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Comment Form &%

Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

The Sunrise Project welcomes FOUT COMMENTS On the Suﬁﬂ:ﬂmmnul Diraft Environmental ]mpac: Statement or any
other aspect of the project or process.

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway at I-205
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Junetion.

Project Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safety problems in the Highway 212/224
corridor berween s interchange with [-205 and Rock Creek Juncrion, and ro serve the growing demand for regional
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TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

What is your name? ’bﬂff-- C’)&é"-‘ e -

Whatis your address? [/ pe €5 /’éfy 21

What is your home zip code? ;f;:g;ﬂ s Your work zip code? .., .

Do you (check all that apply):

O Live in project area? [0 Wark in project area?  8.0Own a business in the project area? [ Other?

Please use this space for E:I'I:I'll comments. Please be as 5P¢ciﬁ|; as you can about vour :lmuglm-. Bee
inside for additional comment space and to comment on Section 4(f) de minimis impact findings.
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2% Sunrise Project, 1-205 to Rock Creek Junction

Comment Form ;‘53

Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Sttement or any
other aspect of the project or process.

The Sunrise Project isa proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway at [-205
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Junction.

Project Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safery problems in the Highway 212/224
cortidor berween its interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creek Junction, and to serve the growing demand for regionsl

travel and access to the suate highway system.

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

ﬂumm;%%{ W, - — g

What is vour address? <20
Lﬁhuumm::ﬁpmdﬂ Your work zip code? ﬁ?{j;\g

Do you {check all thar apply):
O3 Live in project area? ﬁ}'!i"urk in project area? [ Own a business in the project area? 0O Other?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts. See
incide for additional comment space and to comment on Section 4(f) de minimis impact findings.
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Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

“The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement or any
other aspect of the project or process.

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway at 1-205
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Junetion.

Project Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and satery problems in the Highway 212/224
corridor berween its inlr.rv:hi.ngc with [-205 and Rock Creek Juncrion, and 1o serve the growing demand for n:gl'unai
travel and access 1o the state highway system.

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:
What is your name? ..-'_.#E:E:gt_"?_, = Y

E;;}nur addresst VB2 SB Gyrooed Disten Tbr
What is your home zip cede? YOS Your work zip code?
Do you (check all that apply):

—ql_,jw; in pm-jccl area? O Work in project area? O Own a business in the project arca? O Others

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts, See
inside for additional comment space and to comment on Section 4{(f) de minimis impact findings.

N \Nou;;ahw Wi, Derdzla " "
hecon +=0 Mmoot NDILe, .
Iﬁwmm \mm %ﬁﬂh@&ckfcl

V% g €I Ty WSS VU STV
| Lf:ue%a Qi W o= ahsTIop

Puly- Lo will House 1o wave



Comment: I-55 -

X Sunrise Project, [-205 to Rock Creek Junction
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Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Suatement or any
other aspecy of the project or process.

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway at 1-205
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creck Junction.

Project Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safery problems in the Highway 212/224
corridor berween its interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creek Juncrion, and to serve the growing demand for regional

travel and sccess to the state highway system.
'Pu_igf[c IJ’JFHT
TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF: Nov- |Z 200%

Whatis your name? Az EEL MULPHY R iy

What is vour address?
What is your home zip code? Your work zip code?

Do you (check all thar apply):
O Live in project area? ’FLW-::rk in project area? [ Crwn a business in the project area :E(D:h:r?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts. See
inside for additional comment space and to comment on Section 4(f) de minimis impact findings.
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Date: November 5, 2008 e 6‘:‘.‘
To: Uregon Department of Transporiation o
Emily Moshofsky, Environmental Project Manager L

From: Eric & Wendy Wilson
Subject: Sunrise Project

We are the homeowners located at 14983 SE Glenbrook Rd. (EIS property ID#:
266). Our property and house is identified for full acquisition for right-of-way with the
C-3 Design option for Alternatives 2 & 3 in the midpoint area. 'We understand that there
needs to be different design option alternatives when it comes to construction of a C?)
highway of this magnitude. When the design options where first released to the public, il
was confusing to us why a large curve would be thrown in the middle of the highway as
proposed by option C-3. The Environmental Impact Study confirmed many of our
thoughts about the negative impacts the C-3 design option would have on the area and
constrection.

Without pointing out every potential and anticipated impact of the design options
in the EIS report to show our support in not selecting the C-3 design option, we would
like to note a few. It is clearly visible when looking at this design option on the maps and
confirmed by the report that it converts the most acres of land into highway. Curving the
highway towards the hillside would require the removal of a lot more forest area resulting
in a greater displacement of wildlife due to less habitat, This would also result ina
visually less appealing character to this area. This option would also increase the fuel
usage by millions of gallons. This is not only a current energy expense, but will continue

EL|

annually as a future energy expense. Running the highway towards the hillside would
also require deeper cuts during construction. That earth movement will be a tremendous
burden on costs. In general, it's clear that the C-3 design option at the midpoint section
has the most negative impacts in most areas of the environmental study. The cost
estimates also verify that construction of the C-3 option would cost millions of dollars
maore than the other options.

It seems 10 us, common sense would involve keeping the highway as straight as
possible without unnecessary curves. As indicated by the EIS, the C-3 design option is
the Jeast desirable when the objectives are to preserve natural resources and to be cost
effective.

Sincerely,

2
mﬁf@% b ikl

Wendy R. Wilson
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Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Starement or any
other aspect af the project or process.

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway at 1-205
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Junction.

Project Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safery problems in the Highway 212/224
corridor berween its interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creck Junction, and to serve the growing demand for regional
travel and access to the state highway system.

TELL U5 ABOUT YOURSELF:

Whatis your name? Ay pneloc e +h
What is your address? /| 0T £ § =, H.bdj . 1 3

What is your home zip code? ‘?? 2 oy s
Do you (check all that apply):
O Live in project area? iw&rk in project area? [ Own a business in the project area? O Other?

Your work zip code? 9§70 /5

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thoughis. See
inside for additional comment space and to comment on Section 4(f) de minimis impact findings.
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The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Sul}r}]:mtnml Draft Environmental Impacr Statement or any
other aspect of the project or process.

Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Ex pressway at 1-205
and reconnecring vo Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Junction.

P'roject Purpose: To tﬂ-miwhl' address the existing congestion and s::lF:q.- pmbltms in the ngh_'.l.',a}l' 2120224
corridor berween its interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creek Junction, and to serve the growing demand for regional
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TELL U5 ABOUT YOURSELF:

Whaispunme TS5 1€

What is your address? iﬁ:i—(‘}.?, S& [,er.__,’?/ 7 | L _

What is your home zip code? SG3ois” Your work zip code? d{j:}dff
Do you (check all that apply): %

O Live in project area? [ Work in project area? th.-n a business in the project area? 0 Other?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts. See
inside for additional comment space and to comment on Section 4(F} de minimis impact ﬁndlﬁ.
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Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement CE

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Stavement or any
other aspect of the project or process.

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway ar [-205
and reconnecting vo Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Junction.

Project Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safety problems in the Highway 212/224
corridor between its interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creek Junction, and 1o serve the growing demand for regional
travel and access 1o the state highway system.

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

Whatis your name? _ —oseph ﬂa%ab_ »
What is your address? /O076T 5B Highww, 242

What is your home zip code? ' 53"‘-1 3 Your work zip code? ? oS

Do you (check all that apply):

O Live in project area? N‘urk in project area? [0 Own a business in the project area? 0 Other?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts. See
inside for additional comment space and to comment on Section 4(f) de minimis impact findings.
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Trwermte JO0E

—G}ECtr [.205 to Rocla Cree]z ]unc[:inn
t ]t FOl'm RECEIVED NOV2 4 2008

T S

anmental Impact Statement 5 =

+ your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement or any
r prOCess,

«» a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway at 1-205
Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Junction. L

fectively address the existing congestion and safety problems in the Highway 212/224
~hange with 1-205 and Rock Creek Junction, and o serve the growing demand for regional
ate highway system.

:h- YOURSELF:
syournans [ Dpne Dorbmgs, | m—
atis your addresst 1/ 07 2 & SEHwy 22

What is your home zip code? G/ § _ Yourworkzipcode? Gy <
Do you (check all that apply):

O Live in pruj-n;t area? A Work in project area? ,H/[-;wn a business in the project ara? O Ocher?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts, Sec
inside for additional comment space and to comment on Section 4(f) de minimis impact findings.
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Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact 5tatement ('_,F

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement or any
other aspect of the project or process.

The Sunrise Project Is a propesed new limited-access highway, exending from the Milwaukie Expressway at 1-205
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Junction.

Project Purpose: To cffectively address the existing congestion and safery problems in the Highway 212/224
corridor berween its interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creek Junction, and to serve the growing demand for regional
travel and access 1o the stare highway system.

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

What is your name? ’Fﬂﬂfé omas W ﬂﬁjj“ﬁ" wma".wm C};iz.,f Fﬁcé’ £
What is your address? (68 7§ S £ H‘-"ﬁ;’-}u_ S'T-E

What is your home zip code? -455 JO0HS Your work zip code? 5 :7[:? ,-"5

Da you (check all thar apply):

O Live in project area? f{ Work in project area?  NOwn a business in the projectarea? 0 Other?

Please use this space for E‘:I:IH‘I' comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts. See
inside for addj mnj?m space and 1o mmmjnn Section 4{ﬂ dt minimjs impact findings.
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Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement
¢k

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemenral Dr: renmental Impact Staiement or any

other aspect of the project or process,

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway ar 1-205
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Junction.

Project Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safery problems in the Highway 212/224
corridor berween its interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creek Juncrion, and to serve the growing demand for regional
travel and access to the state highway system.

TELL US ABOUT YOURSE

F:
What is your name? BJ’*\UF NE’,[?MJF_ i
. Whatisyouraddresst [ 577 TL SF Hu?"la*'?— f_’f.j{_.r’:l{,m.-l-:,f.f .ﬂ,e\\

Whatisfuu.rhun_ll:'-_ﬁpmdl-" T2 .5 oy Py A Your work 1ip code? ﬂj?’g; e
Da you [check all that apply):
O Live in project area? ork in project area? [0 Own a business in the projectarea? 0 Other?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts, See
inside for additional co /rmtm spa ‘Lcd to comment on Section 4{f) de minimis impact findings.
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The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Drafe Environmental Impact Statement or any
other aspect of the project or process,

Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement —

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukic Expressway at 1-205
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Juncrion.

Project Purpose: To tﬂ‘cc:ivcl}' address the existing congestion and safety problems in the Highway 212/224
corridor between its interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creek Juncrion, and ro serve the growing demand for regional
iravel and access ro the state highway system.

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

What is your name: J_F_;,iﬁk: ﬂ%ﬂfﬂﬂﬁr‘q‘ s -

What is your address? f@&ﬂ"ﬂ hg)E }z}/ﬁ"l" RI"E.—

What is vour home zip codet ??ﬂj O Your work zip cod? ¥ 7D T
Do you (check all that apply):
O Live in project area? ork in project arca? ﬂ'ﬁ:‘un a business in the project area? 0O Ocher?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts. See
inside for additional comment space and to comment on Section 4(f) de minimis impact Iil'l.dil'qg«li
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Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (1=

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmental lmpact Statement or any
other aspecr of the project or process.

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukic Expressway ar 1-205
and reconnecting 1o Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Junction.

Project Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safery problems in the Highway 212/224
corridor berween its interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creek Junction, and 1o serve the growing demand for regional
travel and access to the state highway system.

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

Whatisyournamer (e WNenbiC
Whatisyouraddres? _JoA1 S 56, Wlery TV
What is your home zip code? G',_"??-l = Your work zip code? C}’?ﬂf 5)-" ,
Do vou (check all thar apply):

01 Live in project arca? }\"ﬂ"urh in project arca? [ Own a business in the project area? O Orher?

Please use this space for general commenis, Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts. See
inside for additional comment space and to comment on Section 4{f) de minimis impact findings.
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Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Dmir Environmental Impact Statement or any
other aspect of the project or process,

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway ar 1-205
and reconnecting to High\-a]r' 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Junction.

