859 Willamette Street, Suite 500, Eugene, Oregon 97401-2910
541.682.4283 (office)

Agenda

June 8, 2022
5:30 to 7:30 PM
To join the meeting from your computer, tablet or smartphone:
https://us06web.zoom.us/j/85371940658?pwd=VkQwdFZkdjVaVldXUUxacHBSYmtOQT09

To dial in using your phone:
+1 253 215 8782

Meeting ID: 853 7194 0658

Passcode: 656897

Note: Times listed are approximate. Items may be considered at any time or in any order at the
discretion of the Chair and members of the Commission in order to conduct business efficiently.
Individuals interested in a particular item are advised to arrive at the start of the meeting.

1.
2.

Call to order (welcome and introductions) Quorum = 14

5:35

3.

Consent items (quorum required)

5:40

Review agenda (additions or deletions)

5:30

The following items are considered routine and will be enacted in one action by
consensus, without any discussion. If discussion is desired, that item will be
removed from the consent agenda and considered separately.

4.

a. Approve minutes from May 11 meeting
Comments from the audience

5:45

The LaneACT Chair will ask if there are any comments. Please state your name
and address.

5.

6.

Announcements and information sharing (please be brief)
a. ODOT update
b. Central Lane Metropolitan Policy Committee update (minutes attached)
c. Member updates

Federal Lands Access Program ‒ statewide needs assessment
Summary: Presentation explaining FHWA efforts to develop a FLAP
Strategic Investment Plan to inform future FLAP funding cycles.
Presenter: Jamie Lemon ‒ FHWA, Western Federal Lands Highway Division
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5:50

6:00
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7.

8.

Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act ‒ funding update
6:20
Summary: Update on recent Oregon Transportation Commission decisions.
Presenters: Jim Gamble – Area 5 Manager, Savannah Crawford – Area 4 Manager
2022 World Athletics Championships – July 14 to July 24
Summary: Update on preparations for managing traffic during the event.
Presenters: Jim Gamble – ODOT Area 5 Manager, Paul Thompson – LCOG

6:40

Other attachments (for information only)
 Monthly attendance report
 Membership list (December 2021)

Upcoming meetings (all meetings are online)
• June 17 ‒ Steering Committee (11:00 to noon)
• July 13 ‒ LaneACT (5:30 to 7:30 PM) – potential summer recess
• July 22 ‒ Steering Committee (11:00 to noon)
• August 10 ‒ LaneACT (5:30 to 7:30 PM)

Meeting materials are posted at www.LaneACT.org prior to each meeting. To be included on the email
notification list, please contact Denise Walters at 541-682-4341 or dwalters@lcog.org.
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MAY 2022 -- M I N U T E S
Lane Area Commission on Transportation (LaneACT)
The meeting was held via teleconference

May 11, 2022
5:30 p.m.

PRESENT:

Shelley Humble, Other Stakeholder, Chair
Sean VanGordon, Vice Chair
Heather Buch, Lane County, Ambassador
Jeff Gowing, Cottage Grove
Shelly Clark, Creswell
Bill Meyer, Florence and Port of Siuslaw
Don Bennet, Lowell
Karen Leach, Junction City
Keith Weiss, Veneta
Don Nordin, Lane Transit District (LTD)
Gwen Jaspers, Lane County Transportation Advisory Committee (LC TrAC)
Jim Gamble, Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT)
Paul Thompson, Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO)
Doug Barrett, Confederated Tribes of Coos, Lower Umpqua and Siuslaw Indians
Sarah Mazze, Bicycle & Pedestrian Designated Stakeholder
Rob Zako, Environmental Land Use Designated Stakeholder

ABSENT:

Coburg, Dunes City, Eugene, Lowell, Oakridge, and Westfir; Highway 126 East,
Eugene Organ, Other Stakeholder.

OTHERS:

Molly Cary, Bill Johnston, Brandon Williams, Naomi Zwerdling, ODOT; Rob
Inerfeld, City of Eugene; Becky Taylor, Lane County; Matt Michel, Veneta;Tom
Schwetz, LTD; Denise Walters, Lane Council of Governments (LCOG); Garrett
Gray, CTCLUSI; Phil Worth, Kittelson & Associates; Jim Origliosso, Oregon
Disaster Airlift Response Team; Heather Carroll, Jacobs Engineering; and Allen
Hancock, Patty Hine, Kevin Reed, Dorothy Keen, Jon Faville, Sue Wolling,
Richard Hughes, Colin Hill, public.

1.

Call to Order (Welcome and Introductions)

Chair Shelley Humble called the Lane Area Commission on Transportation (LaneACT) meeting
to order at 5:30 p.m.
2.

Review Agenda – Additions or Deletions

No changes to the agenda were made.
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3.

Consent Agenda
•

Consensus:
4.

Approve Minutes from April 13, 2022 meeting.
Approve the Minutes from the LaneACT April 13, 2022 meeting as submitted.

Public Comment

Kevin Reed, Chair of the Northeast Neighborhood Association, expressed their support for the
Beltline improvement projects. He emphasized the proposed arterial bridge improved safety,
resiliency, and multimodal access and provided a much-needed connection among the
neighborhoods in north Eugene that would, in turn, ease congestion on the Beltline.
Allan Hancock, Eugene, discussed the proposed Highway 126 East expansion. He referenced
the wetlands on both sides of the highway near Fern Ridge and the number of species that would
be impacted. Mr. Hancock referred to studies that had shown when more lanes were added, it
increased the demand and use of the highway. He also cited climate and sprawl concerns.
Patty Hine, Lane County, also addressed the proposed Highway 126 East project. She thought
the project was too expensive and would take too long to address the safety and traffic problems
and advocated for smaller, more immediate interventions. She concurred with Mr. Hancock that
adding traffic lanes was not a long-term solution: what was needed was fewer cars.
5.

Announcements and Information Sharing
•

ODOT Update

Mr. Gamble announced there were only sixty-four more days until the World Athletics
Championships Oregon 22 event began. He invited LaneACT members to contact him if they
had concerns about how the crowds might affect mobility within their communities. He also
requested time on the June LaneACT agenda to discuss ODOT’s decisions regarding the
Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (IIJA).
•

Metropolitan Policy Committee (MPC) Update

Mr. Thompson reviewed the prior MPC meeting. They had adopted the Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPO) work program for the next fiscal year, established the funding criteria for
applications on transportation projects, adopted the Moving Ahead preferred alternative package,
(the same alternative selected by the City of Eugene and LTD), and learned about the Safe
Routes to School (SRTS) 2021-2025 Strategic Plan. Mr. Thompson highlighted $838,000 had
been allocated to fund a regional broadband strategy for the County. The work would position
the County well for federal grants.
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•

Other Member Updates

Commissioner Buch suggested people review the draft Lane County Bicycle Master Plan online
(https://lanecountybmp.com). She announced staff planned to hold public hearings on the
proposed plan in the summer and fall.
Mr. Nordin relayed candidates for the LTD General Manager position were to be announced
May 18, 2022. He explained part of the selection process was a public forum and anticipated the
LTD Board would make their selection May 25, 2022.
Tribal Council Member Barrett described conversations he had with Coos Bay Rail staff
regarding the Cushman underpass. He said the railroad planned to upgrade the line. When
Tribal Council Member Barrett asked who he should be working with at ODOT, Mr. Gamble
said it was he.
Mr. Zako described how EmX design studies had evolved over time to looking at how to
improve streets for all users. He recognized the City of Eugene and LTD for their work on
Moving Ahead.
6.

