10) 

Subdivision Regulations (Title 11) 

 

Table 1: City of Florence Ordinances – Regulatory Review  

Oregon Revised Statutes Comments & Recommendations 

OAR 660-12-0045 

(1) Each local government shall amend its land use regulations to implement the TSP. 

(a) The following transportation facilities, services and 
improvements need not be subject to land use regulations 
except as necessary to implement the TSP and, under 
ordinary circumstances do not have a significant impact 
on land use: 

(A) Operation, maintenance, and repair of existing 
transportation facilities identified in the TSP, such as 
road, bicycle, pedestrian, port, airport and rail facilities, 
and major regional pipelines and terminals; 

(B) Dedication of right-of-way, authorization of 
construction and the construction of facilities and 
improvements, where the improvements are 
consistent with clear and objective dimensional 
standards; 

(C) Uses permitted outright under ORS 215.213(1)(j)–
(m) and 215.283(1)(h)–(k), consistent with the 
provisions of OAR 660-012-0065; and 

(D) Changes in the frequency of transit, rail and airport 
services. 

The purpose of this provision is to allow for certain transportation 
uses, such as operation, maintenance, and repair of 
transportation facilities identified in the TSP, without being 
subject to land use regulations.  

Per FCC 10-2-12, the City permits the following uses and activities 
in all zones without review: 

• Operation, maintenance, and repair of public roads and 
highway facilities and existing transportation facilities 
identified in the TSP 

• Construction of facilities and improvements identified 
in the TSP or Public Facility Plan 

• Changes to transit or airport services 
  

Recommendation: Existing Ordinance provisions meet this TPR 
requirement. No further changes to the code are recommended. 

 

(b) To the extent, if any, that a transportation facility, 
service or improvement concerns the application of a 
comprehensive plan provision or land use regulation, it 
may be allowed without further land use review if it is 
permitted outright or if it is subject to standards that do 
not require interpretation or the exercise of factual, policy 
or legal judgment; 

See responses to -0045(1)(a)  
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Table 1: City of Florence Ordinances – Regulatory Review  

Oregon Revised Statutes Comments & Recommendations 

(c) In the event that a transportation facility, service or 
improvement is determined to have a significant impact 
on land use or to concern the application of a 
comprehensive plan or land use regulation and to be 
subject to standards that require interpretation or the 
exercise of factual, policy or legal judgment, the local 
government shall provide a review and approval process 
that is consistent with OAR 660-012-0050. To facilitate 
implementation of the TSP, each local government shall 
amend its land use regulations to provide for consolidated 
review of land use decisions required to permit a 
transportation project. 

This TPR Section references project development and 
implementation ‐ how a transportation facility or improvement 
authorized in a TSP is designed and constructed (660-012‐0050). 
Project development may or may not require land use decision‐
making. The TPR directs that during project development, 
projects authorized in an acknowledged TSP will not be subject to 
further justification with regard to their need, mode, function, or 
general location. To this end, the TPR calls for consolidated 
review of land use decisions and proper noticing requirements for 
affected transportation facilities and service providers.  

FCC 10-1-1-6-2.D and -3.B establish public notice requirements 
for Type II and Type III land use decisions. These provisions 
require notice to be sent to ODOT for any proposal located 
adjacent to a state roadway or that is expected to have an impact 
on a state transportation facility. In addition, these requirements 
apply to “(a)ny governmental agency that is entitled to notice 
under and intergovernmental agreement with the City or that is 
potentially affected by the proposal.” This may include other 
transportation agencies or providers, such as local/regional transit 
agencies and the County.  

FCC 10-1-1-5.B allows for consolidated proceedings when an 
applicant applies for more than one type of land use or 
development permit for the same or multiple parcels of land.  

Recommendation: Existing Ordinance provisions meet this TPR 
requirement. No further changes to the code are recommended. 
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Table 1: City of Florence Ordinances – Regulatory Review  

Oregon Revised Statutes Comments & Recommendations 

(2) Local governments shall adopt land use or subdivision ordinance regulations, consistent with applicable federal and 
state requirements, to protect transportation facilities, corridors and sites for their identified functions. Such regulations 
shall include: 

(a) Access control measures, for example, driveway and 
public road spacing, median control and signal spacing 
standards, that are consistent with the functional 
classification of roads and consistent with limiting 
development on rural lands to rural uses and densities; 

FCC Chapter 10-36 – Public Facilities – includes provisions for 
access control measures, including: 

• Intersection spacing (FCC 10-36-2-13) 

• Right-of-way widths for functional street classifications 
and specific corridors (FCC 10-36-2-5) 

• Traffic signals and roundabouts (FCC 10-36-2-11) 

• Medians (FCC 10-36-2-12) 

• All newly created lots must have street frontage and 
approved street access (FCC 10-36-2-1) 
 

FCC 10-35-2-7 establishes spacing standards between driveways 
and intersections. The City does not have minimum spacing 
requirements specific to driveways alone.  