Project Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safety problems in the Highway 212/224
corridor between its intrrci'lingc with 1-205 and Rack Creek Juncrion, and to servie the Emwing demand for I'L'Eil:ll'lﬂ1

wravel and access 1o the state highway sysiem.

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

What is War_ﬁm?_ﬂ-ﬂj%heb\ - o
What is your address? / Q70 &6, H‘u’g’nww}r 203,

What is your home zip code? qﬂ] Q29 Your work 2ip code? Ao

De you (check all that apply):

O Live in project area? 0 Work in project area? tkﬂ“m a business in the project area? O Other?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thooghts. See
inside for additional commgent space and to comment on Section 4(f) ge minimj impaet findings.
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Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement C.F-_

"The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement or any
other aspect of the project or process.

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limived-access highway, extending fram the Milwaukie Expressway ar 1-205
and reconnecting to Hig_hwa:c 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Junction.

Project Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safery problems in the Highway 212/224
carridor berween its ill'[-l.‘l!'-lﬂ'lil'l.sf with [-205 and Rock Creek Junction, and to serve the grnwing demand for ::E'm.n:]

travel and access o the state highway system.

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

Whatis your namet |~ (ndle Jx.(ﬁu:r__r S o
What is your address? 10420 r._");'- Ll et (o _

What is your home zip code? G70 J (_Q Your work zip cade? Gi""? Of &~
Do vou (check all that apply):
O Live in pmj-u:t area? Wﬂdﬁ in project area? ﬂ i 3 business in the Fl'l;lnjl:'ﬂ' arear O Oeher?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as yon can abourt your thoughus. See
inside for additional comment space and 1o comment on Section 4(f) de minimis impact findings.
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Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement C.'F‘_

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Drafe Environmental Impact Statement or any
other aspect of the project or process.

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway at 1-205
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Juncrion.

Project Purpose: To cffectively address the existing congestion and safery problems in the Highway 212/224
corridor berween its interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creek Juncrion, and to serve the growing demand for regional

travel and access to the state highway system.

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

What is your name? 'I'\JW 1.‘]3(} AME - - I
What is your address? P S - ) lﬂﬂp‘% &= iy E ic:lc;
What is your home zip code? A0S  Your work sip cader A0 D

you (check all that apply):
g’ Live in project area? ¥ Work in project arca®? 0 Own a business in the project area? 0 Ocher?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts. See
inside for addjtignal comment space and to comment on Section 4(f) de minimis impact findings.
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Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

The Sunrise Project welcomes vour comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement or any
other aspeer of the project or process,

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway ar 1-205
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Juncrion.

Praject Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safery problems in the Highway 212/224
corridor berween its interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creck Juncrion, and 1o serve the growi ng demand for regional
travel and access to the stare highway system.

TELL US ABOUT "I"D.UH ELF:

What is your name? I/E.' ““f émkiﬂ’x_____ e i
What is your addresst I’D"? E"fr gf_"_‘,, Z—H,&Q‘l 2/ 2o -
"ﬁ"]:l._lt_is your home zip code? q&@ﬁ 2--"" 1!l_'i:l-l.lr wark :r.iP code? ﬁ?ﬂ / ‘:"

Do vou (check all thar apply):
O Live in project area? ork in project area? 01 Own a business in the project area? 0 Other?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts, See
inside for additional comment space and 1o comment on Section 4(f) de minimis impact findings.
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<X Sunrise Project, 1-205 to Rock Creek Junction

Comment Form  zscaveo vz«
T 9

‘The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement or any
other aspect of the project or process.

Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway ar 1-205
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creck Junction,

Project Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safery problems in the Highway 212/224
corridor berween its interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creck Junction, and to serve the growing demand for regional
travel and access to the state highway system.

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

Whatisyour name? _STEEAN  OALGR

Wha is your address? lo3Fz2e. =f£ Ht«?/ 207 .

What is your home zip code? 7)o L Your work zip code? € 90 §™
Do you (check all thar apply):

O Live in project area? I}fﬁ?nr]: in project area? SRYOwn a business in the project area? [ Other?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts. See
inside for additional comment space and to comment on Section 4(f) de minimis impact findings.
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Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement CF

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement or any
other aspect of the project or process.

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limired-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway ar 1-205
and reconnecring to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Juncrion.

Project Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safery problems in the Highway 212/224
corridor berween its interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creek Junction, and 1o serve the growing demand for regional

travel and access to the stare highway sysiem,

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

What is your name? = _L}J{}\f;_ m'\-xl’l""_ -
What is your address lmm Sc rLIJ b (e ) i 2
What is vour |11_:m_1: zip code? qf?{__} i g Your work «dp code? Ca_?{}f S-m

Da you (check all that applyi:

O3 Live in project area? & Work in project area? [ Own a business in the project area? [0 Other?

Please use this space for g:nn'n] comments, Please be as @uiﬁ[ as you can about your rhnuﬁhu. See
inside for additional comment space and to comment on Section 4{f) de minimis impact findings.
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Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (&=

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement or any
other aspect of the project or process.

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway ar [-205
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Junction.

Project Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safery problems in the Highway 212/224
corridor berween irs interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creek Junciion, and o serve the growing demand for regional
travel and access 1o the stare highway system.

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:
What is your namet ALl POBEZENZ
What is your address? (O7%% 4T HiGHwiny 242 -
What is your home zip codet G 7015 Your work zip code? @ 70( S
Do you (check all that apply):

Rf_iw.- in project area? bqvnﬂ-: in project area? )ﬁ\ﬂlwna business in the project area? 1 Other?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts, See
inside for additional comment space and to comment on Section 4(F) de minimis impact findings.
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Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement C-F

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement or any
other aspect of the project or process.

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway, tx:tnding from the Milwaukie Expressway at 1-205
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Junction.

Project Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safery problems in the Highwgz,.- 212224
corridor berween its interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creek Juncrion, and 1o serve the growi ng demand for regional
travel and access to the state highway system.

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

What is your name? I}-‘lﬂ‘lf’ .1 H! I'.:ED

What is your address? | ALY/ . hw}f AAH _

What is your home zip code? ﬂjﬂgi Your work zip code? "i?ﬂ"f‘f

Do you (check all that apply):

YA Live in project area? 00 Work in project area? 00 Own a business in the project area? O Other?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts. See
inside for additional comment space and to comment on Section 4(f) de minimis impact findings.
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X Sunrise Project, [-205 to Rock Creek Junction
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Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement e

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impaer Statement or any

ather aspect of the project or process.

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway at 1-205
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Junction,

Project Purpose: To l:ﬂ;:-::tivrl}' address the existing congestion and s.:f-:ry pmh]tms in the Highwa,_-,- 2125224
corridor berween its interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creek Juncrion, and to serve the growing demand for regional
travel and access to the stare highway system.

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

What is your name?  TAN M. M MaTowolasr e
What is your address?  2769€ S Naomr pR, DAmASLe

What is your home zip code? 47054 Your work zip code! 9 %0

Do you {check all that apply):

O Live in profect area? 8 Work in project area? [ Own a business in the project area? 0 Other?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts. See
inside for additional comment space and to comment on Section 4(f) de minimis impact findings.
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The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement or any
other aspect of the project or process.

Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaulkie Expressway ar 1-205
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Juncrion,

P'roject Pu rpose: To Eﬁﬂ:li'rt]}r address the existing congestion and s:tﬁ:q,.l i:mh|¢m5 in the Ilighwa].' 2127224
corridor berween its interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creck Junction, and 1o serve the growing demand for regional

travel and access vo the state highway system,

TELL US ABOUT YOU LF:

What is your name? M_P;bf’ - ——— . B
What is your address? l} fﬂ?f}g sE H':a,;';/ 21

What is your home zip code? ? 70 'E"C? N Your work zip code? ??ﬁ?{ﬁ_
Do you (check all that apply):
O Live in project arca? ork in project area? [ Own a business in the project area? O Ocher?

Please use this space for general comments, Please be as specific as vou can about your thoughts. See
inside for additional comment space and 1o comment on Section 4(f) de minimis impact findings.
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Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement or any
other aspect of the projecr or process.

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway at [-205
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Junction.

Project Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safery problems in the Highway 212/224
corridor between its interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creek Junction, and to serve the growing demand for regional
travel and access 1o the stare highway system.

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

What is your name? T-_ﬂ Via 1

What is your address? 1077 ﬁ'{ﬂgﬂl 2y ?"'f

What is your home zip code? 77 O | 'fhu: work zip code? ﬁ?‘}?{] / g/

Do you (check all that apply):

O Live in project area? Work in project area? [0 Own a business in the project area? O Other?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as a-‘_pttiﬁl: as you can about your thoughts. See
inside for additienal comment space and to comment on J 4(F) de migimis impact findings.
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Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement C.- F

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmenral Impact Statement or any
other aspect of the project or process,

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway at 1-205
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creck Juncrion,

Praject Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safery problems in the | lighway 212/224
corridor between its interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creek Juncrion, and to serve the growing demand for regional
travel and access w the state highway system.

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

What is your name? Eﬂuh’ib,(_,:fgf_ﬂﬂﬂ’l-b_ RN e
What is your address? 'H;Z.‘Ef L {-'{'bk/‘-'j 2.2.‘-{
What is your home zip code? 'qm ':? ?Wgnr work zip code? "_’f_? .C}E“"f

Do you (check all that apply):

O Live in project arca? ‘ork in project area? O Own a business in the project area? [ Other?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts. Sec
inside for additional comment space and 1o comment on Section 4(f) de minimis impact findings.
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Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

The Sunrise Projecr welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmeneal Impact Statement or any
other aspect of the project or process.

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway at 1-205
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Junction.

Project Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safery problems in the Highway 212/224
corridor besween its interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creek Junction, and 1o serve the growing demand for regional
travel and access to the seate highway system.

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

What is your name? Hxﬁfﬂldzﬁ l"‘h{ tﬂﬂ\.fm
Whatis yoursddrest | (044S” S Hovding (4. Drfqﬁn City D
What is your homezip codez (11045 Your work sip codet” (|"10RG
Do you (check all thar apply):

0 Live in project area? &) Work in project area? [ Own a business in the project area? O Other?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts. See
inside for additional comment space and to comment on Section 4(f) de minimis impact findings.
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Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

‘The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement or any
other aspect of the project or process.

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway at [-205
and reconnecting 1o Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Junction.

Project Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safery problems in the Highway 212/224
corridor between its interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creek Juncrion, and to serve the growing demand for regional
travel and access to the state highway system.

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

What is your names ?ﬂﬁr‘i;??,ﬂ Firzoean Jg‘f -

What is vour address? 07356 S, f Jﬂuﬂ‘y i;:'l"r-}-

What is your home zip code? 4 7028 Your work zip code? & 20
Do you (check all that apply):

03 Live in project area? ﬁﬁ’mk in project arca? [ Own a business in the project area? 0 Other?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as vou can about your thoughts. See
inside for additional comment space and to comment on Section 4(f) de minimis impact findings.
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Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impace Statement or any
other aspect of the project or process.

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway ar 1-205
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Juncrion.

Project I"urpm:-.' Ta :E'::cri\-r.]}r address the existing congestion and saﬁ:qr pmhl:mi inthe Highmy 212234
corridor between its interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creek Juncrion, and to serve the growing demand for regional

rravel and access 1o the state highway system.

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

Whatis jowrnamet ol §C  Codlfes™ B
What is your address? fﬂ}‘.ﬂ.ﬁ'\r SE Hw yrsy

What is your home zip codet ‘r'dfﬁfé Your work zip code? ffif ﬁff;

De you (check all that apply):

O Live in project area? P Work in project area? [ Own a business in the project area? 0 Other?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts. See
inside for additional comment space and 1o comment on Section 4(f) de minimis impact findings.
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Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Su]:l-]ﬂcmtnmf Dmﬁ-ll‘-‘imnm:nml Impact Statement or any
other aspect of the project or process.

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway at 1-205
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Juncrion.

Project Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safery problems in the | lighway 212/224
corridor berween its interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creek Juncrion, and to serve the growing demand for regional
travel and aceess to the state highway system.