ConnectOregon Update

Ms. Humble said the Connect Oregon meetings went well for Region Two, receiving thirty-eight
percent of the funds available. Three of the four Lane County projects were recommended for
funding (Eugene Airport - Widening Taxiways Juliet & Lima to Air Cargo Apron, Pacific
Recycling Spur Track Expansion, and Creswell Airport Runway 16-34 Reconstruction and
Lighting Replacement). The Florence Municipal Airport Fueling Island Reconstruction project
was the least expensive project prioritized below those funded. Ms. Humble noted if projects
came in under budget or were withdrawn, Florence’s project might be funded.
Mayor VanGordon said their well-articulated advocacy had been successful.
7.

LaneACT Area Strategy

Brandon Williams, ODOT contract manager for the Area Strategies pilot, discussed the work
done subsequent to the April LaneACT meeting. He referenced the three attachments to the
agenda memo: a summary of revisions and future refinements, the final draft of the LaneACT
Area Strategies report, and a track changes version of the report. Mr. Williams thanked the
subcommittee members who were involved in the pilot.
Mr. Zako observed accepting the report by the full LaneACT represented consensus on its
proposals. He emphasized the document was not binding and as a group they needed to work
through how best to use the LaneACT Area Strategies when making decisions. Mayor
VanGordon and Mr. Johnston concurred.
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Mr. Zako moved to accept, by consensus, the LaneACT Area Strategies, with the understanding
it was a living document that can be refined in the future and was not binding but rather a guide
that LaneACT members can use to help make decisions (e.g., funding priorities). The motion
was seconded by Ms. Mazze.
Consensus: Accept the LaneACT Area Strategies report with the understanding it was a living
document that can be refined in the future and was not binding but rather a guide that LaneACT
members can use to help make decisions (e.g., funding priorities.
8.

Cascadia 2022 Drill

Jim Origliosso, Oregon Disaster Airlift Response Team (DART), gave a Powerpoint presentation
entitled Disaster Response Exercise. He gave background information on his involvement with
public benefit flying volunteer efforts, some of which responded to disasters. Mr. Origliosso
explained they were just starting to organize an Oregon DART, based on the work done in
California and Washington. They had partnered with the National Tribal Emergency Response
Council to participate in a Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) exercise. The drill
was focused on the response to a Cascadia earthquake. The airlift portion was to distribute
10,000 pounds of food from Walla Walla to Oregon coastal communities primarily near tribal
areas. On June 18, 2022, approximately thirty-five airplanes were slated to fly to Walla Walla
and move the food to staging areas. In Lane County, the staging area was Creswell Airport. The
next day, a fleet of smaller airplanes transported the food to the Coast and the pilots also
performmed reconnaissance flights along major highway routes. Mr. Origliosso asked for
LaneACT members’ help in recruiting ground volunteers at the staging airports, volunteers to
help redistribute food they were unable to drop to local food pantries, and ham radio operators.
He asked Ms. Walters to email LaneACT members his contact information.
Tribal Council Member Barrett suggested Mr. Origliosso work with coastal fire departments. He
explained each tribe had someone designated to work on emergency disaster planning.
9.

Beltline Project Overview

Molly Cary, ODOT Project Manager, and Heather Carroll, Jacobs Consulting, gave a Powerpoint
presentation entitled Beltline Highway, River Road to Delta Highway. Ms. Cary explained their
work was based on 2014 Beltway Highway Facility Plan. To date, they had completed work at
the Beltway/Delta Interchange and completed the National Environmental Protection Act
(NEPA) documentation for the other proposed improvements. Ms. Cary reviewed the roadway
characteristics and traffic conditions, noting traffic has returned to pre-pandemic levels and the
highway was operating over capacity.
Ms. Carroll described the design concepts: additional Delta Highway Interchange, River Avenue
and Hunsaker Lane interchange (including local arterial bridge wide enough for vehicles,
alternative modes, and a separate LTD lane), and Division Avenue and Beltline. She highlighted
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the improved multimodal connectivity. Ms. Carroll also reviewed the components of the NEPA
study completed and discussed their public involvement efforts.
Ms. Cary said the cost estimate for the entire project was between $350-$400 million. Even
though they had completed the NEPA review for the entire project, because funding was
problematic ODOT staff had developed ways to phase the project. She reviewed the options,
noting some of the projects were stand-alone projects, but others had some sequencing
considerations. Ms. Cary added the City of Eugene had to adopt an Urban Growth Boundary
(UGB) amendment before the local arterial could be built.
Ms. Mazze questioned whether building a large arterial bridge and adding lanes to parts of
Beltline would address congestion issues. She advocated for the arterial bridge to only have
LTD and multimodal lanes (akin to Portland’s Tilikum Crossing Bridge) and to build a
bicycle/pedestrian bridge across Beltline so North Eugene High School students had safer access.
She noted Beltline cut the high school’s catchment area in half.
Kevin Reed thanked Ms. Cary for all the outreach ODOT staff had done. He said the four most
affected neighborhood associations were very supportive of the proposed solutions.
Mr. Nordin observed the proposed arterial bridge would be very advantageous for transit
services. He suggested the Statewide Transportation Improvement Fund (STIF) might help.
Tom Schwetz, LTD Director of Planning and Development, agreed the bridge could be a critical
transit link.
When Mr. Zako asked if the Beltline projects could be funded because they were in the
“illustrative list” of the MPO’s adopted Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), Mr. Thompson
described how the RTP identified all transportation needs according to federal standards and then
projects were assigned to the “constrained list” or the “illustrative list” based on financial
projections at the time. He noted the plan doesn’t exclude the possibility of additional funding
becoming available nor require projects on the “constrained list” be built before those on the
“illustrative list”.
Mr. Zako expressed concern that Beltline was a very expensive project that was competing with
other projects for limited federal and state funding. He added LaneACT members had been
looking at several large, unfunded projects that were in the planning stage and he opined it was
unrealistic to think enough money would become available to do them all and some of the plans
would not be implemented in the near or possibly mid-term.
Commissioner Buch observed the project affected a lot of surrounding communities. She
thought the arterial road and bridge proposed would connect a lot of neighborhoods.
Ms. Mazze requested ODOT design an alternative to the bridge presented, one limited to transit
and alternative modes. She thought that better fit Eugene’s climate change goals and the design
might better meet grant criteria set forth in the future. Ms. Mazze said if the transit and
bicycle/pedestrian options were more attractive, people would use them and that would result in
decreased congestion on Beltline.
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Ms. Cary emphasized the importance of building the bridge to meet future needs and said ODOT
needed to address vehicle use. Widening a bridge after the fact was problematic.
Mr. Johnson observed one difference between Portland and Eugene which may have been a
factor in deciding on the design of the Tilikum Crossing Bridge was that Portland had many
bridges across the Willamette River whereas Eugene had only one.
Mr. Gamble described an upcoming project this summer to address safety issues at the River
Road/Beltline interchange. The project would rehabilitate all of the curb ramps to American
with Disabilities Act (ADA) standards and improve the crossing on the north side of the
intersection.
10.

