AGENDA COVER MEMO

DATE: October 29, 2003

TO: Lane County Board of Commissioners

DEPT: | PllJlinc Works |

PRESENTED BY: Sonny Chickering, County Engineer | | - '
AGENDA ITEM TITLE: IN THE MATTER OF APPROVING A PROJECT DES',IGN |

CONCEPT FOR NORTH GAME FARM ROAD MP 0.413 TO MP
1.69 BASED ON THE DESIGN CONCEPT IN EXHIBIT B; AND
AUTHORIZING STAFF TO PREPARE A RIGHT-OF-WAY PLAN
NECESSARY TO CONSTRUCT THE ROAD, PURSUE ALL
NECESSARY PLANNING ACTIONS AND PREPARE PLANS
AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR IMPROVEMENT OF SAID ROAD.

MOTION

Move adoption of Board Order.

{ISSUE OR PROBLEM

Should the Board adopt the Roads Advisory Committee's recommended design concept
for North Game Farm Road as presented?

DISCUSSION

A. Background

North Game Farm Road is a Major Collector road that runs along the northeast edge of
the City of Eugene Urban Growth Boundary. In general, North Game Farm Road serves
as a connection between Springfield and Eugene, Springfield and Coburg, and Coburg
Road, Crescent Avenue, and the Beltline/Gateway area. The Urban Growth Boundary
(UGB) is positioned down the center of a majority of the roadway. The improvement
project proposal is to modernize the roadway by bringing the road up to urban standards
along the west side, within the UGB, and rural standards along the east side, outside of
the UGB, The limits of the project are from the intersection of Coburg Road, south to the
Eugene-County line just south of Old Coburg Road. The section of North Game Farm
Road going south from the City-County line to the I-5 overpass is not included in this
project, but is planned to be built in the next 3 to 5 years by the City of Eugene. The
County project is budgeted in the County’s Capital Improvement Program (CIP) for
construction in the 04/05 fiscal year, and the current estimated costs are $2,000,000 for
construction and $200,000 for right-of-way (R/W) acquisition.
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Staff held an open house public meeting in Eugene on July 9, 2003. The Roads Advisory
Committee (RAC) subsequently held a Public Hearing on the project on July 23, 2003.
Written comments were received until August 1, 2003. A total of 23 separate written and
verbal comments were received (see Attachment 1). A list of comments is summarized in
Exhibit B to the Board Order.

The RAC reviewed the public meeting record and adopted recommendations and findings
specifying a design concept for North Game Farm Road on August 27, 2003 (see
Attachment 1 for minutes). The recommended design concept is attached as Exhibit B to
the Board Order. '

B. Analysis

A major intersection within the project is the Crescent Dri\)elArmitage Road intersection at,
approximately milepost (MP) 0.948. Several requests have been made to the Department
of Public Works for a signal or some other improvement to make this intersection safer.

- Aware of this concern, the County Traffic Engineer conducted a warrant study to
determine if a traffic signal at this location would meet design and safety standards. It
was concluded that the intersection did meet at least one warrant for a traffic signal, which
could be incorporated into any improvement project adopted by the Board of
Commissioners. -

With this in mind, the Transportation Planning Section developed three (3) options for the
public to consider in addressing the Crescent Drive/Armitage Road intersection:

Option 1: Realign Armitage Road with Signal

This option realigns approximately 900 feet of Armitage Road to
bring it to a perpendicular approach with North Game Farm
Road. This option proposes a signal installation at the new
intersection.

Option 2: Separate Armitage Road from Crescent Drive

This option represents an effort to separate the high volume of
turning movements at Crescent Drive from those coming out of
Armitage Road. The intent being to reduce the number of
conflicts at Crescent Drive while squaring up Armitage Road with
North Game Farm Road.

Option 3: Roundabout at Crescent Drive with a realigned
Armitage Road

This option realigns Armitage Road as in Option 1 and utilizes a
modern roundabout instead of a traffic signal for intersection
control.

Figure 3
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These options were presented at the public Open House and again at the Roads Advisory
Committee’s public hearing on the project. Please see the Major Issues — Public
Testimony section of Exhibit B to review specific public comments on the options.

Preferred Option

The Roads Adviééry Committee and staff recommend the design concept that
incorporates Option 1 for the Crescent Drive/Armitage Road intersection. '

Major issues )

Of the 22 written comments received, 8 gave outright support and 14 supported the
project with conditions. There were no comments that did not support the project.

The Department received two written comments duting the 30-day comment period for
review of the Roads Advisory Committee's recommendation. The concerns raised are
~ addressed in the design concept document.

The Roads Advisory Committee deliberations identified three specific elements of the
project proposal.

1. Curbside vs. Setback sidewalks
The original design drawings presented to the public incorporated curbside
sidewalks.. In response to testimony submitted by the City of Eugene Transportation
staff, the RAC felt that setback sidewalks (with a planter strip for landscaping) would
provide a better buffer between pedestrians and vehicles. The use of setback
sidewalks requires adjacent property owners to maintain the planter strips. In this
corridor, there are many houses with rear lot lines that are fenced and staff has
concems that the planter strips will not be maintained adequately. The RAC felt that
increases in safety for pedestrians outweighed any potential inconveniences in rear
lot line maintenance. !

2. Speed Zone
The entire project length is under the Basic Rule as defined by Oregon Vehicle Code
811.100, not to exceed 55 mph. The RAC discussed whether or not to request a
speed study before or after the project is constructed. Timing of the speed zone
study is important because if you perform the study before improvements are made
(curb, gutter, sidewalk, etc.) the speed zone is likely not to change and the design of
the project will proceed accordingly. In this case, horizontal and vertical curvature
will be designed for a 60 mph design speed consistent with design standards except
at two curves at the west end of the project limits.

However, if the improvements are made and then a speed study is performed, the
improvements may affect the speed cars are comfortable traveling and could end up
reducing the posted speed. The argument being, that if one waits to do the speed
zone study, it may result in an over-designed roadway.

The Roads Advisory Committee is recommending, upon approval of a design
concept by the Board, that the Public Works Department request a speed
investigation from ODOT for this section of North Game Farm Road to determine if a
speed zone should be established.
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3. Side-slope design
An issue was raised in public testimony concerning a vegetative buffer that exists
between North Game Farm Road and residents on the east side of the roadway.
The residents are outside of the UGB, and they requested that measures be'taken
to preserve this buffer. The original design included 6:1 side slopes.on the drainage
ditch along the east side of the road. The Roads Advisory Committee is
recommendlng that steeper 4.1 slopes be used in areas where doing so will help
save the trees. Typically, for the parameters specified for this project, 6:1 slopes are
recommended, but 4:1 is allowed. !

For ease of construction and uniformity reasons, staff recommends usmg 4:1 slopes
throughout the entire project as a standard. This is reflected in the design concept
in Exhibit B..

Land Use Considerations

Zoning within the project area on lands within the County’s Iand use jUFISdICtIOﬂ (out5|de of
the urban growth boundary) is Exclusive Farm Use, 30-acre minimum (E-30).

The realignment aspect of Option 1 requires a Special Use Permit pursuant to LC
16.212(4)(r). This permit is required for land use decisions that involve ‘discretior’, i.e.,
where the criteria for approval are subjective. The purpose of the process is to provnde
public notice and opportunity for appeal.

C. Alternatives/Options

1. Adopt Board Order approving the design concept as presented in Exhibit B to the
Order, which generally includes a continuous center turn lane, setback sidewalk, curb
and gutter on the west side, rural paved shoulder and ditch on the east, and Option 1
for the Crescent Drive/Armitage Road intersection.

Revise Board Order as Board sees fit.

Do not adopt the Board Order and do nothing.

o «h

. Recommendations

1. The Roads Advisory Committee and staff recommend Alternative/Option 1.

E. Timin

The Capital improvement Program shows the North Game Farm Road project scheduled
for construction in the summer of 2005. Board action is needed to keep the project on
delivery schedule.

IMPLEMENTATION/FOLLOW-UP

Upon adoption of this Board Order approving the design concept for North Game Farm
Road from MP 0.413 TO MP 1.69, Public Works staff will prepare a right-of-way plan to
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accommodate the alignment, road width, and other requirements of the road. They will
also pursue all necessary planning actions, acquire right-of-way, and prepare plans and
specifications. They will also request that a speed zone investigation be performed by the
Oregon Department of Transportation.

V. ATTACHMENTS
BOARD ORDER |
EXHIBIT A — Right-of-Way Acquisition List \
EXHIBIT B — Design Concept and Findings

ATTACHMENT 1 — North Game Farm Road Public Record as of 10/13/2003



IN THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF LANE COUNTY
STATE OF OREGON

IN THE MATTER OF APPROVING A PROJECT DESIGN
CONCEPT FOR NORTH GAME FARM ROAD MP 0.413 TO
MP 1.69° BASED ON THE DESIGN CONCEPT IN
EXHIBIT B; AND AUTHORIZING STAFF TO PREPARE A
RIGHT-OF-WAY PLAN NECESSARY TO' CONSTRUCT
THE ROAD, PURSUE ALL NECESSARY PLANNING
ACTIONS AND PREPARE PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS
FOR IMPROVEMENT OF SAID ROAD.

ORDER NO.

R . L N L L )

WHEREAS, improvement of North Game Farm Road, MP 0.413 TO MP 1.69, has been
approved for funding through adoption of the FY 2003-04 through FY 2007-08 Capital Improvement
Program; and ‘

WHEREAS, speciél assessments shall be levied for urban imprdvements as outlined in Lane
Code 15.600 through 15.645; and ‘

WHEREAS, Lane Manual 15.580 establishes a process for citizen involvement for individual road
improvement projects; and

WHEREAS, a public hearing was held by the Roads Advisory Committee on July 23, 2003 to
consider improvement of this portion of North Game Farm Road; and

WHEREAS, on August 27, 2003 the Roads Advisory Commitiee reviewed the public meeting
record and the report prepared by County staff, and adopted recommendations and findings specifying a
design concept for North Game Farm Road, MP (.413 TO MP 1.88; and

WHEREAS, the recommendations and findings were mailed to property owners within the project
area; and '

WHEREAS, The Board considered the Roads Advisory Committee’s recommendation on
Cctober 28, 2003; and

WHEREAS, the Board has determined it is necessary and in the public's interest to acquire fee or
other interests in certain properties, as listed in EXHIBIT A, attached hereto and made a part here of, from
owners and others as their interests may appear of record to serve the needs of Lane County, and that the
public welfare will be benefited by the improvement of said public improvement and the Board being fully
advised; and

WHEREAS, the Board has concurred in the necessity of the improvement and believes that the
proposed project is most compatible with the greatest public good and the least private injury, NOW
THEREFORE, BE IT

ORDERED, that the Board approve the project design concept identified in EXHIBIT B for the
improvement of North Game Farm Road, MP 0.413 TO MP 1.69, based on the findings in EXHIBIT B;
AND, BEIT

ORDERED, that the Board delegates authority for determination of all other project design
standards not identified in the design concept, and exceptions to design standards, to the County
Engineer consistent with this Order; AND, BE IT



ORDERED, that staff prepare a right-of-way plan necessary to construct the road: pursue all
necessary planning actions; acquire right-of-way and prepare plans and specifications for improvement of
North Game Farm Road, pursuant to this order, AND, BE IT

RESOLVED, that under authority granted in ORS Chapter 35 and consistent with ORS Chapter
281, that there exists a necessity to acquire and immediately occupy real property in order to improve
North Game Farm Road to serve the needs of Lane County for the general use and benefit of Lane
County; AND, BE IT - . ‘

RESOLVED, that the cost of the improvements be assessed to the benefiting- properties in
accordance with the Lane County Special Assessment Policy as oullined in Lane Code Chapter 15 and
ORS 371.625 and 371.640, which states that the cost of assessable items be assessed to the abutting
properties on a cost per front foot basis which is determined in the following manner: curbs and gutters by
the linear foot; sidewalks by the square yard, excluding driveway sections and driveways by the square
vard; plus engineering and administrative costs; AND, BE IT

ORDERED, that the Director of Public Works Department investigate the proposed improvements
~ and present a report to the Board of County Commissioners as specified in ORS 371.625; AND, BE IT

RESOLVED AND ORDERED, that the Director of the Department of Public Works or the
Director’s representative is hereby delegated the authority to purchase the necessary real property in
accordance with Lane Manual chapter 21 and to execute related instruments to accomplish the'property
acquisition. If Lane County is unable by negotiations to reach an agreement for the acquisition of the
necessary real property rights, the Office of Legal Counsel of Lane County is hereby authorized to
commence and prosecute in the Circuit Court of Lane County, in the name of Lane County, any necessary
proceedings for the condemnation and immediate possession of necessary real property rights and for the
assessment of damages for the taking thereof.

DATED this day of 2003.

Peter Sorenson, Chair ‘
Lane County Board of Commissioners

APPROVED AS TO FORM

Date jCjJ_T} 103’4& 2 county
L S

OFFITE GF YEGRL COUNSEL

IN THE MATTER OF APPROVING A PROJECT DESIGN CONCEPT FOR NORTH GAME FARM ROAD MP 0.413 TQ MP
1.69 BASED ON THE DESIGN CONCEPT IN EXHIBIT B; AND AUTHORIZING STAFF TO PREPARE A RIGHT-OF-WAY
PLAN NECESSARY TO CONSTRUCT THE ROAD, PURSUE ALL NECESSARY PLANNING ACTIONS AND PREPARE
PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR IMPROVEMENT QF SAID ROAD.