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

What is your name? > Andi €L "-._/ﬂ-ﬁ’-@&--_ : i
Whatisyour addresst (6722 SE = Py 212

What is your home zip code? 4725 ~ Yourworkzipcode? 7o N

Do you {check all that apply):

O Live in project area? (E.'Wur]-: in project area? ﬁﬂwn a business in the project area? 0 Orher?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts. See
inside for additional comment space and 1o comment on Section 4{f) de minimis impact findings.
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The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Stacement or any
ather aspect of the project or process,

Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

The Sunrise Project is 2 proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway at 1-205
and reconnecting ro Highwuj' 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Junction.

Project Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safery problems in the Highway 212/224
corridor berween its interchange with I-205 and Rock Creek Junction, and 1o serve the growing demand for regional
travel and access to the state highway system.

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

What is your name? ﬁﬁﬁ ﬂ Z.'E:.'f" %P_H}\Hm
Whar is your address? 3{:} Sg 53 ﬁ-—

What is your home zip code? Your work zip code? ? ?Q .‘iS“
Do vou (check all thar apply):

O Live in project area? K‘Wﬂl‘k in project area? [ Own a business in the project area? O Other?

Please use this space for gencral comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts, See
inside for additional comment space :lnd to comment on Section 4(f) de minimis impact findings.
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g

X Sunrise Project, I-205 to Rock Creek Junction

RECEIVED #0v 2 4 7008

Comment Form e

Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement C, F

"The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Scatement or any
other aspect of the project or process,

The Sunrise Project is a pmpnst{[ new limired-access hig_hu.-;}r, f};t:ndi"g from the Milwaukic E‘.ipn:sma}- at 1-205
and reconnecting vo Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Juncrion.

Praject Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safery problems in the Highway 212/224
corridor berween its interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creck Juncrion, and 1o serve the growing demand for regional

travel and socess wo the state h':ghwn].-' system.

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

What is your name? Diett Alercl 5 & S .
Whetls your addront _1op78 &8 Wikaa, 32

What is your home zip code? G 72¢ b Your work zip code? § 71 <

Do you (check all thar apply):

0 Live in project area? 0 Work in project area? B1 Own a business in the project arca? O Other?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts, See
inside for nddmunn] comment space and to cummm: on Section 4(f) de mh'.u:nu impact findings.
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et

X Sunrise Project, 1205 to Rock Creek Junction
Com ment FOI"m RECEIVED WOV 2 4 200

Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement IG ‘5

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Drafi F_I'U.-'gﬁﬂ mental Impact Seatement or any
other aspect of the project or process.

The Sunrise Project is 2 proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway at 1-205
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Junction.

Project Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safery problems in the Highway 212/224
corridor berween its interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creek Juncrion, and to serve the growing demand for regional
travel and access to the stare highway system.

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

‘Ehﬁ!!ﬁ_"r"ﬂvﬁ_&jﬂﬂfv Searin o

Whatis youraddrest_[0§12_SE oy Q12
What is your home zip code? 9 TEE?  Your work zip code? 70 5

Do you (check all that apply):
O3 Live in project area? Eiw'urk in project arca? H‘Dwn a business in the projecrarea? O Orher?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts. See
inside for additional comment space and to comment on Section 4(f) de minimis impact findings.
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2% Sunrise Project, 1-205 to Rock Creek Junction
Comment Form £

Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impacr Statement or any
other aspect of the project or process.

The Sunrise Praject is a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway at I-205
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Juncrion.

Project Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safery problems in the Highway 212/224
corridor between itt interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creek Junction, and to serve the growing demand for regional

travel and access to the state highway system.
e

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

What is your home zip codet_ IS Your work zip code? €] (D | S

Do you (check all thar apply):
ﬁ]_,'m- in project area? 0 Work in project areal O Own a business in the project area? 0 Other?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts. See
inside for additional comment space and to comment on Section 4(f) de minimis impact findings.
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X Sunrise Project, 1-205 to Rock Creek Junction

Bs
Comment Form

Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement or any
other aspect of the project or process.

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway at 1-205
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Junction.

Project Purpase: To effectively address the existing congestion and safety problems in the Highway 212/224
corridor berween its interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creek Juncrion, and to serve the growing demand for regional

travel and access 1o the state highway system.

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

What is your name? ﬁ O

What is your addréss? I!';}'-”-ggn?uﬂﬂ‘ .
iﬂhuhyu:urhnm::ipmdﬂ ?M Your work zip code? ?E;E
Do you (check all that apply):

01 Live in project area? E'%’urh in project area? £ Own a business in the project area? [ Other?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts. See
inside for additional comment space and 1o comment on Section 4{f) de minimis impact findings.
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2% Sunrise Project, [-205 to Rock Creek Junction
1T ge
Comment Form ¢F

Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

“The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Diraft Environmental Impact Statement or any
other aspect of the project or process,

The Sunrise Project is 2 proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway at 1-205
and reconnecting 1o Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Junction.

Project Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safery problems in the Highway 212/224
corridor between its interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creck Junction, and 1o serve the growing demand for regional
sravel and access to the state highway system.

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

What is your name? .-:IUM.._ Redoato —MLL&IL_
Whatis your addeés? - 9900 € LownFueld  CloRamas op
What is your home zip code? T10|S Your workzipcode? Q7015

Do you (check all that apply):

m" in project area? I}‘E@ in project area? 0 Own a business in the project areal 0 Other?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts. See
inside for additional comment space and to comment on Section 4(f) de minimis impact findings.
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:l: E Comment: I-87
~=56E Sunrise Project, 1-205 to Rock Creek Junction C I:

Comment Form Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement or any
other aspect of the project or process. Thank you for participating - your input is impaortant 1o us. Use additional
sheets of paper if necessary.

IF MAILING: YOU MAY ALSO:
* Cur form along center of page = Fax to 503-230-4877
* Fold and mpe with JLA Public Involvement address * Email to comments@sunrise-project.org

showing
+ Affix postage and mail Mﬁﬂﬂ@ e Laun

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF: RSO St (aonFwoRke
What is your namg and address (optional)? ﬂw O Swovs
What is your home zip code? A \y\=,  You work zip code? f-"‘i.":m';:#
Do you (check all thar apply):

F.;E-n' in project area? 0 Work in project area? 0 Own a business in the project area? ) Other?

Comments:
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I- 8‘1 Comment: -89

<% Sunrise Project, 1-205 to Rock Creek Junction _Q =

Comment Form Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Staternent or any
other aspecr of the project or process. Thank you for participating — your mput is important to ws. Use additional
sheets of paper if necessary.

IF MAILING: YOU MAY ALSO:

* Cut form along center of page * Fax to 503-230-4877

* Fold and rape with LA Public Involvement address * Email 1o comments@sunrise-project.org
showing

* Affix postage and mail

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:
What is your namg and address (optional)? _ .
What is your home zip code?d 7080 You work zip cods 7215

Do you (check all thar apply):

O Live in project area? 0} Work in project area? 0 Own a business in the project area? [ Other?
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Comment: 1-91

0f

X Sunrise Project, I-205 to Rock Creek Junction

Comment Form ¢

g [

Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

"The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement or any
orther aspect of the Frujtcr OF process.

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway at 1-20%
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creck Junciion.

Project Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safery Fmbltrn.s i the Highway 212/224
corridor berween its interchange with [-205 and Rock Creek Junction, and 1o serve the growing demand for regional
rravel and access to the stare highway system,

A-

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

What is your name? Eﬂi;:—fm_ i Aé.-:.ﬁrm
What is your address?

What is your home zip code? D FoemeZ. Your work zip code? 27 g

Do you (check all that apply):

O Live in project area® & Work in project area? 0 Own a business in the project area? O Other?

Please use this space for general comments, Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts. See
inside for additional comment space and to comment on Section 4(f) de minimis impact findings.
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oa

X Sunrise Project, 1-205 to Rock Creek Junction
192

Comment Form (&

Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmenral Impact Statement or any
ather aspect of the project or process.

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukic Expressway ar 1-205
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creck Junction.

Project Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safety problems in the Highway 212/224
corridor berween its interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creek Junction, and to serve the growing demand for regional

travel and access o the stare highway sysiem.

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

What is your name? WM _"_/ﬁjl_ i
Whatisyouraddress?  [GoZg SZ Fesds

What is your home zip code? 925,89 Your work zip code?  9Zp,5

Do you (check all that apply):

'ﬂlj-m: in project area? :ﬁ["iﬁnrk in project area? O Own a business in the project area? O Orher?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts. See
inside for additional comment space and to comment on Section 4{f) de minimis impact findings.
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/ﬁﬁ% Sunrise Project, [-205 to Rock Creek Junctiﬂn

Comment Form ¢~

Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

‘The Sunrise Project welcomes your commenits on the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement or any
other aspect of the project or process,

The Sunrise Project is a pmpmfd new limited-access h:’ghw:ty, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway at 1-205
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Junction.

Project Purpose: To effecrively address the existing congestion and safery problems in the Highway 212/224
corridor berween its interchange with [-205 and Rock Creek Junction, and 1o serve the growing demand for regional
travel and access 1o the state highway system.

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

What is your name? ﬂ_’]._"kg 5‘61"‘;{# en S

What is your addresst

What is your home zip code? G730/ _ Your work zip code 7"70/$
Do you {check all thar apply):

O Live in project area? Wnrh in project area? 0 Own a business in the project area? 0 Other?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as vou can about your thoughts, See
inside for additional comment space and to comment on Section 4(f) de minimis impact findings.
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Comment: 1-93 cont.

2 Sunnise Project, [-205 t0 Rock Creek Junction

COMMENTS (CONTINUED)
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X Sunrise Project, I-205 to Rock Cl‘EEL‘i]uIICﬁDH
Comment Form sy wre s

Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement ' F

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement or any
other aspect of the project or process,

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway. extending from the Milwaukie Expressway at 1-205
and recennecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Juncrion.

Project Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safery problems in the Highway 212/224
carridor between its in'rfn;h:ngc with 1-205 and Rock Creek Junction, and to serve the growing demand for regional
travel and access to the state highway system.

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

What is vour name? Kﬂ#u.ﬁ q." l"ﬂfﬂ_ﬁ?ﬂf_' . L’y:ﬂ-"]

What is your address? | Y975 S£ A Spen W"‘*}"’

What is your home zip code? d7ecl|s Your work zip codet § 70| S

Do you (check all that apply):

A Live in project area? 0 Work in project arca? [ Own a business in the project arca? 0 Other?

Please use this space for general comments, Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts., See
inside for additional comment space and 1o comment on Section 4{f) de minimis impact findings.
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e Symmise Project, 1-205 40 Rock Creek ]uﬂrl:!ﬁnn

COMMENTS (CONTINUED)
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A Sinrise Project, [-205 Enﬁmitcrﬂ-lelumﬁnn i{' F

Comment Form Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environimental Impact Statement or any
other aspect of the project or process, Thank you for participating - your frput is important o us. Use sddidonal
sheess ur-pdprr ir necessary.

IF MAILING: YOU MAY ALSO:

= Cut form aleng center of page @‘# 503-230-4877 D

= Fold and tape with JLA Public Involvement address * Email to comments@sunrise-project.org
showing

» Affix postage and mail
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TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF: Sun Ridge CansTruction | Tac.
What is your name and address (optional}? fﬁ; A .,5.::? 7 r.r:r.':, _.u_’".r"'uﬂ_._
What is your home zip code? F27§7  You wark 2ip code?
Do you (check all that apply):

01 Live In project area? O Work in project area? #{}m a business in the project arcal 0 Cther?

Lomments:
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Comment: 1-96

e

X Sunrise Project, 1205 to Rock Creek Junction
Comment Form ="

Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Drafr Environmental Impacr Statement or any
other aspect of the project or process,

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway at [-205
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Juncrion.

Project Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safery problems in the Highway 212/224
corridor berween its interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creek Juncrion, and to serve the growing demand for regional
travel and access to the stare highway system.

