
Cathy Behrendt
12674Swallowtail Place, Oregon City, OR 970415

Ph: (503) 47G987s / Fx: (503) 47G9864
Emait cmbehrendt@gmail.com

January 22,2018

Sent via email to dwebb@,orciU.org
Dayna Webb
Sr. Project Engineer

Sent via email to lterwq)@,orcit.v.org
Laura Terway
Community Development Director
City of Oregon CitS'

625 Center St
Oregon City OR 97045

Re: Projects ps-16-024.L 77-03, l-17-04

I am ulable to attend tonight's hearing, but r,vould like to state m-v opinion on the proposed

changes ir-rvolving areas sunounding lJighw'a-v 213 and Beavercreek Road.

It seems this project is locused on "refinements" that have been labeled as an "Alternati'n'e

Mobilit-v Target" project. The onl1, real improvement for our entire area w'ill be to put rl1one)r

into NEW ROADS or bring light rail all the wa,v out to Molalla. These little impro\/ement

projects that are proposed get us norvhere. I can deal rvith growth and expanding boundaries

rvhen done properl,v and efficientl-v. but I've seen our cit-v spend thousands on sidelvalks and

landscaped dividers onh. to tear them up a couple of years later. I've seett over the years the

changes made to the intersection of Highu,a.:t 213 and Beavercreek Road. and it still is not

suflicie1t. We can't allor. an increase in population 'rvithout the roads to support the growth.

Why are the new home developments allowed prior to an increase in infrastructure? It seems

logical to me that if 100 homes go in to a field, there will be at least 100 more dlivers on the

roads surrounding, Light rail isn't here in OC, and most citizens will not ride Trimet buses.

Therefbre. rve need new roads to support the traffic since City and Count,v has allowed the

grou,th. It should not be up to the current citizens to fund it though.

The funds should already be in the basket of our local government. I've seen man-Y pieces of
acreage go fi'om a lalge parcel pal,ing $2500iyr in propert,v taxes that later develops into

hundreds of- hornes now pay'ing $4000/yr in property taxes per lot. 'fhat should be putting the

bankroll into the black. Citizens are told that there is no mone)/ for improvements on

infrastructure nor new schools. Go explore the newest area of Happy Valle,v out torvards Foster

Road and Damascus and then come back to the OC. lt's quite e-ve-opening that thel' have new

roads/bi-u,ays and schools that were rnostly ir:nplemented prior to the builds. Come back to the
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OC and the clogged-up streets are full of cars and potholes. Alen't the two cities u,ithin the same

coLrnt\i??

Since i987 I have lived here and have seen NO improvements to this cit1,'. None. Yes, we get

ner.v restaurants and some new stores now and then, but the overall health of the city fiut t o,

improved at all. I am disgusted and saddened at tl.re off,rciates in County & City for aliowing the

traffic issue to explode and then leave it to the citizens to tr-v and figure out how to survive in it.

All of this should be taken care of prior to new developments coming into our city. We now

have more pot shops than schools. Tliis city of ours pays a higher salary for a community events

coordinator than a police off-rcer.

I feel that Clackamas County should bear a lot of the responsibility of the costs for any new

improvements in the areas that your proposals direct. We have hundreds of County employees

that now work on the hill in those large new buildings on Kaen Road that contribute to most of
the traffic in the morning coming into Oregon City off Highway 213 and then again in the

evenings leaving Oregon City. And then you have the guest trafhc to Jail, Juvenile, etc.

Clackamas County needs to fund the fix, in my opinion. And I know that someday that vacant

field on between Kaen Road and Wamer-Milne Road will also be County campus. Oregon City

can't handle any more traffic up here on the hill.

In the meantime, I'm all for roundabouts to keep traffic flowing and HOV lanes up and down

Highway 213 to encourage less traffic. I think that commercial truck trafhc should be limited on

Highway 213. Too much of it is traveling on our backroads in order to avoid 1205 traffrc. The

truiks are then cutting through town and country backroads to connect with other outlying areas.

Until a new high school in a different location is built, the traffic on Beavercreek Road coming in

and out of the high school needs to be rerouted with a direct pass off Highway 213 by expanding

Meyers Road. If that cannot be done, expand the number of lanes on Beavercreek Road to

inciude a "school lane" and start charging a toll for it. There are too many parents driving their

kids to and from school and too many kids driving solo to and from school. Why should

residents of those neighborhoods be stuck in that school traffic?

Thank you for your courtesies.

