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Attachment B

ROADS ADVISORY COMMITTEE Page 1 of 8
January 28, 2009

MEMBERS PRESENT: John Anderson, Karen Bodner, George Goldstein, Jody Ogle, Jack Radabaugh

MEMBERS ABSENT: Rex Redmon

STAFF PRESENT: Marsha Miller, Bill Morgan, Mike Russell, Phil Fields, Eric Wurster, Shashi
Bajracharya, Celia Barry,

OTHER: Jim Wilcox, Vonnie Rainwater, Ollie Snowden, John Goodson, Tom Poage, Leo
Stapleton.

Anderson called the meeting to order at 5:45 p.m.

AR

PUBLIC COMMENT — None.

COMMITTEE MEMBER UPDATES —
Tom Poage’s 24 years was acknowledged by the group; Marsha presented Tom with a certificate and

award.

ELECTION OF CHAIR & VICE CHAIR —
Motion: Ogle moved to nominate John Anderson as Chair; Radabaugh seconded. All present voted in

favor. Motion carried.

Motion: Ogle moved to nominate Jack Radabaugh as Vice Chair; Goldstein seconded. All present
voted in favor. Motion carried.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES —
Motion: Bodner moved to approve the minutes with two changes; Goldstein requested one change;

all present voted in favor.

RELEASE OF 10-14 CIP DOCUMENT FOR PUBLIC CONSIDERATION —

Bajracharya reviewed the draft CIP proposal and supporting documents, which is smaller than last

year and mostly preservation projects with no new projects added. Bajracharya stated we will have
two upcoming public hearings. Bajracharya reviewed Senate Bill 994 and its impacts of funding and
the surprise of SRS funding being approved means we need to look at projects to add back.

Bodner asked if we apply for grants very often. Barry answered not very often due to staff and
resources needed along with the financial match that's required for most.

Barry went over SB994 funding and reminded the group we have to spend the money by 2010 and
some of the projects have been moved around in order to balance timing of the Economic Stimulus
preservation funded projects. General discussion ensued as Bajracharya continued reviewing the
projects. Bajracharya asked permission to release the draft CIP for public review for Public Hearing at
the next meeting.

Motion: Radabaugh moved to approve for release to the public; Ogle seconded. All present voted in
favor. Motion carried.

2009 WORK PLAN & 2008 ACCOMPLISHMENTS ~

Mosier reviewed the 2008 Work Plan and asked the group for input so the 2008 Accomplishments
and 2009 Work Plan could be submitted. Mosier said she would email the draft to the committee for
final approval.
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VIl. REPORT FROM TRANSPORTATION PLANNING — Page 2 of 8
Bajracharya discussed the Hayden Bridge Road project and stated they are collecting public
comment and will have a community meeting on February 10™.

VIll. STATUS OF FUNDING REQUESTS —
Barry reviewed and updated the group on the Economic Stimulus Package, also known as the
Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009. Chickering explained ODOT is challenged with getting
money out to local agencies because they don’t have a process of how to handle this, and the
legislative bills change every day leaving it difficult to communicate how allocations will work.
Goldstein asked whether the criteria that excluded cities of less than 5,000 population from Surface
Transportation Program funding was a federal or state requirement. Barry responded she will find out
and let him know.

In response to additional questions, Barry said Lane County is putting some projects into the multi-
jurisdictional United Front List, which is an effort to receive money from the Federal Reauthorization
of the six-year Highway and Transit Bill. The two projects that were placed on that list were Territorial
Highway and the Highway 126W study.

IX. NEXT MEETING -~ February 25, 2009

X. OTHER BUSINESS -
Goldstein asked if anyone read the Coburg Interchange Plan and that he didn’t understand why a
town with just 975 population would generate enormous traffic to need this work done. General
discussion ensued. Chickering explained the project in more depth and that it's based on the
businesses and growth surrounding the town.

Meeting Adjourned at 7:45

Christy Mosier
Transcribing Secretary
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ROADS ADVISORY COMMITTEE Page 3 of 8
February 25, 2009

MEMBERS PRESENT: John Anderson, Karen Bodner, George Goldstein, Jody Ogle, Jim Wilcox

MEMBERS ABSENT: Jack Radabaugh

STAFF PRESENT: Marsha Miller, Bill Morgan, Phil Fields, Eric Wurster, Shashi Bajracharya, Celia

Barry, Howard Schussler, Ed Chastain

OTHER: Sonny Chickering, Rex Redmon

Anderson called the meeting to order at 5:45 p.m.

.

AR

VIl.

PUBLIC COMMENT — None.

COMMITTEE MEMBER UPDATES -
Rex Redmon's 12 years was acknowledged by the group. The committee welcomed new member

Jim Wilcox.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES —
Motion: Ogle moved to approve the minutes; Goldstein seconded; all present voted in favor.

STRIPING OF HAYDEN BRIDGE WAY -

Traffic Engineer Ed Chastain introduced the pavement rehabilitation project and in order to get
feedback before it's presented to the Board for a decision and direction to staff. Chastain stated the
project is primarily a preservation project that goes from Pheasant to 19" street in Springfield in the
area of the roundabout. Chastain reviewed the history and project scope along with the packet
provided to the committee. Chastain said there are two alternatives; the first is to do nothing, and the
second is eliminating parking along the sides of the road and build a turn lane. Chastain said an
open house was held last month and shared the public’'s concerns regarding the project. Chastain
will provide a map and plan before the Public Hearing next month.

ECONOMIC STIMULUS UPDATE -

Barry distributed information about the American Reinvestment and Recovery Act (economic
stimulus), with regard to transportation funding, and how this would influence allocations in the draft
Capital improvement Program. She distributed a list of priorities that was being taken to a public
hearing at the Board on March 4. She indicated that the rapid movement of the legislation and project
delivery requirements meant that highest priority projects were necessarily preservation projects. She
said there would be changes to the CIP draft either in a future amendment process or in the draft that
is sent to the Board. Changes may be incorporated to the draft prior to the next meeting if they are
known by then.

Goldstein asserted that the Coast Guard Station Road project was 5" in priority because he recalled
staff indicating last year that only Willamette Valley projects get funded. Barry indicated that was not
the case, recalling that last year Goldstein had asked for additional plus marks to be added to the
Coast Guard Station Road project, and staff had added the plus marks in response. She asked the
committee if additional research into last year’s discussion on this topic and a report back was
desired. The committee declined to make the request.

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PACKET OVERVIEW —
Barry briefed the committee on the updated CIP packet, indicating the only changes were of a

formatting nature and not substantive. The changes were made to make the draft easier to read and
understand, especially with regard to SB 994 money.