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:
What is your namef Q M. Sﬂ-’}"‘l iy .IH-:

What s your addresst | (, 0S¥ Frent St., G €. G70Y%
What is your home zip code? q_,.-"'-ﬂ?f.f_ Your work zip code? q?ﬂ'f.r-

Do you (check all thar apply):
O Live in project areal O Work in project area? H'D‘wn a business in the project area? O Other?

Please use this space for general comments, Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts. See
inside for additional comment space and 1o comment on Section 4(f) de minimis impact ﬁnﬂingj.
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Comment: 1-97

[FO0E

¥ Sunrise Project, I-205 to Rock Creek Junction
I¥

Comment Form o

Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Eavironmental Impact Statement or any
other aspect of the project or process,

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway at 1-205
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creck Junciion.

Project Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and satety problems in the Highway 212/224
corridor between its interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creek Juncrion, and 1o serve the growing demand for regional
rravel and access to the state h!'ghwa}' system.

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:
-
What is your name? *—%ﬁ Edﬁ <7 (~ Lﬁ.&_
What is your address? fSrE;' 28 sC &ﬁ%ﬂnw ,Hc;".-"f..
What is your home zip code? g To ‘;ﬁ:}} Your work zip code G 7o £ ?
Do you {check all that apply):
ﬂ“‘l: in project areaf K‘ﬁl’ud{ in project area’ [0 Own a business in the project area? 0 Other?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts. See
inside for additional comment space and to comment on Section 4(f) de minimis impact findings.
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i

X Sunrise Project, 205 to Rock Creek Junction

Comment Form &

Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement or any
other aspece of the project or process.

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway at [-205
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Junction.

Project Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safety problems in the Highway 212/224
corridor between irs interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creek Junction, and 1o serve the growing demand for regional
travel and access o the state highway system.

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

What is your name? T-{-;_,t £ E_}ﬁ{,f‘t‘&l : =
What is your address? {"_t_.:"-'f,?&' SE GBUL£€/4 (ffip.h E.q"r
What is your home zip code? (?-flf.jbf Your work zip code? '::?);E.le"_g'"

Do you (check all thar apply):
@five in project area? 0 Work in project arca?  [J Own a business in the project area? 0 Other?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts. See
inside for additional comment space and 1o comment on Section 4(f) de minimis i impact findings.
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Comment: 1-98 cont.

=% Sunrise Project, 1-205 to Rock Creek Junction
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Comment: I-100

Laura Degraw s =
From: David Hoffman [fixit@eln.org)

Sent: Thursday, Movember 27, 2008 10:45 PM j[ |m
To: Laura Degraw

Subject: [Comment] Re: Contact " %—N\

‘David Hoffman' posted the following comment:

r Republic, economy, and infrastructure is collapsing. We do not have the money to maimtain
our existing roads and bridges. People have less money to drive. To build new roads is
Jirrational.

It used to be that "soil mining" meant removing but not replacing soil nutrients. In the
future, it may mean removing blacktop and concrete to gain access to food growing soil.

.4‘ WD new roads. Maintain what we have.

Name: David Hoffman
IP-address: 75.178.82.15%8
Date: 2088-11-2E-8@-45

Email: fixit@efn.org

URL: 541-483-9284

This is a comment on entry "Contact’

View this entry:

http:/ fwww. sunrise-profect.org/Contact.php?w=my weblog

View this comment:
hitp:f/wew sunrise-project .org/Contact. php?w= blop#David Hoffman-88112 5

Edit this comment:

http://wew.sunrise-project.org/pivot/index, php?menu=ent ries&func=edi tcommentsfids=6

Block this IP;
http: ) Swm, SUNCLISE-

Ernje:t.n:g;nivntfiqggx.nhu?gggu=antr1Esﬁfunczgdijgggggnts&id-&&blackﬁingle-?5‘1?ﬂ-ﬂ2,;sa




Comment: I-101

<X Sunrise Project, I-205 to Rock Creek Junction
T 1o\

Comment Form P

Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmenial Impact Statement or any
other aspect of the project or process,

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway at 1-205
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Junction.

Project Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safery problems in the Hl'ma:rr 2121224
corridor between its interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creek Juncrion, and to serve the growing demand for regional

U'J"I'CI Ill'ld RCOEES [0 th: ELRLT hmhwn} S¥5ICIM.

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

What is your namei )[f__‘,.!,..t_ D4 ﬂéﬁf-ﬁ?"
Whatis your addresst /4252 SE /7260 FNE | Cpppermmmms, o
What is your home zip code? FICrS Your work zip code? ‘??fﬂfﬂ_

Do you (check all that apply):

O Live in project area? [ Work in project area? )‘Dw;. a business in the project area? [0 Orther?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts. See
inside for additional comment space and to commient on Section 4(F) de minimis impact ﬁndings.
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Comment: I-103

=173 T

2% Sunrise Project, 1-205 to Rock Creek Junction

Comment Form

Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement or any
other aspect of the project or process.

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaulie Expressway at [-205
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creck Junction.

Project Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safery problems in the Highway 212/224
corridor berween its interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creek Junction, and to serve the growing demand for regional

trave] and access to the state highway system.

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

What is your name! mm_mm&n}lb; _ Fie s

What s your address? | 110 DS S) y

What is your home zip code? 7T 74 Y Your work zip code?

Do you {check all that apply):
03 Live in project area? ﬁ"ﬁ-’nd{ in project area? 0 Own a business in the project ares? O Ocher?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts. See
inside for additional com space and to comment on Section 4(f) de minimis impact findings.
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Comment: 1-104

X Sunrise Project, [-205 to Rock Creek Junction
Comment Form T

Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement or any
other aspect of the project or process. 4

The Sunrise Project is a propesed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway at 1-205
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Junction.

Project Purpaose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safery problems in the | lighway 2124224
corridor between its interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creek Junction, and 1o serve the growing demand for regional
travel and access to the state highway system.

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

Whatisyour name? T Dap & fantz
What is your address!  ff¥#20 < £ ﬁr‘yer Rd L lanescas
What is }rnu.r_hnm: zip code? F70T9 Your wl;trl-!; zip code? Seme

Do you (check all that apply):
O Live in project arca? iﬂf‘.&"urk in project area? [0 Own a business in the project area? M Dther?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts. See
inside for additional comment space and 1o comment on Section 4(f) de minimis impact findings.
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Comment: I-105

X Sunrise Project, [-205 to Rock Creek Iulnr:l;iﬂn
Comment Form 2%

Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Enviranmental Impact Statement o any
other aspect of the project or process.

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway at I-205
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Junction.

Project Purpose: To effecuvely address the existing congestion and safery problems in the Highway 212/224
corridor berween its interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creek Junction, and to serve the growing demand for regional

travel and access to the state highway system.

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

Whatisyournamet _ ~Jegr1 Decleer” - ,
What is your address?

What is your home zip code? fnﬁlll-'a Your work zip code? ‘:1'}191'5
Do you (check all that apply):

O Live in project arca? ?%Ik in project area? 0 Own a business in the project area? 0 Other?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts. See
i side for additional comment space and to comment on Section 4(f) de minimis impact findings.

AT _Dont Pwld AT L= A-2
%3 _Ejgj_—r_ﬂﬂ Single point _ LaClhaas )
(% Qp’hm 3¢ |
V% hig | ~




'r..l

—

oW

Comment: I-106

% Sunrise Project, 1-205 to Rock Creek Junction

Comment Form  F*

Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impace Statement or any
other aspect of the project or process.

The Sunrise Project is & Pmpu::d new limited-access Iligh“'i}'. :Ilt.l'tdi.l'l.g fram the M ilwaukie E.IP.I‘E-IS.I-"-'EI}I' at I-205
and reconnecting w Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creck Juncrion.

Project Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safery problems in the Highway 212/224
corridar berween its interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creek Junction, and to serve the growing demand for regional

travel and access 1o the state highway system.

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

What is your name2/A["| 1 y _ P B
What is your address? _

What s yoise bomasiivcsdt Oy FO L1 Your work zip code2 0 HHLS

Do you (check all that apply):

1 Live in project area? ? Work in project area? 0 Own a business in the project area? O Ouher?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts. See
inside for additional comment space and to comment on Section 4(f) de minimis impact findings.
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5 Sunrise Project, 1-205 to Eu:&ﬂmh]m:utim r_,F

Comment Form Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

The Sunrise Projece u-rr:!t-trmcs your comments on the Supplemental Drafi Environmental Impact Statement or any
other aspect of the project or process. Thank you for participating — your input is important to us, Use additional
sheets of paper if necessary,

IF MAILING: YOU MAY ALSO:

* Cut form along center of page * Fax to 503-230-4877

* Fold and tape with JLA Public Involvement address * Email to comments@sunrise-project.org
showing

» Affix postage and mail

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:
What is your namg and address (optional)?
What is your home zip code? S\037]  You work zip code? 1O S

Do you {check all that apply):
O Live in project area? [ Work in project area? 13 Own a business in the project area? [ Other?




Comment: I-108

2% Sunrise Project, [-205 to Rock Creek Junction

Comment Form  E'®®

Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement or any

other aspect of the project or process.

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway at [-205
and reconnecting 1o Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Junciion.

Project Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safery problems in the Highway 212/224
corridor berween irs interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creck Junction, and to serve the growing demand for regional

eravel and sccess to the state highway system.

TELL U5 ABOUT ll|!"l1l.ll'ut5‘ELF:

Whaeisyourname__ (Nse, oS .‘

What is your address? -rﬁﬁﬂg SE Lan ﬁhﬁE}-J vl 'lfl.'.r.- s HJ’M& C‘;R
What is your home zip eode? 9 70/S Your work zip codet « GA/S

Do you (check all thatapply):  BH0Y IRentery'seS@ \aneo. com

'urr"r Live in project area® [0 Work in project area? 0 Owna business in the project area? 0 Other?

meﬂm&wmﬂmhu@mﬁnummmmrm@mh

inside for additional comment space and to comment on Section 4(f) de minimis impact findings.
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Comment: I-110

= Sunrise Project, 1-205 to Rock Creek Junction

Comment Form Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Su pplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement or any
other aspect of the project or process. Thank you for partcipating — your input is important to us, Use additional

sheets of paper if necessary,
Lo
IF MAILING: YOU MAY ALSO: C'F
* Cut form along center of page = Fax ro 503-230-4877
* Fold and mape with JLA Public Involvement address * Email to comments@sunrise-project.o
showing %

* Affix postage and mail

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

What is your namg and address (optional)?  Shey)ng (2 =38 _Ezlxmna_ﬂt@u@_?qhuu

What is your home zip code? ‘TJD 15 You work zip codet 9 1?49 15 Sty
Do you (check all that apply): N
A Live in project area? & Work in project area? [ Own a business in the project area? O3 QOrher?

Comments:

kL please do n MMMMLEﬁem Instead

N.2e build the s le_jpoiut ik
L s HPW 2o f_qi@‘,flma}g_ 127ngd
a2 3 s i =l
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Comment: I-112

X Sunrise Project, [-2205to Rock Creek Junction

Comment Form CF

Tz

Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

“The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement or any
other aspect of the project or process.

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway at 1-205
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Junction,

Project Purpose: To cffectively address the existing congestion and safety problems in the Highway 212/224
corridor berween its interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creek Junction, and to serve the growing demand for regional

eravel and access o the stane highway system,

Wz
L3

D2

L

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

What is your name? "i'}"rqim f5lac hjrr@_za_kaiﬁgg_ﬁa;f- ﬂj?“
What is your addrésst 1900 S E L awn Field Apts

What is your bome zip code? 1015 Your work zip code? § 743 &

Dao you (check all thar apply):

Live in project area® 0 Work in project area! (3 Own a business in the project area? O Other?

I*iuum:tﬂ;apmfugmﬂdmmmmnuhturpmﬁcmymmnhmmr thoughts, See
mﬂd:hrnddﬁmdmmm:wmdmmmmsmﬂﬂd:minlmhimpnﬂﬁnﬁnp

Luild e JamnField Letenseos, Grnd alSa Siasle midale
_@M&Mﬁ;mm&? + 02




Comment: I-113

2 Sunrise Project, 12205 to Rock Creek Junction

Comment Form E;I”?'

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Starement or any
other aspect of the project or process.

Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway at 1-205
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Juncrion.