Adjournment

Ms. Humble reviewed the upcoming meetings (the Steering Committee meeting was scheduled
for May 20, 2022 from 11:00 a.m. to noon and June 8, 2022 was the next LaneACT meeting).
She adjourned the meeting at 7:04 p.m.
(Recorded by Beth Bridges)
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MINUTES
Metropolitan Policy Committee
Virtual Meeting via Zoom
May 5, 2022
11:30 a.m.
PRESENT:

Randy Groves, Chair; Lucy Vinis (City of Eugene); Sean VanGordon, Steve Moe (City of
Springfield); Heather Buch (Lane County); Jim Gamble (Oregon Department of
Transportation); Caitlin Vargas, Don Nordin (Lane Transit District), members; Anne Heath
(City of Coburg), ex officio member.

Brenda Wilson, Paul Thompson, Kelly Clarke, Dan Callister, Ellen Currier, Syd Shoaf, Cassidy Mills
(Lane Council of Governments); Emma Newman (City of Springfield); Rob Inerfeld (City of Eugene);
Sasha Vartanian (Lane County); Megan Winner (City of Coburg); Tom Schwetz, Andrew Martin (Lane
Transit District); Bill Johnston (Oregon Department of Transportation); Rob Zako, Claire Roth, Colin Hill
(Better Eugene-Springfield Transportation), Neil Moyer (Metro Television), Sarah Mazze, Kevin Fletcher,
Rachel Tochen (Safe Routes to School).
WELCOME, CALL TO ORDER AND INTRODUCTIONS
Mr. Groves convened the meeting of the Metropolitan Policy Committee (MPC) and a quorum was
established.
APPROVE March 3, 2022, MPC MEETING MINUTES
Ms. Vinis, seconded by Ms. Buch, moved to approve the March 3, 2022, meeting
minutes as presented. The motion passed unanimously, 7:0.
ADJUSTMENTS TO THE AGENDA/ANNOUNCEMENTS FROM MPC MEMBERS
There were no adjustments to the agenda or announcements.
COMMENTS FROM THE AUDIENCE
Mr. Groves explained procedures for providing testimony during the virtual ZOOM meeting.
Claire Roth, Better Eugene-Springfield Transportation (BEST), spoke to BEST's support of the West
Eugene EmX corridor to promote better transit. The community was now considering the breath and depth
of transportation issues and the value of a complete street that was designed and operated to enable safe
use and promote mobility for all. She said BEST supported the MovingAhead project as an integral part of
a complete street vision and encouraged the MPCs approval of the MovingAhead locally preferred
alternative, which would provide eligibility for federal funding to invest in the community and generations
to come.
Rob Zako, BEST, spoke to regional primary funding considerations and the tool to link goals and
objectives in the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) to funding for project applications. He said BEST
was pleased with the direction the MPC was taking, although the tool was at a fairly high level and the
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objectives were fairly broad and vague. He looked forward to seeing how the tool was implemented and
how it was determined that one or more objectives were being advanced by a project.
METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION (MPO) ISSUES
Addendum to MPO Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP)
Ms. Currier provided a brief overview of the UPWP and explained how the addendum, which covered
changes to the work program for the coming year, had been developed in conjunction with federal and
state partners. Funding was also updated as part of the process.
Mr. Groves opened the public hearing.
Rob Zako, BEST, commented that MPC members represented the public and as such, should have
opportunities to hear from the public in order to inform their views. He said decisions were being made
during the meeting on four items and the UPWP, perhaps the least important of the four items, was the
only one for which a public hearing was being held. He was confused about when public hearings were
held and when they were not required. He said BEST supported MovingAhead but MPC had never held a
public hearing on it. Likewise, the Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP) amendment
included $30 million for the Franklin Boulevard project and he did not recall an opportunity to comment
on the project or know when the decision was made to move forward. He was not questioning whether
those items should be approved, only that there should be a public process.
Mr. Zako said there were special projects in the addendum, some of which were discretionary with many
agencies engaged in planning at the same, and it was not clear what some of the planning projects were
actually buying. He questioned whether planning should be done just because funding was available or
should there be more deliberation about how much the MPC as policymakers and the general public could
absorb at one time.
There being no other speakers, Mr. Groves invited questions and comments from the MPC.
Ms. Vinis asked staff to provide an explanation of when a public hearing was required and when it was
not. Mr. Thompson stated that the MPO's Public Participation Plan (PPP) provided guidelines for when
items coming before the MPC for action required a public hearing. A copy of the PPP was available on the
MPO website and contained a table that specifically identified what type of involvement was needed for
different types of action. Most items only required a public notice and an opportunity for comment without
a public hearing.
Mr. Groves agreed with Ms. Vinis about the importance of public comments on large projects. He asked if
public hearings on transportation matters had been delegated to the MPC by the Lane Council of
Governments (LCOG) Board. Mr. Thompson explained that public hearings on items such as the UPWP
and RTP had been fully delegated to the MPC as the final decision-making body. Regarding the special
projects in the UPWP, he clarified that the UPWP serves two purposes: first to establish the MPO's work
program and its funding for the fiscal year, and second to serve as a public information document that
illustrated to the MPC and the public all of the transportation planning activities, including those outside of
the MPO’s purview, that would be conducted during that fiscal year. The special projects section was not
something that was being approved; it was the information piece. Action by the MPC to adopt the UPWP
Addendum does not affect the special projects or their funding.
Mr. Groves closed the public hearing.
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Ms. Buch, seconded by Ms. Vinis, moved to approve Resolution 2022-05
adopting the UPWP Addendum and programming funding. The motion passed
unanimously, 7:0.
Regional Primary Funding Considerations
Mr. Callister requested approval of Regional Primary Funding Considerations to direct the MPO's
selection process for projects using discretionary federal funds that would be received through 2027. He
said the document would establish areas of emphasis on RTP goals and draw a clear and transparent link
between goals and projects. He said the goals were general in nature and at the MPC's direction staff had
developed criteria based on the 28 objectives in the RTP that would be a more useful tool for the project
selection process. He briefly reviewed the objectives and criteria.
Ms. Vinis was pleased with the document and thanked staff for their work. She appreciated that climate
change and greenhouse gas emissions were addressed.
Ms. Buch, seconded by Ms. Vinis, moved to approve the Regional Primary
Funding Considerations to direct the Central Lane MPO project selection process.
The motion passed unanimously, 7:0.
Coronavirus Response and Relief Supplemental Appropriation Act (CRRSAA) Funding
Mr. Thompson noted that the MPC had previously approved receiving CRRSAA dollars as relief funding.
Since that time the funds had been received and could be distributed. The recommendation was to
distribute the funds for two primary purposes: first, regional broadband planning and development of a
strategic plan and second, distribute the balance to the four general purpose governments of Coburg,
Eugene, Springfield and Lane County. He said the MPC's Transportation Planning Committee (TPC)
unanimously approved the proposed distribution and also established a five percent minimum level for
Coburg so the city would receive sufficient funds to be useful.
Ms. Wilson said with the release of additional federal funding to states for the strategic build out of
broadband, the MPO needed to be prepared to apply for and implement that funding in the region. The
CRRSAA funds would allow for the hiring of a consultant to create a broadband strategy that would help
the region be eligible to apply for federal funding that would be released over the next several years. She
reviewed the proposed distribution set forth in the agenda materials and said an example of a request for
proposals (RFP) issued by another council of governments was also included. She stressed the importance
of readily available broadband to the region's economic vitality and resiliency and urged the MPC's
support.
Mr. VanGordon joined the meeting at noon.
Ms. Buch was excited about the opportunity to develop a regional broadband strategy that would make the
region competitive for broadband funding and urged the MPC's support.
Mr. Moe said that in the past the nation was connected by the interstate highway system. Broadband was
establishing a new nationwide connection and Lane County should be a part of that.
Mr. VanGordon observed that every jurisdiction and organization seemed to be working on broadband and
asked how those efforts would be coordinated in a regional plan. Ms. Wilson said developing a regional
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strategy would facilitate collaboration among those efforts, including other counties around Lane County.
She said those councils of government also had funding for broadband feasibility studies and this initiative
would tie that work together to leverage all available resources and avoid individual results that might be
incompatible. She said LCOG had an RFP ready to be released if the MPC approved the proposal.
Mr. VanGordon supported any efforts to bring all concerned to the table.
Ms. Vinis supported the recommendation and appreciated the urgency of the matter. She hoped the MPC
would receive updates and information on lessons learned during the planning process.
Mr. Groves also supported the recommendation. He said leveraging and collaboration among regional
entities would strengthen connections across boundaries.
Ms. Buck, seconded by Mr. Moe, moved to approve the allocation of CRRSAA
funding as presented. The motion passed unanimously, 8:0.
Safe Routes to School (SRTS) 2021-2025 Strategic Plan
Ms. Mazze introduced SRTS coordinators Kevin Fletcher and Rachel Tochen. She used a slide
presentation and video to provide an overview of the SRTS program structure and implementation and
review the 2021-2025 Strategic Plan. She said the Bethel, Eugene and Springfield school districts
participated in SRTS and financial support was provided through MPC discretionary funds. She
emphasized that the program was moving away from enforcement to engagement. She explained how the
plan focused on the six "E's" of the SRTS program: Equity, Engagement, Education, Encouragement,
Evaluation and Engineering.
Ms. Vinis and Mr. Groves extolled the benefits of the SRTS program.
Mr. Nordin applauded the SRTS program and staff for their efforts, which promoted active transportation,
a reduction of automobile trips in the community and connection to transit.
MovingAhead Locally Preferred Alternative
Mr. Inerfeld said MovingAhead was a project that reflected collaboration between the City of Eugene and
Lane Transit District (LTD) to determine the types of investments to make on five of the most important
transportation corridors over the next 10 years. He said the project began in 2015 by studying 11 corridors
that were subsequently reduced to five corridors based on evaluation and public feedback. Those corridors
were Highway 99, River Road, Coburg Road, 30th Avenue to Lane Community College and MLK
Boulevard. He explained how community input was used to determine the preferred street design concept
for each corridor that would best meet community needs, goals, and plans.
Mr. Martin reviewed the high level street design concepts, which also included three transit options. He
described the public process beginning in 2015 and the many issues addressed during that process. He said
the Eugene City Council and LTD Board of Directors had adopted a locally preferred alternative and the
MPC was being asked to concur with that alternative. He explained that a locally preferred alternative was
a key part of the federal environmental permitting and review process and set a high level vision for the
corridor, although it was not a final design and did not lock in a specific EmX design. He said once a
locally preferred alternative was adopted the next step was to take the conceptual design and make it
detailed. Staff would continue to check in with decision-makers in the community as the process moved
forward.
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Mr. Inerfeld reviewed the locally preferred alternative and next steps in the process:
Corridor
Highway 99
River Road
30th Avenue to Lane Community College (LCC)
Coburg Road
Martin Luther King, Jr. Boulevard via downtown