Requirements that regulate driveway, street, and intersection 
spacing are not provided in City ordinances.  

Recommendation: The TSP process will assess the adequacy of 
existing standards to meet current and future needs and may 
result in new or updated roadway and access management 
standards. The City should also amend FCC 10-35-2-7 to include 
minimum spacing between driveways based on street functional 
classification. Street Improvement Standards will need to be 
made consistent with TSP standards. 

(b) Standards to protect future operation of roads, 
transitways and major transit corridors; 

FCC 10-1-1-4.E outlines the criteria for when a Traffic Impact 
Study may be required. Per this FCC section, Traffic Impact 
Studies are intended to determine capacity and safety impacts 
from a particular development proposal, whether the 
development will meet City transportation standards for capacity 
and safety, to mitigate anticipated impacts, and to implement 
applicable TPR regulations.  

FCC 10-35-2-5 establishes Traffic Study standards, which includes 
the required components of a Traffic Impact Study and authorizes 
the City to include conditions of approval.  

Recommendation: Existing Ordinance provisions meet this TPR 
requirement. No further changes to the code are recommended. 
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Table 1: City of Florence Ordinances – Regulatory Review  

Oregon Revised Statutes Comments & Recommendations 

(c) Measures to protect public use airports by controlling 
land uses within airport noise corridors and imaginary 
surfaces, and by limiting physical hazards to air 
navigation; 

FCC 10-21-1 establishes the Airport Development District, which 
is intended to encourage and support the operation of the City’s 
airport by allowing aviation-compatible uses.  

FCC 10-21-2, the Public Use Airport Safety and Compatibility 
Overlay Zone, is intended to establish safety standards to 
promote air navigation safety and reduce potential hazards to 
land uses near the airport. This Section includes provisions for the 
Airport Imaginary Surfaces, Airport Noise Impact Boundary, and 
the Airport Secondary Impact Area. These provisions require land 
uses within these zones to be compliant with applicable Federal 
Aviation Administration (FAA) requirements.     

Recommendation: Existing Ordinance provisions meet this TPR 
requirement. No further changes to the code are recommended. 

(d) A process for coordinated review of future land use 
decisions affecting transportation facilities, corridors or 
sites; 

See response to -0045(1)(c).  

(e) A process to apply conditions to development 
proposals in order to minimize impacts and protect 
transportation facilities, corridors or sites; 

FCC 10-36-1.E authorizes the City to require improvements to 
public facilities as a condition of development approval, provided 
the improvements are roughly proportional to the impact of the 
development on the facilities.  

FCC 10-35-2-5 – Traffic Study Requirements – authorizes the City 
to require conditions of approval in order for a development 
proposal to meet operations and safety standards consistent with 
the planned transportation system. The provision states that 
conditions of approval may include, but are not limited to the 
following: 

• Crossover/reciprocal easement agreements for all 
adjoining parcels to facilitate future access 

• Access adjustments where proposed access points do 
not meet access spacing standards 

• Right-of-way dedications for future improvements 

• Street improvements 

• Turn restrictions  
FCC 10-35-2-6 authorizes the city to require consolidation of 
vehicle access points, recording of reciprocal access easements, 
installation of traffic control devices, and other mitigation 
measures as a condition of approval to land use approval to 
ensure safe and efficient operation of the City’s transportation 
system.  

Recommendation: Existing code provisions meet the TPR 
requirement. However, the City should consider specifying that 
transportation-related conditions of approval may include bicycle 
and pedestrian improvements.  
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Table 1: City of Florence Ordinances – Regulatory Review  

Oregon Revised Statutes Comments & Recommendations 

(f) Regulations to provide notice to public agencies 
providing transportation facilities and services, MPOs, and 
ODOT of: 

(A) Land use applications that require public hearings; 

(B) Subdivision and partition applications; 

(C) Other applications that affect private access to 
roads; and 

(D) Other applications within airport noise corridors 
and imaginary surfaces that affect airport operations; 
and 

FCC 10-1-1-6-2.D requires notice of any Type II decision to the 
airport, per ORS 227.175 and FCC 10-21-2-4, as well as any 
governmental agency entitled to notice under an 
intergovernmental agreement. This provision also requires notice 
be provided to ODOT for proposals adjacent to or expected to 
have an impact on state roadways. Per FCC Table 10-1-1, 
Subdivisions and Partitions are Type II procedures, and therefore 
they require notice to ODOT if they are adjacent to or expected to 
have an impact on state roadways.  

