Staff initially considered a signalized intersection at the Harlow/Hayden Bridge Way intersection
and presented this option to the Wayside Lane neighborhood in an open house and with informal
meetings with property owners in the neighborhood. The difficulty with the signalized
intersection concerned how the current Wayside Lane access to Hayden Bridge Way could
remain as a limited or full access intersection; there is no other way in or out of the Wayside
Lane neighborhood except at the Wayside Lane intersection with Hayden Bridge Way. There is
also a significant problem from a traffic operations and safety perspective to allow the current
Wayside Lane intersection to continue to function with a new, much larger, signalized
intersection. Staff options for new roads in the neighborhood to access Wayside Lane included
removing a home or/and connecting new streets in the neighborhood.

After an open house with the Wayside Lane neighbors, and the overwhelming resistance to
opening up new roads in the area, staff considered a roundabout option with a connection on the
roundabout for Wayside Lane. In addition, staff also began considering a roundabout after
evaluating and refining new traffic information that indicated that a signalized intersection would
operate at a level of service (LOS) between D and E, a failing LOS, when the signal is in place in
2007.

The decision to consider a two lane roundabout included a great deal of analysis by staff. A four
month investigation and evaluation occurred that involved hiring Kittelson & Assoc. to assist in a
roundabout looking at intersection options and reviewing the transportation system in the
Gateway area given the hospital project and other road projects. After this analysis staff
recommended a two lane roundabout at another open house with the Wayside Lane
neighborhood. Of the 29 comment forms received, 26 people supported a roundabout option for
the Harlow/Hayden Bridge Way intersection with the Martin Luther King Jr. Parkway
intersection with the overwhelming condition that a Seward Street connection not be made.

'The following is a pro and con table for a two lane roundabout and a signalized intersection:
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Option and description Cost Pro Con
Estimate
Option 1: Exhibit 5-1 $900,000 | - Level of service (LOS B) | - Not common
Two lane Roundabout in 2007 intersection in metro area
With an access to - Lower crash rate and - Needs extensive
Wayside Lane (no severity education
Seward connection) - Less right of way needed | - Minor crashes could
- Low operation and increase in short term
maintenance costs
- Provides access to
Wayside neighborhood and
is largely supported by
residents
Option 2: Exhibit 5-2 $920,000 | - Same Pros as above - Same as above
Two lane Roundabout - Seward connection - Neighbors object to
- No access to Wayside provides connectivity Seward connection and
from roundabout traffic increases on Manor
- Open Seward Street Drive
Option 3: Exhibit 5-3 | $1,000,000 | - Conventional bike and - Higher crash rates
Traffic Signal ped crossings - Excessive intersection
- Seward connection - Commonly used size for vehicle and ped
intersection design crossings
' - Wayside access is
impractical, but neighbors
object to Seward
connection
- Costs about $100,000
more than roundabout
- Signal fails in 2007 with
a LOS of D/E
- More right of way is
needed
Recommendation:

Option 1. Construct Two Lane Roundabout with a Wayside Lane connection (no Seward

Street Connection).

Havden Bridee Way parking removal

A roundabout or signalized intersection improvement will widen Hayden Bridge Way for about
1000 feet from the intersection (Exhibit 6-1). Currently the Hayden Bridge Way right of way
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includes a bike lane and parking. With the intersection improvement, about ten houses will lose
on street parking along Hayden Bridge Way. The larger intersection with more through and turn
lanes increases the size of all legs of the intersection. Comments from an open house Jast
summer about the parking removal indicated that one reason for objecting to the removal was
that it is very difficult to back a vehicle out of a driveway onto Hayden Bridge Way. Staff
proposes modifying some of the driveways such as combining them with neighbors so there is
more room to maneuver a vehicle onto the road.

Recommendation:

Remove parking on Hayden Bridge Way for approximately 1000 feet and construct where
feasible, and with owner consent, shared driveways for better access to Hayden Bridge
Way (Exhibit 6-1).

7) Septic Drain Fields in southern segment

County residents live along the narrow southern segment of the project, and these properties
utilize septic drainfields for sewer sanitation. With the narrow right of way and the need to
construct a sound barrier and possibly include a dedicated Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) lane, an
analysis was performed to locate and assess any impacts to residential drainfields. Lane County
Public Works performed a sanitary survey to locate potential conflicts with the road project and
private septic systems, including impacts to distribution boxes and drain lines. All properties of
concern identified through this process were field located, with location and distance from the
existing 60-foot right of way.

According to the survey, 4 properties were identified that will be affected by the existing Council
approved 73-foot right-of-way for the Martin Luther King, Jr. Partkway. One property is on the
east side of the parkway and the other 3 are on the west side (Exhibit 7-1). If the right-of-way
was widened to 86 feet, four more properties would be affected, one on the east side and three on
the west side. If widened to 100 feet, 10 properties total would be affected.

