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WHAT ACTION ARE YOU REQUESTING FROM THE BOARD? No action is requested of the
Board. This is an information session to update the Board and answer any questions before the
upcoming public hearing on the Active Transportation Plan scheduled for March 18, 2015.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: In Gctober of 2012, Clackamas County was awarded a $105,000
Transportation and Growth Management (TGM) grant from the Oregon Department of
Transportation {ODOT) to develop an Active Transportation Plan {ATP). Ata June 20, 2013
Business Meeting, the Board of County Commissioners approved an intergovernmental
agreement with ODOT to prepare the ATP.

Active Transportation includes walking, bicycling and horseback riding. The purpose of the
Clackamas County Active Transportation Plan (ATP} is to identify and prioritize the primary
network of active transportation routes that connect communities and other important
destinations in Clackamas County. In both the urban and rural areas of the County, 24 Principal
Active Transportation (PAT) routes have been identified to provide access to services such as
transit, shopping and employment centers, and to recreation and exercise. Routes were
developed with the help of technical advisors and a public advisory committee, based on a set
selection criteria. Each route features recommended bicycle and pedestrian facility design
types, signage and other amenities to enhance the active transportation experience. The sign
plan includes information on sign placement, content and design.

Adoption of the ATP includes the following components:

s Active Transportation Policies
Chapter 5 of the Comprehensive Plan contains the Transportation System Plan (TSP).
The proposed amendments to Chapter 5 would amend six policies and add three new
policies to the Active Transportation section of the TSP. {n addition, one policy in the
Finance and Funding section is proposed to be amended.




¢ Active Transportation-Related Projects
Chapter 5 of the Comprehensive Plan includes the County’s 20-year Capital
Improvement Plan, which is a list of transportation-related projects needed to address
gaps and deficiencies in the transportation network. Transportation-related projects are
identified in Tables 5-3(a-d) of the Comprehensive Plan. The ATP amendment package
proposes to add two new active transportation projects to Table 5-3a: 20-Year Capital .
Projects; 17 new active transportation projects to Table 5-3c and clarifying amendments
to all tables (Tables 5-3a through 5-3d).

» Comprehensive Plan Maps 5-12a/b
These two new maps depict the alignments of the 24 proposed Principal Active
Transportation (PAT) routes. Map 5-12a shows the urban routes and Map 5-12b
identifies the rural routes.

+ Active Transportation Plan Report
The report includes a detailed analysis of the active transportation routes; a cataleg of
pedestrian and bicycle facility types for a range of rural and urban settings, and a
signage/amenities plan for the routes. The Active Transporiation Plan report is
proposed to be adopted by reference in Appendix A of the Comprehensive Plan.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS: None. No new funding is sought in conjunction with the proposed
Active Transportation Plan and associated Comprehensive Plan amendments. The
amendments associated with the Active Transportation Plan will only update the Active
Transportation element of the Transportation System Plan (Chapter 5 of the Comprehensive
Plan).

LEGAL/POLICY REQUIREMENTS: This is an information session only.

PUBLIC/GOVERNMENTAL PARTICIPATION: The ATP was prepared with the help of
community members and active iransportation stakeholders. A Stakeholder involvement
Strategy (S1S) was developed at the outset of the project in order to provide a framework for
engaging these stakeholders and members of the public. At the project outset, department staff -
organized a 17-member Public Advisory Committee (PAC) to review materials and provide input
and advice. The PAC met five times during the ATP development and included current
members of the Clackamas County Pedestrian / Bikeway Advisory Committee, as well as other
residents representing the geographic diversity of the County.

Public participation also inciuded presentations and discussions with key community groups,
including Citizen Planning Organizations (CPQ's}), Hamlets and Villages. Staff attended four
meetings with County CPQs and Hamlets to share the project information and ascertain their
issues, concerns and feedback on development of the Active Transportation Plan. Staff used
the public input from the advisory group and public outreach to further develop and refine the
ATP. Public participation also included the following: an on-line virtual open house for two
weeks in February of 2014; news releases; an article in Citizen News; distribution of flyers and
fact sheets and a presentation at a Community Leaders Meeting.