FCC 10-1-1-6-3.B requires notices for quasi-judicial land use 
hearings (Type III decision) to the airport, per ORS 227.175 and 
FCC 10-21-2-4, as well as any governmental agency entitled to 
notice under an intergovernmental agreement. This provision 
also requires notice be provided to ODOT for proposals adjacent 
to or expected to have an impact on state roadways. 

FCC 10-21-2-4 requires notice for any land use decision to the 
airport sponsor and the Department of Aviation for any land use 
decision within the Public Use Airport Zone.  

FCC 10-1-1-6-4.D requires notice to any affected government 
agency of a hearing for a Type IV decision, which may include 
transportation agencies.  

Recommendation: Existing Ordinance provisions meet this TPR 
requirement. No further changes to the code are recommended. 

(g) Regulations ensuring that amendments to land use 
designations, densities, and design standards are 
consistent with the functions, capacities and performance 
standards of facilities identified in the TSP. 

FCC 10-1-2 establishes rules and procedures for zoning map 
amendments, and FCC 10-1-3 provides rules and procedures for 
zoning and comprehensive plan amendments. Neither section 
requires that amendments must be consistent with 
transportation facility functions, capacities, or performance 
standards as identified in the TSP.  

Recommendation: Add language to FCC 10-1-2 and 10-1-3 that 
ensures zoning map and ordinance amendments are consistent 
with the planned transportation system. See recommendations 
for TPR Section -0060.  
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Table 1: City of Florence Ordinances – Regulatory Review  

Oregon Revised Statutes Comments & Recommendations 

(3) Local governments shall adopt land use or subdivision regulations for urban areas and rural communities as set forth 
below. The purposes of this section are to provide for safe and convenient pedestrian, bicycle and vehicular circulation 
consistent with access management standards and the function of affected streets, to ensure that new development 
provides on-site streets and accessways that provide reasonably direct routes for pedestrian and bicycle travel in areas 
where pedestrian and bicycle travel is likely if connections are provided, and that avoids wherever possible levels of 
automobile traffic that might interfere with or discourage pedestrian or bicycle travel. 

(a) Bicycle parking facilities as part of new multi-family 
residential developments of four units or more, new retail, 
office and institutional developments, and all transit 
transfer stations and park-and-ride lots; 

FCC 10-3-10 establishes bicycle parking requirements. Bicycle 
parking is required for all non-residential uses at a rate of one 
space per every ten off-street vehicle spaces. Bicycle parking is 
required for triplexes, quadplexes, cluster housing, and multi-
family housing at a rate of 1 space per 3 units, and bicycle parking 
is required at a rate of 1 space per 20 bedrooms for group living 
and 1 space per 8 bedrooms for dormitories.  

Recommendation: Existing Ordinance provisions meet this TPR 
requirement. No further changes to the code are recommended. 

(b) On-site facilities shall be provided that accommodate 
safe and convenient pedestrian and bicycle access from 
within new subdivisions, multi-family developments, 
planned developments, shopping centers, and 
commercial districts to adjacent residential areas and 
transit stops, and to neighborhood activity centers within 
one-half mile of the development. Single-family 
residential developments shall generally include streets 
and accessways. Pedestrian circulation through parking 
lots should generally be provided in the form of 
accessways. 

(A) "Neighborhood activity centers" include, but are 
not limited to, existing or planned schools, parks, 
shopping areas, transit stops or employment centers; 

(B) Bikeways shall be required along arterials and major 
collectors. Sidewalks shall be required along arterials, 
collectors, and most local streets in urban areas, except 
that sidewalks are not required along controlled access 
roadways, such as freeways; 

(C) Cul-de-sacs and other dead-end streets may be 
used as part of a development plan, consistent with the 
purposes set forth in this section; 

(D) Local governments shall establish their own 
standards or criteria for providing streets and 
accessways consistent with the purposes of this 
section. Such measures may include but are not limited 
to: standards for spacing of streets or accessways; and 
standards for excessive out-of-direction travel; 

(E) Streets and accessways need not be required where 
one or more of the following conditions exist: 

(i) Physical or topographic conditions make a street 
or accessway connection impracticable. Such 

FCC 10-35-3-2 – Site Design and Layout – requires all 
developments to provide a continuous pedestrian system. These 
provisions include requirements for pedestrian walkway systems 
to connect to all future phases of development, existing or 
planned adjacent off-site trails, adjacent public parks or open 
space, and previously reserved public access easements on 
neighboring properties. These provisions also require 
developments to include safe, direct, and convenient walkways 
and pedestrian connections that are within the development site. 
Provisions for internal pedestrian connections also include 
requirements for walkway connections for all on-site parking 
areas, and the City may also require raised walkways for parking 
areas with 80 or more parking spaces.  