In the February Council work session about the Parkway project, the cost estimates for mitigating
for impacts to residential septic systems was based on limited field work. An actual cost was
calculated for mitigating a septic drainfield for a property owner on Nova Street for the City
sewer main project under the Parkway project, was much higher because of the soil type and
need to bring the existing septic drainfield up to County standards. The total estimated costs
presented at the Council work session in February for properties in an impacted area of 0-10 feet
(distance needed for constructing a sound wall) was $36,000. The revised cost estimate in the
table below is $80,000 to $100,000. The additional costs can be covered in the right of way
budget that was estimated for the project.

The following table outlines the impacts associated with the amount of right of way used for the
project in the southern segment:
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On-Site Wastewater Systems Affected by Parkway Project in the southern segment

Distance to ROW 0Oto 10 feet 10to 15 feet 16 to 20 feet Total
Number of Affected
Properties 4 4 2 10
East Side 1 1 2
West Side 3 3 2 8
Affected System
Replacement
Components
Sand Filter 1 1
Distribution Box &
Drain lines 2 1
Drain lines 1 4 2 8
$20,000 to $40,000 $80,000 to
Estimated Construction $80,000 to $35,000 to $55,000 additional cost $200,000
Cost Range $100,000 | additional cost range range cost range
Estimated Construction Cost per unit
Sand Filter $30,000
Distribution Box &
Drain lines $15,000
Drain lines $6,000

Recommendation: Mitigate the impacts to the septic drainfields within the 0-10 foot area.

8) Soundwalls in southern segment and along Beltline Road

The cross-section approved by Council in 1998 included a soundwall along the southern section
of the project (Exhibit 8-1). Staff contracted with a sound engineering firm to determine a
methodology for sound measurement and to provide recommendations for a soundwall type.

There are three standard methods to measure sound for determining how much mitigation a
sound wall must provide. A particular method will dictate the height and material quality of a
wall to absorb sound. The following are the three methods that were used to measure potential
traffic noise from the project:

s Late-night criterion: Designed to maintain existing late night noise levels during the year
2007. A sound wall design using this measurement would mitigate for the late night
sounds. Requires about a seven foot wall to mitigate for sound.
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* 24 hour criterion: Designed to limit the 24 hour noise levels with a weighting to mitigate
the nighttime noise levels to acceptable standards. The emphasis is to mitigate for traffic
noise throughout the day. Requires about a nine foot wall.

* Peak hour (5-6 pm) criterion: Designed to limit the traffic noise level during the peak
traffic period. This is the method commonly used by the state and the Federal Highway
Administration. Requires about a nine to ten foot wall.

Recommendation:
Use a combination of late night and 24 hour criterion noise measure that requires about an
average seven to nine foot wall height

Based on the consultants report, staff considered three types of sound walls:

Options with a late | Cost Range Pro Con

night/24 hour noise

Ineasure

Option 1. A soil berm | $100,000 to | - Best noise reduction - Council rejected idea in

with a concrete wall $200,000 - Aesthetically pleasing 1998 because of impacts
excluding to residents '
right of way - Right of way costs
costs __{ would be substantial

Option 2, Pre-cast $400,000 to | - Need only about three - Must be about two feet

reflective concrete $600,000 feet width for the wall higher than an absorptive
wall - Costs $12 square foot wall to provide the same

level of mitigation

Option 3. Pre-cast $700,000 to | - Need only about three - Higher cost, $22 square
absorptive concrete $1 million | feet width for the wall foot

wall - More expensive wall
type but within estimated
budget for wall

- Absorptive material
lowers wall height needed
and will thus lessen
aesthetic impact of wall

Recommendation:
Option 3, construct a 7-9 feet high sound absorptive pre-cast concrete wall along the
southern segment as directed by Council in 1998 .

Soundwall along Beltline Road
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The alignment and project limits will improve Beltline Road to match the road cross-section at
the Hutton/Beltline intersection. Some residents on Colonial Drive, which abuts Beltline, have
requested a sound wall during an open house . A sound wall was proposed as part of the I-
5/Beltline Environmental Assessment (EA) for the Patrician mobile home park and residents on
Colonial believe if a sound wall is constructed for Patrician, that sound will bounce off the
Patrician wall into the Colonial neighborhood, which is likely. The EA found only two
residences

along Colonial Drive would be impacted by higher traffic along Beltline due to the interchange
project, therefore it was not cost efficient to mitigate with a sound wall.

The EA estimated the cost of the sound wall for Patrician at $350,000. A slightly lesser cost is
assumed for a sound wall along Beltline that mitigates sound for the Colonial residents. Building
both walls may cost about $600,000 to $800,000. The Martin Luther King Jr. Parkway project
budget did not include sound walls along Beltline Road for Patrician or Colonial residents.

Recommendation:
Do not construct sound walls along Beltline road as part of the parkway project.

9) Springfield Utility Board transmission lines in the narrow segment

On April 2, 1991, the City of Springfield and the Springfield Utility Board (SUB) entered into an
agreement to locate 2 115 k'V transmission line in the center of the old railroad right-of-way.
SUB agreed to pay one-half of any relocation costs in the right-of-way or equivalent to that cost
if they were required to relocate outside the right-of-way.