Mode
Enhanced Corridor
EmX
No-Build [reconsider this corridor after other
agency studies and projects are completed]
Enhanced Corridor [requiring additional study
and community engagement]
Enhanced Corridor

Mr. Inerfeld said the MPC's adoption of the locally preferred alternative was required because
MovingAhead was a regionally significant project.
Mr. Moe asked why Springfield was not part of MovingAhead. Mr. Martin replied that Springfield
determined it did not have the staff capacity to move forward with both MovingAhead and the Main Street
project and opted to focus efforts on Main Street. He said Springfield could be included in the future if
there was community interest to do so.
Mr. VanGordon observed that from a regional perspective he was happy to support MovingAhead as
Eugene and LTD developed a vision for their areas. It was valuable to note that it was important to follow
the lead of Eugene as it planned for its transportation corridors.
Ms. Vinis, seconded by Mr. Moe, moved to adopt the MovingAhead Locally
Preferred Alternative. The motion passed unanimously, 8:0.
Follow-up and Next Steps
•

•
•

ODOT Update—Mr. Gamble introduced himself and said he would be representing the
Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT) on the MPC as the interim Area 5 manager
following Frannie Brindle's retirement. He described ODOT's role in the Oregon 2022
Track and Field World Championships. He said ODOT would take the transportation lead
in a $40 million project funded through the Governor's Office. He listed some of the
activities involved in preparing for the event.
MTIP Administrative Amendments—There were no questions.
Next Meeting/Agenda Build—June 2 Virtual Meeting, July 7 Virtual Meeting, August 4
Virtual Meeting.

Regarding the issue of public hearings discussed earlier in the meeting, Ms. Vinis recognized that there
had been major public engagement initiatives on items such as MovingAhead, but that project had
previously not come before the MPC. She asked for discussion at a future meeting on when it was
appropriate to hold a hearing even if one was not required by the MPC's PPP. Mr. Thompson said an
update of the PPP was scheduled and staff would be discussing the subject of public participation in depth
with the committee at future meetings.
Mr. Groves adjourned the meeting at 12:57 p.m.
(Recorded by Lynn Taylor)
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Agenda Item 6 – Federal Lands Access Program ‒ Statewide Needs Assessment

895 Willamette Street, Suite 500, Eugene, Oregon 97401-2910
541.682.4283 (office)

Agenda Item 6

Federal Lands Access Program ‒ Statewide Needs Assessment
Presenters
Roxanne Bash ‒ FHWA, Western Federal Lands Highway Division
Summary
The Oregon Federal Lands Access Program (FLAP) has provided funding to state and local
transportation system owners in support of federal lands access improvements since 2013. FLAP
supplements state and local resources for public roads, transit systems, and other multimodal
transportation facilities, with an emphasis on high-use recreation sites and economic generators. From
2013 to 2021, Oregon has received approximately $276 million in FLAP distributions; the most recent
2022 Oregon FLAP Request for Proposals estimates $35.7 million annually for projects that will be
programmed in 2024 and 2025. Due to state values for recreation visits, federal land area, and public
road miles and bridges, Oregon benefits from a larger allocation of FLAP funding each cycle when
compared to other states.
Currently, projects funded by the FLAP are identified through a competitive process where non-federal
applicants propose projects, these projects are evaluated against a set of criteria, and final selections
are determined collaboratively by the state’s Programming Decisions Committee. Many of Oregon’s
FLAP funds go towards necessary maintenance and capital construction projects in rural counties, with
local agencies historically receiving the majority of funds and project awards. While the FLAP Request
for Proposals process has advanced critical transportation improvements across the state, a more
structured approach to identifying unmet federal access needs would help ensure program funds are
directed towards projects that will measurably improve access and provide the greatest benefit to all
partners. A “pipeline of projects” will provide decisionmakers with a tool to better understand and
anticipate federal lands access needs in Oregon, for FLAP funding and beyond.
At the same time, FHWA and Federal Land Management Agencies (FLMA) are prioritizing multi-agency
integrated transportation planning, which bring together federal agencies, state DOTs, and MPOs for a
comprehensive dialogue on transportation challenges and opportunities which require coordinated
planning. The goal is to have better aligned planning processes, develop shared needs, and identify
eligible funding opportunities to improve access to federal lands. There is a strong relationship
between identifying federal access needs and developing a strong, integrated approach between
FLMAs and the statewide planning process. The Oregon FLAP Statewide Needs Assessment goals are
to:
•
•
•

Identify and prioritize unmet federal lands access project needs throughout Oregon;
Develop a project evaluation framework to prioritize statewide needs; and
Establish a FLAP strategic investment plan that articulates the prioritized federal lands access
needs and improvement options for consideration in future Oregon FLAP funding cycles.