FCC 10-35-4 requires proposed developments within a quarter 
mile of an existing or proposed transit stop to demonstrate a 
pedestrian route from building entrances to the transit facility or 
to the nearest public right-of-way that provides access to the 
transit facility.  

FCC 10-36-2-5 includes cross section requirements for each street 
functional classification in the City. Bike lanes or bike sharrows 
are required for collectors and other specific street segments, 
such as portions of Munsel Lake Road, Rhododendron Drive, and 
Heceta Beach Road. Sidewalks are required along all streets and 
roads in the City.  

Per FCC 10-36-2-6, cul-de-sacs are allowed only when 
environmental or topographical constraints, existing 
development, or conflicting City requirements preclude street 
extensions or through circulation.  

FCC 10-35-2-7 establishes spacing standards between driveways 
and intersections. 

FCC 10-36-2-9.C allows mid-block connections and multi-use 
paths in lieu of street connections and authorizes the City to 
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Table 1: City of Florence Ordinances – Regulatory Review  

Oregon Revised Statutes Comments & Recommendations 

conditions include but are not limited to freeways, 
railroads, steep slopes, wetlands or other bodies of 
water where a connection could not reasonably be 
provided; 

(ii) Buildings or other existing development on 
adjacent lands physically preclude a connection now 
or in the future considering the potential for 
redevelopment; or 

(iii) Where streets or accessways would violate 
provisions of leases, easements, covenants, 
restrictions or other agreements existing as of May 
1, 1995, which preclude a required street or 
accessway connection. 

require multi-use paths off cul-de-sacs to provide bicycle and 
pedestrian connections to adjacent development or paths.  

Recommendation: Existing Ordinance provisions meet this TPR 
requirement. No further changes to the code are recommended. 

(c) Where off-site road improvements are otherwise 
required as a condition of development approval, they 
shall include facilities accommodating convenient 
pedestrian and bicycle travel, including bicycle ways along 
arterials and major collectors; 

[Note: Subsection (d) defines safe and convenient] 

See response to Section -0045(2)(e). 

(e) Internal pedestrian circulation within new office parks 
and commercial developments shall be provided through 
clustering of buildings, construction of accessways, 
walkways and similar techniques. 

FCC 10-35-3-2 – Site Design and Layout – requires all 
developments to provide a continuous pedestrian system. These 
provisions include requirements for pedestrian walkway systems 
to connect to all future phases of development, existing or 
planned adjacent off-site trails, adjacent public parks or open 
space, and previously reserved public access easements on 
neighboring properties. These provisions also require 
developments to include safe, direct, and convenient walkways 
and pedestrian connections that are within the development site. 
Provisions for internal pedestrian connections also include 
requirements for walkway connections for all on-site parking 
areas, and the City may also require raised walkways for parking 
areas with 80 or more parking spaces.  

Recommendation: Existing Ordinance provisions meet this TPR 
requirement. No further changes to the code are recommended. 
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Table 1: City of Florence Ordinances – Regulatory Review  

Oregon Revised Statutes Comments & Recommendations 

(4) To support transit in urban areas containing a population greater than 25,000, where the area is already served by a 
public transit system or where a determination has been made that a public transit system is feasible, local governments 
shall adopt land use and subdivision regulations as provided in subsections (a)–(g) below: 

(a) Transit routes and transit facilities shall be designed to 
support transit use through provision of bus stops, 
pullouts and shelters, optimum road geometrics, on-road 
parking restrictions and similar facilities, as appropriate; 

LinkLane offers daily bus service between Eugene and Florence, 
with stops in Veneta, Mapleton and at Three Rivers Casino, as 
well as Monday through Saturday service between Florence and 
Yachats. The Rhody Express provides transportation around 
Florence and is part of the Lane Transit District.1 

FCC 10-35-4.B requires any development other than single-family 
residences or duplexes to accommodate on site any existing or 
planned transit facility, including accessible landing pads, seating 
or shelter, and lighting.  

FCC 7-1-7-5 prohibits on-street parking at a bus stop.  

Recommendation:  Existing Ordinance provisions meet this TPR 
requirement. No further changes to the code are recommended. 

 
1 Lane Transit District, Rhody Express: https://www.ltd.org/system-map/route_901/  

https://www.ltd.org/system-map/route_901/


 

 

10 | Attachment A  

Table 1: City of Florence Ordinances – Regulatory Review  

Oregon Revised Statutes Comments & Recommendations 

(b) New retail, office, and institutional buildings at or near 
major transit stops shall provide for convenient pedestrian 
access to transit through the measures listed in 
paragraphs (A) and (B) below. 