Project Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safery problems in the Highway 212/224
cotridar berween its interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creek Junction, and to serve the growing demand for regional

travel and access to the state highway system.

d

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

Whatlaamt 5Pt ToriauR

What s your addeist 9900 _SE |yl ¢\

What is your home zip code? ??‘T’I‘: ?nurwnﬂﬂpmﬁﬂﬁfﬂf =5

Do you (check all thar apply):

y-l_i-.rc in project are? ‘_;Blﬁf'{:rk in projectarea? O Own a business in the project area? [0 Other?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts. See
inside for additional comment space and to comment on Section 4(f) de minimis impact findings.
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Comment: 1-114

X Sunrise Project, [-205 to Ro ck Creek Junction

Comment Form ¢

T\&

Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement or any
other aspect of the project or process.

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway at [-205
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creck Junction.

Project Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safery problems in the Highway 212/224
corridor berween its interchange with |- 205 and Rock Creek Junction, and 1o serve the growing demand for regional

rravel and access to the state highway system.

’H’fl

3
vl

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

What is your name? Lavene _ovalle AR =
What is your address? 4400 SE iﬂggrig gg,[; . ovalle| @ miec. i
What is your home zip code? Q0[S Your work zip code? Q1) L5

Do you (check all that apply):

iﬁfl.i-r: in project arca? 0 Work in project area? 03 Own a business in the project area? 0 Other?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts, See
inside for additional comment space and to comment on Section 4(f) de minimis impact findings.

J}J.aﬂnf__:_dmﬂ_ﬂ.ﬂhnﬁi,._ Ca b2




Comment: I-115

Ly

X Sunrise Project, [-205 to Rock Creek Junction

Comment Form &%

Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement or any
other aspect of the project or process.

The Sunrise Project is a proposed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukic Expressway at 1-205
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Junciion.

Project Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safety problems in the Highway 2121224
corridor berween its interchange with 1-205 and Rock Creek Juncrion, and ro serve the growing demand for segional

sravel and access to the state highway system.
TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:
What is your name? 6. (o lo. Cepooans s Sias k*-%%"hﬁ
What is your address? 900 5S¢ UPNE{ B4
‘Ei'hﬂhyuurhnme:ipmdﬂ MLy Your work zip cede! H\D
Da you (check all that apply):
Hl&w in project area? k\!’uﬂt in project area? 3 Own a business in the project area? O Other?

Please use this space for general comments. Please be as specific as you can about your thoughts. See
inside for additional comment space and to comment on Section 4(f) de minimis impact findings.
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Comment: I-116

X Sunrise Project; [-205 to Rock Creek Junction
Comment Form 1"

Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

The Sunrise Project welcomes your comments on the Supplemental Draft Environ mental Impact Stavement or any
ather aspect of the project or process.

The Sunrise Project is a propesed new limited-access highway, extending from the Milwaukie Expressway at [-205
and reconnecting to Highway 212 and 224 near the Rock Creek Junction.

Project Purpose: To effectively address the existing congestion and safery problems in the Highway 2124224
corridor between its inverchange with 1-20% and Rock Creek Junction, and 1o serve the growing demand for regional

rravel and access ro the state highway system.

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF:

What is your name? MNiwri Zonotti Erngit: Sperwies 838TE enl. com
What is your addrés? 9900 sE Lownfeld

What is your home zip code? GM2 15 Your work zip code? 97330

Do you (check all that apply):

A Live in project area? (3 Work in project area? 0 Own a business in the project arca? 0 Other?
Pluumrhh:pnuﬁ:rﬁnﬁdmmmm.Mh:uqmciﬁ:umm:hmymnhmghuju
it side For additional comment space and to comment on Section 4(f) de minimis impact findings.
H'l Mes, plecse puied The lewnbotid g tentitd cng o v
R\LL tng singie madie pont \nwrchafgien 19878 . I enouode
3 _ opron -3 ond D-1.
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Comment: I-117
Laura DuEraw

From: Stacy Thomas

Sont: Thursday, Movember 13, 2008 2:37 PM

To: Laura Degraw

Subject: FW: lawn field by pass — I I"-?"
tlocy Thomas E

SO PTOmeCl pGRopaT

phocy oL com

L]

]lﬂ public involvement

coligborgive plonning, deciond £ commuscolion:

{503 F35-5881 n 1 18 2 1110 5E Alger Sireai, Sup 331 @ Porlard, OR 97314
{3&0) FR3-0025 ;2 [ald Fronidin Seeol, Sulle 207 = Vancouve:, WA SESL0
fiom: |50 FX04877 = wnlD whrer i i com

From: Andrew Weaver [mailto:skatedudeweaver@yahoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2008 4:23 PM

To: commentsi@sunrise-project.org
Subject: lawn field by pass

To whom it may concern:

E‘l Please select a single midsection interchange C3 option and D3, | feel it is important that the building begin as P5
72 soon as possible so that the displace additional housing or nearby businesses. lm‘

Thank vou,

Andrew Weaver
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Comment: I-118

Laura ﬂaﬁmw
=== - e ——— e,
From: Stacy Thomas
Sent: Thursday, Novernber 13, 2008 2:36 PM
To: Laura Degraw
Subject: FW: Comment Form Draft Supplemental Envicenmantal Impact Statement

|

L

ﬂqw Thomas —
filer Prisjec] Moncger il
uﬁu::f.'ﬂ,m.cmg . “‘%

jlﬂ public involvement

codohanaive planning, cecsom & communcalions

1500 355881 = 108 2 1110 SE Alcer Srmad, Suibs 301 Podiong, OF 57214
0] PYI-0OES 2 140F FionkEn Sireal, Sulle 207 - Voancouves, WA FREED
Tenx |SOF) EI0-ABTT = sl whwws i i Lo

From: Brand| Dougherty [mailto:bdougherty1@hotmail.com)

Sent: Wednesday, Noevember 12, 2008 3:42 PM

To: commants@sunrise-project.org

Subject: Comment Form Draft Supplemental Enviornmental Impact Statement

Hello,

My name is Brand| Chaney, my address is 9900 SE Lawnfield Rd. Clackamas, OR 897015, I work and live in
the potential project area, here are my thoughts.

Upon reviewing the numerous maps and various information presented I noticed that by creating the
Lawnfield extension as well as the Single Middle Point interchange on 122nd will do a number of things to
help businesses create better access to their locations for one and two eould pessibly cut down on

speeders for the road may possibly be more regulated. I think design option C3 and D2 would be the best
possible solution. I think planning a head is imperative before other develepment occurs such as more
commercial and residential property is built. I'Ps

Thank you for allowing me to give my opinions on this matter,
Respactfully,

Brandl Chaney

Get 5 GB of storage with Windows Live Hotmail. Sien up teday.



Comment: I-119

Laura EEE raw
. — — — ]
From: Edwar Ghores [Edwarn@GhoresEnlerprises. com]
Sent: Thursday, November 13, 2008 3:05 P l: I fq
To: comments@sunrise-project.org
Subject: Sunnse Cofrider Project Comments .E

I am a home cwner on Bluff Drive and | am on the PRC representing Bluff Drive. Our Biuff Drive neighborhood has
regrefiably resigned to the fact thal we all are losing a precious, quiel, ireed, green space behind our backyards. We are
losing our residential neighborhood bufier 1o a noisy polluting expressway, and thera is "NOTHING WE CAN DO ABOUT
IT". After all the studies and calculalions we were fold that we will have 1o live with noise levels which exceeds faderal
acceplable lavels. The reason given was the cost o mitigale the noise levels to acceptabile levels would be st
prohibitive, and the topography of the Bluff renders conventional means useless. Our neighbers and friends are passing
ihe buck just like the county, selling their homes on the Biuff 1o unsuspecting buyers "and why not, I'm being screwed. el
mm wrﬁsamt;une m I ?:1 ouLnLLharc" . '

tro and County are looking to push this project through, they did not give sericus considerati |
El:bgﬁ rE-EIEE and pollution predominantly lor cost reasons. ;r?urr Drive ;E:;?dﬂe think "WE ;:;E EE?EI'{IIFTE: o)

Edwar Ghaoras



Comment: 1-120
Laura DuEraw
M

From: Stacy Thomas

Sent: Tuesday, November 18, 2008 10:24 AM
To: Laura Degraw

Subject: Fw: Commenis

Stocy Thomas ! l m

Saraor ProgeCt Maragdr
oy, L SO

-

] la public invalvement

¢ ofaborafie plonning, cecilons & commucalions

[S03) Z35-5680 m VEE = 1110 5B Alder Streal, Suite X)) 1 Partiond, OF 7314
[3aly #3005 = 1409 Fronidn Stomt. Sullp 207 = Yoncouver, WA $8450
fon (500 FA-EHFT = wahs w0 Do

From: pandjB3@comcast.net [mailto:pandj83@comcast.net]
Sent: Tuesday, October 07, 2008 6:35 PM

To: commentsi@sunrise-project.ong

Subject: Comments

Name: Pat & Jeff Smith
Address: 16023 SE Van Zyl Dr, Damascus
Home Zip Code: 97089 Work Zip Code: 97213

| ‘ !ﬂiwjust pass project area off Hwy 212 (Bel Air Dr exit). We live on a | mile dead end loop (Bel Air & Van
= VZyl Dr). How is the Sunrise Corridor going to help those of us who live in our area (east of 172nd ave)?

Traffic already is a nightmare at peak hours going past our exit/entry and further cast through downtown
Damascus. As a matter of fact, sometimes the traffic slow down/back up starts as far west as Hwy 224 where it
merges into Hwy 212, 1 thought the idea for this project was to circumvent the heavy (through) carftruck traffic
5 E:f Hwy 212 and bypassing Damascus at least to 232nd/Hogan Rd. Apparently, that is what should be done,
ti1sn'L

Sincerely,
Pat & Jeff Smith



Comment: I-121

Laura Daﬂraw
— s m— = —_—— 3
From;: Stacy Thomas
Sent; Wednesday, Movember 19, 2008 4:46 PM
To: Lawra Dagraw
Subject: FW: Sunrise Project--Open House at CHS | rz-i

From: MOSHOFSKY Emily A [mailto:Emily A.MOSHOFSKY Sodot.state.or.us)
Sent: Friday, November 14, 2008 9:50 AM

To: Stacy Thomas

Ce: PICCO Thomas )

Subject: FW: Sunrise Project--Open House at CHS

From: Kim Hebrard [mailto:kim@athleticield.com)
Sent: Thursday, Novermber 13, 2008 8:20 PM

To: MOSHOFSKY Emily A

Subject: Sunrise Project--0pen House at CHS

Crear Emily;
This evening | atlended the public hearing--open house at Clackamas High School regarding the Sunrise Project, 1-205 o
Rock Creek Junction. My husband and | own a house on the Bluff (12586 S.E. Bluff Drive). We purchased ufur n;nmg
because of the farestation, peace and quiet, wildiife, and privacy that the bluff affords us. Owver the years, we have

I noticed the noise level rise from Highway 212. We cannol imagine the noise level when the proposed G, and possibly
maore, lanes of highway are built.
Here are my concerns:

v [ (1) Why nel expand the 2 lane road (Hwy 212) from the Rock Creek Junclion to Damascus and Boring 1o 4 |a bafi
) cregting a8 6-8 lane highway to meet up with axisting 2 lane Hey 212 at the Rock Creek Junction? . e

| {2) Where will the wildlifa go once construction begins on the the new 6-8 lane highway system?
E' ' (3) What about the tire dust, air and noise paliution that will come with the superhighway?
J (4) How will our hillside be stabilized for this superhighway? Wl ODOT guarantee the stabilization of the hillside?

(5) Whera is the money coming from to abtain the right of way and construct this superhighway? Given our economic
5.1 | times, this is nol the time to be planning this superhighway. People are losing thelr jobs and homes.