Sincerely,

Cathy Behrendt



From: Laura Terway
To: Kelly Reid; Dayna Webb; John M. Lewis
Subject: Fwd: Ref: Highway 213 Corridor Alternative Mobility Targets
Date: Sunday, January 21, 2018 6:35:56 AM

-Laura Terway

Begin forwarded message:

From: Steve Callistini <steve@cascadejets.com>
Date: January 20, 2018 at 11:26:13 PM PST
To: "lterway@orcity.org" <lterway@orcity.org>
Subject: Ref:  Highway 213 Corridor Alternative Mobility Targets

 
 
Attn: Laura Terway
 
Ref:  Highway 213 Corridor Alternative Mobility Targets
          January 22, 2018 Meeting
 

In reviewing agenda items for the Monday, Jan 22, 2018  Oregon City Planning
Meeting, I would like to make a couple of comments regarding the proposed changes
to the Oregon City Municipal Code, specifically the proposed change to the Mobility
Targets, and about increasing the VC index of .99 to a VC index of 1.10.
 

I am strongly against increasing the target index above the .99 threshold.  I live
almost 2 miles from the OR213/Beavercreek Rd intersection next to the golf course on
 Beavercreek Rd.  Between the traffic from generated from the schools and the outer
lying towns, I often see 15 minute travel times to navigate that 1.8 miles to my home
from this intersection. Traveling through this intersection and on Beavercreek Rd is a
bumper to bumper stop and go stream starting 6am for about 3 hrs and again around
3pm for 3-4 hours and should be an embarrassment to the City of Oregon City.  I
moved from Gladstone/Milwaukie to get away from traffic, and it appears that I
misjudged the huge traffic and congestion that Oregon City offers its membership and
guests.
 

I understand the financial dilemma that the city has found itself in, but I would
suggest that the City work on budgeting in the monies over the next ten years for this
OR213/Beavercreek Rd intersection, and work closer with ODOT in elevating this as a
priority, and maybe hope for some matching funds from the State in the future.  I
realize this would put a hold on development on Beavercreek Rd and elsewhere, but
out of control development is what got us into this predicament.
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I would agree with adding a proposed RH merge lane on west bound

Beavercreek Rd  to OR213 northbound.  I’ve seen plenty of rear end collisions because
there is no acceleration ramp and this makes good sense. 
 

Also, I would suggest not putting any traffic sign boards up on Northbound
OR213.  These only cause rear end collisions caused from drivers stopping to read
them. Seen it for years on 205 after ODOT installed the sign board at Mall 205.  
 

The biggest recommendation I have for this dangerous intersection is for ODOT
to reduce the speed limit from 55MPH to 45 MPH!  Often, traffic is traveling at up to
65MPH or more through this intersection, and it’s too dangerous even at 55 MPH with
the amount of traffic in this 4 way intersection.  This would reduce the amount of
collisions exponentially and make it safer for bicycle and foot traffic crossing!
 

Ultimately, I feel a full diamond design should  be the target design and best
solution for this intersection.
 

Please include this letter in the file for this topic at your Monday evening
meeting and circulate a copy among the committee members. Thank you!
 

With kind regards,
 

Steve Callistini
Homeowner
Oregon City, OR  97045
T: (971)223-2905

 



From: Paul Edgar
To: Laura Terway; Kelly Reid
Cc: Bob La Salle
Subject: Seaside Transportation System Plan & Alternative Mobility Targets, Oregon Consensus
Date: Sunday, January 14, 2018 1:55:59 PM
Attachments: Seaside TSP_OTC AMS Rec-Attachment D.doc

Please attach this email and referenced attachments and Word Doc to the record on the hearing
scheduled to go before the Oregon City Planning Commission on "Alternate Mobility Targets
for Hwy 213 Corridor. 

I would like to recommend to the Oregon City Transportation Committee and the Oregon City
Planning Commission, a continuance of the up-coming hearing, where an effort can be made
to assess the: 

Results of the 2011 Seaside Oregon - TSP consensus process can be now reviewed some
6+ years later, with what were the Wins and Losses, have the problems been solved and
the needs addressed?

With ever increasing Incidents of Travel within within the Metro Region, also reflected with
the State Hwy 213 Corridor and at the intersection of Hwy 213 and Beavercreek Road, at
levels of approximately 5% per year compounded, do we truly know the consequences.  There
are limited effective opportunities to incrementally to mitigate the consequences of forecasted
growth in congestion through the strategies and tools associated with the implementations of
"Alternative Mobility Targets & Standards".  

If congestion is allowed to grow/increase to where it becomes quickly unacceptable, it can
have major long term negative impacts on these strategic "Urban Freight Routes" and decrease
values of properties, businesses, economic development potential and job creation and all of
this needs greater assessments made, as to the impending potential consequences. 

Oregon City needs to have these same conversations with all constituencies (inside and out
side of Oregon City) gaining the perspective developers, property owners, businesses and
users of the corridors of Beavercreek Road and State Hwy 213.  This just has not happened!!