Parcel
Number

1346-01

1346-02

1346-03

1346-04

1346-05

1346-06

1346-07

1346-08

1346-09

EXHIBIT A

Lane County Department of Public Works

Road Assessment System Property Listing - Sorted by Parcel
N. GAME FARM RD (MP 0.41 - MP 1.69)

Tax Lot Information

17-03-09-31
TL #800

17-03-09-31
TL #5900

17-03-09-31
TL #1000

17-03-09-31
TL #1100

17-03-09-31
TL #200

17-03-09-31
TL #100

17-03-05-00
TL #2806

17-03-09-00
TL #2800

17-03-09-00
TL #2802

Account Number

1431673

0148849

0148864

0148872

0148542

0148500

1446705 -

0148724

1405446

Name and Address

SCHRAM CHARMALEE
3699 COBURG RD
EUGENE, OR 97401- ,

SCHRAM CHARMALLE
3699 COBURG RD
EUGENE, OR 97401-

EUGENE CHRISTIAN FELLOWSHIP
89780 N GAME FARM RD
EUGENE, OR 97401-

EUGENE CHRISTIAN FELLOWSHIP
39780 N GAME FARMRD
EUGENE, OR 97401-

NORTHWEST PIPELINE CORP
PO BOX 58900

AD VALOREM TAX MS 10453
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84158-

HOLLAND RONNY G
1220 MARSH ST
SAN LUIS OBISPO, CA 93401-

WIPER CHARLES JR & M 80%
4222 COMMERCE 8T
EUGENE, OR 97402-

WIPER CHARLES JR & M 80%
PO BOX 5037
BEND, OR 97708-

EUGENE CHRISTIAN
89780 GAME FARM RD
EUGENE, OR 97401-

Friday, October 17, 2003
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Parcel
Number

1346-10

1346-11

1346-12

1346-13

1346-14

1346-15

1346-16

1346-17

1346-18

EXHIBIT A

Lane County Department of Public Works

Road Assessment System Property Listing - Sorted by Parcel
N. GAME FARM RD (MP (.41 - MP 1.69)

Tax Lot Information

17-03-09-00
TL #2807

17-03-09-00
TL #2803

17-03-16-12
TL #300

17-03-16-12
TL #200

17-03-16-12
TL #6900

17-03-16-12
TL #6800

17-03-16-12
TL #6700

17-03-16-12
TL #6600

17-03-16-12
TL #6500

Account Number

1468055

0148765

1418514

1418506

1630910

1630902

1630894

1630886

1630878

Name and Address

EUGENE CHRISTIAN FELLOWSHIP
89780 N GAME FARM RD
EUGENE, OR 97401-

BUSSELL WARRENR
89670 GAME FARM
EUGENE, OR 97401 -

WOSTMANN PAUL A & DEBORAH J
1575 SE BROOKWOOD AVE
HILLSBORO, OR 97123-

WOSTMANN PAUL A & DEBORAH )
1575 SE BROOKWOQOD AVE
HILLSBORO, OR 97123-

KUYKENDALL JAMES & KRISTA
2853 MARTINIQUE AVE |
EUGENE, OR 97408-

MOCK GLENDA
2849 MARTINIQUE AVE
EUGENE, OR 97408-

ANSLOW & DEGENEAULT INC
1953 GARDEN AVE
EUGENE, OR 97403-

ROWE CHRIS T & KINDLE PERKINS
1367 NAPA VALLEY LN
EUGENE, OR 97404~

VELURE LYLE C & MARGARET H
2835 MARTINIQUE AVE
EUGENE, OR 97408-

.Friday, October 17, 2003

Page 206/ 5



Parcel
Number

1346-19

1346-20

1346-21

1346-22

1346-23

1346-24

1346-25

1346-26

1346-27

EXHIBIT A

Lane County Department of Public Works

Road Assessment System Property Listing - Sorted by Parcel
N. GAME FARM RD (MP 0.41 - MP 1.69)

Tax Lot Information

17-03-16-12
TL #6400

17-03-16-12
TL #6300

17-03-16-12
TL #6200

17-03-16-12
TL #405

17-03-16-12
TL #404

17-03-16-12
TL #403

17-03-16-12
TL #402

17-03-16-00
TL #106

17-03-16-00
TL #2700

Account Number

1630860

1630852

1630845

1583648

1583630

1583622

1583614

1134814

1255395

Name and Address

HAYTER-STEVENS G JOAN
2831 MARTINIQUE AVE
EUGENE, OR 97408-

PRESTON CHRISTOPHER & ALICIA
2827 MARTINQUE AVE '
EUGENE, OR 97408-

PREVEDELLO JOHN A & LISA G
2823 MARTINIQUE AVE
EUGENE, OR 97408-

MURAVEZ RUDOLPH C & KAREN S
2779 BARBADOS DR
EUGENE, OR 97408-

LEYVA OSCAR & DIANA
2771 BARBADOS DR
EUGENE, OR 97408-

HUGHES REX I & KRISTA K
2765 BARBADOS DR
EUGENE, OR 97408-

ANDERSON WILLIAMB & MR
2757 BARBADOS DR
EUGENE, OR 97408-

HOILAND LAND COMPANY LLC
89899 COBURG RD
EUGENE, OR 97408-

SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRANSP CO
1700 FARNAM ST

UNION PACIFIC CORP

OMAHA, NE 63102-

Friday, October 17, 2003
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Parcel
Number

1346-28

1346-29

1346-30

1346-31

1346-32

1346-33

1346-35

1346-36

13465-37

EXHIBIT A

, Lane County Department of Public Works'

Road Assessment System Property Listing - Sorted by Parcel

Tax Lot Information

17-03-15-00
TL #500

17-03-16-13
TL #4300

17-03-16-13
TL #4200

17-03-16-13
TL #4100

17-03-16-13
TL #5000

17-03-16-41
TL #300

17-03-09-11
TL #300

17-03-16-41
TL #200

17-03-16-41
TL #201

N. GAME FARM RD (MP 0.41 - MP 1.69)

Account Number

0150142

1583549

1583531

1583523

1645918

0156878

1255387

1424108

1598695

Name and Address

HARMON LARRY G
3556 MAHLON AVE
EUGENE, OR 97401-

RAYLRICHARDCIR &S M .
2749 BARBADOQOS DR
EUGENE, OR 97408-

RAYL RICHARDCIJR &S M
2749 BARBADOS DR
EUGENE, OR 97408-

MCINTYRE WILLIAM C & KRISTY '
2735 BARBADOS DR
EUGENE, OR 97408-

ZACORNLLC
POBOX 10167
EUGENE, OR 97440-

NORTHWEST PIPELINE CORP
PO BOX 58900

AD VALOREM TAX MS 10453
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84158-

SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRANSP CO
1700 FARNAM ST

UNION PACIFIC CORP

OMAHRA, NE 68102-

OR DEPT OF TRANSPORTATION
TRANSPORTATION BLDG RD #411
SALEM, OR 97310-

MML PROPERTIES LLC
PO BOX 7668
EUGENE, OR 97401-

Friday, October 17, 2003

Paged of 5



EXHIBIT A

Lane County Department of Public Works
Road Assessment System Property Listing - Sorted by Parcel
N. GAME FARM RD (MP 0.4] - MP 1.69)

Parcel
Number Tax Lot Information Account Number Name and Address
1346-38 17-03-16-41 ¥ 1255403 ‘ BAXTER DONALD G
TL #100 3862 FRIAR CRT
\ SALEM, OR 97302- '
1346-39 17-03-21-11 0179521 EUGENE WATER & ELEC BOARD
TL #200 PO BOX 16148
' EUGENE, OR 97440-

Friday, October 17, 2003
Page 50f5



EXHIBIT B

LANE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
ADOPTED DESIGN CONCEPT AND FINDINGS

North Game Farm Road Improvement Project

October 28, 2003
BACKGROUND '

North Game Farm Road is a Major Collector road that runs along the east edge of the City of
Eugene Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). Major Collectors are used primarily to channel traffic
from neighborhoods to arterials, and to provide connection to commercial or industrial districts in
urban areas. In rural areas, major collectors provide connections from outlying areas to the
arterial system {primarily state highways). In general, North Game Farm Road serves as a
connection between Springfield and Eugene, Springfield and Coburg, and serves as a local

+connection to I-5 via Beltline Road. The road is unique in that the Urban Growth Boundary for
the City of Eugene is positioned down the center of a majority of the roadway; and, the
improvement project proposal is to moderize the roadway by bringing the road up fo urban
standards along the west side, within the UGB, and rural standards along the east side, ocutside
of the UGB. The limits of the project will be from the intersection of Coburg Road, south to the
Eugene-County line just south of Old Coburg Road. The section of North Game Farm Road
going south from the City-County line to the I-5 overpass is not included in this project, but is
planned to be built in the next 3 to § years by other jurisdictions. The project is identified in the
Eugene-Springfield Transportation Plan (TransPlan) as project #654. This project is budgeted in
the County's Capital Improvement Program (CIP) for construction in the 04/05 fiscal year, and
the current estimated costs are $2,000,000 for construction and $200,000 for right-of-way (R/W)
acquisition.

A major intersection within the project is the Crescent Drive/Armitage Road intersection at
approximately milepost (MP) 0.948. Several complaints have been received by the Department
of Public Works requesting that a signal or some other improvement be constructed to make this
intersection feel “safer”. :
Aware of this concern, the County Traffic Engineer conducted a warrant study to determine if a
traffic signal at this location would meet design and safety standards. It was concluded that the
intersection did meet at least one warrant for a traffic signal, which could be incorporated into
any improvement project adopted by the Board of Commissioners.

With this in mind, the Transportation Planning Section developed three (3) options for the public
to consider in addressing the Crescent Drive/Armitage Road intersection:

Option 1: Realign Armitage Road with Signal

This option realigns approximately 900 feet of Armitage Road to
bring it to a perpendicular approach with North Game Farm
Road. This option proposes a signal installation at the new
intersection.
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Option 2: Separate Armitage Road from Crescent Drive

This option represents an effort to separate the high volume of
turning movements at Crescent Drive from those coming out of
Armitage Road. The intent being to reduce the number of
conflicts at Crescent Drive while squaring up Arm|tage Road with
North Game Farm Road.

Option 3: Roundabout at Crescent Drive W|th a realigned
Armitage Road

This option realigns Armitage Road as in Option 1 and utilizes a
modern roundabout instead of a traffic signal for intersection
control.

Figure 3 .

These options were presented at the public Open House and again at the Roads Advisory
Committee’s public hearing on the project. Please see the Major Issues ~ Public Testimony section
of this document to review specific public comments on the options. -

RECOMMENDED DESIGN CONCEPT

The Board of Commissioners adopts the following design concept that incorporates Option 1 for-
the Crescent Drive/Armitage Road. intersection.

e Alignment

Besides North Game Farm Road, there are other intersecting streets that are affected by
the project. Alignment options are as follows.

North Game Farm Road — The proposal will generally follow the existing centerline for the
entire length of the project. A centerline shift of approximately 10 feet to the east will occur
from engineering Station 7+43 (just north of the southern driveway of Eugene Christian
Fellowship) to Station 59+22 (just south of Old Coburg Road). This centerline shift is being
proposed to minimize right-of-way impacts on the developed properties along the west side
of North Game Farm Road. These properties have fences placed near the property line.

Old Coburg Road — The intersection of Old Coburg Road at North Game Farm Road wiill
be improved with curb, gutter and sidewalk. These features will better delineate the
intersection, as opposed to the "wide-open” asphalt intersection that currently exists. No
alignment shift is proposed. :

Crescent Avenue and Armitage Road — The proposal is to realign Armitage Road for
approximately the first 900 feet and bring Armitage Road into the intersection perpendicuiar
to North Game Farm Road. Currently, the intersection is at a very awkward angle, making
turning movements and decision making difficult. The proposed perpendicuiar alignment is
possible by introducing a reverse curve with approximately 90 feet of tangent length starting
at Crescent Avenue, and proceeding to a point back to the existing alignment of Armitage
Road. The proposed alignment shift varies from 0 feet to a maximum of about 160 feet to
the south of the current roadway center line.
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Coburg Road — The proposal is to tie into the existing alignment and geometry at Coburg
Road, and to install a signal based on design volumes and speeds. Pedestrian crossings
will also be safer at the intersection due to the new signalization and installation of marked
.crosswalks. ‘

e Typical Section

North Game Farm Road — As previously discussed, the roadway typical section will include
elements of both urban and rural typical sections to reflect the geographic location of North
Game Farm Road along the Urban Growth Boundary. Based on the design speed and
general road classification and volumes, the typical section will incorporate a two-way center
turn lane for the entire length of the project. This turn lane will provide for a safe and
consistent corridor design, as outlined below. '

3-Lane Urban/Rural Design
Old Coburg Road to Coburg Road

Two 11-foot wide travel lanes (1 in each direction)
One 12-foot wide two-way center turn lane

Two 6-foot wide Bike Lanes

One 5-foot wide setback sidewalk (east side)

Concrete Sidewalk:

ROCK |BIKE TRAVEL -- TURN- TRAVEL  BIKE |SETBACK SIDE.
SHLDR. |LANE  LANE LANE LANE  LANE WALK
46"

Figure 4
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Armitage Road - Armitage Road will remain a two-lane rural road. It is being designed to
fit the new proposed County Design Standards to be adopted early in 2004, and it will be
designed as further outlined below.

2-Lane Rural Design
Armitage Road

¢ Two 12-foot wide travel lanes (1 in each direction)
. Shoulderlditches for roadside drainage
* Rock shoulders for vehicle safety

|

ROCK + TRAVEL : TRAVEL ROCK I !
SHLDR. LANE LANE SHLDR.
29
Figure 5

» Standards

The project shall be designed in accordance with the 2001 American Association of State
Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO) publication A Policy On Geometric Design
of Highways and Streets. Traffic control, signing, and signal devices shall comply with the
Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices, Millennium Edition and Oregon Supplements.
The Department is also utilizing the draft design standards to be considered by the Board
and planned for adoption by early 2004. ‘

» Design Speed

The design speed for North Game Farm Road is 60 mph except at the curves at the west
end of the project limits. These will continue as they are. The design speed for Armitage
Road is 25 mph. These design speeds are used to design the horizontal and vertical
alignments, as well as the final signing, striping and transitions.

