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RVACTRogue Valley Area Commission on Transportation 
155 N. 1st Street • P.O. Box 3275 • Central Point, Oregon 97502 • 541-664-6674   
FAX 541- 664-7927 
 
 
To:  Members, Rogue Valley Area Commission on Transportation 
From: Pat Foley, RVCOG 
Re:  Summary of July 14, 2015 RVACT meeting 
 Jackson County Public Works Auditorium 
 
Members and Alternates in Attendance: John Stromberg, Ashland; Tom Humphrey, Central 
Point; Ruth Jenks and Robert Miller, Eagle Point; Rick Hohnbaum, Gold Hill; Colleen Roberts 
and John Vial, Jackson County; Simon Hare, Josephine County; Dan Bunn, Medford; Steve 
Dahl, Phoenix;  Pam VanArsdale, Rogue River; Jim Ulrich, Shady Cove; John Bullion, CORP; 
Mike Quilty, RVMPO; Rob Brandes, MRMPO; Arthur Anderson, ODOT; Bern Case, Aviation; 
Paige Townsend, RVTD; Steve Haydon, Bike and Pedestrian;  Mark Gibson and Donald Stone, 
Trucking;   Mike Montero, Earl Wood, Alan DeBoer, Justin Gerlitz, David Kellenbeck and Larry 
Ford private sector representatives from Jackson County and Josephine County  
 
Members Absent: Butte Falls, Cave Junction, Grants Pass, Jacksonville and Talent 
Staff:  Frank Reading, Lisa Cornutt, Michael Baker, and Gary Leaming, ODOT; Pat Foley, 
RVCOG 
Other Attendees: Alison Wiley, ODOT;  Mike Faught, Ashland; Tom Schauer, Grants Pass; 
Lesley Orr, Grants Pass volunteer; Alex Georgevitch, Medford; Gary Taylor, HDR Engineering  
 
1. Welcome, Roll Call 

 Mike Montero  
Roll was taken.  A quorum was present. 
 
2.   Review Agenda – Additions or Deletions 

 Mike Montero 
Additional items included under Agenda Item No. 5:  Discussions on: Including Tribal Interests 
in Bylaws; MRMPO Coordination Policy 
 
3. Consent Calendar 

Mike Montero 
Approve March 10, 2015 RVACT minutes:  Mike Quilty made a motion to approve the 
minutes. Tom Humphrey seconded the motion.  The motion was approved. 
 
4. Public Comment 
 Mike Montero 
No public comments. 
 
1. RVACT Membership Vacancies 

Art Anderson 
Pat Foley reviewed RVACT membership vacancies:  
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• Bicycle/Pedestrian Alternate 
• Two Jackson County Private Sector Alternates 
• Two Josephine County Private Sector Alternates 

These positions will be advertised for in the near future. 
She also reported that alternates are needed for Jacksonville, Phoenix, Shady Cove and Rail. 
 
TRIBAL REPRESENTATION:  Art Anderson 
The Guidelines for ACT membership state that ACT representation shall include City, County, 
and MPO officials within the ACT Boundaries.  Tribal Governments, Port officials, and Transit 
officials shall also be invited to participate as voting members and will count toward the 
requirement of at least 50% elected officials. 
Art said that this subject is being brought before the RVACT as an informational item for 
discussion and comments.   
Pat Foley gave an overview of tribes with interests in Josephine and Jackson counties that she 
has used in preparation of previous environmental assessments for federally funded projects.  
Lisa Cornutt:  RVACT bylaws will have to be amended to include tribal interests if the RVACT 
decides to proceed with including tribes that express an interest in becoming a part of the 
RVACT.  They will be voting members.   
Simon Hare made a motion that a letter be drafted inviting tribal membership.  Rob 
Brandes seconded the motion. 
Discussion: 
Lisa Cornutt:  The SWACT is amending their bylaws to include a tribal representative.  
Question:  Why did the SWACT decide to include tribal interests?  Response:  The issue was 
raised by the tribes. 
Mike Baker:  We need to determine which tribes have interests in this area.  ODOT has a map 
showing tribal interests within Oregon.  This may not be what is needed for this process. 
Justin Gerlitz:  Can one tribe represent all tribal interests?  Response:  Don’t think that tribes feel 
that other tribes can represent their interests. 
Daniel Bunn:  What are the criteria for having an interest?  Is this established by OARs or the 
OTC? 
Mike Montero suggested that with the consent of the ACT we will draft a letter and have its 
authority to be sent out under my signature be subject to having had a previous review by ODOT 
and if it is determined that it is necessary the DOJ.  We want to make sure we are on firm footing 
before that letter(s) goes out.  ODOT will coordinate with the DOJ.  We serve the pleasure of the 
OTC so if it is determined by the review of the OTC that it needs to go to the DOJ we will do 
that. 
John Stromberg:  It is my understanding that the policy is very general at the OTC level.  ODOT 
has interpreted that policy for NEPA purposes as to determine what tribes have interests in our 
Region from the NEPA perspective. 
Simon Hare would like information on how tribes were selected with reference to the map and 
policies that ODOT has. 
Mike Montero:  Based on the comments from the ACT we will go ahead and prepare a draft 
letter with consultation with ODOT and if necessary with the DOJ and we will bring it back at 
the September meeting.  You will get a copy in advance to make sure you are comfortable with 
it.   
The motion was unanimously passed. 
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MRMPO COORDINATION POLICY: Art Anderson 
There is a Coordination Policy that is in place between the RVACT and the RVMPO for quite 
awhile.  There is also a Resolution signed by the MRMPO with the RVACT.  This needs to be 
reviewed by the RVACT.  We will bring this back at the next ACT meeting.  I will also be 
talking to ODOT staff on other things that may need to be considered in that coordination 
process.  The big issue that seems to crop occasionally is when we vote on projects.  The MPO 
projects have to be aligned with the RVACT projects.  If not we have to go into session.  There 
are other things to that need to be addressed and I want to review with staff so that we have 
something that we can bring back in September. 