2008 ACCOMPLISHMENTS & 2009 WORK PLAN —

-1-
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Mosier presented the draft documents for approval. The committee approved both dg’@%ﬁsogs&s

VIIl. PUBLIC HEARING ~
Anderson opened the public hearing at 7:00 p.m. and gave an overview of the process.

Bajracharya gave a PowerPoint presentation on the Capital Improvement Plan and reviewed the
previous steps taken. Bajracharya covered the impacts of the unexpected funding and reviewed the
list of projects for development should more funding come available in the future. Bajracharya
explained that the Roads Advisory Committee is requesting the public's comments tonight so they
can review and make a recommendation to the Board of County Commissioners. Barry shared the
economic stimulus packet and explained the 1.7 million available for Lane Count Projects, the 1.26
million for the metro area, and how the timing requirements for which the money must be spent by
limits which projects we can do and effects how we will use the other road fund dollars.

Chair Anderson requested comments:

PUBLIC COMMENT -

" April Smith; PO Box 1130 Fall Creek. Smith stated she is here to foilow up on the
email sent to Commissioner Faye Stewart and the committee regarding the need for
guard rails along Jasper Lowell Road, mile post 2-3 since there is nothing there to
protect cars from plummeting into the river and the deaths and accidents that continue
to happen. Smith stated this has been a concern of the local residents for over 50 years
now.

] Joyce Foster, 38100 Pengra Road. Said she is here in support of the guard rail
request for Jasper Lowell Road. Foster stated it would only be a .5 mile stretch to be
covered and this is the deepest area of the river. Arno Nelson responded to the request
by investigating the site it and agreed guard rails were warranted. The request then
went in for approval and Bill Morgan responded on behalf of Roads saying although it
was warranted, there was no funding available in the budget. She is asking that we
make this a higher priority and add it to the capital improvement plan.

. Judy Jones, Resident over 60 years. Jones is here to support the guard rail request
and said she was a bus driver for many years and this stretch attracts a lot of people
due to the Jasper Mountain Facility and the local schools.

Ogle asked if we have cost estimates for this project. Morgan responded we've been to the site and
are getting the scope worked out — including the very narrow road, and the steep slope to the river.
Morgan added we need to determine how we will meet the requirements to install a guard rail that
could include construction of walls etc. Morgan will have an estimate and permitting info to the
committee by next month’s meeting.

Anderson closed the public hearing at 7:20 p.m.

IX. NEXT MEETING — March 25" @ 5:45 p.m. — Public Hearing will be first agenda item.

Christy Mosier
Transcribing Secretary
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A D7 ROADS ADVISORY COMMITTEE Page 5 of 8
D R[/\ % r March 25, 2009

MEMBERS PRESENT: George Goldstein, Jody Ogle, Jim Wilcox, Karen Bodner, Jack Radabaugh

MEMBERS ABSENT: John Anderson

STAFF PRESENT: Marsha Miller, Bill Morgan, Phil Fields, Eric Wurster, Shashi Bajracharya, Celia

Barry, Howard Schussler, Ed Chastain

Radabaugh opened the public hearing at 5:45 p.m. and gave an overview of the process.

I. PUBLIC HEARING - Harlow Road/Hayden Bridge Way Pavement Rehabilitation Project.

Chastain said he is here to review the project for those that may not have attended the previous
public meeting. Chastain rewewed the striping component of the project, on Hayden Bridge way,
between Shady Lane and 5" Street, showing three options for consideration and the negatives and
positives of each, stating that Option 2 is preferred by the county — providing a continuous turn lane.
Chastain asked the public and staff to take 15 minutes to review the three alternatives provided on
the maps, and said a decision will be requested at next month’s Roads Advisory Committee Meeting.

Vice Chair Radabaugh requested comments:

PUBLIC COMMENT —

1.

Doyal Davis/207 Hayden Bridge Way/Opposed to county’s preferred option. Davis provided a
petition against the county’s preferred option of removing the parking areas along the road.
Davis said he does not believe there is a safety issue with only 13 accidents in seven years
including one death. He said that's one accident per 2.9 million cars. He added a turn lane
will make it more unsafe because with 3 lanes cars are facing each other Davis said the
residents will allow a short turn lane on Castle and Third Streets since that's where the
accidents happen.

Daphne Wingham/235 Hayden Bridge Way/Opposed to county's preferred option and stated -
it's a unique residential road with long-term residents of 40-50 years and residents won't be
able to back into their driveways, and driving face in will mean it will be hard to get out by
backing into a busy lane. Wingham stated there will be more accidents and deaths with this
option. Residents have family that visit for holidays and by removing the parking means there
would not be a place to park. Wingham added that she is concerned about how much money
they will lose on property value once this is done.

Patricia Ray/189 Hayden Bridge Way/Opposed to county’s preferred option because taking
the strip away from the front of their homes won't give them space to back out of their
driveways and also won't leave any room for families to park during holidays, as well as
lowering their property values extensively. Ray added in her 40 years there, there have not
been many accidents.

Judith Cross/196 Hayden Bridge Way/Opposed to county's preferred option. Cross stated
she just bought her home in July and would not have done so had she known of these
possible changes due to the property value going down extensively, and the extremely short
driveways between Manor and Castle needing space for visitors to park, as well as the
hazards and legal issues that are involved with backing into a turn lane to get out into the
road.

Raleigh Williams/273 Hayden Bridge Way/Opposed to options 2 and 3. Opposes county’s
preferred option for the same reasons as mentioned so far tonight, as well as the street is

-1-
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entirely residential, and 22 of the driveways are very narrow and those that &r@ 8@y
be more challenged with the trees and shrubs that obstruct the view. Williams expressed the
parking lane plus the bike lane together provide a buffer as you exit your drive so you can
see traffic coming to prevent more accidents. Plan three only leaves a road portion of five
properties long unmodified, so it's not very different than the other plans. Williams added left
turns only serve other residents nearby, and none of them are onto very active streets.
Pioneer Parkway and Fifth Street move traffic very well, as well as Q Street and HWY 126 —
providing other options of getting through town.

6. John Garland/184 Hayden Bridge Way/Opposed to county’s preferred option for the same
reasons sited by others here tonight. Garland lives at a location where an accident occurred
and feels the accident happened because of the same issues that will arise from the county's
preferred option. Garland said his former wife backed out into the street, just like we are
proposing, instead of utilizing the parking and bike lane area as a buffer and had a collision
with a bicycle rider resulting in a lawsuit. Garland said the turn lanes and the amount of space
we are allocating for them is meant for large traffic areas, and that if we did go with option
three, we have the ability to change ODOT's requirements to shorten the lengths.