+ Right-of-Way Widths

Armitage Road - The realignment of Armitage Road will be established on new right-of-way
60 feet in width from approximately Station 0+00 to Sta. 9+00. One property owner will be
impacted by this proposal.

North Game Farm Road - The existing right-of-way width along N. Game Farm Road is
approximately 60 feet. Based on very preliminary design, the maximum project right-of-way
width is projected to be 100 feet. The additional 40 feet is proposed to be taken from the
east side of the roadway corridor and is mainly due to the need for an adequate paved

4



Recommended Design Concept and Findings _ - EXHIBIT B
North Game Farm Road :

shoulder, side slope, ditch, and back slope. The east side of the road is predominantly
undeveloped, and most of the right-of-way acquisition would take place in an old 60-foot
wide Southern Pacific Rail Road corridor that has been abandoned. Some of the old
railway corridor has been purchased over the years by adjoining landowners, while some of
it is still under fee ownership of the railroad company. Approximately 10 parcels will be
impacted by the project, involving 6 different property owners. Exact right-of-way .
requirements will be developed upon adoption of this design concept and upon further
design of the roadway.

« Additional Design Exceptions

1

The County Engineer is authorized to approve design standards and exceptions to deS|gn
standards for features not specifically addressed in this document.

MAJOR ISSUES - PUBLIC TESTIMONY :

“Staff held an open house public meeting in Eugene on July 9, 2003. The Roads Advisory
Committee subsequently held a Public Hearing on the project on July 23, 2003. Written
comments were received until August 1, 2003. A total of 23 separate written and verbal
comments were received. A list of comments is summarized below with a Board of
Commissioners response, when applicable.

1. Do yéu support the improvement project as proposed? (22 comments)

Support - 8 Support with conditions — 14 Do not support - 0

2. Is there an intersection Option that you prefer over the others? (18 comments)

Option 1 (Realign Armitage Road and install a signal} — 7
Option 2 (Separate Armitage from Crescent) — 5

Option 3 (Roundabout) — 4

Other - 2 ,

3. Support for Roundabout Option/Oppose Roundabout Option. (8 cominents)
Three (3) written comments specifically supported the roundabout option, while five (5)
others specifically opposed roundabouts.

4. Support the establishment of bike lanes. (4 comments)

Four (4) written comments specifically supported the establishment of bike and/or
pedestrian facilities on North Game Farm Road.

5. Request the County establish a speed zone along North Game Farm Road.
(4 comments)

A concern was voiced about the speed of vehicles along North Game Farm Road. The
entire project length is under the Basic Rule as defined by Oregon Vehicle Code 811.100,
not to exceed 55 mph.
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The Committee recommends, upon approval of the design concept by the Board, that the
Department request a speed investigation from ODOT for this section of North Game Farm
Road to determine if a speed zone should be established.

6. Do not support curb, gutter and sidewalk improvements on the east side of North
Game Farm Road, near Coburg Road, as proposed. (3 comments)

Those who commented on this felt the improvement was unnecessary since the

sidewalk will not extend to the south until the property to the east is within the UGB.
Under current assessment policy, they also felt it placed a financial burdén on property
owners within the UGB.

The subject portion is at the north end of the project limits, extending from the
intersection at Coburg road to approximately 680 feet to the south along the east side of
North Game Farm Road. According to Department information, this area is within the
Eugene Urban Growth Boundary and therefore is subject to the urban design standards
and assessment methodology set forth by Code. ~

The Board supports the establishment of urban improvements and applying the County
assessment policy along this portion of the east side of North Game Farm Road that is
within the existing UGB.

7. - Option 2 (separating the intersections of Armitage and Crescent) would not
solve the problem of people having to enter onto North Game Farm Road with
traffic traveling at speeds of 55 mph or greater. (2 comments)

- If Option 2 is adopted, a signal should be installed at Armitage. (2 comments)
- The offset intersection of Option 2 would make it difficult to turn left onto North
Game Farm Road during peak times. (1 comment)

These comments were combined as they all dealt with the same option. Option 2 was
presented by staff as an alternative to reduce confiict points for traffic turning on and off
of Armitage Road. By separating the two intersections of Armitage and Crescent, the
same amount of turning volumes would be spread into two different intersections. The
proposal would also eliminate the complaints that the angle of the existing intersection
of Armitage and North Game Farm Road is awkward. Although the option does not stop
traffic on North Game Farm Road at Armitage, it still proposes the installation of a traffic
signal at the intersection of Crescent, which is approximately 480 feet beyond the
proposed Armitage intersection. The traffic signal at Crescent would make it easier than
today to make a left turn onto North Game Farm Road, as it would provide longer gaps
due to the downstream signal. Speeds might also be reduced on North Game Farm
Road due to the signal at Crescent.

Given the close proximity of the proposed Armitage intersection under Option 2, and
that the intersection would not meet acceptable signal warrants found in the Manual on
Uniform Traffic Contro! Devices (MUTCD), a signal at the T-intersection of Armitage
would not be recommended. In addition, a redundant signal as suggested could
possibly cause excessive delay, increase the rate of violation and contribute to an
increase in the accident rate.

The Committee does not support modifying Option 2 by adding another signal at the
proposed Armitage Road intersection in addition to the signal proposed at Crescent
Avenue.
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8. — Narrow/reduce the width of North Game Farm Road north of Crescent
Avenue/Armitage Road to just two lanes with paved shoulders. (2 comments)
- No need for continuous center turn lane. (1 comment)

As previously outlined, the roadway typical section will include elements of both urban
and rural typical sections to reflect the geographic location of North Game Farm Road
along the Urban.Growth Boundary. Based on the design speed and general road
classification and volumes, the typical section will also incorporate a two-way center turn
tane for the entire length of the project. This turn lane will provide for a safe and
consistent corridor design. Staff evaluated if a 2-lane section north of
Armitage/Crescent would be viable. The combination of left turn lanes and deceleration
tapers at the different intersections and major drive approaches were overlapping,
thereby producing a road that could not meet the current design specifications.

It should be noted that a two-way left turn lane, according to State Driver Manual, can
also be used to turn from a side street or driveway as long as the motorist stops, waits
for traffic to clear before merging into traffic in the lane immediately to the right: The
continuous center turn lane will provide for safe and efficient left turn storage at these
intersections and approaches, and can be used by vehicles entering the traffic stream
according to state law.

9. - Oppose all widening being taken from east side of roadway. (1 comment)
- Widening should be taken equally from both sides. (1 comment)

The additional 40 feet proposed to be taken from the east side of the roadway corridor is
mainly due to the need for an adequate paved shoulder, side slope, ditch, and back
slope. The east side of the road is predominantly undeveloped, and most of thé right-of-
way acquisition would take place in an old Southern Pacific Rail Road corridor that has
been abandoned.

10. Constructing a wide street will increase demand for development in the area {1
comment)

There are probably a variety of factors that increase demand for development in our
area. In general, demand for transportation improvements are identified through the
County’s Capital Improvement Program (CIP), which relies on area-wide transportation
plans to identify transportation needs. The CIP is a 5-year plan designed to improve
the safety, utility, and efficiency of the existing road network, plan for future growth in
traffic volumes, reduce maintenance costs, conserve fuel, accommodate alternative
transportation modes, and promote economic development. Additional growth on the
east side of this corridor will not be possible unless there is a process to move the
Urban Growth Boundary.

11. Put a drainage system on east side instead of a large ditch. (1 comment)

The option of installing a drainage pipe on the east side of the roadway instead of a
ditch was evaluated early in the process, but was determined to be too costly. Typically,
county facilities operate by shoulder ditch, which also saves overall construction and
maintenance dollars.
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12.-

13.

14,

15.

Widening will impact septic system. (1 comment)
- Widening on east side would result in significant costs to Williams Northwest
Pipeline facilities. (1 comment)

Impacts to existing utilities or to improvements located on iands to be acquired will be
further evaluated in the design and acquisition process. Staff is already working with the
gas pipeline company to give them up to one year of advance time in order for them to
relocate their facmty '

- Leave Armltage Road as-is. (1 comment)

- All that is needed is a signal at Crescent Avenue/Armitage Road (1 comment)

- A way should be found to modify Options 1 & 3 that less severely |mpacts
property owners. (1 comment)

These comments question the need to realign Armitage Road instead of providing a
perpendicular intersection meeting design standards. Additional information addressing
this comment can be found later in this document under the heading of “Proposed
Realignment of Armitage Road”.

- County should factor in the extension of Chad Drive. (1 comment)
- The extension of Chad Drive should follow abandoned Game Farm Road
alignment along Beltline Road. (1 comment)

The County and the City of Eugene have been discussing the future extension of Chad
Drive, and it is our understanding that the City plans on construction in 2007. As such,
the city will be starting their project development process at a later date. The
improvements in this project are intended to match the improvements the city will install,
which will include a 3-lane street section. With the future extension of Chad Drive, the
signal and realignment at Armitage/Crescent will be even more critical.

- Flooding has occurred along Armitage Road up to North Game Farm Road. (1
comment)

- Options 1 & 3 places Armitage Road within the Floodplain. (1 comment)

- Options 1 & 3 need large amounts of fill. (1 comment)

Currently, both North Game Farm Road and Armitage Road are elevated above the
adjacent farmland and, during the flooding of 1996, acted as dikes to contain the
floodwaters. The realignment would, in the opinion of one commenter, increase the area
that was flooded in 1996 by altering the existing landscape, and thereby affecting the
identified floodplain area.

Portions of the farmland area adjacent to Armitage Road are identified as floodplain. As
such, the Department will have to acquire a Lane County floodplain permit to construct
the realignment of Armitage Road. The requirements for the permit call for a “No Rise
Certification” that finds the flood level for this particular flood area will not rise more than
one (1) foot as a result of construction. One way to accomplish this is to provide
equalizing culverts under the new roadbed, which allow floodwater access to the land
between existing Armitage Road and the realigned Armitage Road. Other methods to
mitigate impacts to the floodplain will be explored by the Department to satisfy the
requirements of the Floodplain permit.
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16. -

17.

18.

19.

20.

Support curbside sidewalk. (1 comment)

- Encouraged to apply City of Eugene Arterial and Collector Street Plan design
standards (i.e., at least 6-foot wide planter strip, 8 to 10-foot wide setback
sidewalks). (1 comment)

The original design drawings presented to the public incorporated curbside sidewalks. In
response to testimony submitted by the City of Eugene Transportation staff, the RAC felt that
separated sidewalks would provide a better buffer between pedestrians and vehicles. The
use of setback sidewalks requires adjacent property owners to maintain the planter strips. In
this corridor, there are many houses with rear lot lines that are fenced and staff has concerns
that the planter strips will not be maintained adequately. The Board concurs with the RAC’s
findings and feels that increases in safety for pedestrians outweigh any potential
inconveniences in rear lot line maintenance. :

Direct storm water runoff to the west side of North Game Farm Road as opposed
to the proposal to direct it to the east. (1 comment) :

If the storm water runoff was directed to the west side of North Game Farm Road, there
would be higher overall project costs due to installation of pipe or establishment of
roadside ditches and back slopes requiring additional nght—of—way This right-of-way
would be taken from established back yard properties, resulting in higher cost and
impact.

- Option 2 cuts through private property causing impacts to business; divides
parcel, loss of large trees. (1 comment) '

- Options 1 & 3 create useless farmfand and impacts trees. (1 comment}

- The proposal would remove a tree-lined buffer along the east side of the
roadway. (2 comments)

Right-of-way acquisition will be evaluated on a case-by-case basis through future
negotiation with individual property owners. Impacts to businesses, property, trees and
farmland will be assessed at that time and will be part of the final negotiation process.
Additional information regarding impacts to Exclusive Farm Use is specified in the
“Policy Framework Section” later in this document.

The project is too expensive. (2 comments)

The Roads Advisory Committee and the Board of County Commissioners set priorities
on the expenditure of Lane County Road Funds. Whether this project is worthwhile in
relation to other road fund priorities is an appropriate question. The project is identified
in the Eugene-Springfield Transportation-System Plan (TransPlan). Lane County Public
Works Staff concurs that this project is consistent with other efforts around the county to
upgrade substandard roads. The health, safety and welfare of the public are of primary
concern and this project would provide needed safety improvements to this section of
roadway.

The County ought not zone our area for farm use, on the one hand, while taking
away rural character and urbanize it on the other. (1 comment)

The rural character of the east side of the road that is outside of the UGB is being
maintained. No urban improvements like curb, gutter and sidewalk are being proposed
on the east side. During the design process, staff will work to avoid unnecessary
clearing and grubbing of vegetation, especially along the east side of the corridor.
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21. If the County is open to re-zoning our land south of the intersection {(Old Coburg
Road) of Option 1, | would favor Option 1. (1 comment})

Rezoning of property is initiated by property owners and is processed by the City of
Eugene. This road project cannot address rezoning of properties.

22. Can we keep existing accesses? (1 comment})

In general, the County tries to maintain existing accesses as long as they meet
minimum design and safety standards. The Department is open to discussing specific
accesses on a case-by-case basis.

23. Stripe northbound shoulder as a bike lane. (1 comment)

Based on policy, the County does not typically stripe a dedicated bike lane 6n rural road -
sections. In this case, the County Traffic Engineer has evaluated the striping issue

given the urban/rural component to the road design. The design concept has been
changed to refiect establishing a designated bike lane on both sides of the roadway.