Now we have a just published article from the Pamplin Media Group on the growing
transportation problem:   http://pamplinmediagroup.com/cr/24-news/383297-270709-metro-
evaluates-regional-transportation-needs

Paul Edgar, Oregon City Resident, was a member of the Clackamas County Transportation
Committee that developed the Clackamas County - Regional TSP

Alternative Mobility Targets was to have been a cornerstone of the Seaside Oregon TSP, with
the creation of Alternative Mobility Standards to guide future improvements on Highway 101.

http://oregonconsensus.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/12/09-022one-pagehandout_003.pdf

City residents advocated for a bypass since the 1980’s.   In 2000, an ODOT created a plan for
improvements without a bypass and it grew to become very controversial during the final
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Attachment E

Seaside Alternative Mobility Standards


Executive Summary and Recommendation


ODOT Region 2 Recommendation to


the Oregon Transportation Commission 


August 12, 2011

Executive Summary

After more than two years of community dialogue and development, the Seaside Transportation System Plan (TSP) was adopted by the Seaside City Council on June 27, 2011.  The adopted TSP recommends a variety of projects that improve access, safety, and connectivity throughout the city while maintaining the community fabric and minimizing congestion and impacts to the environment.  One central element of the TSP requires Oregon Transportation Commission (OTC) approval – the highway recommendations depend on OTC adoption of alternate mobility standards along US 101 through Seaside (between Lewis and Clark Road and Avenue U).


With a year-round population of 6,200 residents, Seaside’s residency swells on summer weekends.  The City is deemed the official end of the Lewis and Clark Trail, has been a vacation resort on the Oregon Coast for over a century, and is host to several high profile events and attractions, including:


· Miss Oregon Scholarship Pageant


· Hood to Coast (location of race finale)


· Beach Volleyball Tournament


· Seaside Aquarium


· Pearl Harbor Memorial Bridge


In May 2005, residents of Seaside voted down a project to widen US 101 to five lanes throughout Seaside.  Following this vote on the Pacific Way to Dooley Bridge (Pac-Dooley) project, ODOT funds to construct the project were used elsewhere in the state.  Provisions were stated at that time that before a different project could be considered for funding, the community would need to develop a TSP in accordance with Oregon Administrative Rules (OAR) 660-012. Projects identified in the TSP would need to compete for funding.  The adopted TSP meets those requirements.


In many ways, the Seaside TSP followed a typical TSP process – gather information, identify needs, brainstorm ideas, evaluate ideas, and develop recommendations.  However, certain elements of the TSP have been unique:


· Seaside is a coastal community with high seasonal traffic.  Seaside’s traffic congestion is seasonal in nature, which results in a wide variance of traffic volumes between summer and winter months.  Average daily traffic (ADT) is approximately 14,000 vehicles with July and August daily volumes around 18,000 vehicles and January and December ADT around 11,000 vehicles. The difference between summer and winter traffic volumes is 60 percent. Concerns exist about building a roadway to meet 30th highest hour conditions which occur only during the summer weekend peak.  Building to meet the summer peak demand results in a bigger highway footprint than the community of Seaside is willing to support.


· Early TSP efforts experienced high levels of community distrust.  Many individuals within the community of Seaside voiced a distrust of the state and the City as a result of the Pac-Dooley process.  Through outreach efforts which focused on full disclosure and transparency, and featured a website updated at least once a week; regular meetings with community leaders; and earned trust through listening and responding to community concerns, community opinion of the TSP slowly became positive.  Similarly, the City of Seaside also started with a strained working relationship with ODOT.  Through the TSP process and ultimately through ODOT’s willingness to consider smaller highway footprints and, as a result, lower alternate mobility standards, this relationship has grown into one of mutual respect and trust.


· Focus on implementation.  Throughout the plan development, the City of Seaside and the state have agreed on the need for the TSP to be reasonable and implementable.  Direct conversations were held with stakeholders and community members about the constraints surrounding larger capital projects such as a highway bypass, major widening efforts, and grade-separated overcrossings. These conversations were well-received with the end result being a prioritized set of recommendations for each implementing agency.


The Seaside TSP team explored, evaluated, and is now recommending Alternative Oregon Highway Plan (OHP) Mobility Standards for US 101.  The specifics of these standards are that (1) operational analysis would be for average annual weekday peak hour conditions instead of the 30th Highest Hour, and (2) the mobility standard for four intersections with US 101 would change to 1.0, for the durations shown in the table below.