OPTIONS: No action is required.




RECOMMENDATION: None. This is an informational session only.
ATTACHMENTS:
1. Comprehensive Plan Chapter 5: Transportation System Plan

2. Comprehensive Plan Table 5-3a: 20-Year Capital Projects; Table 5-3b: Preferred Projects;
Table 5-3c: Long Term Capital Projects and Table 5-3d: Regional Capital Projects.

3. Comprehensive Plan Map 5-12a: Principal Active Transportation Routes: Urban and Map 5-
12b: Principal Active Transportation Routes: Rural.

4. Active Transportation Plan
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Clackamas County Comprehensive Plan

Table 5-3d Regional Capital Projects

Project| Map | Project Name / Segment / Project Description Priority
ID Street Name Locations
4066 5-11b |US 26 Kelso Rd to Duncan Rd |[Perform road safety audit or transportation safety review to Low
identify appropriate safety improvements
4067 5-11b [US 26 Duncan Rd to Perform road safety audit or transportation safety review to Low
Langensand Rd identify appropriate safety improvements
4068 5-11b [US 26 Firwood Rd to Sleepy |Perform road safety audit or transportation safety review to Low
Hollow Dr identify appropriate safety improvements
4069 5-11b |US 26 Rhododendron to OR |Perform road safety audit or transportation safety review to Low
35 identify appropriate safety improvements
4070 5-11b |US 26 US 26 / Firwood Rd Add eastbound right-turn lane Low
intersection
4071 5-11b |US 26 US 26 / Brightwood Add westbound right-turn lane Low
Loop W
4072 5-11b [US 26 US 26 / Brightwood Add westbound right-turn lane Low
Loop E
4073 5-11b |US 26 Lolo Pass Rd to Govt. |Implement Finding of Mt Hood Multimodal Study including ITS Low
Camp Loop Rd. W approach with variable speed signage
4074 5-11c |OR99E Park Ave to Gladstone |Perform road safety audit or transportation safety review to Low
city limits identify appropriate safety improvements
4075 5-11d [OR 43 Lake Oswego to Develop active transportation connection-eensistent in Low
Portland accordance with the Cennecting-ClackamasPlan-Active
Transportation Plan.
4076 5-11e |OR 211 Dhooghe Rd / OR 211 |Remove or decrease horizontal curve, relocate intersection Low
intersection
4077 5-11e |OR211 OR 170 (Canby- Add shoulders and bikeways Low
Marquam Hwy) to City
of Molalla
4078 5-11e |OR 211 Needy Rd to 0.6 miles |Remove or decrease vertical curve to allow passing zone, add Low
west of Needy Rd passing lane in one or both directions, possible relocation of
intersection
4079 5-11e |OR211 Molalla city limits to  |Widen to rural arterial standard (2 lanes) with shoulders and Low
Hayden Rd Estaeada- |bikeways
4080 5-11e |OR211 Beavercreek Rd to Perform road safety audit or transportation safety review to Low
Upper Highland Rd identify appropriate safety improvements
4081 5-11e |OR 213 OR 213 / Carus Rd Install traffic signal to replace existing two-way stop See U339 Low
intersection
4082 5-11e |OR 213 OR 213 / Beavercreek |Perform road safety audit or transportation safety review to Low
Rd intersection identify appropriate safety improvements
4083 5-11e |OR 213 Carus Rd/ OR 213 Install southbound left-turn and right-turn lanes Low
intersection
4084 511e |OR213- MaeksburgRete- Widen-shouldersto-statestandards- tew
Hiberal-Way-
4085 5-11e |OR99E Oregon City to Canby |Add shoulders and bikeways Low
4086- 5-11e |OR99E Sequoia Parkway to Perform road safety audit or transportation safety review to Low
4085 Lone Elder Rd identify appropriate safety improvements
4087 | 5-11e |OR99E Territorial Rd to Metro |Perform road safety audit or transportation safety review to Low
4086 boundary identify appropriate safety improvements
Table 5-3d