24, Options 183 will place proposed road too close to EWEB poles. (1 comment)
Survey crews have located the EWEB power poles in question, and design staff has
designed the realignment of Armitage Road with these poles in mind. The Department
will continue to coordinate with the utility company.

25, Options 1 & 3 could make Crescent/Armitage more congested. (1 comment)

Itis the intent of the design to make this intersection safer and more efficient by the
installation of the modernization features. Doing nothing to this intersection may also
create additional congestion.

26. Be aware of “FCC laws” for radio stations and how moving power poles can
effect operation of antennae. (1 comment)

Staff is willing to further discuss this concern and coordinate if necessary.
27. Support signal at Coburg and North Game Farm Road. (1 comment)

This intersection is meeting traffic signal warrants at this time and the intersection was
designed and built to incorporate a future signal.

28. Turn pockets (left turn lanes) on Coburg Road should be extended past certain
driveways in conjunction with new signal. (1 comment)

This comment will be further evaluated during the design process. In general, the
intersection will be designed for safety and function to serve the traveling public.
Modifications may be made to serve adjacent accesses if they do not compromise
safety and design standards.
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FINDINGS

» Existing Road Conditions

The existing North Game Farm Road is characterized as a rural two-lane roadway with 2
12-foot wide travel lanes with little or no shoulder and roadside ditches. Serving as a Major
Collector, North Game Farm Road sees frequent use of bicyclists and pedestrians, despite
the lack of space provided for these modes of travel.. Bicyclists have to use a travel lane
and pedestrians typically use the grassy area just off of the pavement edge for travel.

Lane County road inventory data shows that the pavement condition along North Game
Farm Road is nominally “Good” with a condition rating of 80.

+ Average Daily Traffic

The most recent trafflc counts recorded are listed in the table below as Average Daily Traffic
(ADT).

Location Count _ (Year)

At Beltline 7800 (1997)

At Armitage 7700 (2001)

At Coburg Road 3150 (2001)
Table 1

Average Daily Traffic for project roadways

Traffic is expected to grow at a rate that will not keep up with demand that can be
accommodated with existing geometry, especially at the urban intersections and major
driveways. It is also certain that the extension of Chad Drive in the future will |mpact future
traffic growth in the area.

+ Urban Growth Boundary

North Game Farm Road is bisected by the Eugene Urban Growth Boundary (UGB) for a
majority of its length. At approximately MP (milepost) 1.400 (Eugene Christian Fellowship)
the UGB veers to the east thereby encompassing the remaining length of North Game Farm
Road to MP 1.69 entirely within the boundary. -

This is important for the application of appropriate design standards, which are different
depending on location within or outside the UGB. For improvements within a city UGB, the
County typically applies urban design standards that include curb, gutter and sidewalk
improvements with the addition of marked bike lanes. For improvements outside a city
UGB, the County typically applies rural design standards that include widened paved
shoulders and drainage ditches. The proposal contained herein is consistent with the past
application of design standards by the County.

» Proposed Realignment of Armitage Road

The 2001 American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO)
publication A Policy On Geometric Design of Highways and Streets, Chapter 9, specifically
addresses acute angle intersections:

‘Regardiess of the type of intersectr‘oh, for safety and economy, intersecting roads
should generally meet at right angles. Roads intersecting at acute angles need
extensive turning roadway areas and tend fto limit visibility, particularly for drivers of

11
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trucks. Acute-angle intersections increase the exposure time for vehicles crossing the
main traffic flow.”

and

“Once a decision has been made to realign a minor road that intersects a major road at
an acute angle, the angle of the realigned intersection should be as close to 90 degrees
as practical.” ‘

The proposed project is consistent with AASHTO in realigning Armitage Road so that it
becomes perpendicular (90 degree) to North Game Farm Road.

The Board finds that considering the potential traffic volumes and urban development in the
area, that the squaring up of the Armitage Road intersection is consistent with current
engineering practice and safety standards.

¢ Proposed Continuous Center Turn Lane on North Game Farm Road

There is a direct safety benefit to separating through traffic from left turning vehicles on
major roadways such as North Game Farm Road.

Staff evaluated if a 2-lane section north of Armitage/Crescent would be viable. The
combination of left turn lanes and deceleration tapers at the different intersections and
major drive approaches were overlapping, thereby producing a road that could not meet the
current design specifications.

The Board finds that, given the spacing of intersections and major driveways with the
design speed of 60 mph for North Game Farm Road, that a continuous center turn lane is
appropriate for the improvement.

* Proposed Alternative Modes Accommodation

The Transportation Planning Rule (TPR) of the Oregon Administrative Rules (OAR 660-12)
requires the County to construct bikeways along arterials and major collectors during
reconstruction projects. Striped bike lanes and sidewalks provide space for these modes of
travel within urban areas. Paved shoulders provide the accommodation of bicycles and
pedestrians, as well as providing additional recovery area for vehicles and better visibility of
vehicles entering the roadway in rural settings.

The proposed improvement incorporates both urban and rural improvements that
specifically facilitate alterative mode use along North Game Farm Road.

* Environmental

There are three areas that have been tentatively identified as wetlands along the project. A
majority of these areas fall within the existing roadside ditches on the road right-of-way with
a total wetland area of under 0.25 acres that fall within the project limits. The Engineering
Division’s environmental specialists are still studying final determination of jurisdictional
authority and actual impact area.

s Policy Framework
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The proposal is subject to requirements of the Oregon Transportation Planning Rule and
Lane County Rural Comprehensive Plan, which includes the Lane County Transportation
and Master Road Pian.

Compliance with the Oregon Transportation Planning Rule, Lane County Rural
Comprehensive Plan, and Lane County Transportation and Master Road Plan

This project mvolves nght-of—way acqwsmon adding a continuous median turn fane, and
read realignment. , :

Zoning within the project area on lands within the County's land use jurisdiction (outside of ,
the urban growth boundary) is Exclusive Farm Use, 30-acre minimum (E-30). Compliance
with zoning requirements demonstrates consistency with the Rural Comprehensive Plan.
LC 16.212(3)(i) states the following is allowed as a permitted use in the E-30 zone:

(i) Reconstruction or modification of public rodds and highways, including the

placement of utility facilities overhead and in the subsurface of public roads and.

highways along public right of way, but not including the addition of travel lanes, where
" no removal or displacement of buildings would occur, or new parcels resuit.

The continuous median turn lane is for turning purposes and not a travel lane. As such the
project, with the exception of the realignment, is consistent with the permitted use clause in
LC 16.212(3)(i) above.

The realignment aspect of the project requires a special use permit pursuant to LC
16.212(4)(r), which permits the following:

(r) Roads, highways, and other transportation facilities, and improvements not otherwise
allowed by LC 16.212 and that comply with these requirements:

(i) As allowed by OAR 660, Division 12, subject to the conditions and standards as set forth
in OAR 660-012-0035 and 660-0065 and LC 16.212(1)(f) through (g) below.

The TPR, 660-012-0065(3)(d) states that “realignment” is consistent with Goal 3,
Agricultural Lands. Oregon Administrative Rules (OAR) for Agricultural Lands, 660-033-
0120 and 130, allow realignments with notice and opportunity for a hearing (i.e., a special
use permit is required under this OAR provision}. Findings and conclusions establishing

- consistency with the state and local approval criteria are specified in LC 16.212(10)(f)
through (g) and will be made as part of the special use permit process.

Compliance with the Eugene-Springfield Metropolitan Area Transportation Plan
(TransPlan)

The project is identified in the Eugene-Springfield Metropolitan Area Transportation Plan
(TransPlan) as project #654.

The proposed project conforms to the TransPlan goals in that it upgrades an urban collector
street to appropriate standards. The project specifically provides for a safe and efficient
transportation system through bicycle and pedestrian improvements, access management
and increased capacity as a determined need. The project is also supportive and
responsive to the adjacent neighborhoods and land uses.
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Meeting
Ahead

- YOUR SUGGESTIONS
are needed to help Lane County
Public Works make the hest
decisions on improving North Game
Farm Road from the Eugene City Limits
to Coburg Road.

North Game Farm Road Improvements
(from Eugene City Limits to Goburg Road)

General Information
« An improvement project funded by Lane Gounty's
Capita! Improvement Program (CIP).

« |f approved by the Board of Commissioners,
construction will begin the summer of 2005.

« The improvements will include a center turn lane,
two travel lanes, bike lanes, curb, gutter,
sidewalks on the west side of the roadway, a
paved shoulder and ditch on the east and
intersection improvements.

« The project is in the public input phase which s
your opportunity to attend the public meeting and
help shape its development.

4:30-7:00 p.m.
Lane County Public Works
3040 N. Delta Hwy.

VEIR; Ve
July 9

Major Design Features

« Two travel lanes.
Continuous center turn lane.
Bike fanes.

Curb, gutters, and sidewalks on west side. We need your comments . Open House Format

Paved shoulder and ditches on easl side.

Signal installation at Coburg Road. + Funds have been earmarked for this project. « Aninformal opportunity to review and discuss
improvement options al Crescent/Armitage including » Community support is needed to develop the proposed improvements with County staff
reallgnment with signalization, Separation of the two plans and move toward construction before a formal public hearing scheduled for
intersections or a roundaboul design. July 23, 2003

For more information contact Mike Russell, CiP Coordinalar, 541-682-6949 ( 1-800-826-8978 Counly residents only). Lane County Public Works, 3040 N. Defta Hwy.. Eugene, OR
- - O 3 ateita 1 wunw o0 lane.ar.us under Public Works Engineering Division. Meeting location is wheelcha



Information Sheet

North Game Farm Road Improvement Project
Eugene City Limits to Coburg Road

Open House
Lane County Public Works '
3040 N. Delta Highway, Eugene
July 9, 2003
4:30pm-7:00pm

« Open House Format ' !

5:00 p.m. Project Presentation by Lane County Public Works Stalff
6:00 p.m. Will be repeated : :

5:20 p.m. Question and Answer Time . | .
6:20 p.m. Will be repeated - - | '

*Public Hearing with Roads Advisory Committee (RAC) scheduled for July 23, 2003 -

Why is Lane County Public Works staff here?

The purpose of this Open House is to introduce Lane County’s proposed improvement project to
property owners, interested parties and agencies. This open house is in preparation for a separate
public hearing that will take place on July 23, 2003 to gather testimony regarding the proposed
improvements. Tonight; you will have an opportunity to view the project plans and mark them up with
comments and suggestions. You will also have an.opportunity to address County Staff in an informal
setting to discuss the project and let us know what you think. The Public Hearing on July 23" will be
your opportunity to give oral or written testimony that establishes a public record for the project.

General Information

North Game Farm Road is identified in TransPlan as a potential improvement project. TransPlan is
the Eugene/Springfield metro area transportation system plan, and it makes provisions to meet the
local transportation demand over a 20-year planning horizon while improving quality of life and '
mobility. North Game Farm Road is a Minor Collector street connecting traffic entering north of :
Eugene (Coburg) to Beltiine and Springfield. North Game Farm Road has been identified as needing
urban improvements (bike lanes, tum lanes, curbs, gutters and sidewalks). Similarly, connecting
intersections such as Crescent Drive, Armitage, Old Coburg Road and Coburg Road are identified as
needing improvements. In general, as more people use this street for walking, biking and car travel,
the need for safer and more efficient facilities for all transportation modes has increased.

North Game Farm Road has multiple jurisdictions between -5 and Coburg Road. At the I-5 overpass
structure, the Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT) has jurisdiction, while the City of Eugene
has jurisdiction from I-5 to just south of Old Coburg Road. The County has jurisdiction from about Old
Coburg Road to Coburg Road. The upgrade of the Lane County portion (Eugene City Limits to
Coburg Road) of North Game Farm Road has been programmed for improvement in the summer of
2005. On-going discussions are taking place with the Gity of Eugene and ODOT regarding inclusion
of their respective segments of North Game Farm Road in the County project.

Major elements of the proposed construction project include:

Sidewalks on urban (west) side only
Curbs and gutters on west side only.
Traffic signal installation at Coburg Road Storm drain system

Intersection improvements at A continuous center turn lane for safety and possible
Crescent/Armitage. {See Options 1,2 & 3) accommodation for future Bus Rapid Transit route.

Striped bike lane on west side of streel
Paved shoulder on east side of street



e Design Elements
Sidewalks

Typically, when the County improves a road adjacent to the Urban Growth Boundary such as North

Game Farm Road, the construction of urban improvements is proposed only on the urban side within
. the urban boundary. This includes curbs, gutters, driveways, and sidewalks. The east side, fronting

the rural farmland designation will remain rural in nature, with no sidewalks, curb or gutter planned.

Current Lane County Code requires assessment of the costs associated with curb, gutter and
sidewalk improvements to abutting property owners. The amount of the assessment would be based
on actual construction costs of the improvement on a front footage basis. This cost has been
approximately $25.00 - $30.00 per front foot on recent projects of similar size and scope. Since the
County anticipates going to construction in the summer of 2005, this translates to sometime in early
2006 when final assessments are levied against abutting properties. At that point, abutting property
owners, who now have curb, gutter and sidewalk improvements across their properties, will have a
choice of either paying in full, entering into a 10-year payrent program offered by the County, or
seeking your own financing. If you would like more information on payment options for the

assessments, please contact the Lane County Public Works Right-of-Way Management Section at
682-6900 or speak to Public Works Staff this evening.