I'm sure USF Reddaway and the Fred Meyer Distribution Center are pushing this project right along. As far as I'm
concerned, DDOT can build a road from their distribution centers to 1-205 far truck traffic Ely.

o
Feel free 1o give me a call and discuss any of the above. Thank you

Kim Hebrard
503-698-6383



Comment: 1-122

Laura DaEmw

- —_—
From: Stacy Thomas
Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2008 9:08 AM
To: Laura Dagraw
Subject: Sunrise comment

From: MOSHOFSKY Emily A [mailto:Emily.A.MOSHOFSKY @odot.state.or.us]

Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2008 8:43 AM I

To: Stacy Thomas ' A | lz
Cc: PICCO Thomas 1

Subject: FW: Sunrise Project E

Just FYI

From: treedi@comcast.net [mallto:treedi@comeast.net]
Sent: Monday, November 10, 2008 9:12 PM

To: MOSHOFSKY Emily A

Subject: Sunrise Project

Good evening, Ms Moshofsky. 1looked at Sunrise Projeet plans in early 1990s before we bought the house in
Damascus and comrectly gauged it would be a long time coming. 1 am a member of the Damascus Community
Coordinating Committee and have applied for the Transportation Topic Specific Team so | am trying to keep up
with the transportation planning surrounding us.

I am not sure if | can make it to the show and tell at Clackamas High, and can not tell if there will be a separate
bike path built in the right of way for the 1-205 to Rock Creek junction. Since there is a hike path along 1 205 |
can not 'iTl'lElE'il'H: ODOT would leave oul a reasonable coORfector :Dming from the east. EEFCEiﬂu}’ in this dﬂ.}"
and energy age, bike/people ]'mths are not extras, they are essentigls. Damascus plans on extensive non
motorized pathways and would logically hook up 1o one next to the Sunrise Parkwa v. Like I said, I could not
tell if one is on the plans, but it is a requirement these days and needs to be added if not already there,

I know il is too late for anyone to sce the forest for the trees, but the cloverleaf is laughable except it will
become a reality as it is shown. 1was told there were all sorts of new rules involved in moving cars via a
cloverleaf which is why it is so massive and ugly. Again, most of the world is trying to limit the impact of
autos as much as possible, but ODOT plans for what must be a record breaking concrete monster. 1t would he
interesting for ODOT to seek a professional outside (non Oregonjopinion on the size and looks of the
cloverleaf. Fresh eyes to maybe force the planners to look subjectively at the design,

Please enter these comments into public record. | will look for you Thursday if | am able to attend. Thank you
for your time.

Patrice Fromwiller -
16116 SE Tong Rd Comment: 1-123
Damascus, OR 97089 moved to B39

Comment: 1-124
moved to B40




Sunnise Comidor SDEIS Compents November 28 2008 by Russell I ‘26
Prepared by Pat Rl E
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Page | of 20

I*ar Russell T
16358 SE Hearthwood Drive Comment: I-125

Clackamas, OR 97015
Phone: (503) 656-9681

Email: flanaganl | 2@hotmail.com

Via Email to: commentsi@sunrise-project.org ; ronwizico.clackamas,us.or and
emilv.a.moshofskyi - 5

Clackamas County and Oregon Department of Transportation
c/o Department of Transportation and Development

150 Beavercreck Road

Oregon City, OR 97045

RE: Comments on Sunrise Corridor SDEIS, due November 28, 2008
Dear Lead Agencies,

Thank you for an opportunity to review the proposed corridor concept and SDEIS.
A. The Future

Freeways are WNot the Future
E Generally speaking, the freeway concept is ill-advised and unsustainable today and in the
W future. It promotes the consumption of depleted resources (oil, geography, urban
munities, water and fish and wildlife habitat and corridors). It is growth-inducing in
U}' |41 region which is politically committed to “growing in, not oul.™ I forever, in our

lifetime, commits the conversion of limited rural lands to urban uses in our region,
Around the country is talk of building more freeways which we, as a society, can’t pay
for today. It pressures our region to accept urban growth, whose resulting infrastructure
demand, is both unfunded and lacks a long term funding strategy. In fact, our urban
region’s infrastructure is falling apart in many areas and basic community public services
like police, fire, roads, parks, neighborhoods conducive to salmon recovery, vibrant urban
regional center needs (pedestrian) and social services are unmet. The tens of billions of
dollars required for the lifetime of a freeway comidor siphons what little resources our
community has for present infill infrastructure and service needs.

We Cannot Afford our Total Infrastructure Needs to Support our Communities

ﬁ' oday, in Clackamas County, public opinion polls point away from building new
freeways and major arterials through raw land, and emphasize the need to take care of
what public assets we have to loday, and perhaps, expand modestly only where needed.
The development community has proven its unwillingness to “payv its way™ 1o support
growth recently during the region’s planning for Damascus. Pleasant Valley and Bethany.
Volers have supported fewer annexation bids on the fringes of our urban communities.
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The following comments attempt to both outhine some of the adverse, ntractable impacts
the Sunrise Comridor would have on our community, as well as recommend alternative
improvements in lieu of the alternatives identified —if some sort of project must move
forward, The federally-mandated SDEIS process is too inflexible and rigid (and too
broad-based, lacking specificity) to be responsive to local planning needs at the
neighborhood level. Any SDEIS certifications and approvals will leave local concerns to
chance and politics. Mitigation measures will be so broad that the proposed solutions
will not be able assure that the many problems/impacts at a more local neighborhood
evel will address the concerns,

This SDEIS process should be basically shelved and we should start over when
ﬁ. discussing and planning for our transportation needs. This document is written to justify
the funding and construction of a freeway and less to frame the long term planning
consequences. The region has already decided to abandon two freeway corridors (M.
Hood Freeway and the Westside Bypass); so the question begs 1o be answered: “Why are
we wasting money and human resources 10 pursue another freeway corridor?™ The State
of Oregon Highway Commission claims that US 26 is a high priority for freight mobility,
vet already has an interstate freeway providing that need (1-84), and we are falling behind
in maintenance and operation. Further, if US 26 was such a high priority, why was the
Mt, Hood Freeway abandoned?

me of the Problems. but Not the Whole Enchilada

hat said, the study area certainly does have its fair share of the traffic problems and
needs for a certain level of improvement. However, that need does not translate into 8
lane freeways, mega interchanges, 5 lane arterials and a major shift in traffic patterns
versely impacting neighborhoods. The freeway will not help our existing residential
neighborhoods. The freeway will severely impact them beyond recognition in the next
swenly yvears. Many do not want a cormidor like the 1-205 swath through the Gateway
area in Portland and its intersection with the Banfield which has crested serious dead
zones and barriers between SE Portland and the eastside. Many do not want the Sunset
Freeway solution with interchanges that require two miles of high speed amps to merge
and unmerge traffic (like at Highway 217). IF anything, the impact of [-205 from the
Clackamas Regional Center south to Gladstone should actually be reduced by
discouraging freeway use—not increasing it. Nationally, over the last few years, there
has been a decrease in freeway useage (both actual numbers and vehicle miles traveled).
The country is presently in shock from an economic collapse and many wise people
believe that, now, is time to alter our country's lifestvle and reform our transportation
infrastructure,

Mobility in Another Form

We Americans love our freedom and our personal vehicles. We won't get nd of them,
but we certainly will transcend to another form of energy to propel them and own
vehicles which have less impact on our neighborhoods and pedestrians. In our region, we
will prioritize a lifestyle that relies on a multi-modal transportation program. Freeways
will only be a minor part of that lifestyle. We simply will not be able to afford 1o operate
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vehicles of today and use and maintain transport corridors of the likes today, in context
with our other life-sustaining need. Commutes from the cast side of the region to the
west side will decrease in favor of working closer to home, perhaps foregoing the
benefits of 2 more lucrative job in favor of guality of life. Unquestioned daily commutes
from Portland to Salem a decade ago, for example, raises evebrows of society today.

As discussed below, we will see fairly dramatic changes in our land use pattern in our
industrial areas and the regional center, even without a freeway, becoming more dense
and efficient with mixed use, relying less on auto/truck transportation trips. We will use
our rail more. We will see the development of a more extensive bus transit system and
light rail, building living/working districts around transit nodes { Transit Oriented
Districts—T0Ds).

Responsibilities of State and Federal Agencies to Think “Out of the Box™

Finally, stating in a Notice of Issuance of the SDEIS that those who do not comment
leaves decision makers with the assumption that the individual is not interested (or
perhaps implies that the SDEIS is adequate or that freeways are the “solution™ 1o our
transportation), is an inappropriate comment about the magnitude of this proposal.
Certainly, many care about the effects of freeways but dont understand the political and
planning process or have been tumed off or become apathetic, like our citizens are
toward many other important community issues. Many have just given up, like “vou
can't fight city hall” or “they’re all crooks who can’t be trusted.” Many have become
resigned that government isn’t for the people and try to go on with their daily lives, The
number one problem (other than the economy today) for many people in our community
has been traffic, traffic, traffic. Our natural reaction is to “build our way out of
congestion” by widening streets, building more of them and spending more and more on
asphalt and concrete, rather than re-examining the sustainability of our lifestyle and
government focus, The new global economy will not permit extravagant capital
expenditures in our community. A greater portion of the household income will be
needed for food, shelter and clothing.

B. The Road Problem in Clackamas

Local Street History

If we peeled away 1-205 and the Milwaukie Expressway (SR 224), we would find a road
network that wus fragmented and lacked connectivity for the level of urban density that
has developed over the last 30 years. In the arca that was historically referred to as
“Clackamas™ (prior to the 1970"s), there were many streets that used to link and at least
one that used to cross the v'r that has now been blocked, including those blocked by the
construction of the 1-205, The Milwaukie Expressway was built in anticipation and
concurrently with industrial development in lowlands that were otherwise unsuitable for
residential use on septic tanks. These lowlands historically were part of an intricate
network of wetlands and marshes that fed the Kellogg-Mt, Scott Creeks system, and
some drained to the Clackamas.
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It is very clear that both the Milwaukie Expressway and [-205 spawned residential and
business growth in Clackamas, the key being a regional center. Part of this growth also
stemmed from the development of a municipal sewerage agency (Clackamas County
Service District #1) which also provided the Milwaukie area with improvements.
Domestic water was provided by small special districts which eventually merged to
respond to growth demands and economies of scale.

And there was certainly money to made from speculation that comes along with freeways
and expressways. The County’s planning was not in place and zoning and some
environmental protections (such as FEMA) did not take hold until later. The county’s
road network never caught up with the growth. Consequently, the Milwaukie
Expressway and 1-205 served as surrogate links to local connectivity needs.

Connectivity from Milwaukie, Regional Center, 1o Damascus and Portland

The railroad and freeway/arterial system (1-205 and the Milwaukie Expressway) have
stymied the local need for east-west and north-south neighborhood connectivity and local
commerce. For example, in the geographic area between downtown Milwaukic and
Damascus, there are only two significant local north-south mudtrdf comdors o serve the
area from Portland to Oregon City: Webster/Linwood and SE 82™ Avenue/Drive. These
are miles apart and it is understandable that there are choke points and too much reliance
on freeways for local circulation,

As for east-west connectivity the only local street comidors connecting Milwaukie with
Damascus were Lake Road/Clackamas Road/Clackamas Highway, and perhaps King
Road 1o circuitous links further east. The eventual construction of Sunnyside Road
helped to absorb some of the east-west needs but at a price—a walled community and a
scparation of neighborhoods on either side of this seven lane corridor. s oniginal
capacity as a two lane collector was overcome with the development of the regional
center-related developments, offices, hospitals and continuation of the 82™ strip (north of
the Milwaukie Expressway)—the lack of alternative corridors. Consequently, the county
has relied on one corridor to serve a very large residential area, rather than providing a
grid-like development pattern that would spread traffic out and rely less on major
cormidors.

As new industry came into the area, along the Milwaukie Expressway and east of 1-205,
the state and county failed to provide local connectivity, and instead, relied on 1-205 and
the Expressway to work. Conseguently, the choke points became local intersections
along the Expressway and intersections like the Clackamas Highway and SE 82™ Drive
or Clackamas Highway , SE 102" Avenue and Evelyn Street. Eventually, the county
formed an urban renewal area to widen Clackamas Highway and provide a circuitous
secondary link to SE 82™ Drive via Evelyn and Jennifer. To this day the 1-205 use of the
Gladstone interchange, the Clackamas Highway interchange and the
Lawnfield/Milwaukie Expressway interchange is uneven and a disproportional amount of
truck and commuter traffic (from Happy Valley and Damascus) has been directed to the
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Clackamas Interchange. No wonder its busy. Not so for the Lawnfield access and the
Gladstone access. The proposed Sunrise Freeway with its six to eight lanes to the Carver
Junction will not solve this problem.

