May 2002
From: Vicki Guarino
Date: May 16, 2002

Attendees: Solution Team members present: Scott Chancey, Skip Knight, Greg Holthoff,
Jim Oldland, Mark McQueen, Brian Dunn, Reeve Hennion, Mark Gallagher, Alex Georgevitch,
Dale Petrasek, Robin Marshall. Solution Team members absent: Pam Lind, Dan Moore, Mike
Burrill, Nick Fortey,

CAC members present: Wade Six, Mike Mahar, Mike Montero, Jean Milgram, Patty Claeys,
Tim Alford, Teresa Hogan, Jon Deason. CAC members absent: Jani Hale, Jim Buckley, John
Ferris, Jane Podolsky.

Re: SOLUTION TEAM and CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES
FOR May 15, 2002 -- Draft

Location: ODOT conference room B-C, 200 Antelope Road, White City
Guests: Approximately 10 members of the public.

Consultant Team Present: Mike Gallagher, URS; Frank Stevens, Gary Leaming, Mike
Arneson, Susan Landis, ODOT; John Morrison, Vicki Guarino, RVCOG.

Call to Order

Frank Stevens called the meeting to order at 10 a.m. He said the CAC members would be
asked to help the Solution Team make decisions to move forward with the project design.
He presented minutes from the previous meeting, on Jan. 29, 2002, which were approved
without changes.

Public Comment
Frank Stevens tasked for public comment. There was none. He thanked guests for
attending.

Purpose of the Meeting
Frank Stevens introduced Mike Gallagher, URS, who outlined the agenda.

Decision Statement Review

Mike Gallagher noted that team members were sent copies of the Decision Statement, for
their information. It is posted on the web site. He said it is a mandatory, internal ODOT
document, showing ODOT’s concurrence with the Solution Team’s decision to forward the
Highland Alternative to the FEIS, and setting the tone for the transition from evaluation of
several alternatives to focus on a single one. Issuing the document also allows release of
certain funds to continue the project.

Review of Project Design Items/CAC, Solution Team votes
Mike Gallagher and Mike Arneson introduced design issues that have come up due to
changing circumstances surrounding the project since DEIS publication.

Greenway trail. The project will require some changes to trail plans. Project team
members have met with Jackson County regarding coordinating plans. Frank Stevens said
the project would foster changes that will allow the trail to be constructed with lower costs
and function better in the short- and long-term. Under the scenario currently being



considered, trail construction would occur along with or after SMI construction. To satisfy
greenway funding requirements, areas south of the SMI project would be built soon,
allowing postponement of trail construction in the project area. Mike Arneson recapped a
meeting with National Marine Fisheries, ODF&W, ODOT and the county regarding the bike
path and concerns that it would run too close to the creek. SMI should permit route changes
that will take the path farther from the creek, satisfying those concerns.

Roadway alignments. ODOT representatives have met with MURA, South Gateway and
R.V. Manor representatives concerning alignment issues, including comments to the DEIS.
In these two instances, developers want a maximum developable area, Mike Arneson said.
At South Gateway, developers wanted the street connecting the interchange and Highway
99 moved south. After considerable effort, it was clear that the road could not be moved
south without impacting the electrical substation (among other problems). Moving the
substation would cost $2 million. The move would not work financially, so the road will
remain as drawn in the DEIS. Developers are currently reviewing the enefits/disadvantages
of moving Center Drive slightly to reconfigure developable parcels. Regarding the Manor,
Arneson said developers want the street connecting Barnett and the interchange to be high
enough to put a road and parking underneath. The road would be high enough for the
underpass, but not for parking. It would be expensive to raise the road to allow for parking,
so the design will not be changed. At Frank Stevens request, the Solution Team voted to
allow South Gateway developers to shift the alignment of the Center Drive intersection with
Belknap if they choose, within the range specified by ODOT. Within that range, there would
be no added cost to the project, or other issues.

Jon Deason asked whom ODOT had been meeting with on these issues. Stevens said they
had met with Rogue Federal Credit Union, Pacific Power, MURA, South Gateway and the
Manor. Mike Mahar asked about creating access between the street connecting Barnett and
the interchange and particularly development to the east. Arneson said the extension is only
a quarter-mile long — too short to permit access.

Ped/bike subteam. John Morrison explained the origin of the subteam, stemming from
east Medford neighborhood concerns about the impact SMI would have on neighborhoods
and parks. He reviewed membership and meetings. Arneson said all new roads in SMI will
include bike paths and sidewalks, so the focus of the subteam was creating these
improvements on existing streets that are part of the project — Highland and Barnett. He
introduces the plans approved by the subteam, including moving Bear Creek Park access,
extending bike paths, and creating landscape buffers. Concerns about the intersection of
Siskiyou and Highland are to be addressed in an upcoming Medford study. Alex Georgevitch
said the city might install a raised crosswalk on Highland at Greenwood to help protect
pedestrians. Also, plantings in the middle of Highland will help to protect pedestrians. He
said the city would monitor the crossing for the possibility of adding a traffic signal. To Jean
Milgram’s question, Stevens said the city and ODOT would share responsibility for the
improvements along the streets. It was also noted that project plans dealing with the
pedestrian and bike facilities fit with Bear Creek Park master plan. Patty Claeys suggested
that the Highland crosswalk include an overhead warning light. Wade Six suggested that a
camera be installed to catch motorists who don’t observe crossing rules. To Six’s questions,
it was noted that there would be bike lanes and sidewalks on both sides of the new
connectors, and that drivers probably would go slower on Highland than they are now
because the travel lanes would become narrower. Also, a light could be installed at the
Greenwood intersection without causing traffic back-ups elsewhere. Greg Holthoff asked
about the safety of the tree wells on Highland. Arneson and Georgevitch said they have
functioned safely elsewhere in Medford. Teresa Hogan asked about installing a median for
pedestrians at Greenwood. Georgevitch said it wouldn’t be possible because of the turning