7. Vernon Nichols/129 Hayden Bridge Way/Opposes county’s preferred option. He's been there
50 years and has seen a lot of changes. When the road was changed a long time ago the
property owners paid for curb-gutter-sidewalk-driveways and do not appreciate taking the
parking away just to give all the outside people more room to drive faster. Nichols added it
will make the street more unsafe, including LTD buses that have six bus stops on that street,
leaving no room for them to get out of traffic, as well as Sani-Pac, Postal Service vehicles etc.
Nichols said the LTD buses do not have room to make right hand turns onto Fifth Street.

Radabaugh closed the public hearing at 6:40 p.m.
Meeting called back to order at 6:45 p.m.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES —

Goldstein asked for comments to be modified in the minutes to reflect Barry’s comments regarding
Florence obtaining funding of their own for Coast Guard Road. Goldstein asked for clarification
around any possible policies that require cities go and procure funding on their own for county roads
projects. Barry clarified what she had tried to explain last month regarding this item. She said the city
had received its own economic stimulus allocation and had the option to use it for Coast Guard
Station Road. She did not say they were required to use their own money. Since last month, she
learned they did not use their allocation for Coast Guard Station Road. Goldstein said it sounded to
him like the county was waiving any responsibility for that county road because the city had an
obligation to find a funding source. Barry said this was not accurate as we tried to work with the city
to get other, new economic stimulus funding that became available after last month’s meeting— which
wasn't successful. Barry added that we have been and continue to be supportive of possible future
funding of the project. Barry clarified further that to this point, we have not seen it as being a higher
priority than other projects, as we have reviewed in meetings and CIP discussions, and the Roads
Advisory Committee has also not found it to be a higher priority than the other listed projects. Group
discussion ensued regarding how to clarify the understanding in the minutes. Ogle suggested we add
this as a discussion in this meeting’s minutes and not modify last months since there isn't anything
contradictory in the minutes. Goldstein agreed with this.

Motion: Ogle moved to approve the minutes; Goldstein seconded; all present voted in favor.

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN —

Barry summarized the CIP process that has taken place so far and referred the group to the
materials. She said that as mentioned last month would occur, the projects had been moved around
as to which funding source would be used due to AARA funding and time lines associated with each
pot of funds, including SB 994 monies. MPC allocated $382,000 to the Hayden-Harlow project, which
is in the CIP, and since last month we down-scaled the project to meet the federal funding
requirements. Barry said the changes include the cost to the Road Fund for Hayden-Harlow is now

-2-
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$337,000 vs. $889,000. Freeing up $552,000 made it possible to recommend the JaEF3% Jvef 8
Guard Rail Project on which the RAC heard testimony at the CIP hearing. Barry handed out a 30%
Design Report for the project. Additionally, we increased the amount of the school zone flashers by
$100,000 to be $300,000. Chastain said it will still probably cost less than $300,000 because we are
looking at solar power installations etc. Bodner asked about the cost benefit savings of solar power.
Chastain explained install options and the differences in costs. Bodner asked if we know what the
cost savings are in operating the solar powered flashers. Chastain responded every five years the
battery must be replaced. Bodner received negative feedback from some cities that they didn’t work
very well. Chastain said Springfield used it in all of there schools and their only problem was the
panels were undersized and not collecting enough solar power. Goldstein added Florence has had no
problems with theirs. Barry continued and said that since last month the Maintenance Division
identified repairs needed on the Goodpasture Bridge, so $100,000 has been added to the CIP for
“structures”. All of these changes result in a net addition of $48,000 to road fund expenses, with the
difference showing up on page 1 of 6 on the Annual CIP line item. Barry said one more change
includes deleting $726,000 from the revenue listing for the Hayden Harlow project as it was in error.
She explained that on page 3 of 6 in the Tables, under Preservation/Rehabilitation, this project's
costs are only listed at $337,000, the cost to the Road Fund, with the full cost of $1.4 million only
explained in the footnote. So, the revenue coming in is not offset by the corresponding expense in the
tables, and had to be deleted to avoid double counting. Additionally, we moved the Five Rivers
Culvert project into fiscal year 10/11.

Bodner said there is language that says “the Maintenance Division plans to repaint all Lane County

covered bridges” but Lowell was just recently done. Morgan responded the intent of that text is that
Maintenance has plans over a period of time is to paint bridges on a routine, periodic basis. Bodner
asked how many years the paint will last. Morgan said about five to seven years.

Barry said tonight we are looking for a recommendation on the CIP.

Motion: Ogle moved to approve CIP as-is; Goldstein seconded; all present voted in favor.

AMERICAN RECOVERY AND REINVESTMENT ACT OF 2009 (AARA) UPDATE —

Barry stated that at the last RAC meeting she distributed a packet showing Board-adopted priorities,
or which two projects were funded - Clear Lake Road and Marcola Road - with the $1.7 million
allocated to Lane County based upon population. Barry distributed materials showing information she
was aware of about ARRA funding overall in Lane County. More than $20 million in transportation
project funding has come into Lane County. Barry directed the group to the line items showing
Cottage Grove, Florence, and Junction City funding and the projects they had chosen. She noted
Florence decided to fund the 12" Street Bicycle-Pedestrian path, and a new street in the city
industrial park with the $201,437 they will receive. Barry said Coast Guard road is a county road, so it
makes sense they would not fund it themselves, but her point from last week’s discussion is that there
is nothing that would prevent them from doing so. Barry said after last month’s meeting we received
new information that there was new money available, as the Oregon Transportation Commission
decided not to give ODOT their entire allocation —holding back $68 million to make available to local
governments and ODOT to compete for, and provided a short timeframe of everyone needing project
applications into them by Monday of the next week. Lane County submitted the EWEB bike path and
Coast Guard Station Road after Florence stepped forward and filled out the necessary information
and then Lane County submitted the application because it is a county road. However, it did not get
funded. Barry said she thought it might not have gotten funded due to its “readiness”, because on the
second pot of money, the project has to go to bid by June 17" of this year — which limits what can be
funded. This means a project must have no environmental issues or right-of-way acquisitions etc.
Florence said to Celia that they didn't believe it could make that timeline but wanted to submit it
anyway. Goldstein said he heard from the Mayor that the Coast Guard didn’t want to do it because it
would come out of their funds; Goldstein got a hold of the Coast Guard contact responsible for
properties and they had never heard of such a thing and said no one had ever inquired. Goldstein
said he then made a formal inquiry since he was able to do it on behalf of the citizens and has been
asking for our cooperation. Barry indicated she was interested in hearing more about the Mayor’s
assertion and this was the first she had heard of it. There was further discussion about the county and
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private road portions of the road. After additional requests about how to get the projdcB@RdaPBamy
stated that as a policy decision, the Roads Advisory Committee — at one of its CIP processes — has to
recommend the project as one of the priorities for funding and we have to have capital project
funding, which we no longer have as we move into a maintenance budget in the CIP. General group
discussion ensued.