Bike Lanes

Designing an urban improvement project involves allocating space for a variety of travel modes. The
paved travel lanes are for vehicles, the sidewalks are for pedestrians, and bike lanes are established

- . for bicycles. This separation of travel modes is primarily done for the safety of all road users. On
rural roads, the County provides space for altemative modes by paving the shoulders. This project .
proposes to provide 6-foot wide paved shoulders on the east side of the roadway for this purpose as -
well as increase the safety of the roadway.

‘Center Tum Lanes

A continuous center tum lane is proposed for the full length of the project. This allows for vehicles
turning into driveways or side streets to get out of the travel lane fully, thus reducing the chance of
rear-end collisions. Center tum lanes can also help vehicles coming out of driveways by giving ‘

drivers a refuge area to pull into in order to safely merge with traffic rather than gunning for an open
spot in the lane. -

Lane Transit District (LTD) has also expressed interest in using North Game Farm Road as part of an
averall Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) Route. BRT is designed to carry people from point to pointina
_shorter amount of time than a conventional bus route. If constructed, BRT facilities on North Game

Farm Road would become part of a loop between downtown Springfield, the Gateway area and the
proposed Coburg Road BRT route.

Improvements at Key Intersections

The project also proposes to improve the intersection of North Game Farm Road at Crescent Avenue
and Armitage Road. Various options are currently being evaluated and will need your input.
Improvement alternates include realignment with signalization, separation of the two intersections,

and another option to create a Roundabout. Please look at the attached alternatives and give us your
feedback, preference or suggestions.

In addition, traffic signal warrants are currently being met at the intersection of Coburg Road and

*North Game Farm Road. In response fo this, Lane County is proposing to construct a traffic signal at
this intersection.

We will also be proaétively addressing any other potential operational deficiencies in the nearby
transportation system network. The final design and Improvements will be closely coordinated with
other agencies such as Eugene, Springfield, ODOT, and LTD, to name a few.



Process

Today's open house is your opportunity to become acquainted with the project and ask questions
about the general scope of work. On July 23, 2003, we will offer you an opportunity for formal -
testimony. After that hearing, comments received will be organized and presented to the Lane County
Roads Advisory Committee (RAC) along with a staff recommendation on a design concept and
findings. After the RAC adopts a recommendation for a project design concept, a packet of the
recommended design concept and findings will be'mailed to all interested parties and abutting -
property owners. This mailing starts a 30-day comment period for the public to respond to the design
concept and findings. If more than 50% of the abutting property owners oppose the project in writing,
the Board of County Commissioners will hold its own public hearing before making a final decision.
Ultimately, the Board of County Commissioners will be the deciding body on this project. If the Board

of County Commissioners approves the project, right-of-way acquisition and final design drawings will
begin.

How do | comment on the proposed project? , :

We are encouraging you to take advantage of the open house this evening in an effort to educate
yourself about our proposal. We would like you to develop specific comments and present them at
the formal hearing scheduled for July 23, 2003 either verbally or submitted in written form. The

record for the hearing will stay open until August 1, 2003, so if you cannot make the hearing, you will
still be able to submit written testimony afterward.

Written. Written comments may be submitted anytime up until 5:00pm on August 1, 2003.
Lane County Pubiic Works |
CIP Coordinator
"3040 N. Delta Highway
Eugene OR 97408-1696
E-mail. You may send your comments electronically to the following address:

mike.russell@co.lane.or.us

Notification
If you comment or request to be on the mailing list, you will be notified of any actions or
recommendations regarding the proposed project. Lane County takes care to notify all affected

property owners. If you have received any project mailings (post card) then you are already on the
mailing list.



H
FAQ’s
The following are answers to frequently asked questions about CIP Projects:

Who provides funding for this project?

Funding for the project is currently approved in the County’s Capital Improvement Program
(CIP) with construction programmed in fiscal year 2005. Projects in the CIP are funded by the
County’s Road Fund. Revenue for the Road Fund comes primarily from Highway Fund
Transfers (approx. 42%}) and Federal Timber Receipts (approx. 48%). The remainder comes
from interest earnings from investments, Federal Aid, and other smaller sources. No property
taxes go to the Road Fund. Only road items, as defined by the Oregon Constitution, can use
Road Fund monies, Abutting property owners will be assessed only for the proposed curb,

gutter and sidewalk improvements to North Game Farm Road under the County’s current
assessment policy. '

What about impacts to wetlands?

We try to avoid wetlands if possible. If we have to fill wetlands as part of a project, we are
required to mitigate for the disturbed area. We obtain permits from the Corps of Engineers
(Federal) and Division of State Lands (State) that specify the conditions of mitigation. Then we

abide by the conditions set forth in the permits issued for the project by each respective
agency. .

Initial surveys indicate a possibility of wetland impacts along the east side of North Game Farm
Road.

What about acquiring private property?

If the County needs to acquire private property for the proposed improvements, the property
owner will be compensated based on the fair market value of the land and improvements within
the acquired area. The Right-of-Way Section of the Engineering Division handles this process

and will contact you if your property will be affected. If you would like more information about
the right-of-way acquisition process, please contact the Lane County Public Works Right-of-
Way Management Section at 682-6300 or speak to Public Works Staff this evening. -

How long will the construction last?
Utility relocation usually starts in March with a lot of activity as each utility has their own crews
relocating in anticipation of the street improvements. Actual street construction will probably

start in June I the weather cooperates. A project like this should be completed by November of
the same year. -

Can | build my portion of the curb, gutter and sidewalk myself?

We do not allow property owners to construct segmented improvements on our construction
projects. There are several good reasons for this. First, in order fo construct the improvements,
property owners need to know exactly where to construct the curb, gutter, sidewalk, and
possibly storm drainage to match our project. Our design is progressing, but final design will
not be complete until just before we open bids for the project. Adjustments are made to the
design all the way up until advertising for bids, usually three weeks before bid opening. By the
time property owners get the most current information our contractor will be on-site and starting
to work. Second, in order for property owners to construct any improvements on County right-
of-way, a facility permit is needed. We will not issue a permit in this case since we plan to do
the improvements. Third, it is impractical for the County to excavate, grade, and construct the
roadway except for individual property frontages. Finally, and probably most importantly, quality
control of construction would suffer if we allowed this. To ensure a uniform looking, high quality
product, the County prefers to construct the whole project.



Design Options for the Intersection of

North Game Farm Rc_)ad at Crescent Avenue and Armitage Road

In your review of the proposed design concept this evening, we are asking for your advice regarding
three options for improving the safety and operation of the Crescent/ Armitage intersection on North
Game Farm Road. What follows is some thoughts regarding the pros and cons of the various options
put together by Lane County Public Works staff in an effort to get your feedback. Please feel free to
ask questions as some of the statements below are technical in nature and may need further .
explanation. We would be happy to discuss any further questions you have about the project anytime
over the next several months as we try to develop the final design of the project. :

i

/ o

anwmAy Juarsasy

OPTION 1 — Realign Armmitage Road

PROS

CONS

“Squares up”’ Armitage Road at Crescent
Avenue providing a cleaner 4-way
intersection. :

Requires significant acquisition of private
property

Signalizes Crescent Avenue and
Armitage Road providing better
intersection control for all legs.

Although not currently zoned
appropriately, this may encourage
development along Armitage Road, thus
increasing demand on the intersection in
the future.

Public requested signal.

Signal costs are high, including on-going
costs for energy and maintenance
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OPTION 2 — Separate Armitage Road frdm Crescent Avenue

PROS

CONS

Separates relatively low volumes of
traffic on Armitage Road from high
volumes of turning movements at
Crescent Avenue.

Introduces an additional intersection
between Coburg Road and Crescent
Avenue. This may be problematic as
traffic volumes increase on North Game
Farm Road.

Signal at Crescent Avenue provides
better intersection control and would
provide gaps at new Armitage Road
intersection, especially during peak
hours.

North Game Farm Road traffic will still
travel at relatively high speeds across the
new Armitage Road intersection.

‘| Public requested signal at Crescent.

May cause headlights of -vehicles to shine
into houses across from Armitage
intersection at night.

Maintains “local road” nature of
Armitage Road by separating it from the
two higher-class roads. (North Game
Farm Road: Minor Collector, Crescent
Avenue: Minor Arterial)

Armitage is stop-controlled at North
Game Farm Road and entering vehicles
will need to yield.

Requires less right-of-way acquisition
than OPTIONS 1 and 3.
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OPTION 3 - Roundabout at Crescent Avenue and
Realigned Armitage Road

PROS

CONS

Intersection geometry and lower

operational speeds yield less severe and
fewer accidents.

Drivers may not like the geometric delays
that force them to divert their cars from a
straight path.

Traffic yields rather than stops to wait for
a green light.

Relatively high approach speeds on N
Game Farm Road need consideration.

“Squares up” Armitage Road at Crescent
Avenue providing a cleaner intersection.

Roundabouts are not as familiar to drivers
as a traditional signalized intersection.

Provides a traffic calming affect in area
near roundabout. :

Will require the most right-of-way
acquisition compared to other alternates.

Lane County has experience with this type
of traffic control at the intersection of
Green Hill Road and Barger Avenue in
West Eugene.

Opportunities for landscaping in the center
island that could increase aesthetic appeal
consistent with the neighborhood.

Less energy and maintenance than a
signalized intersection
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YOUR SUGGESTIONS
are needed to help Lane County
Public Works make the best
decisions on improving North Game
Farm Road from the Eugene City Limits
to Coburg Road.

North Game Farm Road Improvements
(from Eugene City Limits to Coburg Road)

General Information

s An Improvement project funded by Lane Gounty’s
. Capital Improvement Program (CIF).

« If approved by the Board of Commissioners,
construction will begin the summer of 2005.

« The improvements will include a center turn lane, two
travel lanes, bike lanes, curb, gutter, sidewalks on the
waost side of the roadway, a paved shoulder and ditch
on the east and intersection improvements.

« Lane County's assessment policy will apply to adjacent
praperties benefiting trom curb, gutter and sidewalk
improvements. Current projects of similar type and
scope are running $25-$30 per frontage foot for these
improvements.

Major Design Features

Two travel lanes.

Continuous center turn lane.

Blke lanes.

Curb, gutters, and sidewalks on wesl side.
Paved shoulder and ditches on east side.
Signal installation at Coburg Road.

intersections or a roundabout design.

We need your comments

+ Funds have been earmarked for this project.

improvement options at Crescent/Armilage including * Community suppor isdneeded 1o develop
realignment whh signalization, separation of the two plans and move toward construction

Publie\_
Hearing

7:00 p.m.

Lane County Public Works
3040 N. Delta Hwy.

Wed.
July 23

Public Hearing Format

« This is a formal public hearing where citizens can
submit testimony regarding the project.

« The Roads Advisory Committee will hear testimony to
help them form a Recommended Design Concept.

* Your comments will be recorded.

For more information contact Mike Russefl, CIP Coordinator, 541-682-6948 {1-800-826-8978 County residents only). Lane County Public Warks, 3040 N. Delta Hwy., Eugene. OR
57408 Or e-mail, mike.russell@co.lane.or.vs. To comment on-line, visit our websile at www.co.lane.or.us under Public Works Engineering Division. Meeting location is wheelchair
accessible. Interpreter for the hearing impaired can be provided with 48 hours notice prior to meeting.



COMMENT SHEET

Instructions:  PRINT legibly, the information requested below. Read and answer all questions
appropriately. Return this comment sheet during today's public meeting or no later |
than Friday August 1, 2003 to Mike Russell, CIP Coordinator, at Lane County Public

Works Dept., 3040 N. Delta Hwy., Eugene, OR 97408-1696. For more information, call
(541) 682-6949. . .

PROJECT:  (3ame Farm Road North Improvement

Neme B,/ & Shelly [fhatrsern .
Address 2757 Serbusbs Drwe | )
Mailing Address ~ See Phove : .

ﬁ?dﬁ&. 0/"6;4017 5 7408

Phone J49- /559 ' ' : :

Support with Do Not

conditions Support
Support (please explainin (please explain in
Comments section) Comments section)
1. In general, do you support the W
improvement project as proposed? a
Option 1 Option 2 Option 3
(Realign Ammitage) (Separate Amitage (Roundabout}
from Crascent}
2. ls there an Intersection Option that you _
prefer over the others? If so, which . E
one? : '

3. Is there another option you feel we
should consider? Please explain
below.

Comments:

lurb side siqleall only, pte ot¥sel sideeall
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{continue on back)
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Anslow & DeGeneault, Inc.

Signature Homes
1953 Gurden Avenue
Eugene, Oregon 97403
541-484-9070
CCD #49169 Fax 637-0646
www adhomes.com email: A&D@adhomes.com

712203

I
Attn.  Mike Russel, Lane County Public Works |
Re:  North Game Farm Road Improvements

Mike, )

Our company, Ansiow and DeGeneaulf, Inc., has entered into an agreement with
the owners of a 36 acre plot located at the southwest comer of the intersection of Game
Farm Road and Crescent Avenue (Map 17-03-16-13 TL 5000). Under this agreement,
we will be involved in the construction of about sixty houses in Hawthome Estates, a
new 120 lot subdivision (PUD) currently in the approval process with the City of Eugene.

Thus, we have a direct interest in the improvements to Game Farm Road, where ,
it abuts this property, and in the intersection of Game Farm with both Crescent Avenue
and Chad Drive. Previously, we built about 60 houses in Crescent Meadows, the
subdivision on the north side of Cregcent Avenue, at this intersection. In the course of
that work over the last five years, | have had hundreds of trips lo this site, by both
Crescent Avenue and Game Fam Road. Additionally, | frequently ride my bicycle down
Came Farm Road on the way up the valley. Thus, | have more than passing familiarity
with this road and intersection. .