(A) Accessible walkways shall be provided connecting 
building entrances and streets adjoining the site; 

(B) Accessible pedestrian facilities connecting to adjoining 
properties shall be provided except where such a 
connection is impracticable as provided for in paragraph 
(3)(b)(E). Pedestrian facilities shall connect the on-site 
circulation system to existing or proposed streets, 
walkways, and driveways that abut the property. Where 
adjacent properties are undeveloped or have potential for 
redevelopment, streets, accessways and walkways on site 
shall be laid out or stubbed to allow for extension to the 
adjoining property; 

(C) In addition to paragraphs (A) and (B) above, on sites at 
major transit stops provide the following: 

(i) Either locate buildings within 20 feet of the transit stop, 
a transit street or an intersecting street or provide a 
pedestrian plaza at the transit stop or a street 
intersection; 

(ii) An accessible and reasonably direct pedestrian facility 
between the transit stop and building entrances on the 
site; 

(iii) A transit passenger landing pad accessible to people 
with disabilities; 

(iv) An easement or dedication for a passenger shelter if 
requested by the transit provider; and 

(v) Lighting at the transit stop. 

 

OAR 660-012-0005 defines “major transit stop” as “(e)xisting or 
planned transit stations” that “(h)ave or are planned for an above 
average frequency of schedule, fixed-route service when 
compared to region wide service.” The Rhody Express operates 
hourly service between 10 AM and 5 PM on weekdays. This transit 
service is not more frequent than other transit services in the 
Lane Transit District.  

Nonetheless, FCC 10-35-4.A requires any development within ¼ 
mile of an existing transit stop (other than single-family 
residences or duplexes) to ensure that the proposed pedestrian 
circulation system provides a safe and direct route from building 
entrances to the transit stop or to a public right-of-way that 
provides access to the transit stop.  In addition, FCC 10-35-4.B 
requires any development other than single-family residences or 
duplexes to accommodate on site any existing or planned transit 
facility, including accessible landing pads, seating or shelter, and 
lighting.  

Recommendation: The City largely complies with this TPR 
requirement.  

 

(c) Local governments may implement paragraphs (b)(A) 
and (B) through the designation of pedestrian districts 
and adoption of appropriate implementing measures 
regulating development within pedestrian districts. 
Pedestrian districts must comply with the requirement of 
paragraph (b)(C); 

The City does not have any major transit stops. Therefore, this 
TPR requirement does not apply.  
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Table 1: City of Florence Ordinances – Regulatory Review  

Oregon Revised Statutes Comments & Recommendations 

(d) Designated employee parking areas in new 
developments shall provide preferential parking for 
carpools and vanpools; 

The City does not have any parking standards for carpools or 
vanpools.  

Recommendation: Add provisions for carpool and vanpool 
parking standards for employee parking to FCC 10-3. These 
standards should require a certain percentage of parking spaces 
be designated for carpool and vanpool parking for uses with over 
a certain number of employees. The carpool and vanpool spaces 
should be located closer to the employee entrance than any non-
ADA parking spaces.  

(e) Existing development shall be allowed to redevelop a 
portion of existing parking areas for transit-oriented uses, 
including bus stops and pullouts, bus shelters, park and 
ride stations, transit-oriented developments, and similar 
facilities, where appropriate; 

FCC 10-3-3 allows transit-related parking reductions of up to 10% 
if transit stops, pull-outs, shelters, park-and-ride lots, transit-
oriented development, and transit service on an adjacent street 
are present or will be provided by the applicant.  

Recommendation: Existing Ordinance provisions meet this TPR 
requirement. No further changes to the code are recommended.  

(f) Road systems for new development shall be provided 
that can be adequately served by transit, including 
provision of pedestrian access to existing and identified 
future transit routes. This shall include, where 
appropriate, separate accessways to minimize travel 
distances; 

FCC 10-36-2-5 includes cross section requirements that include 
minimum right-of-way width for functional classification. 

 

Recommendation: The TSP process will revisit adopted roadway 
cross-sections and design requirements, keeping in mind that the 
TPR requires that cities need to include pedestrian access to 
existing and identified future transit routes. Standards should be 
made consistent between the TSP and Street Improvement 
Standards. 

(g) Along existing or planned transit routes, designation of 
types and densities of land uses adequate to support 
transit. 

The Rhody Express mainly provides service along, Oak Street, 
Spruce Street, Highway 126, Quince Street, Bay Street, parts of 
Highway 101, 9th Street, and Rhodendron Drive. The zoning that 
is adjacent to these routes primarily includes: 

• Medium Density Residential 

• Professional Office/Institutional 

• High Density Residential  

• Main Street Area A and B 

• Old Town District 

• Commercial 

• Highway District 

• North Commercial 
 

A few small segments of these routes also run adjacent to the 
Low-Density Residential and Airport Development zones.  