Given the narrow right of way in the southern segment and that the transmission poles are fixed

objects in a narrow median along a 45mph roadway, City Staff explored four alternatives for
relocating the transmission line outlined in the following table:
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Transmission Line Location Options

Optlons Pros Cons SUB Cost | City Cost
Option 1) Locate Poles | - Provides an alternative - More difficult to
in the 76 foot transmission line if the maintain poles in a
recommended southern | Game Farm Road line is not | narrow median
segment right of way functioning - Poles are driving hazard
- Cheapest option for citizens
- Limits BRT location,
requires more right of
way for BRT $120,000 $120,000
Option 2) East of - Provides an alternative - Requires easements
Parkway. Reconstruct a | transmission line if the from affected property '
new pole line with both | Game Farm Road line is not | owners
transmission and functioning - Likely opposition from
distribution circuits to | - Easier for SUB to Maintain | residents
the east side of the - Removes poles from
sound wali in a private | median
easement - More room for BRT if
LTD pays for relocation $120,000 $230,000
Option 3) Game Farm | - Removes hazard from - Game Farm Road
Road Relocate the median improvements have not
transmission line to - Allows an above-ground been designed; SUB may
Game Farm Road. installation have to move lines twice
Relocate distribution -More room for BRT if LTD | - SUB would have to
line overhead to east of | pays for relocation obtain easements
sound wall. Both lines - Does not provide
would be in private alternative transmission
easements. line if the game Farm
Road pole is down due to
an accident or weather
- Likely opposition from
residents $120,000 $600,000
Option 4) East of - Removes poles from the - Water could interrupt
Parkway Underground. | median service from corroded
Install both - Provides an alternative .conduit
transmission and transmission line if the - City may need to pay
distribution circuits Game Farm Road line is not | for underground service
underground on the functioning to buildings using
east side of the sound | - Removes poles from distribution line now
wall in the right-of- median and backyards - Exceptionally high cost
way. {aesthetics)
- More room for BRT and
lessens impacts to property
owners if LTD pays for $2,700,000 to
relocation $120,000 $3,000,000
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Staff is concemed about continuing to locate the transmission line in an 8 foot median in the
southern segment of the Parkway because it posses a potential fixed object hazard. Staff also
understands the cost to under ground the line was not budgeted in the Parkway project. Staff
will request Council to direct staff to keep the transmission line in the median in the southern
segment of the Parkway.

Recommendation: |
Option 1. Council should direct staff to continue to locate Poles in the 76 foot right of
way recommended for the southern segment of the Parkway.

10y BRT in the southern segment

The City Council has endorsed the Pioneer Parkway Corridor as the next BRT project in the
City. LTD is currently conducting an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the corridor to
determine the location and mitigation actions needed for a BRT route. LTD is also seeking
federal reauthorization funding to build the BRT project in the corridor,

The LTD Board approved a resolution that authorizes LTD staff to purchase right of way for
an exclusive BRT lane along the southern segment of the Parkway corridor. The resolution
did not include funds to relocate or underground the transmission line that exists in the

southern comridor. Therefore, the southern segment right of way would have to increase to 86
feet.

There are three options for BRT as described by City staff in the southern segment of the
parkway outlined in the following table and depicted on exhibits 9-1, 9-2, 9-3 and 9-4:

BRT Options ' Cost Pro Con
Option 1: Exhibit 9-1 | LTD cost forany | - Less costly - Does not satisfy LTD
operational or goal for exclusive BRT
Mixed traffic in a 76 street - Less impactto lane
foot right of way with | o difications residences; properties on
possible operational Nova Street do not favor | - Increases travel time for
modifications at a wider right of way BRT in this section of the
intersections such as _ Pioneer Parkway Corridor
transit priority - Easily accomodated
in a narrow right of way | - The intersection will fail
in the future and cause
significant delay according

ATTACHMENT A - Page 19 of 42

10-11




- Total corridor BRT
travel time is less
impacted with a
roundabout and transit

priority

to LTD staff

Option 2: Exhibit 9-2

Exclusive BRT lane
with a back to back
“Q” jurnp in an 86 foot
right of way with

Right of way and
utility cost estimate
is $330,000 to
$1,000,000
Undergrounding
SUB transmission

- Achieves LTD goal for
exclusive lanes and
greater trave] time
benefits

- There is less delay for

- Requires about 5 more
feet of right of way from
property owners; sound
wall will need about 8 feet
for a total of 13 feet on
each side of the southern

undergrounds the line
when a BRT project is
built.

transinission line is
relocated or underground

- Allows for BRT in the
median when the issue of
transmission line location
is resolved

transmission lines in line is almost §3 BRT on this section of segment
median. LTD Board million ' the corridor
approved this option to - Council has not reviewed
forward to the City. - It appears that only the | decided on a detailed
' property owners on BRT design for this section
Nova Street object to the
increased right of way - The City has already
excluded bike and
pedestrian facilities in
southern segment; balance
the need for bikes and peds
with right of way need for
BRT
- Council has not reviewed
or decided on 2 detailed
BRT design for this section
Option 3: Exhibit 9-3 | Transmission line - Less right of way - High cost for LTD to
and 9-4 estimated cost is impact to property underground transmission
$3-4 million, right | owners line
Exclusive BRT lane in | ¢ way is $120,000
an 82.5 foot right of - Able to purchase right | - Likely intense opposition
way; LTD relocates of way now for future to relocating transmission
transmission line or BRT lane when line