 
 
6.         OReGO, Road Usage Charge Program, 

Michelle Godfrey 
This is a brand new program/concept.  It is the first in the nation. 
It’s the Law.  Senate Bill 810 directs the implementation of a fully operational per-mile charging 
program for up to 5,000 light vehicles on July 1, 2015.  This program creates an alternative tax 
program to the fuels tax.  It is a per-mile charge at 1.5 cents per mile.  The rates were set to be 
generally vehicle neutral for a majority of drivers on the road.  It is not intended to be a revenue 
generating program at this point.  This is a test product.  It is a lot bigger than a pilot.  It is at a 
level of operation of 5,000 drivers or less, it is not a mandate.   
Why are we doing it? 

• Federal funds are drying up 
• Construction costs are going up 
• The gas tax is failing to keep up 

Federal and state gas taxes have not kept up with inflation 
• For every mile of road that Oregon could build in 1993 ODOT can only build about a 

half-mile in 2014 because costs have more than doubled. 
• We have higher MPG vehicles 

We are modernizing our transportation system.   
• We also need to modernize how we pay for it. 

How is the program going to work?  The Road Usage Charge Program (7/1/2015) fully 
operational for 5,000 volunteers. 

• 1.5 cents per mile 
• Fuel tax credit 
• Mileage reporting choices 

Some drivers do not want GPS 
• GPS not required 
• Open system 
• Private sector administration option 
• Penalties for fraud 
• Protects personally identifiable information 

How It Works 
• In-vehicle mileage counter transmits miles and fuel consumption totals to private sector 

account manager 
• Account manager sends a bill (or net refund) to vehicle owner for mileage charge less 

fuel tax 
• Vehicle owner pays road usage charge as part of account manager’s total bill 
• Account manager sends road usage charge collected from driver to State of Oregon 
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What does it mean for me?   

• We heard you 
 Is my privacy protected? 
 Isn’t this too much government bureaucracy? 
 Will it be complicated and costly? 
 It’s unfair! 
• Privacy – It’s protected by the law 

Cannot use personally-identifiable information without explicit permission from the 
participant 
Must destroy data records of subject vehicles after proper use 

• The fairness issue 
Rural drivers:  Pay more fuel tax now.  More off-road driving 
Fuel efficient vehicles:  Not paying fair share for road use.  Already avoid cost of fuel.  
Road Usage Charge not a large burden. 
Non-resident drivers:  Still pay fuel tax.  Western States Consortium addressing a 
solution. 

Understand the benefits – COMPARING ROAD CHARGE TO THE GAS TAX 
Annual 
Miles 

MPG Gallons 
Consumed 

OR gas tax 
per yr 

Road usage 
charge per yr 

Road charge 
Benefit (loss) 
per yr 

Rd charge 
Benefit (loss) 
per yr 

10,000 20   500 $150.00 $150.00 $   0.00 $ 0.00 
30,000 20 1,500 $450.00 $450.00 $   0.00 $ 0.00 
10,000 12   833 $250.00 $150.00 $100.00 $ 8.33 
30,000 12 2,500 $750.00 $450.00 $300.00 $ 25.00 
10,000 40   250 $  75.00 $150.00 ($75.00) ($  6.25) 
30,000 40   750 $225.00 $450.00 ($225.00) ($18.75) 
 