traffic. He said he would check on the possibility of her suggestion that a warning sign be
posted to remind motorists of the law regarding yielding to pedestrians. Six cautioned that
the tree wells not block sight; Skip Knight said similar landscaping on Stewart hasn’t caused
problems. Mike Montero wanted to know if any of the recent planning would require new
agreements between ODOT and the city. Stevens said no because they are the result of
coordinated work with the city. Deason asked about speeds on Highland, and Georgevitch
said they are based on driver habit and set by the state speed board. Milgram asked about
traffic directional signs and was told that downtown-bound travelers would be directed west
to Highway 99 at the SPUI and again at Barnett. Brian Dunn suggested the team consider
not permitting pedestrians to cross Highland at the point were the number of lanes are cut
to two, because of the traffic movements necessary. Arneson noted that planned changes
could be made to Highland without additional right-of-way. Slope and utility easements may
be needed, however. Also Barnett bike lanes will be extended to Ellendale so that they do
not end mid-block. Morrison noted the CAC member Jim Buckley couldn’t attend the
meeting, but had reviewed the meeting packet and wanted to go on record as supporting
the subteam recommendation. Buckley, a member of the Medford parks commission, said
the plans would be good for Bear Creek Park. Mike Gallagher noted that the plans are a
cooperative effort between ODOT and the city. The city would be doing the work in the park,
such as relocating internal trails and streets, not the SMI project. CAC by voice vote agreed
unanimously to recommend improvements recommended by the subteam, identified as

Option 3. The Solution Team by voice vote adopted unanimously the CAC recommendations
Option 3.

Jon Deason asked about additional costs of alignment changes relating to South Gateway
and the Manor. Arneson said there would be no change in alignment regarding the Manor,
and no costs for the changes that might be made along Center at S. Gateway.

Barnett Bridge replacement options. Recent design work has shown that changes from
the DEIS need to be made for replacing the Barnett Road Bridge. ODOT inspectors have
found cracks in the 1948 bridge and the road weight limitations would have to be imposed if
the bridge were not replaced. The structure cannot accommodate widening for the bike
lanes and sidewalks. Also it is too low for flood clearance. The options are a single span or
3-span replacement. Either would raise the structure a minimum of 5 feet for flood
clearance required by FEMA. Mike Gallagher and Mike Arneson discussed the options
evaluation memo that members received. Arneson showed a profile of Barnett illustrating
access consideration for the options. He said ODOT has met with Dairy Queen own
regarding the bridge project and his access, and it seems that access can be worked out
satisfactorily. Business on the south side of Barnett near the bridge, a gas station and
restaurant in particular, probably would have difficulty functioning with the bridge changes.
Jean Milgram asked about traffic during construction. The bridge would be built after other
SMI work is done so that there still would be a south Medford crossing for motorists. Gary
Leaming said in discussions with various landowners and business owners, the preference
was for the option that would be fastest to build, causing the least disruption. Frank Stevens
said that combined effects of the new bridge and the median already planned for Barnett
may require relocation of the businesses. Brian Dunn noted that the bridge would have to
be replaced even without the interchange project because of its structural problems. It is
fortunate that SMI will be done to provide a detour that would avoid funneling all traffic to
Highland and Siskiyou. Mike Gallagher discussed key issues from the options tables,
including hydraulics, biology and socioeconomics. Tim Alford asked about the continued
viability of the restaurant. Susan Landis said the site may not work as a restaurant, but
might be able to work as some other kind of business; access is the key issue and has yet
to be determined. To a question from Jean Milgram, there was a discussion about right-of-



way process. Mike Gallagher noted that the project’s management team had chosen bridge
option 1, the single span, for environmental and community impact reasons. Details of the
design may change from the current proposal after consultation with regulatory agencies,
although preliminary discussions suggest that the single span is better overall from a
biological standpoint. Holthoff said ODOT would have to coordinate with local emergency
care providers during construction to assure public service. It was noted that putting in a
temporary access bridge at Barnett would cause serious impacts biologically and to the
park. By voice vote, CAC members unanimously recommended Option 1, single span bridge.
By voice vote, the Solution Team unanimously chose the single span option.

Next Steps

Frank Stevens said that with today’s votes, the design team would continue finalizing plans,
and meeting with property owners to discuss details and impacts. Additionally, the team is
preparing a newsletter to update the public. He expected the next CAC/Solution Team
meeting would be in 2-3 months.

Mike Gallagher said the team would be starting the final environmental work. The FEIS
probably will be published in late fall. A Record of Decision is expected in the winter.

Citizen Input

Darla Junkers asked about the width of sidewalks and was told they would be 7 feet wide on
Highland.

Maynard Hadley said ODOT might need to fence the area around Lazy Creek.

Meeting Critiqgue/Adjournment

Members of the CAC and Solution Team said they thought the meeting went well and were
satisfied with the process. A couple of Solution Team members noted that is seemed the

project was making good progress.

Frank Stevens said the project has been a huge effort, involving more than 200 people. He
thanked everyone for their efforts, and adjourned the meeting at 1:05 p.m.