- Council has not reviewed
or decided on a detailed
BRT design for this section

- The City has already
excluded bike and
pedestrian facilities in
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southern segment; balance
the need for bikes and peds

with right of way need for
BRT

- Springfield Utility Board
least favorable option for
transmission line

The southern segment of the Parkway project is narrow and presents significant design
constraints. The ability of the City to locate the project on this narrow segment took many years
of planning and meetings with the community because of the narrow right of way and the need
for the City to locate a minor arterial road in this segment. Consequently, the City was unable to
fit bike lanes or sidewalks in this segment and only a very limited median will be added to
include a transmission line with extremely narrow landscaped strips on the shoulders. It is a state
law that bike lanes must be located on collector and arterial streets, or a jurisdiction must find an
alternative routes or means, The City, as mentioned earlier in this memo, must find an alternative
route for bike lanes along the southern segment because there is a lack of right of way. These
constraints mean the City must reduce its design standards for a minor arterial in this segment.

City staff opinion is that LTD should also reduce its expectations and BRT standards and goals
for the southern segment of the Parkway. Certainly an exclusive lane in this segment of the
Parkway would enhance the Pioneer Parkway BRT system; bike lanes, sidewalks and wider a
wider median and landscaped strips would also enhance the Parkway. Instead of an exclusive
BRT lane in the southern segment, City staff maintains that a roundabout at the Harlow/Hayden
Bridge Way intersection and transit priority at the Riverbend/Parkway intersection, although not
as optimal as an exclusive lane, still has travel time advantages for BRT in the southern segment
over a signalized intersection at Harlow and Hayden Bridge Way intersection. And, taking a
comprehensive view of the Pioneer Parkway BRT corridor, it is likely there will be exclusive
BRT lanes from downtown Springfield to the Harlow/Hayden Bridge Way intersection and along
the new Riverbend Street on the PeaceHealth site; there will be very good BRT service along the
corridor.

Recommendation:

Option 1. Operate BRT in mixed traffic with possible operational modifications at
intersections such as transit priority.

Staff also supports Option 3 if L'TD is willing to:
¢ Pay to under ground the SUB transmission lines

¢ Provide adequate funding to buy the additional property and pay to mitigate for all
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the septic drainfield and property impacts for an 83 foot right of way

* Ensure community support from the neighborhood and political support at the
County Board level
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Exhibit 1-1

e

Council Adopted Alignment and Right of Way Widths 1998

e {0
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= Exhibit 1-2

ame Farmn -
intarsection

o F’ropbsed Alignment
Harlow Rd/Hayden Bridge Wy
to Beltline Road
' Springfield, OR
March, 2004




wgd R
MeKenzie Wy
Irlersection

Bike & Pedestrian Options
Springfield, OR
March, 2004
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become right-of-way.
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OPTION 1- ROUNDABOUT WITH WAYSIDE CONNECTION (NO SEWARD CONNECTION)
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[ EXHIBE' 3-2 '
£

OPTION 2- ROUNDABOU'[ AND SEWARD CONNECTION
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OPTION 3- SIGNAL AND SEWARD CONNECTION

[EXHIBIT 5-3 ]
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Impacted On-Site
Wastewater Treatment Systems
near Construction of Martin Luther King, Jr Pkwy

L Springfield, OR
March, 2004
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Exhibit 8-1

Location
Jr Pkwy/Beltl

Soundwall

Rd

Ine

ng,

Martin Luther K

gfield OR
March, 2004

Sprin

page 38 of 42

ATTACHMENT A




(,09 = MOY ONILSIX3)

Ll _

l—6 1l9dIHX3

==,

/jssoz:%

¥00¢ HOYVIN

=7

D

| 310d NOISSINSNY ML

D144vHL Q3IXIN NI LISNVHL Qidvd Snd

===

TIVMANNOS

ATTACHMENT A - Page 39 of 42

AVMILAV A dr AT

10-21



09 = MOd ONILSIX3

7

¢—6 1igIHX3

() _ 0

—

||

(Ql7 A8 Q3LSINOIY)

NVIGIW FHL NI NIVINTY S3NIT NOISSINSNVAL
INVT JAISNTOXT Ld8 ANNOFHLEON H1IM

NOLLOIS~SS04D TVIIdAL

AVMIEYA I AT
t00Z HOAVI

ATTACHMENT A - Page 40 of 42




09 = MOY ONILSIX3

S57¢8

|1
RAr4 Jl ! ALl

10-22

=/ =

|

ANV 18 J4ninNd 404 NVIAIW NI AVM—40—1HOM
3NIT NOISSIASNVHL HiIM NOILNTOS WH3l LHOHS
NOILJIS—SS0dI TTVOIdAL
AVMALIY A Il M