Last Amended 10/15/14
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PREFACE

The development of this plan was guided by the Project Management Team (PMT) made up of Clackamas
County staff with input from the Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT), a Technical Advisory
Committee (TAC) and a Public Advisory Committee (PAC). Members of these committees are as follows:

Project Management Team (PMT)

Karen Buehrig, Clackamas County Transportation Planning Supervisor
Gail Curtis, ODOT Region 1, TGM Grant Manager

Abbot Flatt, Clackamas County, Associate Transportation Planner
Scott Hoelscher, Clackamas County, Project Manager

Lori Mastrantonio, Clackamas County Multi-Modal Planner

Susan Wright, P.E., Kittelson and Associates, Inc., Consultant Project Manager

PMT Support:

Matt Berkow, Alta + Design
Ellen Rogalin, Clackamas County Public & Government Affairs

Jesse Boudart, E.|I., Kittelson and Associates, Inc., Transportation Analyst

Public Advisory Committee (PAC)

Clackamas County Pedestrian / Bikeway Advisory Committee

Gwenn Laubach Alvarez
Naomi Angier

Peter Goodkin

Kelli Grover

Dale Guenther

Pete lhrig

Del Scharffenberg

Dick Weber

Blane Meier

At-Large Representatives:

Ralph Goldstein: Bicycle Transportation Alliance (BTA)

Skip Haak: Estacada Parks & Recreation Commission
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Matthew Hampton: Damascus-Boring Area Resident
Ted Hartzell: Happy Valley Resident
Joseph Lowe: Transportation-Disadvantaged

Blane Meier: Bike Shop Owner

Melinda Montecucco: Canby Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee

Lynn Mutrie: Oregon Safe Routes to School Program
Jack Pendleton: Canby-Molalla Area Resident
Lesa-Kay Pinker: Pedestrian Interests

Sally Rask: Equestrian Resident Representative

Rob Smoot: Clalckamas County Parks Board

George Wilson: Mt. Hood Area Resident

Technical Advisory Committee (TAC)

Clackamas County

Jae Heidenreich: Tourism & Cultural Affairs

Scott Hoelscher: Planning & Zoning Division

Jeroen Kok: North Clackamas Parks & Recreation District
Lori Mastrantonio: Transportation Engineering Division
Rick Nys: Transportation Engineering Division

Joe Marek: Traffic Engineer

Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT)

Gail Curtis: Senior Planner
Jessica Horning: Transit and Active Transportation Liaison

Avi Tayar, P.E.

TriMet
= Jeff Owen
Metro
= |ake McTighe
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The purpose of the Clackamas County Active Transportation Plan (ATP) is to identify key active
transportation routes that connect destinations and communities in Clackamas County, both rural and
urban. The 23 Principal Active Transportation (PAT) routes detailed in this plan provide access to popular
and needed services such as transit, shopping and employment centers, and provide safe facilities for
. recreation and exercise. Making the pedestrian and bicycling improvements along the PAT routes will
increase active transportation opportunities, improve safety and provide more convenience for people
to walk, bike and use transit in Clackamas County.

At the project outset, the following vision was developed by the Project Management Team (PMT), in
conjunction with the Public Advisory Committee (PAC):

. Active Transportation Vision - Clackamas County will have an
interconnected, safe and equitable active transportation network
accessible to and used by people who live, work, do business and
| play within the County.

A set of goals that support this vision for active transportation were prepared following the development
of the vision. The goals for active transportation in Clackamas County include:

= Active Transportation Infrastructure: Plan an active transportation network consisting of multi-use
paths, bikeways and walkways in Clackamas County to encourage more residents to bicycle or walk
for recreation and transportation.

