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West Linn Transportation System Plan

What is the West Linn TSP?
• Long-range planning document  that identifies the 

transportation facilities and services needed to support 
growth over a 20-year period

• Provides City with guidance for operating and improving 
all elements of the multimodal transportation system

• Focuses on priority projects, policies, and programs for 
the next 20 years 

• Provides a vision for longer term projects that could be 
implemented, should funding become available

• Guides development review decisions, CIP programming, 
and efforts to obtain grant funding

• Intended to be flexible to respond to changing 
community needs and revenue sources

Last updated in 2016



Existing Pedestrian Facilities

Existing Infrastructure (from TSP):
• The City of West Linn has:

• continuous sidewalks along a majority of arterial and 
collector streets as well as neighborhood routes and 
local streets.

• Partial sidewalks along a few sections of the city
• Marked crosswalks at several major intersections.

Future Needs and challenges (From TSP): 
• Need for sidewalks along several arterials, collector streets, 

neighborhood routes and local streets.
• Need for sidewalks along both sides of all arterial, collector, 

SRTS routes, and commercial streets.
• Significant grade and topography limit the ability to construct 

when dealing with steep slopes.
• The City would like to provide at least one continuous 

sidewalk connection between activity centers and along 
arterial and collector roadways to provide safe and 
convenient non-motorized travel options.



Pedestrian System Gaps

Existing Gaps, Deficiencies, and Future 
Needs:

• Need for sidewalks along several arterials, 
collector streets, neighborhood routes and 
local streets.

• Need for sidewalks along both sides of all 
arterial, collector, SRTS routes, and 
commercial streets.

• Significant grade and topography limit the 
ability to construct when dealing with steep 
slopes.



Pedestrian System Needs

• Essential Destinations:
• Transit Facilities and Services: There are two fixed-route bus 

lines ( Line 35 and Line 154) that serve multiple transit stops 
and a park-and-ride on OR 43 near Cedar Oak Drive.

• Schools: There are five primary, one middle, and one high 
school. Most of which have limited pedestrian connectivity or 
include significant gaps in the pedestrian and bicycle 
networks.

• Parks: There are numerous parks, including Mary S. Young, 
Hammerle, Willamette, Fields Bridge, Marylhurst, and Tanner 
Creek.

• Public Facilities: There are several public facilities, including 
City Hall, the adult community center, and the library.

• Commercial Areas: There are four main commercial areas 
which are located near the Willamette Drive/I-205 
interchange, the 10th Street/I-205 interchange, the Salamo 
Road/Parker Road intersections, and along Willamette Drive

Essential Destinations



Pedestrian System Needs

• Regional Routes:

• Pedestrian Parkways: High quality and high priority 
routes for pedestrian activity. Generally major urban 
streets that provide frequent and/or almost frequent 
transit service.

• Regional Pedestrian Corridors: Major or minor 
arterial or regional trail that is not designated as a 
pedestrian parkway.

• Local Pedestrian Corridors: These corridors include 
any street or trail that is not a regional pedestrian 
corridor.

• Pedestrian Districts: Areas with a concentration of 
transit, commercial, cultural, educational, 
institutional, and/or recreational destinations where 
pedestrian travel is intended to be attractive, 
comfortable and safe.

Metro’s Regional Pedestrian Network



Pedestrian System Needs

• PAT Routes:
Clackamas County Principal Active Transportation Routes

Active Transportation Plan (ATP) 
identifies key active transportation 
routes that connect destinations 
and communities in Clackamas 
County, both rural and urban. 

The primary objective 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.



Pedestrian System Needs

• PAT Routes:
Clackamas County Principal Active Transportation Routes

C-PAT Route crosses through 
the city of  West Linn



Pedestrian System Needs

• SRTS Routes:
Each school in West Linn has a map that shows the safe routes 
around the area.

Safe Routes to School



Pedestrian Plan Projects

Project Selection and Prioritization Process
• Projects were developed to address all gaps, 

deficiencies and future needs
• Projects were evaluated based on goals and 

desired outcomes
• Goal 1: Safety – 22 points
• Goal 2: Access – 20 points
• Goal 3: Equity – 6 points
• Concurrency – 12 points
• Fiscal Efficiency – 4 points

• Projects were prioritized based on the number 
of points and organized into high (over 30 pts), 
medium (21-30 pts), and low (0-21 pts)

• All high priority projects and some medium 
priority were included in the Financially 
Constrained Plan

Total 64 points



PEDESTRIAN PLAN PROJECTS

Pedestrian Plan Project List (Facts at a glance):

1. Total of 104 projects. However, many projects have been broken up by segments 
and recorded as individual projects. Several projects can be consolidated into a 
common number.

2. Majority of the project types are ‘Sidewalk projects’ with very few ‘Study’ and 
‘Interim’ project types.

3. Approximately
• 73% High priority projects
• 25% Medium Priority projects
• 2% Low Priority projects



PEDESTRIAN PLAN PROJECTS
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PEDESTRIAN PLAN PROJECTS



(1) Cities and counties shall develop a list of pedestrian system projects that would address all the gaps and deficiencies in 
the pedestrian system identified by the city under OAR 660-012-0500(4).

(2) Cities and counties shall develop pedestrian project prioritization factors that are able to sort the list of pedestrian 
system projects into a prioritized list of pedestrian system projects. Cities must develop pedestrian project prioritization 
factors by engaging underserved populations as provided in OAR 660-012-0130.

(3) Cities and counties shall use the following factors when prioritizing pedestrian system projects:
 (a) Pedestrian system investments in climate-friendly areas and Metro Region 2040 centers;
 (b) Pedestrian system investments in areas with concentrations of underserved populations;
 (c) Pedestrian system investments in areas with pedestrian safety risk factors such as roadways with high speeds 

and high traffic volumes;
 (d) Pedestrian system investments in areas with reported crashes involving pedestrian serious injuries and 

deaths;
 

Prioritization Framework based on

CFEC RULE 660-012-0520

Pedestrian System Projects



(e) Pedestrian system investments that provide access to key pedestrian destinations identified as provided in 
OAR 660-012-0360;

 (f) Pedestrian system investments that will connect to, fill gaps in, and expand the existing pedestrian network;
 (g) Pedestrian system investments that prioritize pedestrian travel consistent with the prioritization factors in 

OAR 660-012-0155; and
 (h) Where applicable, pedestrian system investments that implement a scenario plan approved by order as 

provided in OAR 660-044-0120.

(4) The transportation system plan must include a description of the prioritization factors and method of prioritizing 
pedestrian projects used to develop the prioritized list of pedestrian system projects.

Prioritization Framework based on

CFEC RULE 660-012-0520

Pedestrian System Projects



Transportation Funding for Pedestrian Improvements

Private Funding:
• Private Developer

Local Funding Mechanisms:
• Street Utility Fees / Road Maintenance Fees
• Transportation System Development Charge (SDC)
• Pedestrian and Bicycle System Development Charge (SDC)

State and Federal Grants:
• Multi-modal Active Transportation Fund
• Safe Routes to School (SRTS)
• Oregon Community Paths (OCP)
• Sidewalk Improvement Program (SWIP)



Metro Regional 2040 Centers
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