		Intersection

		Current OHP Mobility Standard

		Proposed Mobility Standard

		Future (2030) Projected Average Annual Conditions*

		Expected Duration of Delay



		US 101 / Lewis and Clark Road

		0.80

		1.0

		1.10

		2 hours (3-5pm)



		US 101 / 12th Avenue

		0.85

		1.0

		1.05

		1 hour (4-5pm)



		US 101 / Broadway

		0.85

		1.0

		1.10

		3 hours (3-6pm)



		US 101 / Avenue U

		0.85

		1.0

		0.95

		<1 hour (does not exceed 1.0)





* 
Future (2030) projected operations assumes the construction of several improvements on both the local and state system consistent with TSP recommendations.

These standards are predicated on the following four tenets:


1. Investment in the local street network – the City has committed to investing in improvements to alternate, parallel routes to US 101 (namely Wahanna Road) and major collectors that connect the highway to the local street network (namely 12th Avenue, Broadway, Avenue F/G, and Avenue U), to encourage local users to reduce their use of the highway.


2. Investment in alternative modes – the City of Seaside and the Sunset Empire Transportation District (SETD) have both committed to investing in infrastructure and service to support bicycling, walking, and transit use.  In fact, the vast majority of the City- or SETD-led TSP projects focus on bicycle, pedestrian, or transit improvements.


3. Strong access management measures – a short-term recommendation of the Seaside TSP is to develop a detailed access management plan for US 101.  In the meantime, the City of Seaside and ODOT have included access management measures in the Seaside TSP to improve safety and reduce congestion along US 101 by looking for opportunities through new development, redevelopment, or construction projects to: relocate driveways onto local streets; provide alternate access along the local street network to discourage left-turns onto the highway; consolidate multiple accesses; share accesses; and restrict side street access to right-in/right-out if dictated by safety or congestion problems.


4. Strong consideration of land use / future development along the highway – the fourth tenet of the alternate mobility standards material calls for a land use overlay for parcels directly adjacent to US 101.  The purpose of the overlay zone is to promote walking and bicycling to uses along the highway.  The overlay zone features review and check in with the Seaside Planning Commission for uses that attract more than 50 trips in the peak hour, and encourages development to the sidewalk with parking in the rear or side of the building.  No Comprehensive Land Use Plan changes are contemplated with the adoption of the TSP and the TSP is based on implementation of the existing adopted Land Use Plan over the 20-year planning horizon.


ODOT staff recommends approval of the Alternate OHP Mobility Standard of 1.0 on US 101 in Seaside at the identified intersections using the average annual weekday peak hour traffic volumes instead of 30th highest hour conditions as the primary analysis period.  This recommendation is backed by the project partners, including the City of Seaside City Council, Planning Commission, and staff; the Department of Land Conservation and Development, and Clatsop County.
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design stages.  

Seaside successfully sued ODOT for the right to vote on the project.  The project was voted
down by a narrow margin, and millions of federal and state funds were withdrawn from the
community. 

Neighbors were divided and relationships damaged between Seaside and ODOT.  

After two years of community dialogue and development, the Seaside Transportation System
Plan (TSP) was adopted in by the Seaside City Council on June 27, 2011.

Through out their plan development, the City of Seaside and the State agreed on the need of
the TSP to be reasonable and implementable.  

Direct conversations were held with stakeholders and community members about the
constraints surrounding larger capital projects; such as a highway bypass, major widening
efforts and grade-separated over-crossing.  

These conversations were well-received with the end result being a prioritized set of
recommendations for each implementing agency.  See word attachment:  Seaside TSP_OTC
AMS Rec-Attachment D.doc
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ODOT Region 2 Recommendation to 
the Oregon Transportation Commission  

August 12, 2011 

Executive Summary 
After more than two years of community dialogue and development, the Seaside Transportation System Plan (TSP) 
was adopted by the Seaside City Council on June 27, 2011.  The adopted TSP recommends a variety of projects that 
improve access, safety, and connectivity throughout the city while maintaining the community fabric and 
minimizing congestion and impacts to the environment.  One central element of the TSP requires Oregon 
Transportation Commission (OTC) approval – the highway recommendations depend on OTC adoption of 
alternate mobility standards along US 101 through Seaside (between Lewis and Clark Road and Avenue U). 
 
With a year-round population of 6,200 residents, Seaside’s residency swells on summer weekends.  The City is 
deemed the official end of the Lewis and Clark Trail, has been a vacation resort on the Oregon Coast for over a 
century, and is host to several high profile events and attractions, including: 

 Miss Oregon Scholarship Pageant 

 Hood to Coast (location of race finale) 

 Beach Volleyball Tournament 

 Seaside Aquarium 

 Pearl Harbor Memorial Bridge 
 
In May 2005, residents of Seaside voted down a project to widen US 101 to five lanes throughout Seaside.  
Following this vote on the Pacific Way to Dooley Bridge (Pac-Dooley) project, ODOT funds to construct the project 
were used elsewhere in the state.  Provisions were stated at that time that before a different project could be 
considered for funding, the community would need to develop a TSP in accordance with Oregon Administrative 
Rules (OAR) 660-012. Projects identified in the TSP would need to compete for funding.  The adopted TSP meets 
those requirements. 
 