= Connectivity: Plan and develop the Principal Active Transportation routes to enhance connections to
transit, schools, communities, town centers, shopping, employment, parks and other significant
destinations in Clackamas County. »

= Tourism Development: Create an active transportation system that will be a draw for tourists and an
opportunity to promote Clackamas County as one of the premier cycling destinations in Oregon.

= Accessibility and Safety: Build an active transportation network that is accessible and safe for all
ages, abilities and incomes.

®  |mprove Health: Plan and provide infrastructure that allows people to safely walk, run or cycle for
improved health.

PLAN OVERVIEW

The Active Transportation Plan (ATP) covers both the urban and rural portions of the County and works
together with the Bicycle Master Plan and the Pedestrian Master Plan to identify key active
transportation facilities in Clackamas County. While the existing Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plans
provide a comprehensive assessment of bicycle and pedestrian forms of transportation, the ATP focuses
on the priority routes that connect Clackamas County communities and provide access to important
destinations. The ATP sets future pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure priorities by identifying

Page 9 Clackamas County
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23 Principle Active Transportation (PAT) routes. The PAT routes, shown in Figure 1, are an interconnected
network of off-streets trails and on-street bikeways and pedestrian facilities linking communities and
destinations in Clackamas County. Due to their unique role in providing connections, the PAT routes are
considered the spine of the active transportation network and the highest functional class for county
bikeways and pedways. The other local, neighborhood bikeways and pedways identified in the Bicycle
and Pedestrian Master Plans connect to the PAT routes and complete the county-wide network of active
transportation routes.

The Clackamas County Active Transportation Plan includes three key components:

1. Principal Active Transportation Routes: Detailed analysis of 12 of the PAT routes, including project
costs; route description; proposed facility types for various route segments; route map and
description of existing facilities along the route.

2. Facility Design Toolkit: Catalog of pedestrian and bicycle facility types for a range of rural and urban
settings. Each facility type includes a photo illustration; general description of the facility;
dimensions and any design considerations unique to that facility.

3. Signage Plan: Description and location of amenities for PAT Routes. Recommended amenities
include signage, informational kiosks and bike parking.

The Need for a Plan

Why does Clackamas County need an Active Transportation Plan? One reason is the growing popularity
of bicycling for recreation as well as commuting and the subsequent need to coordinate previous plans
and projects to ensure development of a cohesive active transportation system throughout the County.
Second, development of an active transportation strategy and the prioritization of active transportation
routes helps position the County for future grant opportunities for infrastructure improvements. Without
a plan in place identifying active transportation priorities the County may miss out on opportunities for
federal and/or state funding.

In addition, there are 984.4 planned bikeway miles in the Transportation System Plan (TSP) for urban and
rural Clackamas County. Consequently, it is necessary to narrow down the nearly 1,000 miles of bikeways
and identify the principal or most important routes in the County. Finally, the plan will increase walking
and biking opportunities throughout the County and is an opportunity to position the County as a
bicycling tourist destination.

Active Transportation Network

The active transportation network detailed in this plan is intended to facilitate both recreational and
utilitarian transportation in urban and rural Clackamas County. The 23 Principal Active Transportation
(PAT) Routes contain nearly 190 miles of on- and off-road facilities, including 67 miles of multi-use paths,
77 miles of shoulder bikeways, 20 miles of shared lane marking bikeways, 27 miles of bike lanes, and 17
miles of buffered bike lanes.

Page 10 Clackamas County
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There are three PAT route categories:

1. Principal Active Transportation Routes (PATS): The most important routes to connect communities
and key destinations in the county. Section 3 of the ATP includes a detailed analysis of these routes,
including recommended facility types and a cost analysis for individual route segments.

2. Ideal Principal Active Transportation Routes (I-PATS): Routes that are the best or most ideal active
transportation option; however, due to ownership, topographical and/or environmental constraints,
I-PATs are considered visionary or long-term projects. Detailed cost and facility-type analysis are not
included for the I-PATS.