V. NEXT MEETING - April 22, 2009.

VI. OTHER BUSINESS
Barry — said the next meeting packet will include information on an open house ODOT will hold on the
same night as the RAC meeting, in the Goodson Room, regarding all I-5 bridges that are being raised
because their height is substandard. They will hold an open house during our next RAC meeting,
from 3:30-6p.m..

Hayden-Harlow Road:

The RAC asked for time to discuss the public hearing so staff could report back on some of their
questions. Chastain opened the discussion by saying a lot of the feedback is that “doing this project
will create a freeway and cause people to drive faster”. Chastain said we've done a lot of these types
of striping projects before and studies of areas similar to this one over periods of years indicate there
haven’t been significant changes in driver behavior to support this concern.

Group discussion ensued. Barry summarized the committee’s requests stemming from the discussion
and said the following will be completed by next month’s meeting:

Verify rates of accident per ADT

Qualify of accidents

ODOT standards — are they necessary

Length of turnouts, queue lengths

Safety issues associated with egress/ingress, and discussion of AASHTO standards
One-sided parking/bike lane option

Land value questions

NoOOARWN =

Meeting adjourned at 7:45 p.m.

Christy Mosier
Transcribing Secretary
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74th OREGON LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY--2007 Regular Session

Enrolled
Senate Bill 994

Sponsored by Senator JOHNSON (at the request of Governor Theodore R. Kulongoski)

AN ACT

Relating to state financial administration; creating new provisions; amending ORS 291.375, 292.405,
292.410, 292.415, 292.425, 366.772 and 530.110; appropriating money; and declaring an emergency.

Be It Enacted by the People of the State of Oregon:

SECTION 1. Notwithstanding any other provision of law, the amount of $2 million is
transferred from the Problem Gambling Treatment Fund established by ORS 409.435 to the
Administrative Services Economic Development Fund established by ORS 461.540, to be
available for the biennium beginning July 1, 2007, for purposes for which moneys in the Ad-
ministrative Services Economic Development Fund may be used.

SECTION 2. (1) Notwithstanding ORS 757.612 (8), an electric company that collects a
public purpose charge from its customers and that has in its service area the Oregon Mu-
seum of Science and Industry shall transfer $4.6 million to the State Department of Energy
for the purposes described in subsection (3) of this section.

(2) Moneys described in subsection (1) of this section shall be considered to be taken from
funds collected by the electric company that remain after the allocation to education service
districts described in ORS 757.612 (3)(e) and the allocation to the Housing and Community
Services Department described in ORS 757.612 (3)(b)(D) and prior to other allocations de-
scribed in ORS 757.612 (3).

(3) Moneys transferred to the State Department of Energy under subsection (1) of this
section are continuously appropriated to the department so that the department may help
the Oregon Museum of Science and Industry with repayment of a loan made through the
Small Scale Local Energy Project Loan Program.

SECTION 3. Section 2 of this 2007 Act is repealed on June 30, 2009.

SECTION 4. Notwithstanding ORS 279A.250 to 279A.290, if the Oregon Department of
Administrative Services sells property from the State Capitol that is surplus property be-
cause of the State Capitol renovation project, the department shall deposit the net proceeds
into the Oregon State Capitol Foundation Fund established by ORS 276.003.

SECTION 5. Notwithstanding ORS 401.806 and 401.808, the amount of $9 million is trans-
ferred from the Emergency Communications Account established in ORS 401.806 (1) to the
General Fund. Moneys transferred under this section may not come from the Enhanced 9-1-1
Subaccount or from the Enhanced 9-1-1 Equipment Replacement Subaccount.

SECTION 6. Notwithstanding any other provision of law, the amount of $282,473 is
transferred from the grant to the small business development centers made by section 3 (7),
chapter 795, Oregon Laws 2005, to the Administrative Services Economic Development Fund

Enrolled Senate Bill 994 (SB 994-A) Page 1
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established by ORS 461.540, to be used for purposes for which moneys in the fund may be
used.

SECTION 7. Notwithstanding any other provision of law, not later than January 1, 2008,
the amount of $3.65 million shall be transferred from the State Forestry Department Ac-
count established by ORS 526.060 to the Forest Patrol Fund referred to in ORS 293.110 to be
available for forest fire protection administration expenses.

SECTION 8. ORS 530.110 is amended to read:

530.110. (1) All revenues derived from lands acquired without cost to the state, or acquired from
counties pursuant to ORS 530.030, shall be paid into the State Treasury and credited to the State
Forestry Department Account and shall be used exclusively for the purposes stated in subsection (3)
of this section, and in accordance with the following distribution:

(a) Fifteen percent shall be credited to the State Forests Protection Subaccount of the State
Forestry Department Account until the amount in such subaccount shall reach $475,000. Thereafter,
the revenues shall be disposed of as stated in paragraphs (b) and (c) of this subsection, unless needed
to maintain the $475,000 level. All moneys in the State Forests Protection Subaccount are appro-
priated continuously to the State Forester who may use such money under the following priorities:

(A) First, in addition to or in lieu of other moneys available, to pay the cost of protection, as
determined under ORS 477.270, for lands acquired under ORS 530.010 to 530.040.

(B) Second, to provide moneys needed for activities authorized by subsection (3) of this section.

(C) From remaining moneys, to pay costs incurred in the suppression of fire originating on or
spreading from an operation area, as defined in ORS 477.001, on state-owned forestland acquired
under ORS 530.010 to 530.040. The State Forester shall make payments with approval of the State
Board of Forestry for such fire suppression costs; except that no payments shall be made for such
costs or portion thereof when other parties are responsible under law or contracts for the payment
of such costs.

(b) Seventy-five percent of all such revenues remaining after the percentage disposed of as
stated in paragraph (a) of this subsection, shall be disposed of as provided in ORS 530.115.

(c) Twenty-five percent of all such revenues remaining after the percentage disposed of as stated
in paragraph (a) of this subsection, shall be used for the purposes set out in subsection (3) of this
section.