Questions/Comments: 
Mike Quilty:  How are records kept if I travel out of state?  Response:  If you have the GPS 
system the charges will automatically be deducted.  If not, keep a trip log of your travels and 
submit.  You will be issued a refund. 
Pam VanArsdale:  How do you prove that you travelled out of state?  Response:  This is a 
volunteer program.  It is not going to be very rigorous.  If it should become a mandate it will 
have to be addressed later.  Keep a trip log, keep your receipts and show that you were travelling 
during this time and then file for reimbursement.  There is a form online for this use. 
Donald Stone: Is this account manager a part of ODOT or is it an independent contractor?  
Response:  One is representing ODOT and that is the basic non-GPS option.  The other two are 
commercial account managers that are providing additional services through their OReGO 
customers.  They use our GPS devices which allow them to offer services. 
Mike Quilty:  What is the percentage cost for administrative overhead for the companies 
providing this service?  Response:  It is all overhead right now.  This is a volunteer program that 
is not going to generate revenue at this stage.  In the future if we can get 1,000,000 participants 
in the program the administrative costs to run the program will be 5% or lower. 
Donald Stone:  I believe you said this initial program is not designed to develop revenues.  If this 
is true how do we make comparisons between this program and what we have now with the gas 
tax?  How do we determine which would be the most advantageous if this is not generating 
dollars?  Response:  It may generate some dollars but it won’t be a revenue engine like the gas 
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tax is.  This is still just a phase even though it is bigger than anything that anybody has done 
before.  Everybody is looking to this program to see if it will work.  All of the data and 
information that we get from vehicles in the program, from the experiences from the people 
participating – all of this data will contribute to future discussions on how this can be a revenue 
generator.  There are some very smart people that know how to determine those economic 
models and decide how a road charge will compare to the gas tax overall.  What I do know for 
sure is that gas tax revenues are going down.  If there is a critical mass of participation and if 
there is an economy of scale it could be a good revenue generator.  Some of the estimates are 
pretty big as to how this contributes to the transportation funding.  This is yet to be determined.  
We will have more specific data and a much better model after we execute this 5,000 volunteer 
program.  We will be able to get some real results to the legislators for them to evaluate how we 
should move forward, if we should move forward. 
Simon Hare:  I don’t think that you answered the gentleman’s question on how this will generate 
money and when it mandatory can they pick whatever point 1.5-cents per mile right now – why 
not pick 1.8 or 2.3 cents per mile?  That is how they generate money. Response:  That is one 
variable to tweak.  The other variable is number of vehicles.  How do you get vehicles in this 
program?  Who will participate?  Will you add more states?  There are a lot of variables to be 
tweaked and to be considered. 
Alan DeBoer:  What I came here for is to hear a presentation.  What you are doing is selling us 
on the program with very little facts.  You said a Prius would pay $1,200 per year.  With my 
calculations a Prius would pay $60 a year currently not the $1,200.  Response:  I am talking 
about total fuel costs.  Alan:  But we are talking about fuel tax.  I don’t want to get into an 
argument but what I am hearing is no facts.  What I am hearing is a sales program.  No where do 
we talk about collection rate.  People are not going to pay their bills.  I don’t know how you will 
collect it.  It is going to be the people that can least afford it.  Since this is a test, and I hope it is a 
test, but by your presentation I don’t think that it is a test.  I think it is coming down the road 
period.  I have been on your website numerous times.  I signed up, not to be a test, but to be on 
your notification list.  I would like way more information.  I think we need facts on your website, 
not just the positives. The fact that a Ford truck, and I have never seen a Ford truck get 40 or 50 
mpg ever, it is more like 10 mpg on a three-quarter ton truck.  That person is actually going to 
get a check from the government.  We have the government that talks about how much it costs to 
issue a check.  Bloomberg reports that your administrative costs could be as high as 40%.  I 
would like ODOT to tell us what the administrative cost currently is for fuel tax.  You stated that 
it was 5%.  I do not believe that to be true so I would like an email from ODOT.  I am asking 
ODOT to tell us what our current collection.  You said that our current collection cost for fuel 
tax is 5% approximately.  This should not be an estimate.  I think it is one-tenth of one percent 
and the collection rate is 100%.  You should know the number rather than presenting that it is 
less than 5%.  Going to a private company, the State has done this numerous times and they have 
always screwed it up.  I don’t see this as generating more money.  I just can’t believe that we are 
going down the right road. 
John Stromberg:  We still have a problem with these high-mileage cars for not paying their fair 
share to maintain the roads.  How do you propose that we do this? 
Alan DeBoer:  I am a Republican.  There was a great package up there:  $100 registration fee 
extra for a high-mileage vehicle.  It has been shown that a person that drives a Prius does not 
drive a lot of miles.  The $100 extra cures it easily.  If this program fails or the collection system 
doesn’t work we are subject to mass failure.  Oregon doesn’t always have to be the leader in 
everything as we are in self-service. 
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Rick Hohnbaum:  The definition of a heavy vehicle is 10,000 lbs, is this state or federal?  
Response:  I don’t know if that is state or federal or both.  What I know is that vehicles that are 
26,000 and above are subject to extra-weight mile tax. 
Alan DeBoer:  He asked if anybody here supports this program. 
John Vial:  I signed up.  I have some of the same concerns that you have.  I also think that the 
current system is broken.  I signed up because I am curious to see how it works. 
 