3. Connector Principal Active Transportation Routes (C-PATS): Routes selected due to their regional
significance and importance in providing connections. Detailed cost and facility type analysis are not
included for C-PAT's. ‘

Figure 1 illustrates the location of the PAT routes while Table 1 provides the route name and number,
proposed facility type, route length in miles and the relative project cost.

Public Involvement

A key component of the project was outreach to and involvement of stakeholders — people and
organizations that are or may be affected by increased active transportation opportunities in Clackamas
County. The Principal Active Transportation routes documented in this plan were identified through a
public involvement process and formalized with the project Public Advisory Committee (PAC). Primary
public involvement elements included the following:

17-member Public Advisory Committee Project Website
10-member Technical Advisory Committee Virtual open house

Outreach to community and AT groups Active Transportation survey
News releases/flyers/fact sheets Hamlet meetings

Route Development

One of the primary objectives of the Clackamas County ATP was to identify a connected active
transportation network consisting of the highest priority, most important routes in both the urban and
rural areas. The PAT Route network documented in this plan includes routes that were identified through
a systematic process that involved public and stakeholder consultation at various stages. Key steps in the
process included:

1. Development of active transportation corridors — broad swaths of land between destinations for
active transportation connectivity. Within each corridor, potential routes that connect communities,
employment centers, recreational opportunities and/or tourist destinations were identified.

2. Development and application of the following route selection criteria:

= Route contains many community attractors

Page 11 Clackamas County
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= Route serves existing demand

= Route benefits transportation-disadvantaged areas

= Route aligns with adopted plans

= Route leverages previous investment

®= Route is scenic

= Route is direct

= Route is suitable given the volume of traffic or posted speed
= Route is cost effective

= Route is feasible given natural features, right of way, etc.

The route alternatives in each corridor were shared with the public through a virtual open house (VOH).
Nearly 400 Clackamas County residents expressed their views and preferences on active transportation
during the two-week open house. Following the VOH and application of the above route selection
criteria, route candidates were refined based on input from the Technical Advisory Committee and the
Public Advisory Committee and then investigated in the field to confirm their suitability for inclusion in
the Active Transportation Plan. Based on this approach, a set of 23 on- and off-road active transportation
routes were identified linking key destinations and municipalities throughout the county.

Page 12 Clackamas County
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Table 1: Clackamas County Active Transportation Plan Principal Active Transportation Routes

Principal Active Transportation Routes

Route # Route Name

Propased Facilities

Relative

Project Cost

P1 Canby to Molalla Shoulder bikeway, stripe bike lane 14.8 Medium
P2 Clackamas River Drive Shoulder bikeway 23.3 Medium
P3 Tickle Creek Trail - Cazadero Trail Multi-use path 235 Medium
P4 1-205 Multi-Use Path Multi-use path 51 Low
P5 Monroe Neighborhood Greenway Bike boulevard 4.1 Low
P6 Linwood Avenue Stripe bike lanes, multi-use path 3.9 Low
P7 River Road Buffered bike lane Z3 Low
P8 Oetkin Road - Naef Road Bike boulevard 3.8 High
i i th
P9 Sandy to Mount Hood Shiauldernikevey, multiise pa 49.8 Medium
parallel to roadway
P10 | Oregon City to Canby Buffered bike Iane,-adwsory lanes, 14.9 Medium
shoulder bikeway
- N'ewell Creek Trail and Oregon Sidewalk, should.er bikeway, bike lane, 18.0 High
City Loop multi-use path
P12 Stafford Road Protected bikev_vay, bridge, shoulder 143 Meliiim
bikeway
Ideal Principal Active Transportation Routes
=R Length Relative
Route # Route Name Proposed Facility (Miles) Project Cost
1-13 Molalla Forest Road Multi-use path 11.0 -
I-14 | I-205 Ped/Bike Bridge Pedestrian-bicycle bridge 0.1 -
o Willamette Greenw_alv Trail - Lake Multi-use path 111 )
Oswego to County line
Willamette Greenway Trail — \
. g 1 -
I-16 Oregon City to Canby Multi-use path 8
I-17 | Stafford to Canby Trail Multi-use path 9.1 -