LaneACT – June 8, 2022
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Agenda Item 6 – Federal Lands Access Program ‒ Statewide Needs Assessment

The key tasks are to:
•
•
•
•
•

Summarize and document existing plans and studies that inform Oregon federal lands
transportation project needs
Create a base map of existing conditions
Conduct needs assessment workshops to identify and analyze unmet federal lands access needs
Develop a needs prioritization framework
Prepare Oregon FLAP Investment Strategy and Final Report

The Oregon FLAP Statewide Needs Assessment’s anticipated timeline is two years (March 2022
through March 2024), with engagement opportunities throughout.
Please visit the project website for regular updates:
https://highways.dot.gov/federal-lands/programs-planning/studies/or-flap-needs-assessment
Attachments
None.

LaneACT – June 8, 2022
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Agenda Item 7 – Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act update

895 Willamette Street, Suite 500, Eugene, Oregon 97401-2910
541.682.4283 (office)

Agenda Item 7

Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act – funding update
Presenters
Jim Gamble – ODOT Area 5 Manager; Savannah Crawford – ODOT Area 4 Manager
Action requested

No action required. For discussion only. ODOT staff will provide an update on recent OTC
decisions concerning IIJA flexible highway program funds.
Summary

On March 30, the Oregon Transportation Commission (OTC) decided how to spend $412
million in flexible highway program funds allocated to Oregon through the 2021 federal
infrastructure bill (Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act).

The OTC considered input from the public, MPOs, ACTs, and other advisory committees.
Recall that Travis Brouwer (ODOT Assistant Director for Revenue, Finance & Compliance)
attended the March 9 LaneACT meeting to explain the alternative funding options the OTC
was considering and to obtain the ACT’s input.
At the June 8 LaneACT meeting, ODOT staff (Jim Gamble and Savannah Crawford) will
provide a presentation and answer questions about the OTC’s funding allocations. The
attached documents provide additional explanation.
Attachments
A.

March 30 press release summarizing the OTC’s decisions. (2 pages)

C.

Slide presentation. Includes table describing how well the funding options that were
considered satisfy the goals that were previously established by the OTC. (4 pages)

B.

D.

A more detailed description of the programs that will be funded. (2 pages)
A summary of funding available to local governments. (4 pages)

LaneACT – June 8, 2022
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Attachment 7B

INFRASTRUCTURE INVESTMENT AND JOBS ACT

Programs Funded by Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act
Flexible Highway Funds
The Oregon Transportation Commission approved spending $412 million of Infrastructure Investment and Jobs
Act flexible highway funding on the programs described below. For details on how ODOT will spend funding in

new dedicated formula funding programs, see summaries of the National Electric Vehicle Infrastructure, Carbon
Reduction, Bridge, and PROTECT programs.
•

Great Streets ($50 million)

Many state highways that pass through urbanized areas are focused on moving cars and trucks through

communities but do not adequately address community safety, specifically for people walking and biking.
These main streets do not support community and economic vitality and many need significant
improvements. Federal and state transportation funding is usually attached to specific program

requirements that makes it difficult to address safety needs for these critical streets holistically. The

Commission dedicated funding to a “Great Streets” program to improve urban main streets in communities
of all sizes. The “Great Streets” program prioritizes safety, accessibility, and equity, and will address
declining road conditions and other needs.
•

Safe Routes to School ($30 million)

ODOT’s Safe Routes to School program makes improvements that help students bike or walk safely to

elementary and middle schools. Additional funding for Safe Routes education programs and construction
projects such as sidewalks, crossings and bicycle facilities will help meet a portion of the significant
unfunded need while also providing broad community benefits for many users.
•

Innovative Mobility Pilot Program ($10 million)

The new Innovative Mobility Pilot Program (IMPP) will provide grants to community-based organizations

and government agencies for innovative public and active transportation programs and projects that will

enhance sustainable and equitable mobility. The IMPP will significantly expand ODOT’s ability to leverage

private and other public funds through partnerships to meet a broad range of community needs that make
it easier for people to walk, roll, bike, share rides, vanpool, and take public transportation to meet daily
travel needs. The $10 million in federal IIJA funding will be supplemented by additional state funding.
•

Local Climate Planning ($15 million)

Under the Department of Land Conservation and Development’s proposed Climate-Friendly and Equitable

Communities rulemaking, cities, counties, and metropolitan planning organizations in urbanized areas over

50,000 will be required to update their local transportation plans to reduce greenhouse gas emissions from
the transportation system. Providing cost-share funding to local governments will help advance the state’s
climate goals while providing funding assistance to local governments.
•

Americans with Disabilities Act Curb Ramps ($95 million)

Oregon Department of Transportation
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ODOT has committed to make state highways accessible for those experiencing a disability by building

ADA-compliant curb ramps. IIJA funds will provide ODOT additional resources to help meet its commitment
to build or rebuild 26,000 curb ramps.
•

Fix-It ($75 million)

Fix-It projects repair or rebuild existing bridges, pavement and other assets to keep them in a state of good
repair. While IIJA provides a significant direct infusion of resources in bridges, additional funding approved
by the OTC will be dedicated to pavement and other assets to limit the deterioration of state highways.
•

Enhance Highway ($50 million)

Enhance highway projects reduce congestion, improve safety, and create economic development

opportunities by adding lanes, fixing interchanges, and making other improvements that make roads

function better. Funding is needed to complete a number of Enhance Highway projects—particularly those
earmarked by the Legislature in HB 2017.
•

Business and Workforce Development ($7 million)

To meet equity goals and expand the pool of contractors and workers, the OTC invested in programs that

provide supportive services to businesses owned by women and people of color and that help expand and
diversify the transportation construction workforce.
•

Match for US DOT Competitive Grants ($40 million)

Under the IIJA, US DOT will award more than $100 billion in funding under competitive grant programs.

However, ODOT will be constrained in applying for these funds due to a shortage of state funds to use as
the required non-federal match. The OTC provided IIJA funds to cover state-funded projects, freeing up

State Highway Fund resources to leverage significant federal resources under a variety of programs, from
congestion relief funding to wildlife crossings and pedestrian and bicycle projects.
•

Operations and Maintenance ($40 million)

ODOT faces a significant long-term deficit in the agency’s operations and maintenance (O&M) budget,

which primarily funds highway maintenance activities, including patching potholes, plowing snow, and

other day-to-day work that keeps roads safe and open to traffic. The O&M budget also pays for the DMV,
truck safety and regulation, and administrative functions. The IIJA will exacerbate this O&M shortfall by

increasing the amount of state O&M funding ODOT needs to shift to providing match for federal funds and
by increasing staffing costs for delivering federally funded projects. Using IIJA funds to cover the cost of

some O&M programs currently funded by state dollars will partially offset this impact and reduce future
cuts to maintenance and operations programs.