First, { understand that the materials on exhibit at the informational meeting on
this project failed to accurately reflect the plans of the City of Eugene in connecting Chad
Avenue to Game Farm Road. As this will have a major effect on use and traffic counts
on the vatious roads, | would think work done to date relies on incomplete information,
and thus should be reconsidered.

Secondly, { understand one altemate proposal is to locate a roundabout at this
intersection. (Crescent Avenue and Game Farm Road) Based on my experience with
usage of Game Farm Road, | would urge you to not pursue this altemate. | have
observed the experience with the roundabouts on Greenhill Road, and suspect that this
design will experience the same problems evident there. | aiso warmry that a roundabout
may be a disincentive to use of that intersection, pushing people to use the local roads in
our new subdivision for through traffic. Given current budget constraints, we don't need
any more Ayers Road fiascos. Let’s build a normal, reliable and predictabie infersection
here, once, and save our money far other more important matters, of which the County
has an ample supply.

Lastly, (on personal grounds, | want to support creation of bike lares in both
directione on Game Farm Road. | ride regularly to Hamisburg, Corvallis, McMinnvifle,
etc., and find this stretch of road to be the most dangerous to me on the whole route.

People drive fast, there is no bj travel lanes are narrow, and there is little or no
shoulder, The addition of bike il be welcome to bicyclists.
Thank you,

Gordon Anslow




RUSSELL Mike L

From: Rasalix@cs.com

Sent: Wednesday, July 16, 2003 1:18 PM
To: mike.russell@co.lane.or.us
Subject: (no subject)

Categories: NoHTML

Lane County Public Works : ‘

In regard fo the proposed North Game Farm Road Improvement Project my wife and I would like to go on |
record as being 100 percent for it. We have lived at our present address on North Game Farm 40 years this year.
We feel that it is a long time in coming as the road is a danger to motorists, bicyclists and pedestrians in its
present form. The only thing we are sorry for is that we have to wait until 2005.

We are for the # 1 proposal on crescent and armitege road as our feelings are that it is the safest way to go. One
final thought is that the speed limit should be dropped from the basic rule to 40 max.
Sincerely, Warren R. BUSSELL
89670 N. Game Farm Rd.
Eugene Oregon 97408



July 28, 2003

Re: North Game Farm Road improvement Project
Northwest Pipeline Corporation - 89861 North Game Farm Road

Northwest Pipeline Corporation (successor to El Paso Natural Gas Company), doing
business as Williams Northwest Pipeline (Northwest), has received and reviewed the

North Game Farm Road Improvement Project information package and has the following
comments: ' -

i
1) Northwest supports the installation of sidewalks, curbs, gutters, etc. \

(Improvements) on the west side of North Game Farm Road. However, we
feel Improvements installed on the east side of North Game Farm Road in the
area of Northwest's property would be of little benefit to the public and would
be at significant cost to Northwest. Northwest's employees access the .
property by vehicle and to the best of our knowledge there is only one other
residence at the general location that might benefit from such Improvements.

2) Northwest recommends that Lane County evaluate redirecting drainage to
the West Side of North Game Farm Road, thereby limiting impact to property
owners and potentially assisting with project cost containment.

3) Should Lane County decide on widening North Game Farm Road on the east
side, it would result in significant costs to relocate Improvements on .
Northwest's property, including fence and natural gas pipeline facilities, etc.

Thanks for the opportunity to comment on the North Game Farm Improvement Project.
Northwest looks forward to continued involvement in the siting process. | can be-

reached at (360) 666-2106 if you would like to discuss any of the comments or if you
have questions.

Jan B. Camp
Northwest Pipeline Corporation



RUSSELL Mike L

* From: David Crabtree [dscrabtree @ earthlink.net]
Sent: Monday, July 21, 2003 8:11 PM
To: mike.russell@co.lane.or.us
Subject: Proposed North Game Farm Road Improvements

Dear Mr. Russell,

At the July 9th Open House, we were encouraged to submit our comments on
thie proposed changes to North Game Farm Road. My wife and | have discussed
the various issues and submit these comments for your consideration.

We applaud the county’s commitment to making North Game Farm Road safer.
it is a very dangerous road currently. Drivers coming from the north treat
it like a highway. People coming from the south and those entering on
Crescent treat it like a city street. This is a very dangerous combination.

The amount of traffic increases by the month. And an increasing number of
bike riders use the road in order to get out to the roads around Coburg. The
road has absolutely no place for bikes except the traveled portion of the ..
road. Accidents have happened and will continue to happen until the problem
is addressed.

The most dangerous place is the intersection of North Game Farm Road and
Armitage/Crescent. The intersection is awkward, confusing, and visibility is
obstructed. As the parents of two young drivers with two more on the way, we
are very anxious for this problem to be rectified. Some temporary solution
may need to be put in place before a permanent solution can be implemented.

Although we appreciate the county’s decision to address the problem, we:
have some concerns about the speciic solutions that have been advanced. We
will explain the two concerns that have the greatest direct impact on us.

'1) We oppose the rerouting of Armitage Road through our property as
described in option #2.

If Afmitage Road is rerouted as shown on the diagram, it will cut through

* our property and the Wostman’s property. This is unsatisfactory for the
following reasons:
1) My wife has a growing cut flower business. We have made plans to use the
jand that the proposed roadway would pass through. This has the potential of
being a major setback to her business.
2) The proposed roadway would cut our property into two pieces. The piece
south of the proposed roadway would be virtually worthless to us and
worthless to anyone eise. The Wostmans would be similarly affected.
3) The proposed roadway would require the removal of three large fir trees.
This would be very unfortunate. These trees add significantly to the
esthetic beauty of the area.
4) While option #2 would improve the entrance from Armitage Road onto North
Game Farm Road, it would not completely solve the problem. Cars wanting to
turn south onto N. Game Farm Road from Armitage would still have to look out
for cars coming from the norih at speeds of 55 mph or more (55 mph is the
legal speed limit!). In many cases cars will be entering onto Game Farm Road
for only a few hundred feet and then turning right on Crescent, so they will
not be going very fast, and the through traffic will be coming on their
heels at very fast speeds.

Options #1 and #3 both reroute Armitage through the Hoilands' property.
If they are not opposed to this, then we have no complaint. If they are
opposed to this, then so are we. Property owners have a right to the land
they have purchased. They should only be forced to sell those rights to the
state when there is an overriding public concern that justifies such an
action. But the state, if it wants to maintain the respect of its citizens,
should resort to this expedient very rarely and reluctantly.



We understand that Armitage needs 10 meet N Game Farm Road at a more direct
_angle. But if the Hoilands object to the rerouting that is called for in

option #1 or #3, surely a new solution could be devised that cuts less

severely into their property. '

We much prefer a solution whereby Armitage Road intersects N Game Farm
Road directly opposite Crescent so that signals can be installed to regulate
traffic for all three streets. We are not confident that the round about "
would work well.

.2) We oppose widening N Game Farm Road as wide as is proposed for the whole
- length of the street,

What is proposed is widening N Game Farm Road to three lanes, with bike

paths on both sides, a curb and sidewalk on one side and a drainage ditch on

the other side. We think this plan is too ambitious and should be modified

- for the following reasons:

1) The turn lane is unneeded between Armitage Road and Coburg Road, except
just before each intersection. There is only one street, one church and 5(7)
private driveways off of N Game Farm Road in this section. A turn lane is
overkill for accommodating so little turning traffic. ‘ ,

2) Sidewalks on the east side are unnecessary. There is virtually no foot ..
traffic along N Game Farm Road in this section and there is no reason to
expect any. .

3) It is therefore unnecessarily expensive. Surely the county could better

use this money elsewhere. '

4) It would ruin the esthetics of the farm land to the east of Game Farm. At

the present time there are small trees and bushes between Garm Farm and the .
farmiand to the east. The proposed roadway would take out this buffer zone
and ruin the rural atmosphere of the farmland to the east. '

5) Constructing a wide boulevard is likely to increase the demand for
development in the area. '

The county ought not zone our area strictly for farm use, on the one hand,

while taking away the rural character and urbanize it on the other hand.

We propose that the existing plan be modified to narrow N Game Farm Road
north of Armitage Rd to just two lanes with aprons wide enough to
accommodate bikes. The sidewalks and drainage dilch should be reconsidered.
This would scale the project back to a much more justifiable scale.

Thank you for considering our concerns.

David and Susan Crabtree



COMMENT SHEET

instructions: PRINT legibly, the informalion requested below. Read and answer all questions
appropriately. Return this comment sheet during today's public meeting or no later
than Friday August 1, 2003 to Mike Russell, CIP Coordinator, at Lana County Public
Works Dept., 3040 N. Deita Hwy., Eugene, OR 97408-1696. For more information, call
{541) 682-6949.
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RUSSELL Mike L

From: linda fleming (linda_fleming @ excite.com]
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2003 7:43 AM

To: mike.russell@co.lane.or.us

Subject: N. Game Farm Road Project
Mike,

l.was at the first meeting on 8 June and was impressed with all the options presented. The option | feel would be best is
the round about. See you on the 23rd. | ' ‘

Linda Fieming
2842 Martinique Ave. .

Join Excite! - hitp:/fwww.excite.com
The most personalized portal on the Web!
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Instructions:  PRINT legibly, the information requested below. Read and answer all questions |Ji:i
appropriately. Return this comment sheet during loday's public meeting or no later [y
than Friday August 1, 2003 to Mike Russell, CIP Coordinator, at Lane County Public
Works Dept., 3040 N. Delta Hwy., Eugene, OR 97408-1696. For more information, call
(541} 682-6949.
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COMMENT SHEET

Instructions:  PRINT legibly, the information requested below. Read and answer all queslions
appropnately Return this comment sheet during today's public meeting or no later |3
than Friday August 1, 2003 to Mike Russell, CIP Coordinator, at Lane County Public 4
Works Dept., 304G N. Delta Hwy., Eugene, OR 97408-1696. For more information, call
(541) 682-6948.
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COMMENT SHEET

Instructions: PRINT legibly, the information requested below. Read and answer all gueslions
appropriately. Return this comment sheet during today’s public meeting or no later
than Friday August 1, 2003 to Mike Russell, CIP Coordinator, at Lane County Public
Works Dept., 3040 N. Delta Hwy., Eugene, OR 97408-1696. For more information, call
(541) 682-6949. .

~"OREGON

PROJECT:  Game Farm Road North Improvement

Name R\m '%0\\(\(\!\ oM
Address @c\ 3¢S O Q Gob WAy @QZKOA
Mailing Address 2 0 0 @\)v\%%h\ﬂ\zﬂ nch
Fue e, (rosen N UK

| Phor‘1e ,,)CR O '—O% q Q_

Support with Do Not
conditions Support
Support {please explaln in {please explain In
‘ Comments section) Comments section)
1. In general, do you support the m
improvement project as proposed?
Option 1 Option 2 Option 3
(Reallgn Armitage) {Separate Amitage {Roundabout)

from Crescent)
2. 1s there an Intersection Option that you

prefer over the others? If so, which e
one? ' -

3. Is there another option you feel we
should consider? Please explain
below.

Comments:
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COMMENT SHEET

Instructions:  PRINT legibly, the information requested below. Read and answer all questions
appropriately. Return this comment sheel during today's public meeting or no later
than Friday August 1, 2003 1o Mike Russell, CIP Coordinator, at Lane County Public
Works Dept., 3040 N. Deita Hwy., Eugene, OR 97408-1696. For more informalion, call
{541) 682-6949,

- OREGOMN 1.,

PROJECT.  (3ame Farm Road North Improvement

Name <> h@' 'af e X4) lﬂ /L(a FYWQV?
Address D Cobtl. m ROQd

Mailing Address ) Couwv

/Zuj e DR 97408
Phone L[B"—?Lf} O - Sy

Do Not

Support with
conditions Support
Support (please explainin  (please explain in
Comments section) Comments section)
1. In general, do you support the : ’ ﬂ
improvement project as proposed?
!
Option 1 Option 2 Option 3
(Realign Ammiitage) (Separate Amltage (Roundabout)
trom Crescent) '
2. Is there an Intersection Option that you
prefer over the others? If so, which m

one?

3. s there another option you feel we
should conader”#gPIease explam
-.below.

Comments: P/wgg See Veverse 81‘0}15’/

(continue on back)




In general, I'do not support any of the three options. Hawever, 1 see the need for some Kind of change here,
I have chosen “Option 27 as the lesser of the three evils. Option 1 is a waist of land and will cut into valuable

farm [and: lommwmmmg!

u.nk through it! Then if that weren’t bad enough Coburg Road was reposmoned and
1 oad lh ¢ throuoh bebye = ng FATIN Jh [hiz too gara aclvg d[
the road whwh is mlled North Game Fann Road is so close to septlc AND well there isno place to go w1th

dtaplace a home and nm OVER the septtc AND well” I don t believe that is qu1te legal Then thc power

companies (ves, two of them) camealongand. . . ... ... .....00v-eeeensre-enee. This brings us down to
twenty elght (28) acres. [don’t beheve thereisa person on t.hts earth that would want any more taken for anything -

(d eel [ chopped from 04 acre farm down to 28 and have our houses separated
from your ﬁarm land? Our land is COUNTY land, NOT city. My family now consists of ﬁve {5) families, land
owners here.