Recommendation: The existing zoning designations near the 
City’s transit routes meet this TPR requirement. No further 
changes to the code are recommended. 
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Table 1: City of Florence Ordinances – Regulatory Review  

Oregon Revised Statutes Comments & Recommendations 

(5) In developing a bicycle and pedestrian circulation plan 
as required by OAR 660-012-0020(2)(d), local 
governments shall identify improvements to facilitate 
bicycle and pedestrian trips to meet local travel needs in 
developed areas. Appropriate improvements should 
provide for more direct, convenient, accessible, and safer 
bicycle or pedestrian travel within and between 
residential areas and neighborhood activity centers (i.e., 
schools, shopping, transit stops). Specific measures 
include, for example, constructing walkways between cul-
de-sacs and adjacent roads, providing walkways between 
buildings, and providing direct access between adjacent 
uses. 

The TSP will make recommendations to the bicycle and 
pedestrian plan that are consistent with TPR -0020. This TPR 
requirements is currently addressed in the following areas:  

• Bicycle/pedestrian connection between cul-de-sacs and 
adjacent streets. See response to section -0045(3)(b)  

• Site design criteria that create pedestrian paths – see 
response to section -004(3)(b) 

Recommendation: This TPR requirement will be addressed by 
the TSP planning process, which will identify pedestrian and 
bicycle improvements for inclusion in the TSP and is met by 
requiring improvements in developing areas consistent with 
adopted code provisions.  

(6) Local governments shall establish standards for local 
streets and accessways that minimize pavement width 
and total right-of-way consistent with the operational 
needs of the facility. The intent of this requirement is that 
local governments consider and reduce excessive 
standards for local streets and accessways in order to 
reduce the cost of construction, provide for more efficient 
use of urban land, provide for emergency vehicle access 
while discouraging inappropriate traffic volumes and 
speeds, and which accommodate convenient pedestrian 
and bicycle circulation. Notwithstanding section (1) or (3) 
of this rule, local street standards adopted to meet this 
requirement need not be adopted as land use regulations. 

FCC 10-36-2-5 includes cross section requirements that include 
minimum right-of-way width for functional classification. There 
are no minimum right-of-way width standards for Arterial streets 
in the Code.  

Recommendation: The TSP process will revisit adopted roadway 
cross-sections and design requirements, keeping in mind that the 
TPR requires that cities minimize pavement width and total right-
of-way consistent with the operational needs of the facility. At a 
minimum, the City should adopt right-of-way width and cross-
section design standards for general arterial development in 
addition to the existing standards that are specific segments of 
existing roads. Standards should be made consistent between the 
TSP and Street Improvement Standards. 

OAR 660-12-0060 

Amendments to functional plans, acknowledged 
comprehensive plans, and land use regulations that 
significantly affect an existing or planned transportation 
facility shall assure that allowed land uses are consistent 
with the identified function, capacity, and performance 
standards of the facility. 

FCC 10-1-3 authorizes amendments to zoning district boundaries 
and zoning regulations. The approval criteria do not contain 
specific requirements that ensures proposed amendments are 
consistent with planned facilities within the adopted TSP.  

Recommendation: FCC 10-1-3 should add provisions that address 
plan amendment consistency with transportation facilities.  

 

 



ATTACHMENT B – LAND USE & 

TRANSPORTATION CODE 

CONCEPTS 

Overview 

This section includes general recommendations for potential future code amendments, or 

“Code Concepts.” The City should consider these Code Concepts as potential strategies to 

implement strategies and recommendations from the Florence TSP update project.  

 

Multimodal Transportation, Connectivity, and Access Standards. The TSP process recommends 

the City explore a number of transportation elements related to bicycle and pedestrian 

connectivity, transit improvements, intermodal route connectivity, and other improvements 

related to the City’s multimodal network. The results of a regulatory review reveal that the City’s 

Development Code currently includes a robust collection of standards and requirements related 

to bicycle, pedestrian, and transit access and connectivity. The City’s current multimodal 

standards and compliance with State requirements are summarized in Attachment A, 

Regulatory Review – TPR Audit. The code audit also identifies a handful of improvements that 

would bring the City into closer compliance with State requirements. Specifically, the City should 

consider amending transportation-related conditions of approval criteria to include bicycle and 

pedestrian improvements. This change would strengthen the City’s ability to implement and 

improve bicycle, pedestrian, and transit connectivity and access through future development 

approval. 

Any other specific updates related to bicycle, pedestrian, and transit standards or requirements 

that emerge from the TSP recommendations should also be added to the list of possible Code 

amendments.  

Emerging Technologies. The City should explore requirements and standards for electric vehicle 

(EV) charging/parking facility requirements for new construction and possibly for 

redevelopment. Some cities in Oregon have adopted “EV ready” code requirements that are 

intended to enable future retrofits of on-site parking and utilities to include EV charging stations. 