7. Enhance Program Updates 

Lisa Cornutt 
The OTC is considering allocation for other pots of money next week. In the meantime you 
received an email stating that your proposals are now due in November (awaiting any changes 
that may be made).  The information that I have as of today: 

• Looking at a new Enhance “Non-Highway” program focused on bicycle, pedestrian and 
eligible other “non-highway” projects.  Projects are eligible on local and state systems but 
will still need to show that the project benefits the state system. 

• $4M is anticipated to be made available to Region 3 for FY 19, 20 and 21 
• Minimum match will continue to be 10.27% 
• Limit of one proposal per jurisdiction 
• Minimum funding request of $500,000 to $1M because of higher percentage of 

administrative costs typically associated with federally funded projects 
• There is no guarantee of projects by area  (RVACT or SWACT) 
• Projects selected through a modified Enhance process using the same materials sent out 

in January 2015 
a. Modified Super ACT 

i. ACTs each select projects up to $3M to be scoped 
ii. RVACT will select 5-6 members for a Super ACT that will meet in Roseburg to 

develop the 100% list 
iii. Presentations at 150% and 100% development 

 
8. Local Construction Updates 

Gary Leaming 
Interstate 5:  Exit 61 Merlin Interchange:  Project is near completion.  Working on paving, signal 
supports - waiting for signals to arrive.  Will then install and put permanent stripping on roads. 
 Improvements included:  Adding a second NB lane at the end of the off-ramp 
 Add a new signal on Merlin Rd at the end of the NB off-ramp that interconnects with 
 new Highland Ave. signal 
 Modify the existing signal at Merlin Rd and Monument Dr 
 Construct a WB receiving lane on Merlin Rd and a RT lane onto Monument Dr. 
US 199 – Cave Junction:  Three-lane section through town is completed.  On the 4th of July 
weekend there were extensive traffic back-ups.  Signals were not working correctly. 
US 199 – Slate Creek to Cave Junction:  Overlay project.  Next year ODOT will do overlay from 
the Applegate Bridge to Slate Creek. 
Fern Valley Interchange:  The N. Phoenix Rd section and bridge over interstate are built.  
Recently opened the structure over Bear Creek (tore down the old bridge).  By the end of the 
year traffic should be on the new structure/SB off-ramps and NB on-ramps/temporary SB on-
ramp and NB off-ramp.  They will be working on Hwy 99 soon. 
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Oregon 62 & 140 Project:  This is a high-crash location mainly because there was not a 
dedicated left coming from/to Big R and Klamath Falls.  Intersection will have a dedicated turn 
lanes. 
Siskiyou Safety Rest Area & Welcome Center:  Hoping to have plans and specs up to Salem next 
month.  Phase I will bid in late September (ramps and roadways). 
Hwy 62:  Will go to bid later this year.  There were hang-ups with FAA airport ROW.  Working 
through those issues.  Groundbreaking early next year. 
 
9. Oregon Transportation Commission/State Updates 

Frank Reading 
OTC Updates: 

• Enhance conversations have been very challenging 
a. ACT chairs were at the OTC meeting several months ago.  A lot of the dialog was on 

investing in maintaining the system, not expanding.  Put the dollars in Fix-It. 
b. A certain amount still has to be for highway improvements, they still want the ACTs 

involved in that.  A lot of things have to be fine-tuned. 
c. OTC is meeting this Friday.  Will have more information. 
d. They have put together a model that is almost 97% Fix-It. 
e. The OTC is now fully staffed with new Commissioner Sean O’Hallaren 

Legislative Updates: 
• ConnectOregon VI $45M which guarantees 10% to each Region.   

a.  Full grant process. No loans. 
b.  Match increase from 20% to 30% 
c. New review committee rules 

• Increased speed limit effective March 1st east side of Oregon 
• Contracting Bill regarding: 

a.  Negotiations 
b. Certification 
c. Transparency 

• DMV Phase I – updating their Cobalt System 
• Cascade Line received operating funds, $10M 

 
10. Agenda Build/Next Meeting 
 Mike Montero and Art Anderson 

• Next meeting will be a joint meeting with the Oregon Freight Advisory Committee 
a.  Meeting start time will be later than usual.  Will get information to members. 

• ConnectOregon VI briefing 
• Tribal Letter (Bylaws – chair and additional members) 

 
The next RVACT meeting is scheduled for September 8, 2015  
 
 
 
 