1 do not support curbing or sidewalks on the any of this propéity. You will be taking from us yet again, but TRIPLE
BOTH sides of mme. That is not reasonable nor is it necessary. The westerly side of North Game Farm

and Old Coburg Road should take the sidewalk and curbing if it is totally necessary. But NOT on our farm’s side.
"THis is just not necessary. We do not need those out here, we do nof want these out hiere.

as an alternative option, | have a recommmendation: 1here IS af €xl groa Was cut off by I
Beltline at the end of the short piece of Old Coburg Road. Thls road could be extended torun along 51de 0f 1-5
| Al Up 10 e Over passes Whid goes toward UiE NOriIwe - :
land already and it would not dis place anyone. Then the piece from Ihe comer of Ol Coburg Road and North
AT 'dI'Tl a0 GO D6 B QN[N STV a1 O] OoCTrad | 'l III ll LI »L1IdT] Ll igwirims
road. This would aooomphsh two thmgs slow the trafﬁc in the area, along w1th the oﬁ‘ set of Armxtnge Road as in
B ‘l . J ‘planmed-10 Chad oopen-onto—6 "y < o c a1t H 1§ H t

Thts would also gwe rehef of traﬂic at the Gateway mtersectton as some wou[d choose not to go thJs route anymore.

"htghway terronsts" on Nort.h Game Farm Road

Sincerely,
—— SharonHarmon,
~-»"land owner of both sides of North Game Farm AND Old Coburg Road

Another Option Which Should be Considered

;_ \_ /V'erm'e FEF.YWV




Public Works
Engineering

City of Eugene
858 Pearl St
Eulgene. Oregon 97401
(541) 682-5291
{541) 682-5032 FAX
July 23, 2003 .

Lane County Public Works

Mike Russell, CIP Coordinator '

- 3040 North Delta Highway '
Eugene, OR 97408-1696

Subject: North Game Farm Road Improvements

Mr. Russell,

The City of Eugene Public Works Department supports Lane County’s capital investment to
improve North Game Farm Road from Old Coburg Road to Coburg Road. We believe that these
improvements will provide important facilities for all modes of travel, including bicyclists and
pedestrians through the inclusion of bike lanes and sidewalk. This is an important consideration
given the increased residential development in the vicinity of North Game Farm Road. The

proposals being considered also address safety concerns at the intersection with Crescent Avenue
and Armitage Road. '

While North Game Farm Road is a Lane County facility, we encourage the County to apply the
design standards included in the Eugene Arterial and Collector Street Plan (November 1999).
Those adopted standards for a Minor Arterial include setback sidewalks with street trees within a
planting strip at least 6 feet wide. Since sidewalks are only proposed on one side of the street, we
recommend an 8- to 10-foot-wide setback sidewalk. The wider sidewalk would accommodate
two-way travel for pedestrians as well as bicyclists not wishing to ride on a higher speed
roadway. Striping the northbound shoulder as a bike tane should also be considered.

Bugene Public Works staff appreciates the opportunity to comment on this important capital
improvement project. Please let us know if we may be of assistance in any way in the
development and design of the project.

Sincerely, [

— !
(S

Christopher C. Henry, PE
Transportation Planning Engineer

cc: Kurt Corey, Eugene Public Works Director



Hoiland Lznd Commeny, =il
29399 Uopurg Road
mugene, OR a74,08

July =3, 2003

Lane County Mublic lorks

CIP Goordinator

3040 N. Gelia Highwey '
Fugene, OR 97L08-1636

Re: North Game Fzrm Road Imarovement Project. .

Mr, ilike Russell;

We own the land Bast of Armitrge Road that .is in Ontion 1 & 2 to Kealign
btrmitage Road. -

We are against both Option 1 & 3.

. It takes up too much good farm land extending 200' or more in a loon
East from Armitege Road, there would be land in the lecop thet would be
wasbe land.

2, Uld Desk trees will have tu be removed.

3, The elevation goes from 413.5' in the field to h2L.6" {11.1') on
Armitage Road, which would require a large ameunt of fill.

L. The land is in the Flood Plain. ,

5, EWEB has a nermanent easement and Puwer Line going across our land

from the McKenzie Substation East of I-5. The Road loon may come %00
close to the first 2 steel poles,

L access road is nrovided further North on Armitage Road that is
graveled to their Power Line and it would be gone in Onticn 1 & 2, ’

The 1995 winter and snring when EWFE constructed this line it rained
more than normal and the whole access road was under water and were
unable to work for 2 weeks or more,

The steel Power Line noles are mounted on concrete footings, the footings
the 2 noles in this low area inside the loon are l,'squere and 15' deen,

ThisPower Grid is very importsnt for EWEB, it serves the willakenzie
Substation and Barger Ave. area in West Tugene,

6, ‘Jntion 1 & 3 would make the intersection more conjested.

we are in favor of Opton 2, it would toke u~ far less land and cecst lesc
to ~rovide access to M, Came ferm Bd. 2 tra[fic signzl or a rourdabout xt
4t Creccent would <low troffie and maks it betler to 7o and come [row
Ermitage Road.

Bin ely, . . "
//-97r ‘ ;457
e % o Aeg i

tzy Hefilznd
Partner and Manzper
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COMMENT SHEET

Instructions:  PRINT legibly, the information requested below. Read and answer ali questions
appropriately. Return this comment sheet during today’'s public meeting or no later
than Friday August 1, 2003 to Mike Russell, CIP Coordinator, at Lane County Public
Works Dept., 3040 N. Delta Hwy., Eugene, OR 87408-1696. For more information, call
(541) 682-6949. '

LANE-
~COUNTY
~ OREGON .

PROJECT:  Game Farm Road North Improvement

Name deé’—/‘/ Zd;\jan .
Address &9 ¥39 f'p Caque Rd Euj.erce_' g 740%

Mailing Address

. '-'2/1
phone 34/ 3 - SO3 K | S
| Supportwith  DoNot .
" conditions Support
Support (please explain in {please explain in

Comments section) Comments section)

1. In general, do you support the
improvement project as proposed?

Option 1 Option 2 -Option 3
{Realign Ammitage) (Sepamate Ammitage (Roundabout)
: from Crescent)

2. lIs there an Intersection Option that you
prefer over the others? -If so, which - &
one? .

3. |Is there another option you feel we
should consider? = Please explain
below.

Commenis: -~
7 have a foew comments,

/, '/.Z;z)ﬂd,aao Seems [1te a (07 of money To rebaild
N Game Farm , Al we redly neel (s a_ Traffic
//éh?‘ Q?‘ Crefcehz‘/ﬁ—f\m/‘fage_, (continue on back)

.
’



2 Al The ﬂ’leﬁfﬂlq 7 unters7oosd THat N. Game Farm
would be widened on bo 7h _The €as7 and wes#
Sides, It would make more 4ehnse % Ao all Phe
wi:denlhg en e €ast side. /Vﬁ%ma /L5 Zf«u/f
clrse 7o The road on He Cas? ftje Decause
of The olf rm/mai Cight o way, [ have
alweays assumed Lane County Owns ‘/’/HS e /A r:qh‘f
of way, \

-3, Qp?"wn | T hate 7o see g2 ;Carm/an&( be Tikeh for
read construction, Ba? Fhis feem; Zio é;e_ The bes7
choice of The Three.

4 _Optren 2°  Here again Somenes plhce (s ézmg
CauT JN_Two. T/l-e 0#)’4.’-7‘ [NTersection would
make |1 ey difficul? 75 7§Lr~n [ef7 /faa-fé) CATo
Y. Game tarm Lrom /‘?rm:?‘ag_e a[umng p-wﬁ' ﬁ‘aﬁﬁc

. Such a3 affer chureh,
5. 0ﬂ7‘(pn 32 TAls 15 not an epZyon., kﬁandgéoa-ff May

J;wé« 'ﬂleir‘ p/a,ce, In [ Trafe Greas. Pal sne Lowld
heuver Lf/ir/r Ph A AMA fmﬁﬁc [oed Such as M fame.
Facm, ﬂQﬂﬂq p-ea./r Traflic pefoce CA&U‘C/ Mot Aoéuwf
Leatfao tyoald A_e banched wup in_the rounfaboum+.
ﬁr‘ml'f'u.e, Zeaffac Could Aave 7o bmu?‘ for tap 7o _an
hoar j' enter The poundehbsat
b, _Remember CAIALL{LA Zrathic M/J//Taiva_é/e Ly/Aéq 4 e

- ¢
New BupZic? church 1g opened.

ﬂm/( o
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3. s there another option you feel we
should consider? Please explain

Comments:

COMMENT SHEET
Inatructions:  PRINT legibly, the mformalron requested below Read and answer all questions
- apprapriately., - Return this comment-sheet during today’s public mesting or no later
mt:’r:igrgjayt Agg.‘lugl l\I 02;{3: io Mllga Russell, CIP Coordinator, at Lane County Public
ap ugens, OR 97408-1696. i i
(5&1)682-6949 Hwy genea, 7 6§86. For more information, call
. ., AT L -~ VN .
. PROJECT: ¥
Game Farm Road’ North Improvement
Narme E/céh. Qoo vee
w adessy _270€ - Myphiuere doe T -
Mailing Address g(__.dq o ™. ' s )
N - u T + ',_ - e o=
Phone LRS- O% /2. . . -
- - St.l_pport'\nr'ith - ﬁp' Not
“ w0 e e EET T ~~conditions Support -
" Support . (pleass explainin . (please explainin .
SRR < Commaents sectian) Commentssecuon)
1. In general, do you support the U
improvement project as proposed?
Option 1 Option 2 Optian3 |
« {Realign Armitaga) (Separate Armilage {Roundabolst)
from Crescent)
2., Is there an Interseotion Option that you v
prefer over the others? If so, which L

below.
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ROADS ADVISORY COMMITTEE

August 27, 2003
5:45 p.m.

MEMBERS PRESENT: Al King, Pete Maury, Jody Ogle, Tom Poage, Jack Radabaugh Rex Redmon Leo

Stapleton

COUNTY STAFF: Oliie Snowden, Sonny Chickering, Bili Morgan, Mike Russell, Howard Schussler,

Celia Barry, Jason Lien, Vonnie Rainwater

|
Committee reconvened and Stapleton called the meeting to order at 5:45 p.m.

PUBLIC COMMENT

Paul Wostmann, 89661 N. Game Farm Road, commented on the suggestions made by the City of
Eugene and asked if those suggestions have been considered or leave it as a 2-lane project and
reduce the freeway look. Regarding the intersection of Crescent and N. Game Farm, he stated he
liked the siop light rather than the roundabout.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Minutes of July 23, 2003, were approxlred as written.

DRAFT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM PLAN {TSP) WORK SESSION

Lien provided a brief summary of the second draft TSP materials, which have been released, to the
public. Lane Code and Lane Manual proposed changes are included in the materials. Copies of the
draft have been distributed to libraries. Citizens can purchase copies at Public Works or view on
PW's website. Approximately 550 postcards were mailed to interested parties announcing the work
sessions and public hearing by the Roads Advisory Committee and Lane County Planning
Commission. Legal notices and display ads were also placed in newspapers. As a result of Ballot
Measure 56, notices were also mailed to about 36,000 residents. He indicated that staff has
received quite a few phone calls as the resuit of this mailing.

Barry suggested in preparation for the public hearing that the Committee members do a quick read
of documents proposed for adoption, Attachments 1, 3, 4, 6, 8, 9 and 10. She highlighted where the
changes are being proposed and reviewed proposed changes to Lane Manual and Lane Code. The
road design standards are currently in LM Chapter 15 but proposed to move to Lane Code. The
Master Road Plan will be replaced by the roads inventory in the TSP. In Lane Code a new provision
regarding access requirements is proposed that requires a development next to a platted road to
take access from that road unless a variance application is submitted and approved. Local access
roads will be exempt from facility permits. New deveiopment on local access roads will instead be
required to obtain certification of adequacy from the local fire district. In the future the Department
will be asking the Board to approve establishing a fee for facility permits. Another proposed change
involves assessment deferral for large parcels. A change in road dedications (LM 15.505) proposes
to shift that responsibility from the Planning Commission to the Roads Advisory Committee. Other
changes involve updates to Road Naming/Renaming and accepling park roads into the County road
system. Sidewalk language in LM 15.535 will be moved to the TSP. The biggest change in LM
15.580 involves cilizen involvement in the stakeholder process. Another LM change proposes to
allow the Public Works Director or his designee to execute performance agreements for facility
permit or land division work.

Poage commented on agreement of an assessment policy previously invoiving a deferral of large
parcels. Chickering stated that it's covered in LC 16.636; large parcels would be assessed for a

Roads Advisory Committee — August 27, 2003
Page 1 of4



segment cf their property and the rest would be deferred. Poage also questioned assessing large
farms and how to get around it.

Redmon asked about the responsibility for reclassification of roads being transferred from the Lane
County Planning Commission {LCPC) to the Roads Advisory Commiittee (RAC). He didn't want to
see the RAC responsible for something that should be under LCPC's jurisdiction.

Barry reported on comments raised by LCPC at their work session, one being how large the packet
was. Staff will be holding more meetings with LCPC to go over changes. LCPC raised concerns

. with proposed changes to LC Chapter 16 exempting county road projects from riparian regulations.
They thought that transportation impacts analysis might be burdensome. They also expressed
concemn with road dedications being turned over to the RAC in that there may be land use issues.
They requested clarification for facility permits and how it would work for land divisions. They also
asked how success of the document would be measured and about reduction of single cccupancy
reliance. They asked if DLCD was asked to comment on the document.

Radabaugh asked if any other State agencies have been asked to comment beside DLCD. Barry
replied that there had been ongeing coordination with OPOT. |

Lien stated that comments received so far from the public are in Attachment 13h. He thought that
' the cycling community might have comments on the chip seal program. He discussed comments
received regarding off-road extension paths, which he has forwarded 1o the Parks Division in case
they want to pursue grants for furthering recreation in these areas. Other comments concerned
moving truck traffic off Jasper-Lowell Road and traffic impacts if the casino is built in Florence. Lien
stated that staff plans to list comments along with a staff response.