7002 HOUVI

£—6 LIgiHX3

ATTACHMENT A - Page 41 of 42




09 = MOd ONILSIX3

| 528
_:__N_ 9 | AL | Al _N_N“ Beie] “N“N_ Al
Iz
.
| _
N ———— f———\ _|]| f—r

= =

QZDON_ON_H._Q.ZD d0 d3LvO013d
INIM NOISSINSNVL HLIM NOILNIOS Wd3l ONOT

ANVT JAISNTIOX3 Ly8 ANNOEHLEON HLIM
NOILO3AS—SS0dD 1VOIdAL
AVMAEYJ'Hr MW

¥00Z HOJVI

¥—6 LI8IHX3

===

ATTACHMENT A - Page 42 of 42




CITY OF SPRINGFIELD
RESOLUTION NO. 04- ___

A RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE ALIGNMENT, RIGHT-OF-WAY WIDTH AND
DESIGN ELEMENTS FOR THE MARTIN LUTHER KING JR. PARKWAY PROJECT.

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

.The Gateway Refinement Plan was adopted by the City Council in

November, 1992, to address the land use issues and identify the public
facilities needs in the Gateway area of Springfield; and

Section 24 of the Gateway Refinement Plan Transportation Element
specifies that the City shall design and construct a north-sounth arterial
corridor in order to accommodate increased traffic flows associated with
future development of the north Gateway area in a manner that minimizes
impacts on existing Gateway area residences; and

Section 24.4 specifies that the City may plan for the design extension of
the Pioneer Parkway northward from Harlow Road to Belt Line Road,
coordinating with the design and development of road systems that will
service the McKenzie-Gateway SLI site and the 180 acre MDR area; and

Section 24.6 specifies that the design and construction of the extension of
Pioneer Parkway shall occur in a manner that significantly reduces noise
impacts; and

On June 15, 1998, based on a preliminary planning and alignment study,
the City Council approved a preliminary alignment and right-of-way width
for the Pioneer Parkway Extension and resolved that the project design
shall include some means of mitigating and significantly reducing noise
impacts, as specified in the Refinement Plan; and

The City Council renamed the Pioneer Parkway Extension to be called the
Martin Luther King Jr. Parkway on July 7, 2003;and

The Martin Luther King Jr. Parkway is identified in TransPlan, the
regional transportation plan, which is the transportation element to the
Eugene-Springfield Metro Plan; and

The Martin Luther King Jr. Parkway is estimated to cost $9.3 million and
these funds are programmed in the City and Lane County Cap1ta1
Improvement Plans for construction in 2005; and

The City and Lane County have executed an Intergovernmental Agreement
on February 25, 2003 for the funding, general implementation, joint

ATTACHMENT B - Page I of 9
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approvals, coordination, design, and construction of the Parkway; and

WHEREAS, The City and Lane County will, under the terms of the Intergovernmental
Agreement, jointly approve the design elements of the Parkway which then
allows the City and County to begin final design, right of way purchases
and project construction; and

WHEREAS, Further traffic studies, sound studies, public input, coordination with the
Riverbend master planning effort, and other further design review and
refinement have resulted in different staff recommendations than those
recommended and adopted in 1998 for the alignment, right-of-way width
and design elements for the Martin Luther King Ir. Parkway;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Common Council of the City of
Springfield as follows:

That the following alignment, right-of-way and design elements shall be used as a guide
for the final project design of the Martin Luther King Jr. Parkway:

Alignment of the parkway

The alignment of the Martin Luther King Jr. Parkway will begin at the Harlow/Hayden
Bridge Road intersection and continue to the Game Farm Road South/Beltline intersection as
depicted on exhibit I.

Parkway elevation in the fioodplain

Construct the Parkway to provide access from Harlow Road to the proposed Riverbend Drive
during the 500 year flood and to provide 500 year flood emergency access from the north via
an emergency access connection between Game Farm Road and Riverbend Drive. The

remainder of the Parkway should be constructed at a minimum of the 100 year flood
elevation..

Cross sections and right of way

Construct the Parkway with a typical section of approximately 76 feet of right of way in the
southern narrow segment that includes a minimum 6 foot shoulder for landscaping and “shy
distance” from a sound barrier, and approximately a 96 foot typical right of way width in the
northern segment with a continuous median that is approximately 12 feet wide at the
intersections as depicted on exhibit 1.

Intersection layouts

Locate intersections on the Parkway at RiverBend Drive, Cardinal Way, McKenzie Way, and
Game Farm Road South as depicted on exhibit 1 and construct them to the forms as
depicted on exhibit 2. Design and construct the Game Farm Road South/Beltline

intersection concept and supporting text for Option 1 that was unanimously approved by the
“North Link Stakeholders” on 1/14/03.

ATTACHMENT B - Page 2 of 9



Intersection form for the Harlow/Hayden intersection
Construct the Harlow/Hayden intersection with Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard as a two

lane roundabout with a connection to Wayside Lane as depicted on exhibit 3.