(2) All revenues from lands other than lands designated in subsection (1) of this section, ac-
quired under ORS 530.010 to 530.040, shall be paid into the State Treasury and credited to the State
Forestry Department Account and shall be used exclusively for the purposes stated in subsection (3)
of this section, and in accordance with the following distribution:

(a) Until each legal subdivision of the lands has been credited with an amount equal to the
purchase price thereof, the revenues shall reimburse the State Forestry Department Account. If
sufficient revenue to reimburse the State Forestry Department Account is not generated from the
purchased parcels within five years from the date of acquisition, the State Forester, with the con-
sent of the affected county, shall deduct all or portions of the unreimbursed purchase costs from the
revenue distributed to that county in accordance with ORS 530.115 (1). Thereafter paragraphs (b),
(c) and (d) of this subsection apply.

(b) The percentage required under subsection (1)(a) of this section shall be credited to the State
Forests Protection Subaccount, thereafter, the revenues shall be disposed of as stated in paragraphs
(c) and (d) of this subsection.

(¢) Seventy-five percent of all such revenues remaining after paragraphs (a) and (b) of th1s sub-
section have been complied with, shall be disposed of as provided in ORS 530.115.

(d) Twenty-five percent of all such revenues remaining after the percentage disposed of as stated
in paragraphs (a) and (b) of this subsection, shall be used for the purposes set out in subsection (3)
of this section.

(3) Unless otherwise consented to in advance and in writing by the counties from which
the state has acquired lands without cost to the state or pursuant to ORS 530.130, the moneys
in the State Forestry Department Account derived from those percentages of revenues set out in
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subsections (1)(c) and (2)(d) of this section shall be used exclusively for the redemption of Oregon
forest development revenue bonds and payment of interest thereon, for the acquisition, development
and management of forestlands and for such other purposes as are necessary in carrying out ORS
530.010 to 530.110.

SECTION 9. ORS 291.375 is amended to read:

291.375. (1) Prior to the submission of any application for financial assistance or grants from the
United States or any agency thereof by or on behalf of any agency of this state, the application must
be submitted for legislative review in the following manner:

(a) If the application is to be submitted to the federal government when the Legislative Assem-
bly is in session, the application shall be submitted to the Joint Committee on Ways and Means for
review.

(b) If the application is to be submitted to the federal government when the Legislative Assem-
bly is not in session, the application shall be submitted to the Emergency Board or to the interim
Joint Committee on Ways and Means for review.

(2) If the legislative agency authorized under subsection (1) of this section to review applications
described therein approves the application, it may be submitted to the appropriate federal agency.
If the legislative agency disapproves of the application, it shall not be submitted to any federal
agency unless it is or can be modified to meet the objections of the legislative agency.

(3) Notwithstanding subsection (1) of this section, the Joint Committee on Ways and Means and
the Emergency Board may exempt any state agency from the requirements of this section. Project
grants for departmental research, organized activities related to instruction, sponsored research or
other sponsored programs carried on within the Department of Higher Education, for which no
biennial expenditure limitations have been established, are exempt from the requirements of this
section.

(4) The review required by this section is in addition to and not in lieu of the requirements of
ORS 293.550.

SECTION 10. ORS 292.405 is amended to read:

292.405. (1) The annual salary of the Chief Judge of the Court of Appeals shall be [$99,200 for
the year beginning July 1, 2001, and ending June 30, 2002, and $105,200 for the year beginning July
1, 2002, and ending June 30, 2003, and] $122,028 for the year beginning July 1, 2007, and $125,688
for each year thereafter.

(2) The annual salary of each other judge of the Court of Appeals shall be [$97,000 for the year
beginning July 1, 2001, and ending June 30, 2002, and $102,800 for the year beginning July 1, 2002,
and ending June 30, 2003, and] $119,244 for the year beginning July 1, 2007, and $122,820 for each
year thereafter.

SECTION 11. ORS 292.410 is amended to read: .

292.410. (1) The annual salary of the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court shall be [$101,500 for
the year beginning July 1, 2001, and ending June 30, 2002, and $107,600 for the year beginning July
1, 2002, and ending June 30, 2003, and] $124,812 for the year beginning July 1, 2007, and $128,556
for each year thereafter.

(2) The annual salary of each other judge of the Supreme Court shall be [$99,200 for the year
beginning July 1, 2001, and ending June 30, 2002, and $105,200 for the year beginning July 1, 2002,
and ending June 30, 2003, and] $122,028 for the year beginning July 1, 2007, and $125,688 for each
year thereafter.

SECTION 12. ORS 292.415 is amended to read:

292.415. The annual salary of each judge of a circuit court shall be [$90,400 for the year begin-
ning July 1, 2001, and ending June 30, 2002, and $95,800 for the year beginning July 1, 2002, and
ending June 30, 2003, and] $111,132 for the year beginning July 1, 2007, and $114,468 for each
year thereafter.

SECTION 13. ORS 292.425 is amended to read:

292.425. The annual salary of the judge of the Oregon Tax Court shall be [$93,300 for the year
beginning July 1, 2001, and ending June 30, 2002, and $98,900 for the year beginning July 1, 2002,
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and ending June 30, 2003, and] $114,720 for the year beginning July 1, 2007, and $118,164 for each
year thereafter.

SECTION 14. ORS 366.772, as amended by section 20, chapter 618, Oregon Laws 2003, is
amended to read:

366.772. (1) Not later than July 31 in each calendar year, the sum of $500,000 shall be withdrawn
from the appropriation specified in ORS 366.762, and the sum of $250,000 shall be withdrawn from
moneys available to the Department of Transportation from the State Highway Fund. The sums
withdrawn shall be set up in a separate account to be administered by the Department of Trans-
portation,

(2) Not later than July 31 in each calendar year, the sum of $750,000 shall be withdrawn from
the separate account described in subsection (1) of this section and distributed to counties that had
a county road base funding deficit in the prior fiscal year. A county’s share of the $750,000 shall
be based on the ratio of the amount of the county’s road base funding deficit to the total amount
of county road base funding deficits of all counties.

(3) Moneys allocated as provided in this section may be used only for maintenance, repair and
improvement of existing roads.

(4) As used in this section:

(a) “Arterial highway” has the meaning given that term in ORS 801.127.

(b) “Collector highway” has the meaning given that term in ORS 801.197.

[(@)] (¢) “County road base funding deficit” means the amount of a county’s minimum county
road base funding minus the amount of that county’s dedicated county road funding. A county has
a county road base funding deficit only if the amount of the dedicated county road funding is less
than the amount of the minimum county road base funding.

[(6)] (d) “Dedicated county road funding” for a county means:

(A} Moneys received from federal forest reserves and apportioned to the county road fund in
accordance with ORS 294.060;

(B) State Highway Fund moneys distributed to the county, other than moneys distributed under
this section and not including moneys allocated under section 15 of this 2007 Act; and

(C) Federal Highway Administration revenues allocated by formula to the county annually under
the federal-aid highway program authorized by 23 U.S.C. chapter 1. These moneys do not include
federal funds received by the county through a competitive grant process.