Connector Principal Active Transportation Routes

0 Relative

Route Name Propased Facility Project Cost

Cc18 Redland Road Shoulder bikeway 13.5 -

C19 Sunnyside Road Buffered bike lanes / cycle track 5.9 -

20 ScouterslMountam / Mt. Scott Multi-use path / bike lane 40 i
Loop Trail

o1 Old River Road/Hwy. 43 Buffered bike lane, cycle track, bike 6.7 )

boulevard
C22 King Road Sidewalks 4.4 -
3 Trolley Trail Buffered bike lane, cycle track, 6.4 i

pedestrian/bicycle overpass

Page 14
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IMPLEMENTATION STRATEGY

The ATP identifies a series of projects that will help Clackamas County establish a countywide active
transportation network. The County will work with the Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT),
Oregon State Parks, Metro and local agencies within the County to ensure coordination with adopted
transportation and trail plans. Funding and development of the routes and projects identified in the ATP
will require champions for each potential project from local communities and agencies in order to
successfully design and construct the recommended treatments.

The key implementation considerations for completing the recommended active transportation network
should focus on safety, completing system gaps and cost effectiveness. The individual projects for each
of the proposed Principal Active Transportation (PAT) route segments are recommended to be
incorporated into the Clackamas County Comprehensive Plan, specifically in the following Transportation
System Plan (TSP) project lists: '

= 20-Year Capital Projects: The prioritized list of needed transportation projects that can
reasonably be undertaken given the current estimates of available funding.

= Preferred Capital Projects: A second group of needed, prioritized transportation projects that
the County would undertake if additional funding becomes available during the next 20 years.

= [ong Term Capital Projects: The remainder of the needed transportation projects. Although
these projects will be needed to meet the transportation needs of the County in the next 20
years, they are not expected to be funded or constructed by the County.

No specific funding source has been identified to implement the facility recommendations in the ATP.
There are, however, a variety of funding options available at the federal, regional and local level that
could be the building blocks to a comprehensive pedestrian and bicycle network. Identified potential
funding sources and grant opportunities are listed in Appendix F.
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1 - INTRODUCTION

Active Transportation (AT) is increasingly recognized as an important component of the transportation
system. AT refers to human forms of transportation, in particular walking and bicycling. As forms of
transportation, walking and bicycling are healthy, energizing, environmentally sound and low cost. AT
also includes the use of mobility devices such as wheelchairs and can be combined with other
transportation modes such as public transit. In some regions, AT may encompass cther activities such as
cross-country skiing, equestrian activities and even kayaking.

Active

Transportation

The Clackamas County Active Transportation Plan (ATP) is comprised of a set of priority active
transportation routes that, when implemented, will make it safer and more convenient for people to
walk and bike throughout the County.

Why does Clackamas County need an Active Transportation Plan?

As biking continues to grow in popularity for recreation as well as commuting, there is a need to
coordinate previous plans and projects to ensure a cohesive active transportation system throughout the
County. - Second, development of an active transportation strategy and the prioritization of active
transportation routes helps position the County for future grant opportunities for infrastructure
improvements. Without a plan identifying active transportation priorities, the County may miss out on
opportunities for federal and/or state funding. In addition, there are 984.4 miles of planned bikeways in
the Transportation System Plan (TSP) for urban and rural Clackamas County. Consequently, it is necessary
to narrow down the number of bikeway miles and to identify the principal or most important routes and
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bikeways in the County. Finally, the plan will increase walking and biking opportunities throughout the
County and help position the County as a bicycling tourist destination.