Hayden Bridge Way parking _

Remove parking on Hayden Bridge Way for approximately 1000 feet and construct, where
feasible, and with owner consent, shared or modified driveways for better access to Hayden
Bridge Way as depicted on exhibit 3.

Septic drainfields along southern narrow segment
Mitigate the impacts on septic drainfields of adjoining residences where they are negatively
impacted by the construction of the project.

Soundwalls in the southern segment
Locate and construct sound absorptive pre-cast concrete walls along the southern segment as
depicted on exhibit 1.

Springfield Utility Board transmission lines in the southern segment
Direct staff to keep the existing (115 kV) transmission poles within the southern segment

right of way and provide design elements to reduce the potential fixed object hazard of these
poles.

Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) in the southern segment
Locate BRT in mixed traffic in the 76 foot right of way in the southern segment of the
Parkway with possible operational modifications at intersections such as transit priority

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, to forward the Council

approved alignment, right-of-way and design elements as recommendations to the Lane County
Board of Commissioners for their deliberation and approval.

ADOPTED BY THE COMMON COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SPRINGFIELD, OREGON,
THIS DAY OF , 2004,

Adopted by a vote of for and against.

MAYOR
ATTEST:
CITY RECORDER
ETY R s PRy Eh
\\()‘}( P\"'\ —_._Lﬂ\
Z ‘ q ' ‘2 Ozﬁ__ ATTACHMENT B - Page 3 of 9
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( RECOMMENDED%E&EEQEDDWE INTERSECTION)

EXHIBIT 2

A landscaped shoulder at this location may be Incuded in the

PeaceHealth 30 foot buffer and easment. If the landscaped

b
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become right-of-way.
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(RECOMMENDE&&R%MXY INTERSECTION)
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MCKENZIE WAY

(RECOMMENDED MCKENZIE WAY INTERSECTION)
T ?
nE 9 ~
Reserved for future right-of-way If necessary; to be reserved

E at time of subdivision approval.
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THIS IS A PETITION TO OPEN THE BLOCKED OFF
ROAD LOCATED ON SEWARD STREET. BETWEEN
WAYSIDE LANE AND MANOR DRIVE.
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THIS IS A PETITION TO OPEN THE BLOCKED OFF
ROAD LOCATED ON SEWARD STREET. BETWEEN
WAYSIDE LANE AND MANOR DRIVE.
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THIS IS A PETITION TO OPEN THE BLOCKED OFF
ROAD LOCATED ON SEWARD STREET. BETWEEN
WAYSIDE LANE AND MANOR DRIVE.,
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TO THE SPRINGFIELD CITY COUNCIL, LANE COUNTY, AND OREGON DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION.

RE: MLKJR. PARKWAY

We the people who will be directly affected by the new MLK Parkway wish to express our desire not
to incorporate a dedicated lane for Lane Transit in the new project. We wish to approve the original
plan discussed at numerous open discussion meetings. (attached diagram). We do not wish to have
any more of our property taken, No pedestrians, bike lines, etc. Stnctly a parkway with 4 lanes and
with at least a 9 foot sound wall.
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.TO THE SPRINGFIELD CITY COUNCIL, LANE COUNTY, AND OREGON DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION.

RE: MLKJR. PARKWAY

We the people who will be directly affected by the new MLK Parkway wish to express our desire not
to incorporate a dedicated lane for Lane Transit in the new project. We wish to approve the original
plan discussed at numerous open discussion meetings. (attached diagram). We do not wish to have
any more of our property taken. No pedestrians, bike lines, etc. Strictly a parkway with 4 lanes and
with at least a 9 foot sound wall.
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TO THE SPRINGFIELD CITY COUNCIL, LANE COUNTY, AND OREGON DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION.

RE: MLK JR. PARKWAY

We the people who will be directly affected by the new MLK Parkway wish to express our desire not
to incorporate a dedicated lane for Lane Transit in the new project. We wish to approve the original
plan discussed at numerous open discussion meetings. (attached diagram). We do not wish to have
any more of our property taken. No pedestrians, blke lines, etc. Strictly a parkway with 4 lanes and
with at least a 9 foot sound wall. { 2041‘ Sam< e-ﬁ/:z‘"cw buses
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Alice and Joseah Verret

3195 Wayside Loop
Springfield, OR 97477

March 10, 2004,

CITY OF SPRINGFIELD
SPRINGFIELD CITY COUNCIL
225 Fifth Street™
Springfield, OR 97477

Re: NILKJ Pa.rkway a N B v
Dear City Council;

We are unable to attend the Pubh‘e Hearmg late tlus month and warnt to present our testimony in this letter. -

L

Our home at 3195 Wayside Loop will be severely unpacted by the MLK Jr. Parkway, changmg the beauty
and quiet we have enjoyed for theé past 25 years. The soundwall you are proposmg will reduce the noisg:-
_somewhata,ndwea.retha.nkful forthat e : : TR