In addition, cities are increasingly incorporating standards for EV facilities to take advantage of 

recent amendments to the state building code to include provisions for EV charging capacity 

for certain building types.2 The City may consider applying EV charging requirements to 

developments that exceed size or trip generation thresholds based on TIS/TIA findings. For 

example, the City of Portland is in the process of adopting code amendments as a part of their 

“EV Ready Code Project” that will include requirements for multi-family and mixed-use 

developments over a certain size to have a minimum percentage of their overall parking spaces 

be “EV Ready.”3 The City may also consider regulatory/code incentives for providing EV 

charging stations or EV-ready spaces, which could include minimum parking reductions in 

 
2 HB 2180 Enrolled. https://olis.oregonlegislature.gov/liz/2021R1/Measures/Overview/HB2180  
3 EV Ready Code Project: https://www.portland.gov/bps/planning/ev-ready  

https://olis.oregonlegislature.gov/liz/2021R1/Measures/Overview/HB2180
https://www.portland.gov/bps/planning/ev-ready
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exchange for EV-ready spaces, or providing height or density bonuses for sites that provide EV 

spaces. 

If Florence is interested in adopting EV facility standards, siting and design criteria that is specific 

to EV charging stations may also be beneficial. Examples of standards to explore include 

electricity/utility capacity, signage, accessibility, and EV-ready spaces to conventional parking 

spaces ratios. The American Planning Association (APA) offers extensive guidance and research 

on the topic of zoning for EV facilities. A recent American Planning Association publication 

provides a summary table of EV development standards from a sampling of jurisdictions 

throughout the country, as shown in Table 2.4  

Table 2: EV Parking Standards Throughout the Country  

 

Source: “Preparing for the Electric Vehicle Surge”, American Planning Association, Zoning 

Practice  

The City may consider other development standards to support emerging mobility and 

technology trends, such as siting and design standards for e-bike and e-scooter facilities. Such 

standards could follow a similar model as the EV charging requirements, standards, or incentives, 

such as requiring e-bike parking with charging ports for developments of a certain size (e.g., 

over 10,000 square feet, over a specified number of employees, over specified number of 

dwelling units, etc.).  

Off-Street Parking. To create a compact and visually appealing environment in a downtown 

area, the amount of space dedicated to parking should be minimized. By removing off-street 

parking requirements, the City can give business owners and developers flexibility and freedom 

to determine the amount and type of parking that will meet the needs of their clients. Removing 

 
4 Preparing for the Electric Vehicle Surge: https://planning.org/publications/document/9257171/  

https://planning.org/publications/document/9257171/
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off-street parking requirements can provide even more opportunity for future development or 

redevelopment.  This could free up land currently used for parking lots to be developed over 

time into new buildings for business – an arguably more efficient use of valuable land. Removing 

off-street parking requirements does not mean that all off-street parking will go away, it simply 

allows the City and business owners to work together to meet the true parking needs of the Old 

Town district.  

The City currently waives minimum parking requirements for changes of use in Old Town Subarea 

A that existed prior to October 2014. In addition, new construction (not including residential or 

lodging) may reduce off street parking by 50% of the minimum parking requirement. Although 

the minimum parking requirements in the Old Town district are relaxed compared to the rest of 

Florence, the City should still consider removing off-street parking minimums for both Old Town 

Subareas A and B altogether. As discussed, complete removal of off-street parking requirements 

will enable redevelopment of underutilized parking areas and would support a more 

walkable/bikeable, mixed-use environment.   

The City’s minimum off-street parking requirements are relatively consistent with requirements in 

other Oregon coastal communities. However, the City may consider reducing off-street parking 

requirements for single-family detached homes based on square footage or number of rooms to 

allow more flexibility for smaller units. For example, Lincoln City only requires one space per unit 

for dwellings under 1,000 square feet, and two spaces for any single-family dwellings over 1,000 

square feet. In addition, Florence is currently considering reducing minimum parking 

requirements for duplexes to one space per unit and removing minimum parking for ADUs (as 

required by ORS 197.312).Consistent with parking requirements for duplexes, the City could also 

consider reducing minimum parking to one space per unit for other middle housing types 

(triplexes, quadplexes, townhomes), multi-family, and manufactured homes. These housing types 

generally provide housing for smaller households and tend to have lower vehicle-use rates than 

other large households and lower-density types of housing. Lowering off-street parking 

requirements can free up valuable land for more living space.5     

Land Use and Transportation Coordination. Development Code requirements, standards, and 

procedures are critical for ensuring the City’s land uses and transportation system are 

thoughtfully coordinated. The City should consider Code amendments to improve integration of 

land use and transportation standards, practices, and procedures. Chapter 660, Division 12 of 

the Oregon Administrative Rules (OAR 660-012) includes specific requirements and guidance to 

ensure coordinated transportation and land use planning. For example, the City should ensure 

consistency between land use/zoning amendments with TSP goals and policies. See the TPR 

Audit (Attachment A) for more details and recommendations related to land-use-transportation 

coordination amendments. 