The Gladstone Interchange on 1-203

The Gladstone exit opportunities for those truckers and commuters bound for the
Clackamas Industrial Sanctuary east of the v/r are seriously under-utilized. For one thing,
the exit ramp 15 NOT truck friendly with super curves and requirements to stop at a
signal. This exit ramp for SE 82™ Drive could actually be redesigned for truck through
traffic options, separated from the exit design presently directing all traffic to a right
angled traffic signal. To further minimize the interchange's oppertunity for trucks is the
lack of signage well in advance of the interchange. For example, prior to the HYW 213
interchange, the freeway signage could include “Clackamas Industrial Sanctuary, Use
Exit 11." This information would better direct interstate trucking interests to avoid use of
Exit 12.

For many south-bound local truckers leaving the Industnal Sanctuary east of 1-205 and
trying to avoid the Clackamas Interchange, the Gladstone Interchange has been a draw,
However, the dynamics of the street design (signals, lefi turn movements, and super
elevated curves) at the I-2035 entry ramp discourage its use. There are opportunities
further north along 82™ Drive to create an exclusive on-ramp, tunneling under 1-205, and
providing a merge before the Gladstone interchange, without any signalization. This
could also take some pressure off the merge lanes south of the Gladstone interchange so
close to the HY'W 213 Interchange.

The Clacka nt with 1-205

Another problem with the Clackamas Highway Interchange is its 12A and 12B signage.
This is so confusing to truckers that they often use the wrong exit and find themselves on
narrow neighborhood streets west of 1-205. There is very little clear signage for the
Clackamas Industrial Sanctuary, This is the truck traffic that the SDEIS alludes to as
contnibuting to heavy congestion.

1 wnfie to 1-205
¢ Lawnfield freeway access cannot be reached from any industry other than those
"f‘ along Lawnfield Drive, and those industries cannot get to the Clackamas Highway
without using I-205 or SE 82™ Drive. There is no north-south connectivity east of the r/r
Ibetween these two industrial streets. Further, residential areas in Happy
Valley/Sunnyside are discouraged from tying into the Lawnfield Interchange because
fthere is no direct, convenient collector. For many commuters, they must choose between
using Sunnyside Road or Clackamas Highway. Further, the interchange is not friendly to
trucks arriving from out of the area, and they are not signed to use the exits to get into the
ﬂ mdustrial areas east of the v'r. Trucks will, though, use the Lawnfield ramp to get onto |-
205 if they are in the area (like on the Expressway west of [-205)—again mixing local
traffic with freeway-destined traffic.
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Needed Connectivity between Interchanges along 1-203 east of 1-205 and the R/R

So there needs 1o be a direct collector street alignment from the Clackamas Highway to
Lawnfield that would give Damascus travelers and truckers two options to get to and
from 1-205. Right now, the county's only proposed solution is a two lane jig and jog with
stop signs—hardly a commuter’s shorteut or a truck drivers dream to negotiate. This link
as proposed does little. There should be a very bold fork in the road at about SE 120"
Avenue to 130" Avenue that directs trucks and commuters toward Lawnfield and through
the northeast quadrant of Camp Withycombe along the base of the hill, This road would
also continue northward as a collector to Sunnybrook Blvd. /97" Avenue and eliminate
the hilly roads used today (around Mather Road). Much of the riw is already available.
This connector does not have to be a freeway, but it would serve a critical altemative to
forcing all the freeway traffic and industrial traffic to use 82" Drive/Avenue to reach the
regional center.,

Lawnfield should also go over the r/r as an overpass and it would even be agreeable to
this writer to re-design the SB ramp from 1-205 1o “fly over™ 1-205 eastward into the
Lawnfield eorridor, but with 45 mph speed limits. However, such flyovers are very
expensive and should only be the last resort alternative. It is crucial to get trucks to slow
down, coming southerly (down the hill) on 1-205 before negotiating a ramp to Damascus.
The hairpin ramp design has not been a good incentive for trucks to use that interchange
because of downhill speeds and lack of adequate signage on 5B 1-203.

Mega-interchange Design—Cost-benefits 1ssues

A mega-interchange is not needed to accomplish these modest local connectivity goals,
and, as state carlier, there is already an east-west freight comdor of state-wide
significance between Portland and eastern Oregon (US 26 and [-84). Further, thereisa
reason why the 1-205 is a safety corridor. Its not 50 much moving all the traffic at
80 mph design speeds as it is to get peaple to drive slower o accommodate all the needed
movement in an urban arca. Acceleration/deceleration lanes and ramps should not be
designed for 70 mph traffic speeds, but much slower. From Gladstone to just north of the
Regional Center, the 1-205 corridor will always be a congested urban transportation link
and people should expect to plan their travel around these constraints. If we think of it,
we don't use our freeways very efficiently. We have a moming peak and afltemoon peak
and the rest of the day, there’s modest use. At night, the reeway is literally vacant. |-
205 is hardly a 24-7 corridor. We can't afford the convenience of under-utilized super
highways and mega interchanges for a few hours of the day. Further, the growth
inducement between Clackamas and the Sandy-Estacada area has not been adequate
weight.

[Jon"t Dump all the Damascus and Industrial Traffic on 82™ Drive/Avenue

Another argument for this E-W connector (from about 120" to 130" to Lawnfield/97"
Ave corridor) to Sunnybrook, as a DIRECT link from Damascus to the Sunnybrook
Interchange, is to reduce the present burdens on SE 82" Avenue (SR 213) 1o serve as
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both a stip commercial big box supercenter shopping corridor and an access to the
regional center. As proposed by the SDEIS alternatives, ALL commuter and
truck traffic from Damascus and the Clackamas Industrial Sanctuary will
have no alternative BUT the use of SE 82" Avenue to get to the regional

center. This trafhie will NOT be able to wse the proposed freeway (such as go to 1-205
and the get off at the Sunnybrook/Sunnyside braided interchange). This projects to over
"’ 10,000 more vehicle trips in the cormidor compared to today's trip counts. This means
failing intersections at both SE §2™ Drive and Sunnybrook Blvd. and SE 82™ Drive and
Sunnyside Road, This solution 15 dumping Damascus traffic and industrial traffic

destined to the regional center on one roadway. This traffic should be intercepted
16 as far east as fﬂ.‘.ﬁ‘.!‘fbf& EAST of 1-203, and directed north to Sunnybrook

Bivd. and 97" Avenue. Further, the state and county should reconstruct the 97%/92th
corridor parallel to the I-205 (from Portland to Clackamas) so that it progresses through
Sunnyside Road and Sunnybrook Blvd. rather than being cut off, due to the Stevens Road
commercial/office development pattern and the Kaiser Hospital campus, The county
needs this north-south corridor to parallel 1-203 from Johnson Creek Blvd. south to the

i Clackamas Highway.

The R/R as a Barrier and the Clackamas Road Disconnect

The crossing of the Railroad around Clackamas Road needs to be restored as an overcross
to directly link the 82™ Drive corridor with the industrial/residential areas east of the r/r.
It would make the most sense to just reconnect Clackamas Road as a two lane local street
from WEST of [-205 to east of the r/r and link it with a north-south collector{around 98"
Avenue) serving the industrial area between Lawnfield Road and the Clackamas
Highway. It should be a direct connection, NOT the circuitous route suggested by the
county planners (advocating a plan provide a local r'r crossing further north of the
Clackamas Road that would only go to 2™ Drive,

It is certainly true that residents WEST of 1-205 might balk at relinking Clackamas Road
(from Webster Road to an industrial north-south street, such as 98" Avenue). The fear
would be industrial bound commuters from the *Westside™ short-cutting through the
neighborhood to avoid the Clackamas Highway Interchange congestion during rush hour,
However, if the total connectivity program is provided there would be less need for
commuters to short-cut through circuitous neighborhood street pattems. 1t is true today
that the neighborhood is experiencing short-cutting due to congestion on the [-205
freeway, especially when accidents occur, tying up the freeway or the Expressway. With
more cannectivity options, the neighborhood would only be one lesser route in the future,
especially il the Clackamas Imerchange does not provide direct access to the
Roots™McKinley/'Clackamas stop sign, as recommended below.

Don't Mix Neighborhood Access Needs with Freeway Ramp Traffic

The other neighborhood street that needs to cross 1-205 without inlerference and mixing
of truck and Clackamas Interchange traffic 1= Roots Road, a neighborhood collector.
Roots Road, coupled with Clackamas Road account for approximately 12,000 cars a day.
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A majority of this traffic is destined for the 82™ Drive businesses and services. Further,
there should be NO FREEWAY signage directing travelers to Webster Road, nor Root
Road. These streets (Clackamas, Roots, Johnson, Webster Roads) are neighborhood
strects and should not be advertised along the interstate, nor the Milwaukie Expressway.
If Clackamas Road and Roots Road were to cross the 1-205 independently of the
Clackamas Interchange, it would alluu the neighborhood to access the shopping,
business and employment along SE 82™ Drive, without mixing with industrial traffic and
Damascus area commuters who are in a hurry, running red lights and forcing mergers.

The Clackamas Interchange should be primarily focused for use of industrial traffic and a
certain percentage of Damascus traffic and its secondary connection to US 26 in Sandy,
Oregon, some 11 miles east. Those wanting to use US 26 to Mt. Hood and beyond
should be using US 26 routes from 1-2035 (Powell), not the Clackamas Highway, as a
shortcut. This is a view shared by many who are looking at the future of Damascus. And
they don’t want a freeway through their town.

Design Clackamas Interchange Ramp Traffic to Go OVER SE 2™ Drive

[Over the fast few vears thix writer has unsuccessfully tried to convinee the county and
state engineers to furnish alternative interchange concepis for this study and therefore
cannol offer any graphic exhibit of the alternative described below. |

As the 1-205 Clackamas Interchange should be primarily for access east of the r'r in the
Industrial Sanctuary and points easterly to Damascus, these ramps should go OVER SE
82™ Drive, not intersect with the drive as it does today. For one thing, traffic does not
have time (crossing the 1-205 on exit ramps) to react 10 the local traflic needs. There is
considerable weaving of traffic to make right and left tums, coupled with the volume of
traffic being handled at ramps and a local street intersection. With the
congestion/volume, the intersection now has FIVE EB lanes {one left turn, one right tum
and three through lanes). This is not a neighborhood business intersection and it is
difficult for visitors 1o negotiate while looking for hlghwa:r' services (gas, food, and
lodging). Instead the ramps should go over the 82" Drive and then have tight mini-
ramps (that would go on the east side of the McDonald"s/'Wells Fargo Bank/7-11
complex and on the back side of the neighborhood center immediately east of the
Clackamas Inn and adult book store). The southerly oriented mini-loop (with a speed
limit of 20 mplYwould go through the center to link into the present mid-block
intersection with the Fred Meyer Shopping Center. This road could also head west
through the Fred Meyer Shopping Center and link to the Roots Road overpass discussed
above. By the way there were be KO RAMP access to roads on the WEST side of 1-205,
such as McKinley. The Comfort Suites lnn would have to rely on neighborhood access
from the new Roots Road overcross or Clackamas Road overcross, This access scheme
would allow for casy on / easy off Freeway services and keep 82™ Drive a local
community street, and not a congested interchange with 7 lanes in each direction, as
proposed. Don’t mix freeway traffic with neighborhood traffic and don™t make it easy for
freeway traffic to exit into neighborhood, as it does today.
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[This mini-loop concept has been raised before by this writer, to no avail, with
caunty and ODOT planmers. The other reason this should be considered is the
evenmul extension of the Light Rail Corrider to Ovegon City from the Clackamas
Tewn Center and a likely Transit-Ovriented District at the Clackamas [-205
fnterchange—both for commuters and emplovers. Iff a quarter mile radius
walkable TOD neighborfood were ereated at a LRT station in this locarion, i
could support an intense mixed use and redevelapment of over 6I8 dwellings at
10 wnies per acre (on top of the present-day low density strip commercial and
single stovy shopping centers). The area is ofd enough o support a
redevelopment stimulus—see land use diseussion below concerning the region s
growth predictions and urban form options],