Other resources (websites, email address, contact info)
•
•
•
•

National Electric Vehicle Infrastructure
Carbon Reduction
Bridge program

PROTECT program

Oregon Department of Transportation
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Attachment 7C

Infrastructure Investment
and Jobs Act
May 2022

Major Themes of Public Comments
Support for investing in public and active transportation
Support for investing in bridges and for preserving road conditions
A desire to address bottlenecks on state highways
Interest in addressing the needs of urban arterials
Support for improving safety across all modes and all programs
Interest in investing in fish, wildlife, and environmental projects
Interest in expanding electric vehicle charging opportunities across
the entire state
• Concern about ensuring a fair regional distribution of funds and a
desire to invest in regional and local priorities
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
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Flexible Fund Allocation as
Approved by OTC
Program
m Area
Enhance
e Highway
Fix-It
Maintenance
e & Operations
Greatt Streetss
Safe
e Routess to
o School
Innovative
e Mobilityy Program
Locall Climate
e Planning
ADA
A Accessibility
Match
h forr Competitive
e Grants
Businesss & Workforce
e Development
Total

Fundingg
(Millions)
$50
$75
$40
$50
$30
$10
$15
$95
$40
$7
$412

Total IIJA Funding and Dedicated Funding

Enhance Highway
4%

Safety,
Local &
Other Sustainable &
Equitable
18%
Transportation
34%
ADA
8%

Fix-It
36%
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ODOT’S
S EXISTING FUNDING
G
TOWARD
D MEETING
G GOALS
S*

S1
G FIX-IT
LEANING

S2-A
LEANING
G PUBLIC
C&
E TRANSPORTATION
ACTIVE

3
S3
G
LEANING
MODERNIZATION//
ENHANCE

S4
D
BALANCED
INVESTMENTS

HYBRID

E CLIMATE CHANGE
G MITIGATION
GHG

D–
Most trips drive alone in low
MPG cars

CLIMATE
E CHANGE
E ADAPTATION/
RESILIENCE

C–
Slow progress with
preservation projects

CONGESTION RELIEF

B–
Select, legislative bottleneck
projects in development

SOCIALL EQUITY

C–
Few low cost travel options

-

↑C

MULTIMODALL MOBILITY

D
Many connectivity gaps

-

↑ C-

SAFETY

B
Focus on fatalities and
serious injuries

↑

STATE
E OF
F GOOD
D REPAIR

C
Several assets and areas
deteriorating

-

-

↑↑ D

-

-

-

-

↑

↑ C+

↑

B-

↑

B+

↑

↑ B-

Highest score for improvement in this priority outcome area
ea ↑ Second highest improvement in this priority outcome area

* Letter grades shown ODOT’s funding progress toward meeting important goals before and after this new funding

Bridge Funding Allocation
IIJA Additional Bridge Funding
(In Millions)

Local,
$119

ODOT,
$204
Local Bridge Program: ODOT Bridge Program:
89% increase
36% increase
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Local Programs Breakdown

Additional Estimated Total Funding Over 6 Years (2022-2027)
Statewide Discretionary Grant Programs
• Local Bridge: $111m
• All Roads Transportation Safety: $30m
• Community Paths: $25m
• Carbon Reduction Program: $27m
• Local Climate Planning: $15m
• Safe Routes to School: Share of $30 million in competitive
grants
Formula Programs
• CMAQ: $11m
• MPO planning: $7m
• STBG fund share with cities/counties/small MPOs: $36m
Transportation Management Areas
• Surface Transportation Block Grants: $38m
• Transportation Alternatives: $14m
• Carbon Reduction: $29m
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Attachment 7D

Infrastructure Bill Transportation Funding for Local Governments
The Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (IIJA) will provide Oregon significant additional funding for transportation
projects. About $300 million in additional federal funding will go to local governments through 2027. In addition to
existing programs that saw funding increased under IIJA, Congress or ODOT created two new local funding
opportunities. This document summarizes the funding provided by the IIJA that ODOT will administer for statewide
competitive grant programs that local governments can apply for. The amounts shown below are the estimated
additional funding provided by the IIJA through 2027. In addition to these amounts, the Portland, Salem and Eugene
metropolitan planning organizations (MPOs) will directly receive additional funding from the Surface Transportation
Block Grant, Transportation Alternatives, and Carbon Reduction Program by formula in federal law.
For more information, visit ODOT’s Local Government Funding webpage.

Local Bridge Program
How Much is Available From IIJA?
$119 million (in addition to the existing program)
What’s Eligible?
Bridge repair, rehabilitation, and replacement projects
Who’s Eligible?
Cities and counties
How Will Funding Get Handed Out?
IIJA funding was added to the selection process for the 2024-2027 Statewide Transportation Improvement Program
(STIP), which is currently underway. Applications for local bridge projects through 2027 were submitted in 2020 and are
being considered for funding by the Local Agency Bridge Selection Committee, which consists of three representatives
each from counties, cities, and ODOT. This committee is in the process of finalizing the selection of projects for Local
Bridge Program funding, including the additional money provided by the IIJA. The IIJA dedicates more than $40 million to
off-system bridges (those on roads that are on low-volume roads serving local traffic), and additional work will be
needed to evaluate these projects. The next opportunity to apply for funding under the Local Bridge Program will take
place in 2023.
For More Information
www.oregon.gov/odot/Bridge/Pages/Local-Agency.aspx
bert.h.hartman@odot.oregon.gov

Surface Transportation Block Grant Fund Sharing
How Much is Available From IIJA?
$36 million (in addition to the existing program)
What’s Eligible?
Any road, bicycle, or pedestrian, or public transportation project on public right of way
Oregon Department of Transportation
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Who’s Eligible
Cities, counties, and metropolitan planning organizations
How Funding Will Get Handed Out
Counties, cities outside an MPO with a population over 5000, and small MPOs already receive an annual allocation under
an agreement with ODOT. These allocations will automatically increase. Local governments may choose to exchange
some of their federal allocation for state funding. Large MPOs will get more funding directly through the formulas in
federal law.
For More Information
www.oregon.gov/odot/LocalGov/Pages/Funding.aspx
shelley.a.bokor@odot.oregon.gov

All Roads Transportation Safety
How Much is Available From IIJA
$30 million (in addition to the existing program)
What’s Eligible
Infrastructure projects that will reduce fatal and serious injury crashes. Specific countermeasures that can be applied for
are listed in our published Crash Reduction Factor list. Other tools and support are available for local jurisdictions to
screen locations with potential for beneficial ARTS projects and the selection of countermeasures and application
development.
Who’s Eligible
All local jurisdictions including cities, counties, and tribal governments
How Funding Will Get Handed Out
The application period for projects in the ’24-’27 STIP has closed and the prioritization and scoping process has
begun. Additional IIJA funds in ’24-’27 for local projects will allow more projects to be selected from the prioritized
list. Additional IIJA funding available for projects in the current STIP will be added to existing projects already in the STIP
that need an increase based on high bid prices or other events. These will be selected case-by-case by each region.
For More Information
www.oregon.gov/odot/Engineering/Pages/ARTS.aspx
christina.a.mcdaniel-wilson@odot.state.or.us

Community Paths
How Much is Available From IIJA
$21 million (in addition to the existing program)
What’s Eligible
Project development, construction, reconstruction, major resurfacing or other improvements of multiuse paths that
improve access and safety for people walking and bicycling.