In many ways, the Seaside TSP followed a typical TSP process – gather information, identify needs, brainstorm 
ideas, evaluate ideas, and develop recommendations.  However, certain elements of the TSP have been unique: 
 

 Seaside is a coastal community with high seasonal traffic.  Seaside’s traffic congestion is seasonal in nature, 
which results in a wide variance of traffic volumes between summer and winter months.  Average daily traffic 
(ADT) is approximately 14,000 vehicles with July and August daily volumes around 18,000 vehicles and January 
and December ADT around 11,000 vehicles. The difference between summer and winter traffic volumes is 60 
percent. Concerns exist about building a roadway to meet 30th highest hour conditions which occur only 
during the summer weekend peak.  Building to meet the summer peak demand results in a bigger highway 
footprint than the community of Seaside is willing to support. 

 Early TSP efforts experienced high levels of community distrust.  Many individuals within the community of 
Seaside voiced a distrust of the state and the City as a result of the Pac-Dooley process.  Through outreach 
efforts which focused on full disclosure and transparency, and featured a website updated at least once a 
week; regular meetings with community leaders; and earned trust through listening and responding to 
community concerns, community opinion of the TSP slowly became positive.  Similarly, the City of Seaside also 
started with a strained working relationship with ODOT.  Through the TSP process and ultimately through 
ODOT’s willingness to consider smaller highway footprints and, as a result, lower alternate mobility standards, 
this relationship has grown into one of mutual respect and trust. 

 Focus on implementation.  Throughout the plan development, the City of Seaside and the state have agreed 
on the need for the TSP to be reasonable and implementable.  Direct conversations were held with 
stakeholders and community members about the constraints surrounding larger capital projects such as a 
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highway bypass, major widening efforts, and grade-separated overcrossings. These conversations were well-
received with the end result being a prioritized set of recommendations for each implementing agency. 

 
The Seaside TSP team explored, evaluated, and is now recommending Alternative Oregon Highway Plan (OHP) 
Mobility Standards for US 101.  The specifics of these standards are that (1) operational analysis would be for 
average annual weekday peak hour conditions instead of the 30th Highest Hour, and (2) the mobility standard for 
four intersections with US 101 would change to 1.0, for the durations shown in the table below. 
 

Intersection Current OHP 
Mobility 
Standard 

Proposed 
Mobility 
Standard 

Future (2030) 
Projected 
Average Annual 
Conditions* 

Expected Duration 
of Delay 

US 101 / Lewis and Clark Road 0.80 1.0 1.10 2 hours (3-5pm) 
US 101 / 12th Avenue 0.85 1.0 1.05 1 hour (4-5pm) 
US 101 / Broadway 0.85 1.0 1.10 3 hours (3-6pm) 
US 101 / Avenue U 0.85 1.0 0.95 <1 hour (does not 

exceed 1.0) 

*assumes the construction of several improvements on both the local and state system consistent with TSP recommendations. 
 
These standards are predicated on the following four tenets: 
 

1. Investment in the local street network – the City has committed to investing in improvements to 
alternate, parallel routes to US 101 (namely Wahanna Road) and major collectors that connect the 
highway to the local street network (namely 12th Avenue, Broadway, Avenue F/G, and Avenue U), to 
encourage local users to reduce their use of the highway. 

2. Investment in alternative modes – the City of Seaside and the Sunset Empire Transportation District 
(SETD) have both committed to investing in infrastructure and service to support bicycling, walking, and 
transit use.  In fact, the vast majority of the City- or SETD-led TSP projects focus on bicycle, pedestrian, or 
transit improvements. 

3. Strong access management measures – a short-term recommendation of the Seaside TSP is to develop a 
detailed access management plan for US 101.  In the meantime, the City of Seaside and ODOT have 
included access management measures in the Seaside TSP to improve safety and reduce congestion along 
US 101 by looking for opportunities through new development, redevelopment, or construction projects 
to: relocate driveways onto local streets; provide alternate access along the local street network to 
discourage left-turns onto the highway; consolidate multiple accesses; share accesses; and restrict side 
street access to right-in/right-out if dictated by safety or congestion problems. 

