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For an Access Management Strategy to be legally defensible, the answer to all of the questions below must be “yes.”

OAR 734-051-0285(1)
YES    NO     
Was the strategy developed during project delivery?  
YES    NO
Is the purpose of the Strategy to maintain highway performance and improve safety by improving system efficiency and management before adding capacity as provided by the rule and consistent with the 1999 Oregon Highway Plan?  
OAR 734-051-285(6)

YES    NO

Was the Strategy developed for the project limits or 
a specific section of the highway within the project limits  or 

to address specific safety or operational issues within the project limits?

YES
 NO
Does the Strategy improve access management conditions to the extent               

reasonable within the limitation, scope and strategy of the project and  

consistent with the design parameters and available funds?
YES    NO
Does the Strategy promote safe and efficient operation of the highway consistent with the highway classification and segment designation?

YES    NO
Does the Strategy provide for reasonable use of the adjoining property consistent with the comprehensive plan designation and zoning of the area?
YES    NO
Is the Strategy consistent with any applicable adopted Access Management Plan, Transportation System Plan or Corridor Plan?

OAR 734-051-0285(5) 
YES    NO
Was the approach removed?

YES    NO
Was it done pursuant to an Access Management Strategy?

YES    NO
Was the Strategy approved by the Region Manager?

YES    NO
Was the removal necessary to meet the classification of the highway or highway segment designation or mobility standards or spacing standards or safety factors?

YES    NO
Does the property have multiple approaches to the highway or 

if it has only one approach to the highway, does the property have alternative access? 
YES    NO
Does the project as designed leave the property with access adequate to serve the volume and type of traffic reasonable anticipated to enter and exit the property based on the planned uses?  

Constitutional Protections 

YES    NO
Were similarly situated properties within the project boundaries treated equally?

YES    NO   
Was the land owner given an opportunity to have a contested case hearing if he/she disagreed with ODOT’s decision to close the driveway?

YES   NO    
Did the land owner receive effective (understandable and timely) legal notice about the opportunity to have the hearing? 
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