[(c)] (e) “Minimum county road base funding” means [$I million] $4,500 per mile of county
roads that are arterial and collector highways beginning on July 1, [2003] 2008, and thereafter
means [$1 million] $4,500 per mile of county roads that are arterial and collector highways as
adjusted annually on the basis of the Portland-Salem, OR-WA, Consumer Price Index for All Urban
Consumers for All Items, as published by the Bureau of Labor Statistics of the United States De-
partment of Labor.

SECTION 15. Notwithstanding ORS 366.739, the Department of Transportation shall dis-
tribute moneys to each county no later than November 1, 2008, in the following amounts:

Baker County $517,514
Benton County $400,000
Clackamas County $2,241,837
Clatsop County $400,000
Columbia County $400,000
Coos County $400,000
Crook County $1,215,064
Curry County $1,624,789
Deschutes County $1,230,565
Douglas County $7,353,654
Gilliam County $751,404
Grant County $3,249,760
Harney County $1,935,370
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Hood River County $867,649
Jackson County $2,078,126
Jefferson County $400,000
Josephine County $897,122
Klamath County $5,048,802
Lake County $1,816,679
Lane County $9,897,402
Lincoln County $1,651,353
Linn County $3,268,797
Malheur County $681,559
Marion County $1,282,345
Morrow County $490,013
Multnomah County $400,000
Polk County $400,000
Sherman County $761,973
Tillamook County $883,590
Umatilla County $400,000
Union County $400,000
Wallowa County $437,299
Wasco County $928,268
Washington County $400,000
Wheeler County $794,260
Yambhill County $400,000

SECTION 16. (1) If the Secure Rural Schools and Community Self-Determination Act of
2000 (P.L. 106-393) is reauthorized for the federal fiscal year beginning October 1, 2008, each
county shall match 10.89 percent of the funds the county receives from the Department of
Transportation under section 15 of this 2007 Act.

(2) If the department determines that the federal government has not reauthorized the
Secure Rural Schools and Community Self-Determination Act of 2000 or approved another
source of funding for the counties for the federal fiscal year beginning October 1, 2008, the
Oregon Transportation Commission may determine how the counties may match an amount
not to exceed 10.89 percent of the funds the counties receive from the department under
section 15 of this 2007 Act.

SECTION 17. (1) Prior to selecting transportation projects using funds distributed to the
counties by the Department of Transportation pursuant to section 15 of this 2007 Act, each
county shall consult with and solicit comments and recommendations from the cities within
the county and any appropriate advisory group.

(2) The Association of Oregon Counties shall provide a report to the Joint Committee on
Ways and Means of the Seventy-fifth Legislative Assembly no later than April 1, 2009. The
report must identify the projects funded with moneys distributed under section 15 of this
2007 Act, the budget for each project and amount of state and local moneys expended on each
project, and the start and completion dates for the projects.

SECTION 18. Notwithstanding ORS 366.507, the Department of Transportation may de-
crease the amount of moneys spent on modernization required by ORS 366.507 by 25 percent.

SECTION 19. (1) Sections 15 to 17 of this 2007 Act are repealed on June 30, 2009,

(2) Section 18 of this 2007 Act is repealed on June 30, 2011.

SECTION 20. Sections 15 to 18 of this 2007 Act become operative July 1, 2008.

SECTION 21. This 2007 Act being necessary for the immediate preservation of the public
peace, health and safety, an emergency is declared to exist, and this 2007 Act takes effect
on its passage.

Enrolled Senate Bill 994 (SB 994-A) Page 5
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RE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF LANE COUNTY Aﬂgchgfgtfg
i UAN 302008 STATE OF OREGON ag

Pity —rP

T ————
S e

ORDER NO. 09-1-28-18

In the Matter of Approving a List of Projects in
Priority Order to Submit to the Oregon
Department of Transportation (ODOT) for
Funding through the American Recovery and
Reinvestment Act of 2009

N et N g g

WHEREAS, this Emergency item was brought to the Board of Commissioners on January
28, 2009 by Public Works, and

WHEREAS, the Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT) issued a deadline of
January 30, 2009 for submitting a list of transportation priorities that can qualify for federal
funding anticipated to be made available through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act
of 2009 (the “Act”), and

WHEREAS, the Act is expected to be passed by the House of Representatives today and
by the Senate as early as February 3, 2009 and is expected to be passed at a rapid pace, and

WHEREAS, the Board wishes to show its support for funding for Lane County
transportation projects as a result of passage of the Act, and

WHEREAS, the Act requires that projects are “shovel ready” in a very short period of time,
as early as 150 days from adoption of this Order, and

WHEREAS, as a result of the emergency nature of this matter, there was no opportunity

WHEREAS, the Board wishes to ensure adequate public process is provided for in this
matter while not jeopardizing the County’s ability to use funding from the Act for transportation
projects, and

WHEREAS, the list of priorities was established through a reasonable process called the
Pavement Management System that is used annually by Lane County for prioritizing overlay
projects, and that the two projects consisting of “full depth repair” and “realignment” received
supported at a Capital Improvement Program hearing process, now, therefore, it is hereby

ORDERED that the list of Priority Projects and Prospectus Forms in Attachment Abe
submitted to ODOT and be used for discussion in developing a proposal for the MPC, and itis
further '

ORDERED that the Board reserves the right to hold a public hearing and change the list
of priorities at a future date,

Dated this 28th day of January, 2009 ' I—
W

Pete Sorenson, Chair
Lane County Board of Commissioners

APPR@VED AS TO FORM
. Lane County
M -2t -of

@EBICE OF LEGAL COUNSEL
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Maureen Weathers
29 S. Alder Street
P. O. Box 302
Lowell, OR 97452

March §, 2009

To the Road Advisory Committee:

[ support Apryl Smith’s efforts to have guardrails installed at critical points along Jasper-
Lowell Road. It would seem that the reality of two fatalities in five years along this
stretch would be reason enough to move this project to a priority high enough for funding
as soon as possible.

[ frequently drive this route into Springfield, as do many residents of the Lowell-Fall
Creek arca. We count on our children, spouses and friends to be able to make it home
safely. However, the presence of an unguarded, narrow shoulder next to a fast moving
river on one side of the road coupled with a narrow shoulder at the bottom of a steep,
wooded hillside on the other side makes traveling this road very dangerous. While we
appreciate the work the County has done on this road, a deer jumping out into the traffic
lanes from the hillside or a patch of ice under the shade of the hillside or a roadside tree
can be fatal. Guardrails on this stretch of road would at least give drivers the ability to
stay on the roadbed and avoid crashing into the river.