L S

BT

Traffic problerns have not been fully addressed yet It is obv1ous that for ii§ to have safe and reasonable ae=
cess.to Hayden Bndge Way, to go east, Seward Street must be opened. This would allow us (and ail the
other Waymde area nelghbors) to avoid-the heavy trafﬁc on the Roundabout, if that is the option selected, (or
51gna1ed 1ntersectlon), which looks like a mghtmare to us' We would be able tof go to the traﬁic 11ght at 5th St,

q TS
When destruction/construction begins with removal of backyard fences, there must be an adequate securlty
fence installed to protect the residents from roving dogs'and intruders--somethifig more than an orange-plastic
fence

Is it possible for the alignment of the Parkway to curve a bit to the west in the Ann Court area, to reduce the

impact on the Hake and Booher residences? And also curve a bit to the east for residences in the Nova area,
w1thout too mue_h Impact on the properties?

Gl 14,/

Respectfully yolurs, .
s o

Alice and Joseph Verret

RECD MAR 15 2004
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Timber Valley Medical Clinic, P.C.

George M. Larson, D.O.

Oisteopathic Family Physician
Qertified by American Board of Family Practice

To:  Springfield City Council
225 Fifth Street
Springfield, Oregon 97477

Re:  March 15, 2004 Public Hearing
Martin Luther King Parkway design recommendations

Dear City Councilors:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the design proposals for the intersection
and roadway adjacent to my business. I amr the owner of Timber Valley Medical Clinic
located at the intersection of Pioneer Parkway, Hayden Bridge Way, Laura Street, and the
future Martin Luther King Parkway. The City of Springfield Public Works staff has
wisely recommended a two lane roundabout at the PPW/HBW/MLKP intersection. As
the only business adjacent to this intersection I fully support a two lane roundabout at
this location. This is a superior choice to a traditional signalized intersection.

My medical practice was established at this location in 1980 in part because of its access
to Hwy 126/105 and I-5 as I have patients from all over Lane County. It has been easy
to travel to both McKenzie-Willamette Hospital and Sacred Heart Medical Center.
Currently my partner Harry J. “Buz” Meisel, PA-C and I have a busy family practice five
days per week, and Kristian Ferry, M.D., Surgery/Oncology sees patients one day per
week.

Over the last 24 years, traffic has increased causing not only congestion but frequent
collisions and property damage as explained in the following:

1. The left turn collisions at Laura Street will be eliminated with the realignment
project which the Council has previously approved. I am glad to be a part of the
solution to this aspect of traffic congestion in our neighborhood.

2. Tt is my observation that the most frequent accidents involve rear-end
collisions on Hayden Bridge Way both east and west bound, and occur between
Manor Drive/Hayden Bridge Way intersection to the east and Game Farm/Hayden
Bridge Way intersection to the west. Many do not involve vehicle turns onto
Laura, Wayside Lane, or Shady Lane, but are same lane problems. From
experience in other cities and countries, I believe a roundabout offers the best
choice to reduce these rear-end collisions.

21 Hayden Bridge Way +  Springficld, Oregon 97477-1305 »  Phone: (541) 7411226 +  Fax: (541) 741-0673
' 11-12



3. Due to speedy turns onto Pioneer Parkway vehicle/driver/tree collisions have
occurred and sometimes resulting in injury. The design of a roundabout inhibits
the rapid acceleration through a turn and subsequent loss of control. Every tree
and 2 utility poles adjacent to my clinic on PPW west have been hit in the last few
years.

4, This area has many bicyclists and pedestrians. The housing in this area varies
from single family to high density multiple family, from seniors to young parents
with children. The Pioneer Pathway is used for recreation and commuting. The
proposed roundabout offers a much safer environment for non-vehicular
traffic.

5. As a physician I am also mindful of the air quality concerns which come
from the use of vehicles. A roundabout is helpful in reducing the buildup of
exhaust laden air which occurs when vehicles are waiting for the signals to
change. Poor air quality can exacerbate many medical conditions including
asthma which is on the increase throughout the United States.

To summarize, please support your staff recommendation to construct a roundabout with
the Martin Luther King Parkway transportation project. A roundabout will maximize the
effective flow of traffic through this key intersection in our city.

Sincerely,

0 . Larson, D.O.
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March 15, 2004

Al

Honorable Sid Leiken

Members of the Springfield City Council
C/0 Mike Kelly, City Manager

City of Springfield

225 Fifth Street

Springfield, Oregon 97477

Dear Mayor Leiken and Council Members:
We are responding to a request from the LTD staff to provide some light on the

administrative and technical issues associated with the relocation options for
SUB’s 115 kV transmission and distribution line located in the MLK Jr. Parkway.

The LTD staff suggested five options:
1. Keep power poles in the median of MLK Jr. Parkway.

2. Relocate transmission lines initially to existing poles on Game Farm,
relocating power poles to final position with widening of Game Farm
Road.

3. Relocate transmission line to new poles on Game Farm Road

4. Relocate power poles to eastern side of MLK Jr. Parkway

5. Underground transmission line in median of MLK Jr. Parkway

Option 1

Keep power poles in the median of MLK Jr. Parkway. This option is the least
cost option, since only a few of the transmission poles need to be relocated.