Redmon commented on recreation outside the urban area and suggested bridging that gap. He
sfated he was glad the TSP addresses some of the issues regarding bike paths. Snowden clarified
that road funds have to be used on the movement of transportation vehicles and thus can't be used
on bike paths outside the road right-of-way.

Radabaugh expressed concermn on approach of public involvement; feels it’s important that we take
care of the public. He distributed a written comment.

V. N.GAME FARM ROAD DESIGN CONCEPT

Russell reviewed staff recommendations on the project and asked the Committee to make a
recommendation, which will be taken to the Board of Commissioners in November or December
following a 30-day comment period.

He commented on the City of Eugene request to apply city urban design standards to the project.
He expressed concern with maintenance on separated sidewalks and planter strips, which wouid be
the responsibility of property owners; based on past experiences, they aren’t taken care of and staff
is not recommending separated sidewalks.

Redmon asked if the separated sidewalk would be concrete. He expressed concern for safety
having the sidewalk abutting the roadway.

King asked if shrubbery would be put in the planting strip. Russell stated that some type of ground
cover would be put in.

Poage commented that setback sidewalks by the church would be nice and would enhance the area.

Russell reported that the City of Eugene plans to improve N. Game Farm south of Chad when Chad
is extended.

Redmon ask where the planted median would be. Russell indicated that the only place there is room
o accommodate the planted median is the section in front of the church north of Bermuda.

Roads Advisory Committee — August 27, 2003
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Chickering expressed concern with the close proximity of the curb in plantéd medians to the roadway
and cited the Delta Hwy. Medians by Home Depot as an example.

King stated that if the roundabout is put in, there would be different speed zones and asked if it will
be a one-lane roundabout; feels there is room for two lanes. Russell stated that an analysis would
be done to determine whether it should be one lane of two lanes.

Ogle asked if most of the comments received supported a signal. Russell stated that support for the
three options was mixed. He added that the staff recommendation is geared around Option 1
(realign Armitage Road at Crescent and install a signal).

Russell recapped comments received from residents. Four supported bike lanes. Some suggested
reducing the width north of Crescent to maintain two-lane project with paved shoulders and no
continuous center turn-lane north of Crescent. Staff recommends curb, gutter and 5|dewall< on the
east side for a short distance at the end of the project from Coburg Road.

Morgan commented that staff will do as much as possible on the design not to interfere with the trees
on the east side of N. Game Road. '

Russell staled that Option 1 will require a Special Use Permit to realign Armitage Road tﬁrough
farmland. The EWEB power poles will be avoided in realignment of Armilage Road Mr. Hoiland
submitted pictures of the farmland that was flooded in 1998. !

Mr. Wostmann commented that the désign is for 55 mph and in the future the speed may be lowered
to 45 mph, thus over designing the project. He suggested asking the Speed Control Board to
determine the speed limit for the future and perhaps design the project for 45 mph.

Poage commented that designing the project for 45 mph could be a problem. He feels if the speed is
lowered in the fuiure, you can always put in planter strips later when the use changes.

Chickering feels the Speed Control Board may not reduce the speed because there aren't many
accesses and it's in a rural setting.

Redmon asked about the variance process for slope design. Chickering stated that the Board could
reduce the slope design.

Motion: Redmon recommended Option 1 {realign Armitage Road with a signal) for the North Game
Farm Road project with a 3-lane width design with modified offset sidewalks, and cutting a 4:1 slope
where necessary to provide a buffer and save the trees. Ogle seconded. VOTE: 5—2 King and
Stapleton dissenting.

King asked if the County would have a liability due to a lower standard used. He indicated he
preferred Option 3. Chickering stated that the County could be liable but it would be up to a court to
decide, Staff would design and build the project based on direction from the Board.

V. OTHER BUSINESS

A. Lingo Lane — Russell reported that the 30-day comment period on the proposed design concept
ends September 5. As requested by RAC, staff met with property owners impacted by the
project and came up with a different realignment to lessen radius and reduce impacts to the
Meller's property. He indicated that a section will be added to the document previously
recommended by the RAC, which will address the issues and include a modified design concept.

Ogle asked how many trucks utilize this intersection.
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Russell stated that staff met with Mrs. Zumwalt, who owns the store, to discuss her request for
another access point. She already has one off Hwy. 99 and one onto Noroton. ODOT has
denied her request for the additional access.

Mill Road — Russell announced that the Committee will hold a public hearing on the Mill Road
project on September 24 at 6 pm at Pleasant Hill High School. Redmon and Poage stated that

they won't be able to attend this meeting. . ,

Meeting adjourned at 7:50 p.m.

Vonnie Rainwater ,
Recording Secretary _
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Roger L. Hoiland
89629 Armitage Rd.
Eugsne, Oregon 97408

10-7-03

ATTN,MIKE RUSSELL LANE COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS
RE., NOR[EH GAME FARM ROAD PROJECT

MR. RUSSELL

My concern is with the "NO RISE CERTIFICATION",
as it has been previously stated the only part of the
project that will be covered by the certification is
the fill portion in the realignment of ARMITAGE ROAD, .
The area from Crescent south to 01d Coburg Road needs
to be included in the application for NO RISE CERTIFICATION,
North Game Farm Road will be widen 40 feéet east, This
will put the drainage ditch right on the edge of the
elevation change to the east, Giver the. fact that the
soil in this area has a very high clay content, the
water in the ditch will simply run down the slope
' to the lower land. This situation will increase the
water level to the east, If this portion of the project
is not included in the Application for no rise certification,
then the application will based on incomplete information.
This will give myself grounds for an appeal of the
no rise certification,

I will include a soil map of the area, along with
a well log showing the so0il profile in the area. The
well log is for lot no, 122 on the map, 89629 ARMITAGE
ROAD, The well log shows a layer of clay from the
3 foot to 10 foot depth. When the water in the ditch
hits the layer of clay in the soil, the water will
not penetrate the clay.Gravity will force the water
down the slope of the elevation change where it will:
pool in the lower farmland to the east. The reason
stated above in wy mind forces the county to have to
include in application of "NO RISE CERTIFICATION®
the from Crescent south to old Coburg Road,

Keep in mind that back in 1996 the construction
company tried to pump the water out of this low area
to the north.( See photos already submitted) The
result was not good, The water ended up in Mr. Senn's
(89674 Armitage Road) horse pasture, Mr. Senn hired
an attorney and threaten to sue all parties involed
at a rate of 1,000 dollars per day for everyday
the pump ran. As a result the pump ran for less
than 24 hours, It has been stated before and I will
state again that the low farmland to the east of

this project acts like a catch basin with no outlets
to the south or to the north,

EBELT E)

JL, acT 082003 '

ol

!
@isnmw__.1_51 ﬂJ




I have one more concern to share with you,
Nowhere in the "Findings document" is it even mentioned
anything about safe passage of large farm equipment,
Some of this equipment can be up to 17 feet wide,
one has to have an additional -width of another
3 to 4 feet to allow for oncoming traffic to get hy,
Given the elevated nature of'the realignment of
Armitage Road, along with the road deck width of
24 feet, this will make it very difficult for the
safe passage of large farm equipment., The risk of
rollover is very high, Just something to keep in mind,

Sincerely,

Vg 7 Hoided
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'WELL REPORT
E OF OREGON

State WellNo. ...l e
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e e i i 3 thickness and nature of each stratum and aquifer penetrated with at lea
o from-7..i.......... ft. to .._._.',...t._.fa... ft. Gauge o PR PR eereraanas for each change of formation. Report each change in position of Static \
L From...coeeceeeeens ft.to......... e ft. Gauge s and indicate principal water-bearing strata.
R INSTALLED: . MATERIAL From To
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................. Slot Size ............Set from .........ooooo ft to oL R o St oy F
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ane County Area, Oregon

ind berries respond to nitrogen, phosphorus, and
yotassium.

If this unit is used for hay and pasture, proper stocking
ates, pasture rotation, and restricted grazing during wet
eriods help to keep the pasture in good condition and
o protect the soil from erosion and compaction.

This unit is suited to the production of Douglas-fir. On
Ihe basis of a 100-year site curve, the mean site index
for Douglas-fir is 159. The potential production per acre
is 10,140 cubic feet from an even-aged, fully stocked
stand of trees 60 years old or 94,400 board feet
(International rule, one-eighth-inch ker} from an even-
aged, fully stocked stand of trees 80 years old.

The main concerns in producing and harvesting timber
are the susceptibility of the soil to compaction and plant
competition, Limiting use of heavy equipment for thinning
and harvesting to periods when the soil is dry helps to
prevent compaction and to maintain the permeability and
productivity of the soil. Ripping skid trails and landing
areas after logging helps to break up the compacted
layer. Undesirable plants prevent adequate natural or
artificial reforestation unless site preparation and
maintenance are intensive. Reforestation can be
accomplished by pianting Douglas-tir and ponderosa
pine seedlings.

If this unit is used for recreational development, the
m’ limitations are wetness and clay content.

Ir this unit is used for homesite development, the main
limitations are the moderately siow permeability, high
shrink:swell potential of the clayey subsoil, and the
hazard of flooding. The effects of shrinking and sweiling
can be minimized by using proper engineering designs
and by backfilling with material that has low shrink-sweil
potential. Roads for year-round use need heavy base
rock.

This map unit is in capability subclass llw.

79—McBee slity clay loam. This deep, moderately
well drained soil is on flogd plains. it formed in recent
mixed alluvium. Siope is 0 to 3 percent. Areas are
elongated and commonly occur as siringers along
abandoned channels. The areas are 3 to 75 acres in
size. The vegetation in areas not cultivated is mainly
Douglas-fir, black cottonwood, and willow. Elevation is
290 o 1,000 feet. The average annual prempltatlon is 40

. 10 60 inches, the average annual air temperature is 52 to
54 degrees F, and the average frost-free period is 165 to
210 days.

Typically, the surface layer is very dark grayish brown
silty clay loam about 24 inches thick. The subsoil is dark
grayish brown and brown, mottled siit loam about 17
inches thick. The substratum to a depth of 62 inches is
dark brown, mattled silt loam.

ingluded in this unit are small areas of Chehahs.

C  1ato, Newberg, and ‘Wapato sails. Included areas
make up about 15 percent of the total acreage.

99

Permeability of this McBee soil is moderate, Available
water capacity is about 10 to 12 inches. Water supplying
capacity is 18 to 24 inches. Effective rooting depth is
limited by a high water table thatis atadepthof 2to 3
feet from November to April. Runoff is slow, and the

‘hazard of water erosion is moderate. The soil is subject -

to frequent, brief periods of floeding from November to
May.

This unit is used mainly for cultwated crops. Itis also
used for recreation during the dry period in summer.

This unit is suited to most cultivated crops. Deep-
rooted, water-sensitive perennial crops such as alfaifa
require deep tile drainage. Good outlets commonly are
available for tile drainage, which improves the
productivity and manageability of the soil.

In summer, irrigation is required for maximum
production of most crops. Sprinkier 1rr|gat|on is a suitable
method of applying water.

Returning all crop residue to the soil and usmg a
cropping system that includes grasses, legumes, or
grass-legume mixtures help to maintain fertility and tilth.
Grain and grasses raspond to nitrogen; legumes respond
to phosphorus, boron, sulfur, and lime; and vegetables
and berries respond to nitrogen, phosphorus, and
potassium.

Streambank cutting, erosion caused by overflow, and -

t

"sedimentation can be reduced by maintaining adequate

plant cover,

If this unit is used for hay and pasture, proper stocking
rates, pasture rotation, and restricted grazing during wet
periods help to keep the pasture in good condition and
to protect the soil from erosion and compaction.

If this unit is used for recreational development, the
main limitations are wetness and the cliay content lof the
soil.

This unit generally is not suited to homesite
development. The main limitations are seasonal flooding
and the seasonal high water table. Fiooding can be
controlled only by use of major flood control structures.
Drainage is needed if roads and building foundations are
constructed.

This map unit is in capabiiity subclass liw.

80F—McCully clay loam, 30 to 50 percent slopes.
This deep, well drained soil is on north- and east-facing
side siopes of uplands in the Cascade Range. it formed
in colluvium derived fromn tuffaceous rock. Areas are
irregular in shape and are 10 to 100 acres in size. The
native vegetation is mainly Douglas-fir, western hemiock,
red alder, salal, and western swordfern. Elevation is
1,200 to 2,800 feet. The average annual precipitation is
60 to 110 inches, the average annual air temperature is
46 10 51 degrees F, and the average frost-free period is
160 to 200 days.

Typically, the surface is covered with a mat of
needles, leaves, and twigs about 1 inch thick. The
surface iayer is dark reddish brown clay loam about 11
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"RUSSELL Mike L

[

From: Glenda Mock [glenda.mock@comcast.net]
Sent: Friday, October 10, 2003 4:56 AM

To: mike.russell@co.lane.or.us

Subject: North Gam Farm Road

Mike,

| am opposed to the proposed project for the following reasoﬁs:

1. There is no need to have a three lane road at this time to accomodate
the total of 6 driveways of the road.

2. The road is on the urban growth boundary and the land on the east side
of the road will not be developed for a number of years.

3. | believe 45 mph is too high for the traffic speed. 34 or maximum of 40
mph seems plenty fast enough.

- 4. The project is a huge expense to tax payers and homeowners who will be
assessed according to their backyards that are along Game Farm. | believe
the funds could be put to better use and there are other needs in the
community more worthy of repair and upgrade.

5. The proposed change to Armitage Road seems very unnecessary and would
have an extremely negative impact of the land owners property and values. |
personally have no problem with the way the road is currently. Afterall,

the property is farmland to the east of Game Farm. The traffic on that road

is limited to property owners and folks shopping at Johnson's and or

Bloomers. it's country farmland!

Thank you.

Glenda Mock
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