We all realize how tight budgets are these days but given the safety record on this stretch
of road and the potential for additional tragedies involving school children, commercial
service providers, out-of-town visitors and residents of the area, installing guardrails
would be an investment in safety that would merit moving this project above other lower
priority projects for funding as soon as possible.

Thank you for your consideration or this project.

Maureen Weathers
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BAJRACHARYA Shashi "
From: MORGAN Bill F
Sent: Tuesday, January 27, 2009 5:25 PM
To: BARRY Celia; BAIRACHARYA Shashi; CHASTAIN Ed
Cc: MILLER Marsha A; MOSIER Christy M; NELSON Arno L
Subject: FW: meeting 1/28/09

Please make sure this gets into the public record process for the CIP.
Thanks.

----- Original Message-----

From: "STEWART Faye H" <Faye. STEWART@co.lane.or.us>
To: "MORGAN Bill F* <Bil. MORGAN@co.lane.or.us>

Sent: 1/27/09 4:57 PM

Subject: FW: meeting 1/28/09

Bill,
Could you add these comments to the Roads Advisory Meeting tomorrow night?
Faye

----- Original Message-----

From: Apryl Smith [mailto:aprsmith@sps.lane.edu]
Sent: Tuesday, January 27, 2009 4:20 PM

To: STEWART Faye H

Subject: meeting 1/28/09

Dear Mr. Stewart,

| have been informed that you have a commissioner's meeting tomorrow
evening, during which time an important issue will be brought to your
attention. | am writing to persuade you to consider voting in favor

of a capital improvement proposal that affects your constituency

(myself included): a guardrail along a dangerous portion of Jasper-
Lowell Road. :

My husband and | have lived in Fall Creek for almost 9 years. Even
during that short period of time, we have been saddened to learn of
several accidents and fatalities on Jasper-Lowell Road, specifically
between milepost 2 and 3. That stretch of road runs directly next to
the river and there is nothing stopping vehicles from leaving the
road and plummeting into the frigid water. As a matter of fact, in

the past four years, two cars have done exactly that, in almost the -
same place. Both accidents were fatalities, with the drivers drowning
in their submerged vehicles: an elderly woman who taught Sunday
School at Fall Creek Christian Church, and a young man on his way to
work who apparently hit an icy spot on the road.

You might think that these are two isolated casés, but they are not.
I represent a group of concerned citizens who have complained about a
lack of guardrails at this same spot for over 50 years. They can name

1
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several people who have inadvertently ended up in the river as a
result of ice, deer, and other accidental causes. Some have been
lucky to survive, while others have not.

EPUD recently removed bushes and trees from the shoulder that once
concealed much of the lurking danger of the river below. Now there is
nothing stopping or slowing a vehicle from entering the deep pools at
the road's edge. As a matter of fact, the young man that | mentioned
previously was unfortunate enough that his car went between two
trees, entered a deep pool of icy dark water that hid his vehicle

from sight for several weeks until an aerial team spotted it
underwater. That was before EPUD cleared it further.

| contacted Lane County Public Works because | am a concerned
citizen, and most importantly, a mother of sons who will someday
drive that stretch of road. Eric, a traffic engineer, was kind enough
to visit the site, take pictures, and present our case to his
supervisor. With the budget crisis looming and the cost of this
guardrail beyond what his department could afford to support, the
decision is being transferred to you. Please review the information
presented at your meeting, drive on that road yourself, and make a
decision that could save the lives of many more people in our
community! We need a protective guardrail at that site.

Thank you for taking the time to read my email and consider the
decision. There are other requesters as well, and we may organize to
attend the public hearing in February. | wouid certainly appreciate
your response.

Respectfully,

Apryl Smith

Fall Creek, OR

(541) 741-1248 or (541) 953-0558

Note: The information contained in this message may be privileged and confidential

and protected from disclosure. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, or
an employee or agent responsible for delivering this message to the intended recipient, you
are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is
strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us
immediately by replying to the message and deleting it from your computer.

Thank you.
SPRINGFIELD SCHOOL DISTRICT 19
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BAJRACHARYA Shashi

From: Julie [Jewlz25@yahoo.com]

Sent:  Thursday, March 05, 2009 11:46 AM
To: BAJRACHARYA Shashi

Subject: Jasper Lowell Road

Hello,

As a long time resident of Lowell, and as a prior resident of Oakridge, | would implore you
to consider the possibility of a guard rail along some of the more treacherous areas of
Jasper-Lowell Road. In recent years there have been a small number of lives lost due

to vehicles becoming submersed in the river along this route. There are many times
during night, or adverse weather conditions that | have chosen to travel Hwy 58 to the
Pleasant Hill cut off, rather than travel on the "back road" from Lowell to Jasper.

As a mother whose oldest child will begin driving this year, this issue is of great concern to
me. | know an accident can happen anywhere at anytime, however, | believe that one
accidental vehicle submersion avoided is a life worth saving.

Thank you for your time,

Julic Valencia

81732 Minnow Creck Rd.
Lowell, OR 97452
541-913-0996 ccll

541-937-2471 home

03/05/2009
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BAJRACHARYA Shashi

From: Colette & Tim Ullrich [colettetim.ullrich@gmail.com]
Sent:  Tuesday, February 24, 2009 8:48 PM

To: BAJRACHARYA Shashi

Subject: guardrail along Jasper Lowell Rd

Hello Ms. Bajracharya,

I will not be able to attend the public forum for the issue concerning a new guardrail along Jasper Lowell Road that is
being heard on Wednesday evening. My family has lived in the Fall Creek area for the last 10 years. My husband drives
this road every day to and from work and we will soon have young drivers along this stretch of road too. I can't impress
upon you how important it is to have a guardrail to help protect all of us from the dangers of this stretch along the river.
If you've ever driven this part of Jasper Lowell, it would be easy for you to see just how dangerous it is, especially now
that EPUD has cleared the dead trees, brush and grass away. There is absolutely nothing to keep a driver from
inadvertently going off the road due to icy conditions, deer or other mishaps. Please add me to the list of concerned

citizens from the Lowell/Fall Creek area that would love to see an improvement to Jasper Lowell road that can help to
save lives.

Colette and Tim Ullrich

02/25/2009
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Nov 10-08

Bill Morgan, PE

County Engineer

3040 North Delta Highway,
Eugene, Oregon

97408

Mr. Morgan :

Thank you for your letter of July 23 re the guardrail on Jasper-Lowell Road
at Mile Post 2.5 to 3.0. We certainly understand budget constraints as you
discussed.