4. Strong consideration of land use / future development along the highway – the fourth tenet of the 
alternate mobility standards material calls for a land use overlay for parcels directly adjacent to US 101.  
The purpose of the overlay zone is to promote walking and bicycling to uses along the highway.  The 
overlay zone features review and check in with the Seaside Planning Commission for uses that attract 
more than 50 trips in the peak hour, and encourages development to the sidewalk with parking in the rear 
or side of the building.  No Comprehensive Land Use Plan changes are contemplated with the adoption of 
the TSP and the TSP is based on implementation of the existing adopted Land Use Plan over the 20-year 
planning horizon. 

 
ODOT staff recommends approval of the Alternate OHP Mobility Standard of 1.0 on US 101 in Seaside at the 
identified intersections using the average annual weekday peak hour traffic volumes instead of 30th highest hour 
conditions as the primary analysis period.  This recommendation is backed by the project partners, including the 
City of Seaside City Council, Planning Commission, and staff; the Department of Land Conservation and 
Development, and Clatsop County. 



From: Laura Terway
To: Kelly Reid; Dayna Webb; John M. Lewis
Subject: Fwd: Oregon City congestion/ Mon 22nd meeting
Date: Sunday, January 21, 2018 4:28:41 PM

-Laura Terway

Begin forwarded message:

From: Janine Offuttt <j9hypnoziz@yahoo.com>
Date: January 21, 2018 at 3:04:14 PM PST
To: "Lterway@orcity.org" <Lterway@orcity.org>
Subject: Oregon City congestion/ Mon 22nd meeting
Reply-To: Janine Offuttt <j9hypnoziz@yahoo.com>

Dear Laura Terway - Community Development Director City of Oregon City -
I hear the city is considering upping the current limits to allow for more traffic on
our roads. It's easy to see how this will multiply our traffic problems and create more
congestion. 

I think the city should cap development for a few years, and wait to see how recent
developments effect our roads and communities. For instance, when the Cove
project is completed, it will add more burden to current traffic issues where 205
meets up with routes 99 and 213 and 43.

A sane planning policy would encourage citizens to drive far less. Driving fewer
miles is one of the most important things we can do to mitigate climate change.
             
Please listen to your concerned citizens ... not just to developers looking to turn a
profit.     thanks, D. Janine Offutt
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City of Oregon City 

625 Center St. 

Oregon City, OR 97045 

 

January 22, 2018 

RE: Support for Alternative Mobility Standards Adoption 

Dear City Commissions: 

The city identified a need for refinement plans due to at intersections along the 213 corridor while updating its Transportation 

System Plan in 2012. In 2017, the city formed Advisory Groups to identify the type of transportation improvements necessary to 

meet Oregon Highway Plan mobility targets at intersections along Highway 213. Specifically the intersections at Beavercreek and 

Redland Roads are projected to exceed current mobility standard in 2035. 

If Alternative Mobility targets are not adopted for this area, the Beavercreek Road Concept Plan cannot be implemented. At this 

time, many projects that could be assisting the city with needed revenue are hindered, stalled, and delayed. Other projects are 

currently in an indeterminate state while the issue of finding meaningful and financially feasible mobility or congestion targets 

can be resolved. Some developers have been discouraged with the length of time this this process has taken and chose to build 

in other cities where the development path is clear and concise.   

The city is unable to provide the necessary required funding for necessary solutions on its own and will need the assistance from 

others, such as new businesses locating in the Beavercreek Employment Lands area and developers building workforce housing 

and small commercial centers to support the economic development the Beavercreek Concept Plan was designed to provide.  

The benefit to our city of adopting these mobility targets is improved future mobility and safety, reduced bottleneck, and 

additional economic stability for our city and its citizens.  

I support the adoption of the Alternative Mobility Standards and urge you to support them as well. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Rose Holden 

Rose Holden  

Oregon City Golf Club,, INC 

 

 



From: Laura Terway
To: Kelly Reid; Dayna Webb; John M. Lewis
Subject: Fwd: Oregon City congestion/ Mon 22nd meeting
Date: Sunday, January 21, 2018 4:28:41 PM

-Laura Terway

Begin forwarded message:

From: Janine Offuttt <j9hypnoziz@yahoo.com>
Date: January 21, 2018 at 3:04:14 PM PST
To: "Lterway@orcity.org" <Lterway@orcity.org>
Subject: Oregon City congestion/ Mon 22nd meeting
Reply-To: Janine Offuttt <j9hypnoziz@yahoo.com>

Dear Laura Terway - Community Development Director City of Oregon City -
I hear the city is considering upping the current limits to allow for more traffic on
our roads. It's easy to see how this will multiply our traffic problems and create more
congestion. 

I think the city should cap development for a few years, and wait to see how recent
developments effect our roads and communities. For instance, when the Cove
project is completed, it will add more burden to current traffic issues where 205
meets up with routes 99 and 213 and 43.