 
5 Parking and Middle Housing https://www.oregon.gov/lcd/TGM/Documents/ParkingDemandsAcrossCities.pdf  

https://www.oregon.gov/lcd/TGM/Documents/ParkingDemandsAcrossCities.pdf


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Date: September 25th, 2023 
 
TO: City of Florence City Council 
FROM: Michael Duncan  

  Senior Region Planner,  
  Transportation Growth Management Program Grant Manager  
  ODOT Region 2 

 
SUBJECT: City of Florence Transportation System Plan Update, 2023 
 
Congratulations on nearing completion of your Transportation System Plan (TSP). ODOT is pleased to have 
participated in developing this plan, which identifies needed improvements, programs, and policy context on both 
the local street system and the state system.   
 
ODOT supports the technical analysis used to identify problems and solutions, and the policies you established for 
making transportation-related investment decisions. We endorse your adoption of the plan.  
 
We appreciate the difficult choices involved in deciding which projects and programs to include in the TSP’s 
financially-constrained project list— the projects that are likely to be constructed or implemented within the 20-
year planning horizon, given the limited amount of funding the TSP anticipates will be available. 
 
As noted in the TSP, a good portion of the forecasted funding that was identified in the TSP’s financial analysis 
section as reasonably likely to be available for the financially constrained projects and programs identified on the 
state highway system and included in the TSP are not secured at this time.  Consequently, actual project and 
program implementation will be dependent on those funding forecasts being fully realized.  This is an important 
consideration for both Florence and ODOT. 
 
ODOT looks forward to working with you to implement your TSP as resources allow.   
 
Regards, 
 
 
Michael Duncan 
TGM Grant Manager, Sr. Region Planner 
 
CC: Carol Cartwright, ODOT Interim Region 2 Manager 
 Vidal Francis, ODOT Area 5 Manager  

Naomi Zwerdling, ODOT Region 2 Planning and Development Review Manager 
 Keith Blair, ODOT Region 2 Traffic Manager 

Department of Transportation 
Transportation and Growth 

Management Program 
350 W . Marine Drive 

Astoria, Oregon, 97103 
Phone: (971) 239-3670 



CITY OF FLORENCE
Quarter Ended June 30, 2023



General Fund
 Overall, revenue under 

budget estimates
 Property taxes received 

above budget estimates 

Taxes, 5,999,932 

Franchise Fees, 
2,042,045 

Intergovernmental, 
2,222,795 

Charges for 
Services, 
4,844,169 

Earnings & 
Contributions, 

442,073 

General Fund Resources



General Fund
At June 30th, all departments are under 
budget for the biennium

Public Safety is largest part of fund at 37 
percent

Public Safety, 
4,906,609 

Community 
Development, 
1,910,430 

Parks,  882,392 

Municipal Court, 
562,306 

Administration, 
2,069,159 

Administrative 
Services, 
2,801,427 

Non‐Departmental, 
280,473 

Transfers, 
1,208,931 

General Fund Requirements



Property Tax

Property taxes have shown 
consistent growth 

A 94% collection rate is 
used for budget

Taxes collected have 
exceeded budget estimates 
the last 4 out of 5 years  -
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Lodging Tax
As of March 31, 108% of 
the biennial estimate of 
tax has been received

The City received 
$175,848 in lodging tax 
for the quarter being 
reported
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Public Works
Public Works comprised 44.0% of the 
City’s operations during the quarter 

ended June 30, 2023

TotalCapitalExpensesFund

$457,269$40,551$416,718Street

74,38336,99737,386Airport

684,19249,946634,246Water

943,226161,556781,670Wastewater

159,55616,057143,499Stormwater

434,22643,591390,635PW Admin

2,752,852PW Total

$6,265,973City Total



Ending Fund Balance Estimates With 
2023-25 Biennial Comparisons

VARIANCE
BEGINNING BALANCE

2023-25 BUDGET
ENDING BALANCE

JUNE 30, 2023FUND

$169,933$3,275,000$3,444,933GENERAL FUND

363,503169,100532,603STREET FUND

4,387580,600584,987911 AGENCY FUND

(303)24,40024,097LODGING TAX FUND

5,917566,900572,817ARPA FUND

280,215352,700632,915FEC FUND

29,1523,539,9003,569,052WATER FUND

389,9305,915,6006,305,530WASTEWATER FUND

8,7921,297,4001,306,192STORMWATER FUND

(20,517)308,900288,383AIRPORT FUND

99,230741,500840,730
PUBLIC WORKS 
ADMIN FUND



Questions?
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