Currently the electric crews are removing brush along the roadside in this
area. This highlights the risk along these curves, and with the onset of fog
and ice ,we feel the need to revisit this concern.

Your letter indicates, in 2002 the department was aware “that over 2 miles

of road met guardrail warrants.” Six years have passed, perhaps one life
could have been saved.

We would ask during the next budget deliberations and allotment of funds,
that this area be given a higher priority for the recommended placement of
guardrail in the not to distant future.

Sincerely,

Joyce Foster and Emil Kordon.

Please circulate to the following-

Amo Nelson-  Road Maintenance Manager
Celia Barry- Transportation Manager
John Petsch- Senior Engineering Associate

Frank Simas-  Acting Div Manager
Edward Chastain- Lane County Traffic Engineer
Oliver Snowden- Lane County Public Works Director
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Mr. Arno Nelson
Road Maintenance Manager,
Lane County Public Works.

The recent tragedy at the Junction of the Willamette and
Fall Creek rivers has prompted this letter, The stretch of
highway on Jasper Lowell road about one quarter mile
from milepost three, just prior to Jasper Mountain requires
an assessment for placement of a guard rail. ..

There is no available shoulder on either of the:curves,
leaving nothing to provide some protecti,dii‘_"’fr’bﬁl "the river.
The water is very deep right at the junction 6f these two
rivers.

This highway has experienced increased traffic, many
vehicles pulling boats or trailers, and frequent deer
crossings.

Emil Kordon has driven this highway for fifty years

and is aware of many accidents ,we, as well as many of our
neighbors have witnessed many high risk situations in

this particular area.

We would appreciate your attention to these concerns.

Sincerley,
Cc Ollie Snowden
Director LCPW.
Joyce Foster and
Emil Kordon
38100 Pengra Road
Fall Creek.Or 97438

Phone-937-2632
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BAJRACHARYA Shashi

From: PINE John N [John.N.Pine@state.or.us]
Sent: Tuesday, February 24, 2009 9:13 AM

To: BAJRACHARYA Shashi

Subject: install guardrail along Jasper-Lowell Road

Commissioners of Lane County,
I am writing in support of the proposal to install a guardrail along the most dangerous section of the Jasper-Lowell
Road. The section between mile posts 2 and 3 seem to be the most dangerous.

I live in Lowell and travel on this stretch of road often. I occasionally drive on this road for work as well. I have
responded to incidents on the roadway as a volunteer EMT. Related to that, I have the effects of vehicles colliding with
guardrails versus being airborne or going over an embankment. I must tell you that the greater damage to life and limb
comes from not having a barrier such as a guardrail that can at the very least slow down a vehicle.

My greatest concern is that my family uses this road all times of the year. I have a wife and two young children. We
take the Jasper-Lowell Road to get to Springfield for food, medical care, and other daily living needs. Although we
drive defensively and cautiously, periods of ice and snow, heavy rain or fog all have the potential to allow a vehicle to go
off road without warning. Putting up guardrails would allow for safer driving during these periods because there would
be a physical presence to gauge distance and speed. Without that barrier it can be difficult to see the road side and get
dangerously close to the outside shoulder.

I understand the budget is in critical condition. I just ask that you consider this important project if and when funds do
become available.

Thank you for your time and attention,
Respectfully

John Pine
Lowell, OR
541-937-4328

02/24/2009
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From: wrweathers@att.net

Sent:  Thursday, March 05, 2009 4:46 PM
To: * BAJIRACHARYA Shashi

Cc: GALVIN Michael (SMTP)

Subject: RAC testimony

Roads Advisory Committee:

The portion of Jasper-Lowell Road between Jasper Mtn Center and the confluence of the Middle Fork
and Fall Creek has a narrow shoulder and no guard rail. We have lost quite a few people who slipped
off the shoulder there, and into the river and drowned. We urge you to install a guard rail at this
location.

Thank you for your consideration.
Warren Weathers, Mayor
City of Lowell

P.O.Box 490
Lowell, OR 97452

03/06/2009
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BAJRACHARYA Shashi

From: Tracey [tralynns@yahoo.com]

Sent:  Thursday, February 26, 2009 11:45 AM
To: BAJRACHARYA Shashi

Subject: Guardrails on Lowell Jasper Road.

Hello Ms. Bajracharya,

Re: Wednesday Evening Forum: Consideration of guardrail along Jasper Lowell Road.

We are unable to attend this forum. My husband been a resident of Fall Creek for 40+ years. He has driven this road to
and from work almost daily during this time. I have lived in Fall Creek and driven this road for 15 years. We will also
soon have young drivers that will be driving it.  can't begin to impress how badly guardrails are needed along this stretch
to protect us and everyone driving this stretch along the river.

In all of the time we have been driving this road, it has never been so dangerous, now that that treat and brush have been
cleared. It has also never been so occupied. There is nothing left to protect a driver from the cliff fall and landing in the
river. This road is curvy and frequently icy. There is also often deer and other wildlife surprising you when you drive it.
It has become a commonly used road for more and more people.

Please add us to the list of concerned citizens from the Lowell/Fall Creek area that believe this is a necessary
improvement that needs to be made for Jasper Lowell road to be a safe road.

Tracey Jearls

Harlan Jearls

02/26/2009
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BAJRACHARYA Shashi

From: MICHAEL GALVIN [mgalvin@pacbell.net]
Sent:  Thursday, March 05, 2009 4:42 PM

To: BAJRACHARYA Shashi

Cc: STEWART Faye H

Subject: Jasper-Lowell Road Guardrails

This communication is a request that the Lane County Road Advisory Committee support of
the installation of guardrails on Jasper-Loweli Road in the area of mile posts 2 and 3.

| am a resident of Fall Creek and frequent user of Jasper-Lowell road and have had serious
concerns about the hazardous condition which Lane County has allowed to exist by not
providing guardrails to prevent vehicles from leaving the roadway and entering the adjacent
waterways. The design of the roadway and the presence of ice and/or wildlife at various times
of the year have created a situation where there have been serious injuries and loss of life.

As a member of both the Lowell Rural Fire Protection District Board and the Lowell School
District Board, | am very aware of the numerous emergency responses to the area as well as

the daily danger to the many students transported along that section of Jasper-Lowell Road in
the school district's buses.

| strongly urge Lane County to provide appropriate guardrails on this hazardous section of
county roadway and mitigate this situation before another incident occurs.

Thank you,
Michael J. Galvin

39557 Place Road
Fall Creek, Oregon

03/06/2009