1. SUB would not need any new right-of-way.

2. Engineering time would be minimal and could be accomplished in
house.

3. The relocation cost is the least cost of any options.

4. Materials to perform the work are readily available.
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The Honorable Mayor Sid Leiken
MLK Jr. Parkway

March 14, 2004

Page 2 of 4

Option 2

Relocate transmission lines initially to existing poles on Game Farm, relocating
power poles to final position with widening of Game Farm Road.

1. SUB could not relocate the transmission line from the MLK Jr. Parkway
location to the existing poles on Game Farm Road. Every pole would have to
be changed out on Game Farm Road due to pole strength and height
problems.

2. SUB would have to go to the City for a siting permit for the relocation of the
transmission line, a time-consuming process.

3. SUB would request additional right-of-way in order not to incur any further
cost in relocating the transmission line when the Game Farm Road street
widening takes place in the future. Some Game Farm residents may not
grant SUB its right-of-way requests.

4. If the double circuit transmission line were relocated in the future, Gateway
and Laura Street substations would not have an alternate power source
during the time the transmission line is being relocated. This action would
reduce the reliability to about 8,000 customers during this future four-month
construction period.

5. Engineering time would be more extensive than the first option, but
could be accomplished in house.

6. Materials to perform the work are less readily available than Option 1.
7. SUB would not be able to relocate the transmission line to Game Farm Road

until 2005 due to the public process requirements and securing right-of-way.

Option 3

Relocate transmission line to new poles on Game Farm Road. SUB would be
faced with the same issues as Option 2.
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The Hororable Mayor Sid Leiken
MLK Jr. Parkway

March 14, 2004

Page 3 of 4

Option 4

Relocate power poles to eastern side of MLK Jr. Parkway. '

1. SUB wouid have to go to the City for a siting permit for the relocation of the
transmission line, a time-consuming process. Customers would have;
a concern over the magnitude of the EMF field strength. SUB wouldellequest
right-of-way for the transmission line. Some Wayside Loop residents may
not grant SUB its right-of-way requests.

2. Engineering time would be more extensive than the first option, but could be
accomplished in house.

3. Materials to perform the work are readily available. '

4. SUB would not be able to relocate the transmission line to the East Side of
the MLK Jr. Parkway until 2005 due to the public process reqwrements and
securing right-of-way.

Option §
Underground transmission line in median of MLK Jr. Parkway.
1. SUB would not need any new right-of-way.
2. SUB does not have any expertise in designing 115 kV underground

systems. SUB would have to hire a consultant to perform the engineering
design.

3. SUB has no material specifications or construction standards for 115 kV
systems.

4. SUB would have to locate a contractor familiar with 115 kV underground
systems to install the 115 kV underground transmission system.

5. Materials to perform the work are not readily available.
6. SUB would not be able to complete the undergrounding of the 115 kV
transmission line until 2005 due to performing all the tasks in some

what serial sequence order. The relocation cost is the most expensive of
the options.

11-16



The Honorable Mayor Sid Leiken
MLK Jr. Parkway

March 14, 2004

Paged of 4

Please do not hesitate to call me at 744-3700 if you require any additional
information. 1 will be present at the City Council meeting when you discuss the -
MLK Jr Parkway project.

Sincerely,
Co e A it on
Robert C. Linahan, P.E.

Director of Electric Engineering
and Operations
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Memorandum

Date: March 15, 2004
To: Springfield Mayor and City Councll
From: Ken Hamm, General Manager
RE: MLK Parkway Jr. Property Owner Comments
Lane Transit District
LTD staff have made an concerted effort to solicit comments P.0. Box 7070
from residents and property owners who live adjacent to the Eugene, Oregon 97401-0470

MLK Jr. Parkway to determine their reaction to the possible
widening of the right-of-way to accommodate a lane for BRT.
LTD has written letters to every resident along the parkway and
followed up those letters with phone calls and home visits, [If
staff were unable to connect with property owners by phone,
a follow-up letter was sent encouraging the property owner to
contact LTD.

3500 East 17" Avenue
Eugene, Oregon 87403

There are 41 properties adjacent to the MLK Parkway right-of-
way, and three of those are already owned by the City of
Springfield. Of the remaining 38 properties, LTD staff have
managed to talk by telephone and/or visit 22 of them.

Aftached is a spreadsheet that lists every property, indicates
possible impacts to structures and septic systems, documents
the type of contact that was made, and summarizes the
comments from the property owners. While it is difficult to sort
the comments with any level of precision, it appears that well
over half of the 22 property owners who commented to LTD
indicated that they support the BRT concept, are neufral to
losing the additional five feet, or can “live with it.” Only seven
of the 22 property owner comments indicate some level of
opposition fo the exira five feet, and only three of those can
be characterized as being strongly opposed.

KH:SV/dls
Enclosure

\\Hd-gin-flles\ workgroup \ BRT\ Cornmuntty Inv\Ploneer Parkway\summary of MLK comments.doc
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