Oregon Department of Transportation

PDF Page 26

Page 2 of 4

Who’s Eligible?
Cities, counties, state, regional government bodies, tribal governments, mass transit or transportation districts, school
districts, special government bodies, or other units of local government
How Will Funding Get Handed Out?
ODOT will use its increased federal Transportation Alternative funds to add funding to the Community Paths grant
program. Eligible recipients can apply to ODOT for funding. The next solicitation for projects will begin in August of 2022,
with additional solicitations in future years. Large MPOs will get more funding from the Transportation Alternative
program directly through the formula in federal law.
For More Information
www.oregon.gov/odot/Programs/Pages/OCP.aspx
alan.l.thompson@odot.oregon.gov

Safe Routes to School
How Much is Available From IIJA?
$30 million (for both state and local projects)
What’s Eligible?
Grants and services for projects and programs that address barriers to students walking and bicycling to school. Projects
include improvements like sidewalks and safe crossings near schools. Programs include pedestrian and bicyclist safety
lessons for students, events and materials that focus on transportation safety and health, and resources for teachers
and parents.
Who’s Eligible?
Tribal governments, cities, counties, road authorities, school districts, Oregon Department of Transportation, and nonprofit organizations will be eligible for some or all opportunities.
How Will Funding Get Handed Out?
ODOT staff facilitates competitive solicitations for construction and education grant programs and services that address
barriers to students walking and biking to school. The Safe Routes to School Advisory Committee makes funding
recommendations to the Oregon Transportation Commission and the Oregon Transportation Safety Committee.
ODOT will allocate IIJA funds through existing programs and solicitations like the SRTS Education and Construction
Programs (for local projects) as well as the Pedestrian/Bicycle Strategic Program (for ODOT projects). Some funds will be
allocated during the current 2022 local grant solicitation and the current Pedestrian and Bicycle Strategic Program. The
rest will be allocated through upcoming local grant and services solicitations in 2024 and 2026.
For More Information
www.oregon.gov/odot/Programs/Pages/SRTS.aspx
leeanne.fergason@odot.state.or.us

Carbon Reduction Program
How Much is Available From IIJA?
$26 million (new program)
Oregon Department of Transportation
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What’s Eligible?
Projects that reduce greenhouse gas emissions from transportation. The program will be further refined with a State
Carbon Reduction Strategy and an Advisory Committee. Examples include:
• System operations, including intelligent transportation systems and traffic management facilities and
technologies;
• Public and active transportation projects;
• Pricing for managing or shifting demand, including congestion pricing, tolling and transportation demand
management strategies;
• Vehicles and fuels, including alternative fuel projects, including public charging, hydrogen, natural gas and
propane fueling and zero-emission equipment and vehicle purchases; diesel retrofits; and projects that reduce
truck impacts or port emissions.
Who’s Eligible?
Local jurisdictions within small metropolitan areas (excluding Portland, Salem and Eugene metropolitan areas, which will
get their own funding) and rural areas.
How Will Funding Get Handed Out?
ODOT will form an advisory group and develop a competitive grant program for these funds. Advisory group members
include representatives from MPOs, rural areas, and other local jurisdictions, in addition to interest groups and
community-based organizations to help inform project guidelines and selection.
For More Information
brian.j.hurley@odot.oregon.gov

Local Climate Planning
How Much is Available From IIJA?
$15 million (new program)
What’s Eligible?
Local and regional plan updates to support transportation emissions reduction and comply with state planning
requirements. This includes:
• Contracting with consultants to update Transportation System Plans, conduct regional scenario planning and
performance monitoring work, and complete multimodal system inventories;
• Updating analysis methods and tools to estimate vehicle miles traveled (VMT) and develop modeling inputs;
• Developing best practices for cities and counties to comply with the Transportation Planning Rule such as the
Transportation System Plan Guidelines, Analysis Procedures Manual, and guidance for collecting and using multimodal inventory data.
Who’s Eligible?
Cities and counties in metropolitan areas with populations over 50,000 people
How Will Funding Get Handed Out?
Cities and Counties will coordinate with ODOT on local timing and needs.
For More Information
brian.j.hurley@odot.oregon.gov
Oregon Department of Transportation
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Agenda Item 8 – 2022 World Athletics Championships

895 Willamette Street, Suite 500, Eugene, Oregon 97401-2910
541.682.4283 (office)

Agenda Item 8

2022 World Athletics Championships
Presenters
Jim Gamble ‒ ODOT Area 5 Interim Manager; Paul Thompson ‒ Lane Council of Governments
Summary
For the first time in history the World Athletics Championships will be held in the United States.
Eugene will host the event from July 14-24, 2022. More than 200 nations and 2,000 athletes will
be participating and are anticipated to draw a daily average volume of 25,000 people to the
event site and surrounding area. For context, University of Oregon Ducks home football games
draw approximately 60,000 people to the area on game day.
Transportation partners have been working to meet needs generated by the event. In addition
to high demand, the number of Uber or Lyft drivers dropped by more than 1,500 drivers from
pre-pandemic highs. Lane Transit District and Link Lane are coordinating transit options. ODOT
is working with multiple partners on messaging and managing traffic volumes. Staff will provide
updates on transportation logistics and anticipated impacts across the region.

Attachments
None.

LaneACT – June 8, 2022
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2022-2023

•
•
•

July 13, 2022

August 10, 2022

September 14, 2022

October 12, 2022

November 9, 2022

December 14, 2022

Area Strategies Review
OTC Liaison
Establish Nominating
Committee

January 11, 2023
•

•

Nominate Officers

February 8, 2023

March 8, 2023

May 10, 2023

June 14, 2023

Chair and Vice Chair
Appointments

April 12, 2023

The topics listed are tentative and subject to change.

Other Item 1 ‒ LaneACT Calendar
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2022-2023
Future potential topics (schedule to be determined)

Other Item 1 ‒ LaneACT Calendar
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LaneACT Attendance 2021-2022
Stakeholder

JUL'21 AUG'21 SEP'21
Coburg
X
A
Cottage Grove
X
X
Creswell
X
X
Dunes City
A
A
Eugene
X
N
X
Florence
X
O
X
Junction City
X
X
Lowell
A
M
X
Oakridge
A
E
A
Springfield
X
E
X
Veneta
X
T
A
Westfir
A
I
A
Lane County
X
N
X
Port of Siuslaw
A
G
A
Lane Transit District
X
X
CTCLUSI
X
X
ODOT Area 5
X
X
Central Lane MPO
X
X
Lane County TrAC
X
X
Highway 126 E
X
X
DS Trucking-vacant
V
V
DS Rail-vacant
V
V
DS Bike/Ped
X
X
DS Envir LU
X
X
OS - Eugene Organ
X
X
OS - George Grier (V 1
X
X
OS-VACANT
V
V
OS - Shelley Humble
X
X
OS - NOT UTILIZED
TOTAL

20

Other Item 2‐Attendance 2021‐22

0

19

OCT'21
X
X
X
A
X
X
X
X
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X
A
X
A
X
X
X
X
X
X
V
V
X
X
A
X
V
X
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NOV'21 DEC'21 JAN'22 FEB'22 MAR'22 APR'22 MAY'22 JUN'22
X
X
X
X
X
X
A
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
A
A
A
A
A
A
A
A
A
X
X
A
X
A
X
X
X
X
X
A
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
A
X
X
A
X
A
A
A
A
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A
A
A
A
A
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
A
A
A
A
X
A
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
A
V
V
V
V
V
V
V
V
V
V
V
V
V
V
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
A
A
X
X
X
X
A
X
V
V
V
V
V
V
V
V
V
V
V
V
V
X
A
X
X
X
X
X
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859 Willamette Street, Suite 500, Eugene, Oregon 97401
541.682.4283 (office)