A sane planning policy would encourage citizens to drive far less. Driving fewer
miles is one of the most important things we can do to mitigate climate change.
             
Please listen to your concerned citizens ... not just to developers looking to turn a
profit.     thanks, D. Janine Offutt
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From: Laura Terway
To: Kelly Reid
Subject: Fwd: Ordinances 18-1004 and 18-1005
Date: Saturday, January 20, 2018 6:24:53 PM

-Laura Terway

Begin forwarded message:

From: Roseann Sheeon <rsheeon@yahoo.com>
Date: January 20, 2018 at 6:06:45 PM PST
To: lterway@orcity.org
Subject: Ordinances 18-1004 and 18-1005

We are new to Oregon City.  Over the last two years the growth with no
consideration for the overcrowded schools and traffic patterns is unconscionable!
 My grandson has 33 students in his 5th grade classroom.  As a retired
teacher...that is an impossible number for the teacher and the children.  Please DO
NOT pass these two items until the infrastructure is addressed and fixed.

Carl and Roseann Sheeon
20257 Quinalt Dr
503.722.3890

Sent from my iPad
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Laura Terway

From: Paul Edgar <pauloedgar@q.com>
Sent: Thursday, April 12, 2018 1:48 PM
To: Matthew L. Garrett
Cc: Jon Makler - ODOT Region 1, Planning Mgr; guttmcg@msn.com; Laura Terway; Paul 

Savas - County Commissioner
Subject: Thank you for the time you gave me yesterday and this opportunity to chat about Hwy 

213 and Beavercreek Road Intersection

I think back to you and I and Cam Gilmore thinking through the ODOT Region One opportunities as well as my getting 
advise from David Cox and it all brings smiles to think back about that and all we went through with the CRC process. 
 
I still have most all of those documents from the CRC days on the calculated effect of diversion brought about by tolling 
on I-5 corridor with a CRC Project. 
 
I still believe that there is only so much that can be done in the I-5 Corridor and the I-205 Corridor has the greatest 
opportunity for creating an ROI with the necessary ROW in place and that it is flat and safe. 
 
There has always been this need to think smart and creatively about how to look at the big picture and now I am trying 
to get you and others look at this intersection of Beavercreek Road and State Highway 213! 
 
At one time the State came forward and helped fund a Jughandle Project on Hwy, 213, knowing how important this Hwy 
213 corridor is to so many people, communities and businesses and that has not changed. 
 
We all knew why we needed to have this Freeway/Corridor of Hwy 213 and in the Big Picture it has all proved out. 
 
However when transportation dollars got real tight and hard to come by, things happen and that is why I am trying to do 
is bring to light is that somethings get lost in the listed needs of the STIP process somehow. 
 
Trip generation in these corridors Beavercreek Road and Hwy 213 are growing and growing at now double digits rates, 
compounded annually, and this is our new normal in most of ODOT Region One. 
 
But by approving New Methods for measuring congestion (Alternative Mobility Targets) at this Intersection, the trips 
somehow do not become less and this might well make things worse. 
 
This will open the door to greater development, with little or no constraints of impacts, but worse to me is by not having 
a legitimate overpass intersection identified in the STIP, no-one is accruing SDC Fees to help defer the eventual needs 
and cost of a Full Hwy 213 and Beavercreek Road Interchange. 
 
This to me, this is sticking our collective heads in the sands and limiting the ability to collect and target funding needed 
to do what we all know has to happen. 
 
We will be throwing this into the laps of ODOT, Clackamas County and Oregon City as we kick the can down the road.  I 
would sure not like to be east and south of this intersection. 
 
Those Trip Generators who contribute to the problem, that are part of new development and job contributors within the 
economic engines that needs access to the marketplace and the I-205 Corridor will be screwed. 
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They will be considered part of the problem, will not have been putting their funding into the cost of doing what 
everyone agrees is the only long term solution to this problem/opportunity. 
 
The problems is that each of these Roads/Highways at this intersection have Comprehensive Plan as being Strategic 
Urban Freight Routes, critical identification to a greater Community and thus having justification for solutions, that are 
better than Band-Aids. 
 
As I said to you yesterday, approximately 70% of all of the Trips going through this intersection are not generated in 
Oregon City or ending within Oregon City's boundaries. 
 
This to me requires a Greater Umbrella over all, who are equally responsible and should be included in capturing the 
necessary Impact/SDC Fees to help fund out the eventual needs of this intersection. 
 
This intersection has been historically at LOS F congestion measurement for multiple centuries with Band-Aids 
improvements happening one step before total collapse. 
 