1.1 PURPOSE, GOALS AND VISION OF THE ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PLAN

The purpose of the ATP is to identify Principal Active Transportation routes that connect destinations and
communities in Clackamas County, both rural and urban. The principal routes are intended to provide
access to necessary services such as transit, shopping and employment centers, and to recreation and
exercise. The 23 principal routes are considered the highest priority and most important active
transportation connections in the county. When fully implemented, the principal routes will increase
active transportation opportunities and make it safer and, in some circumstances, possible for people to
walk, bike and use transit in Clackamas County.

An active transportation plan should be guided by a defined vision and goals. The following vision
was developed with the Public Advisory Committee (PAC) at the project outset:

Active Transportation Vision - Clackamas County will have an
interconnected, safe and equitable active transportation network
accessible to and used by people who live, work, do business and

play within the County.

Five goals guided development of the Clackamas County ATP:

= Active Transportation Infrastructure: Plan an active transportation network consisting of
multi-use paths, bikeways and walkways in Clackamas County to encourage more residents
to bicycle or walk for recreation and transportation.

= Connectivity: Plan and develop the Principal Active Transportation routes to enhance
connections to transit, schools, communities, town centers, shopping, employment, parks
and other significant destinations within Clackamas County.

" Tourism Development: Create an active transportation system that will draw tourists and
promote Clackamas County as a premier cycling destination in Oregon.

B Accessible and Safe: Build an active transportation network that is accessible and safe for all
ages, abilities and incomes.

® Improve Health: Plan and provide infrastructure that allows people to safely walk, run or cycle
for improved health.
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1.2 COMMUNITY CONTEXT

Clackamas County, located in northwest Oregon, is one of three counties that make up the Portland
metropolitan region. The County land area is approximately 1,880 square miles, about half of which is
national forest lands in the eastern and southern reaches of the county. Clackamas County’s urban area,
located in the northwest quadrant of the county, contains about 72% of the county’s population in nine
cities and unincorporated areas. The rural area contains five cities, two Rural Service Centers, six Rural
Communities, one Resort Community and one unincorporated community near Mt. Hood, and a rural
population involved in farming and forestry. The sparse settlement patterns and vast forest/farm lands
outside the Urban Growth Boundary create large distances between destinations and communities in
rural Clackamas County.

The County’s topography includes low valleys, high river bluffs and the rolling agricultural fields of the
northern Willamette Valley to the west, with timber stands and increasing hills and mountainous areas
to the east, including the western slopes of Mt. Hood. There are many rivers in addition to the Willamette,
including the Sandy, Clackamas, Molalla and Pudding. Many of the rural two-lane roads contain steep
pitches and long climbs, and do not have facilities for active transportation. Figure 2 is a topographic map
of Clackamas County, illustrating some of the challenges due to steep terrain in establishing a robust
active transportation network.
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1.3 EXISTING CONDITIONS SUMMARY

An inventory of existing active transportation assets and bicycle and pedestrian conditions was
conducted at the start of the planning process. The existing conditions report includes current bicycle
and pedestrian infrastructure inventories as well summaries of County plans and projects impacting
active transportation. Appendix A contains the entire report.

The existing active transportation network includes bike lanes on several arterial and collector roadways
in the urban area, and multi-use path facilities such as the I-205 multi-use path and the Trolley Trail.
There are currently no cycle tracks or bicycle boulevards on County-maintained roads. Most existing
bikeways are concentrated in the urban area and are used primarily for commuting and utility trips.
There are some sidewalks in the urban areas, but few sidewalks in the rural areas. The rural areas typically
lack adequate facilities for bicycle or pedestrian travel. However, some highways -- such as Highway 213
between Oregon City and Molalla and U.S. 26 east of the City of Sandy -- contain shoulder bike lanes.
Rural Clackamas County, where many of the roads have low traffic volumes and beautiful scenery, has a
higher level of recreational use. Maps showing the locations of existing pedestrian and bicycle facilities
in the urban and rural areas are provided on Figure 3 and Figure 4. Additional planned facilities from the
Clackamas County Transportation System Plan, community attractors, the County’s Bike It/ map, and
other pertinent maps are in Appendix B.
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