Jurisdiction
Lane County
Primary Rep

Member

Membership 2020-21
Last Update April 2022
Email

Phone

Address

Heather Buch
Commissioner
Jay Bozievich
Commissioner

Heather.Buch@co.lane.or.us

541.682.4203

jay.bozievich@co.lane.or.us

541.682.3719

John Fox
Councilor
Ray Smith
Mayor

councilorfox@ci.coburg.or.us

541.682.7850

coburgray@gmail.com

541.682.7850

Jeff Gowing
Mayor
Mike Fleck
Councilor

mayorgowing@cottagegrove.org

541.510-5992

337 N. 9th St.
Cottage Grove OR 97424
923 S. U Street
Cottage Grove OR 97424

Shelly Clark
Councilor
Maddie Phillips
City Planner

shclark@creswell-or.us

541.895.2531

mphillips@creswell-or.us

541.895.2913

PO Box 276
Creswell OR 97426
PO Box 276
Creswell OR 97426

Robert Orr
Councilor
Jamie Mills
City Recorder

robertvorr@gmail.com

541.997.3338

recorder@dunescityor.com

541.997.3338

Primary Rep

Claire Syrett
Councilor

claire.m.syrett@ci.eugene.or.us

541.682.8347

Alternate Rep

Alan Zelenka
Councilor

alan.zelenka@ci.eugene.or.us

541.682.8343

Alternate Rep

Coburg

Primary Rep
Alternate Rep

Cottage Grove
Primary Rep

Alternate Rep

Creswell

Primary Rep
Alternate Rep

Dunes City

Primary Rep
Alternate Rep

Eugene

Other Item 3-Membership List

councilorfleck@cottagegrove.org
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125 E 8th Avenue, PSB
Eugene, OR 97401
125 E 8th Avenue, PSB
Eugene, OR 97401
PO Box 8316
Coburg OR 97408
PO Box 8316
Coburg OR 97408

83541 Jensen Ln.
Florence, OR 97439
PO Box 97
Westlake OR 97493
125 East 8th Avenue
2nd Floor, PSB
Eugene OR 97401
125 East 8th Avenue
2nd Floor, PSB
Eugene OR 97401
Page 1

Florence

Primary Rep
Alternate Rep

Junction City
Primary Rep

Alternate Rep

Lowell

Primary Rep
Alternate Rep

Oakridge

Primary Rep
Alternate Rep

Springfield

Primary Rep
Alternate Rep

Veneta

Primary Rep
Alternate Rep

Westfir
Primary Rep
Alternate Rep

Confederated Tribes

Bill Meyer
Councilor
Mike Miller
Public Works Director

Bill.Meyer@ci.florence.or.us

541.997.8237

mike.miller@ci.florence.or.us

541.997.4106

Karen Leach
Councilor
Bev Ficek
Mayor

mamoaveri@gmail.com

541.998.2153

Jcsaddle1@aol.com

541.998.2153

Don Bennett
Mayor
TBD

donbennett47@q.com

541.937.2312

540 Sunridge Lane
Lowell OR 97452

Kathy Holston
Mayor
TBD

mayor@ci.oakridge.or.us

541.782.2258

PO Box 1410
Oakridge, OR 97463

Sean VanGordon
Mayor
Damien Pitts
Councilor

svangordon@springfield-or.gov

541.221.8006

dpitts@springfield-or.gov

541.726.3700

225 5th Street
Springfield OR 97477
225 5th Street
Springfield OR 97477

Keith Weiss
Mayor
Evan MacKenzie
City Planner

kweiss@ci.veneta.or.us

541.935.2191

emackenzie@ci.veneta.or.us

541.935.2191

Dawn Hendrix
Councilor

dmechelle@gmail.com

541-782-3103

47365 1st Street
Westfir OR 97492

P.O. Box
Florence, OR 97439
1245 Fulton Avenue
Coos Bay OR 97420

385 Timothy Street
Junction City OR 97448
PO Box 250
Junction City OR 97448

PO Box 458
Veneta OR 97487
PO Box 458
Veneta OR 97487

TBD

Primary Rep

Doug Barrett

dbarrett@ctclusi.org

541-888-7512

Alternate Rep

Garrett Gray

ggray@ctclusi.org

541.888.9577

Other Item 3-Membership List

250 Hwy 101
Florence OR 97439
250 Hwy 101
Florence OR 97439
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Page 2

Port of Siuslaw
Primary Rep

See Florence

100 Harbor Street
Florence OR 97439
100 Harbor Street
Florence OR 97439

don.nordin@ltd.org
dnordin@efn.org
aurora.jackson@ltd.org

541.942.7895 (C)

239Adams Avenue
Cottage Grove OR 97424
PO Box 7070
Springfield OR 97475

Frannie Brindle
Area 5 Manager
Bill Johnston
Area 5 Planner

frances.brindle@odot.state.or.us

541.726.5227 (W)

Bill.W.JOHNSTON@odot.state.or.us

541.747.1354 (W)

2080 Laura St.
Springfield, OR 97477
2080 Laura St.
Springfield, OR 97477

Paul Thompson
Transportation and
Infrastructure Program
Manager
Brenda Wilson
Executive Director

pthompson@lcog.org

541.682.4405 (W)

859 Willamette St.,
Suite 500
Eugene OR 97401

bwilson@lcog.org

541.682.4395 (W)

859 Willamette St.,
Suite 500
Eugene OR 97401

Gwen Jaspers
TrAC Vice-Chair

burdock@efn.org

Email only.

Primary Rep

Pete Petty

ppetty541@aol.com

Alternate Rep

Charles Tannenbaum

caroltan@q.com

49460 McKenzie Hwy
Vida OR 97488
40882 McKenzie Hwy
Springfield OR 97478

Alternate Rep

Lane Transit District
Primary Rep

Alternate Rep

ODOT Area Manager
Primary Rep

Alternate Rep

Central Lane MPO
Primary Rep

Alternate Rep

LC TrAC

Primary Rep

Bill Meyer
Board Commissioner
David Huntington
Manager

See City of Florence

Don Nordin
Board Member
Aurora Jackson
General Manager

manager@portofsiuslaw.com

Alternate Rep

Highway 126 East

Other Item 3-Membership List
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541.736.8575

Page 3

Designated
Stakeholders

Term Expires
May 31, 2022
Term Expires
April 30, 2023

Trucking

VACANT

Rail

VACANT

Bicycle & Pedestrian
Primary Rep

Sarah Mazze

mazze_s@4j.lane.edu

541.790.7492

Rob Zako

rob@best-oregon.org

541.343.5201 (H)
541.606.0931 (W)

Alexis Biddle

alexis@friends.org

541.233.9001

Eugene Organ

eorgan@comcast.net

541.683.6556 (H)

VACANT
Shelley Humble

2850 Pearl Street
Eugene OR 97405

Term Expires
July 14, 2025

shumble@creswell-or.us

541.895.2913 (W)
541.953.9197 (C))

PO Box 276
Creswell OR 97405

Term Expires
July 14, 2025

Alternate Rep
Environmental Land Use

Other Stakeholders

VACANT

Other Item 3-Membership List
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1975 W. 8th Ave,
Eugene OR 97402

454 Willamette
Street, Suite 213
Eugene, OR 97405

Term Expires
January 12, 2024
Term Expires
July 14, 2025
Term Expires
June 30, 2023
Term Expires
June 2023

Page 4