We even had a joint agreement with Oregon City, Clackamas County and ODOT in our collective TSP's reflecting a need a 
Fly Over Interchange, where 213 goes underneath. 
 
Than came 2013 and the Development of new Comprehensive Plans and TSP's and the need to list priorities and 
everyone chose to punt, as we were all told that there is NO Money available to fund out a $30M Interchange project. 
 
We get to finger pointing and this need to list the highest priorities like the Sunrise Corridor and the I-205 corridor 
between Stafford and Oregon City, we know how important those priorities are and who can be blamed. 
 
This should not be about blame, this is about a reality that is going to have so many negative effects on economics of so 
many businesses and commuters that cannot afford an Interchange that does not work properly. 
 
We need to do the fund preliminary engineering for a full interchange Project at Hwy 213 and Beavercreek Road. 
 
We than think ahead and buy the Property/ROW, to have it set-aside, when it cost 10 cents on a dollar. 
 
We just have to have the needed property for a full Beavercreek Road and Hwy 213 interchange and that is just common 
sense. 
 
It will still be at LOS F, but now we can tell everyone it is at V/C.1 and we have this ability to take/create one hour from 
averaging trips for 365 days per year and suggest that everything is OK. 
 
We will suggest that we have it under-control and that the corrective ability to solve all of the congestion problems with 
one west bound free flowing lane turning right off of Beavercreek Road and down Hwy 213 and that will solve all of the 
congestion problems. 
 
We currently have 4 hours in the PM Peak Periods Congestion that can may have 2% to 5% difference in the total of 
their trip counts at this intersection Monday through Friday. 
 
We have virtually NO bike or PED traffic/activity at this intersection. We don't have TriMet Transit and Bus stops that 
have measurable effects close to this intersection. 
 
We do have Oregon City School District - School Buses going through the intersection and their effect will be reduced 
with how the OC School District has moved their Bus Barn and with a new Myers Road getting cut through to Hwy 213 
further down the road 213 going south towards Molalla. 
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My recommendation is to again list this need for a full Interchange in the STIP and create a greater umbrella for funding 
and collection of Impact/SDC Fees, effectively having an encumbered fund accounts where Regional SDC Fees go. 
 
I can't blame Oregon City for saying we/they should not have to pickup the tab for this Interchange, for Clackamas 
County staying on focus of their highest priorities and everyone kicking this can to the State of Oregon as a Regional 
problem/opportunity. 
 
Thanks, Paul Edgar 
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Laura Terway

From: Elizabeth Graser-Lindsey <egraserlindsey@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, April 14, 2018 8:38 AM
To: Kattie Riggs; Laura Terway; Laura Terway
Subject: Re: REVISED Agenda for 4-18-2018 City Commission Meeting

Laura, 

As you know, I oppose the mobility targets at the OR213/Beavercreek Road intersection being weakened to the 
detriment of all the roadway users.  I also oppose the grade-separated interchange not being added to the TSP 
even as an aspirational goal as many of the projects are. 
 
Attachment C Exhibit 2 is missing the following: 
APPENDICES  
Appendix A – CAG and TAG Meeting Notes and Technical Memorandums  
Appendix B – Oregon City GIS Maps  
Appendix C – BlueMAC Data  
Appendix D – Crash Data  
Appendix E – Traffic Volumes  
Appendix F – Operations Analysis  
Appendix G – Cost Estimates  
Appendix H – ODOT Letter of Support 

Elizabeth Graser-Lindsey 
 

 
On Fri, Apr 13, 2018 at 3:51 PM, Kattie Riggs <kriggs@orcity.org> wrote: 

Attached is the REVISED agenda for April 18, 2018 City Commission meetings 

  

6:30 p.m. Urban Renewal Commission Regular Meeting (Open to the Public) held in the Commission 
Chambers at City Hall. 

7:00 p.m. City Commission Regular Meeting (Open to the Public) held in the Commission Chambers at 
City Hall. 

  

PLEASE NOTE THE CHANGE: 

         Addition of items 3a. and 7c. to the City Commission Agenda. 

  

Please post the agenda where required, then send confirmation. 
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The agenda packet may also be found at the following link: 

  

https://oregon-city.legistar.com/Calendar.aspx 

  

  

Thank you,  

  

 

Kattie Riggs, CMC 

City Recorder 

kriggs@orcity.org 
City of Oregon City 
PO Box 3040  
625 Center Street 
Oregon City, Oregon 97045 
503-496-1505 Direct phone 
503-657-0891 City phone 
503-657-7026 fax 

Website: www.orcity.org | Recorder Page |Facebook!|Twitter 

PUBLIC RECORDS LAW DISCLOSURE: This e-mail is subject to the  

State Retention Schedule and may be made available to the public. 
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