Mﬁt{gg& a community busin EI ?_.ugj residential corridor, not a local freeway

The county and SDEIS note that 82 Drive should be widened to five lanes and suppori
; l double the traffic it does today. Further, there would be no local business access north of
1 Clackamas Highway to literally Clackamas Road cutting off the services for travelers and
the neighborhood. Following is a vignette of the type of businesses north of the
Clackamas Highway for about 1/3™ mile:

Chevron Service Staion and Convenience Sione
Denney's Restaurant

Homipton lnn

Post Office

Medical Offices

Car Reneal Office

Insurance offices

Accounting offices

Contracior offices

Barbershop od beauly salon

Clackzmas Market and in-lne shops

Fast food and coffee shacks

Warious heavier commiercial wses (landscape businesses, optic manufnciuring)
Community mesting holl, Clackamas Elementary School
Churches

East Side of 82™ Drive

7-11

MeDonalds Restaurant

Mujor Bank Branch

Offices

DECQ) Air Qunlity Testing Facility
Wholezale/Hetail Store (Smart and Final)
Aduah Dress Shop

Light Indusimin] Spec Complex
Firewood Lo

Coffes Can

Tavern

Contractors Equipment Rental Yord
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Areas south of the Clackamas Highway between the 1-205 and the r/r also contain a
diverse land use, primarily focused toward highway services and community business
needs. Following is a deseription of the corridor for about 1/3™ mile:

West Side of 82™ Drive 1o Stmwberry Lane
Linion 76 Service Station

Cell Tower

Elmers Pancake House (Breakfast, Lunch and Dinmer)
L% Bank Branch

Fred Mever Shopping Center (mid-size)
Old mobile home park

Mixed remil, mmvern

Lisdoor Soceer

Multi-family housimg

O single family subdivision

Enst Side of 82" Drive to Evelvn

Clockamas Inn

Audult Book store

Neighborhood Shopping Center that inchuides a Toco Bell, Pizea Store, numerous in-line stores,
Wendy's Restaurani

Oregon S1ate Social Services Office, Service Center

Apariments

Auto Body Shop complex
Tavern

24 Hear Veterinarian Clinic
Two Story Offices
Engimeering Offices

Further, this street widening is noted to be constructed by OTHERs, 1t is confusing just
when access to individual lots would be eliminated and road improvements completed.,
There is no indication that road widening would take into consideration local shopping
access needs, pedestrians, aesthetics (such as street trees, raised landscaped medians,
focal planting areas, neighborhood signage, ete.) The plans do not call for any mid-block
signals to provide more convenient left turn movement needs from side streets. Clearly,
there should be a signal at Clackamas Road, and either Jannsen or Tolbert Roads. Many
of the side streets are in very poor conditions or lack needed urban amenities {curbs,
sidewalks, street trees, HC access). In some areas the roadway has given over 1o gravel,
bottomless potholes and indiscriminate parking patterns. The grid street system
established over the years is somewhat broken and some new sireets should be planned o
provide better linkage and less reliance on just 82 Drive,

Access should not be closed 1o local side streets, such Adams/Alansa Street or Hood
Street, but rather should be modified into a mid-block signalized intersection to permit

access to the noted mini-interchange concept. Further, 82™ Drive is a community
commercial/service corridor and needs more of a grid sireet system, to provide business,
residential and walk-in school access rather than speeding up traffic and volumes on the
corridor. Creating a five lane corridor and doubling the mraffic loads with outside traffic
severely impacts the local business trade and commerce and services for both travelers
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and residents on a three lane street that presently handles traffic fairdy well, With a few
more signals and much less freeway ramp traffic (that wants nothing to do with the §2*
Drive corridor), 82™ Drive would return to the local business artery that the
neighborhoods live by.

No strategic land use concept has been developed for this 82™ Drive corridor from the
Regional Center south to the Gladstone interchange. There has been little planning about
the relationships we expect between these interchanges and along this coridor, the
surrounding neighborhoods and industrial areas with the regional center—which is
currently knitted together by a r'r corridor, wetlands and open space. The whole effort
lacks a “there there,”™ The zoning established in the 1970 has been a reaction to
accommodating existing land uses, but little planning beyvond today. Until we can figure
out what we want (o sec in the future, it is inappropriate to allow a freeway to dictate
planning norms based upon national standards. The neighborhood doesn™t want another
six mile long McLoughlin Corridor and strip commercial “nothingness.” The present
sense of community (perhaps as ragged and disjointed as some may feel it is) would be
totally destroyed by the interchanges and five to seven arterial idea (with very little grid
block development to provide more pedestrian scale and connectivity and cireulation
alternatives beside a north-south arterial with restricted access).

A mega interchange at the Milwaukie Expressway and 1-205 is not needed to accomplish
this level of local connectivity. Further, these freeway concepts are indiscriminately
driving land use planning before the county and Meiro have established any strategic
planning goals in the subarea between the Sunnybrook/Sunnyside Interchange and the
Gladstone Interchange along the 1-205 comridor. A neighborhood/community level
shopping corridor is proposed to be turned into a five to seven lane strip commercial
corridor to accommodate 45 mph speeds to move traffic which should not be dumped on
it from the industrial area or Damascus (traffic that wanis to get to and from the regional
center area from the industrial areas and Damascus).

The Future for the Milwauokie Expressway Comidor from Downtown Milwaukie to 1-205
It appears from the SDEIS studies that the “Expressway™ will continue 10 be an after

thought—as if it never mattered as we jump out to the Urban Growth Boundary frontier
and build new cities (Happy Valley, Damascus). We have yet to figure out our plans and
needs for our inner cities, but are intent upon creating new urban communities. This is
not planning and certainly not what the Metro Region 2040 Concept was about. It seems
that the long range planning is stopping and the focus is now on spending limited
regional resources on building roadways all around the region to accommodate suburban
sprawl. And the Portland Metro area is supposed to be the national example of good
planning! Local and county agencies vie for state and federal funds to build their pet
project, a bridge crossing a river, widening a freeway to the Oregon Coast or building a
freeway to ML Hood. But we can’t fix the nagging wban sireet problems we already
have.
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The Milwaukie Expressway (SR 224—referred to here as the “Expressway™) was opened
in the mid 1970 as part the construction of 1-205—opening the backwater of the county
for potential growth and profit for speculators, including regional mall developer types.
The sucking sound of “progress” [loss of commerce and business in the existing business
areas] could be heard in Downtown Milwaukie (a sleepy inner-city bedroom community
to Portland) and the Oak Grove/Oak Lodge area. These communities grew gradually
from the 1850's focused on the “interurban” at the turn of the 20" Century and then
“superhighway of the 30°s" (McLoughlin Blvd.). Then came the post-war national
defense transportation system (aka “freeways™). First 1-5 and then the Banfield. But that
wasn't” enough. We had to have interstate freeways that could bypass the congestion of
big cities throughout the country, and attract suburban sprawl.

The speculators in our area realized their profit dreams by building light
industrial/business parks, sprawling subdivisions and regional centers. These ideas
spawned a continuous capital improvement growth program leveraged on future
generations through long term debt, both public and private. The “Expressway”™ was the
perfect solution to gets us into new areas east of Milwaukie and Oak Grove, New money
came into the area from outside the state to build the shopping centers, regional centers
and some of the industrial complexes. The “Expressway” was also designed to meet a
second demand, access to properties that were of limited valoe without roads (and the
fact that many had poor drainage being in historic wetlands and marshes), but many did
have proximity to the interstate rail (and some with rail access). These lands had a high
water table and standing water in the winter and were used for seasonal farming
{Minthom Springs, Lake Road was named for a reason, and at one time in the mid-1800"s
the area known as “Clackamas™ was named Marshfield!). The value of these lands could
be improved by drainage, landfills and putting parking lots and loading areas in
floodplains—a perfect recipe for low value industry (such as distnbution and some pretty
nasty industrial works, turmed “brownfields™). So the stat—with the city of Milwaukie's
blessing—constructed a four lane, 30mph (driven 65mph) divided highway with
TWELVE traffic signals for local access along a 3 mile comridor—a perfect solution for
speculation and development (until today when it is now deemed inadequate). These
intersections along the “Expressway™ now get tie-ups in the am and pm:

Signatized Intersections slong the Milwaukic Expressway (SR 214)
Harrison

Monree

Oak

Internationn] Way 37" Avenue

Frecman Way

[Lake Rond Interchange, no signnls)

Kusk Road

Websier/Lake Road

Pheasant Coun

Johnson/ Lake Road

£2™ Avenue, West leg (SB sccess 1o 1-205 ramp)

§2* Avenue, East leg (nccess from both NE and S8 1-205)
Lawmfichd and nccess to NB 1-203



Comment: I-125 cont.

Lunrise Comidor SDEIS Comments November 28 2008 by Rasscll

Prepared by Pat Russel]
Last prinded 12032008 1:26:00 PM
Page 13 of 20

The sole traffic circulation “connectivity™ in this area relies most heavily on the
“Expressway” as sori of a strip commercial corridor (vou can tell from the signs on
buildings oriented to the expressway). The state has come to realize that not only on this
corridor, but others around state, that it cannot please both development access and
throughways to other transportation corridors. It has begun to oppose changes zoning
and plan designations along these comridors that inerease traffic demand over the short
term planming horizon (projected build out) that the agency believed it could
accommaodane,

Doesn’t it make sense that an “Expressway”™ should be a means to get expeditiously from
Point A (US 99E) to Point B (the Clackamas Highway)? Well, the political process
seldom allows transporiation planning to have pure concepts. So the Milwaukie
Expressway has tned to compromise itself by being a stip commercial corridor and
expressway at the same time. And now its not working, Further, the City of Milwaukie
“downtown” is now the Milwaukie Marketplace (Albertson’s, et al). So now the
“Expressway”™ is serving as a downtown corridor—sort of a need to be a “there there™
street. That’s not working either. Pedestrians are lost in the see of speeding vehicles and
trucks. In some cases, pedestrians have no ability to walk a 1/4™ mile to the park, store,
business, school, etc, because the “Expressway™ has become a pedestrian barrier. For the
area al Harrison, Monroe and Qak, the interstate railroad comes within a block of the
Expressway, creating train stop tie-ups with the Expressway. It's just a mess, and the city
doesn’t know what to do with it. and the state doesn’t have the money (and probably less
interest)—pushing the problem onto to a local community to solve an regional or state
challenge (how to improve freight and high speed mil in an urban community). And we
are talking about high speed rail corridor in this area from Eugene to Seaitle or maybe
bevond from Vancouver, BC to San Diego, CA....mavbe Tijuana, Mexico.

And yet with the Expressway function problems, our county and state transportation
planners have the gull to sav we need a NEW Freeway out past Damascus—a new
priority. What about addressing the inner community transportation problem FIRST!

But the county and state planners say the new freeway will barely impact the
“Expressway” Corridor. They also are slow to admit that they are creating a sprawl
vehicle and that our Portland-centric job market will to need the “Expressway™ to provide
commuter access to downtown Portland and points west (like Silicone Forest), just like
our Tri-Met transit system. MNever mind about job creation within our existing suburban
locations, with a transit system (bus) that provides neighborhood to neighborhood service
{rather than the Portland downtown ceéntric system).

Before we move on 1o a new multi-hillion dollar freeway to Damascus, we should look at
what we've created between downtown Milwaukie (US 99E) and the Clackamas
Highway and 82™ Drive.

One alternative to the Expressway cormdor problems is to make if a real expressway and
eliminate ALL the surface street intersections (somewhat like the ODOT effort along the
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MecLoughlin Blvd. north of downtown Milwaukie to the Ross Island Bridge [US 26]).
This 99E cormdor still has some surface street intersections thal are causing congestion
during peak commute hours, such as Holgate, 17® Avenue, Harold, and M'llg.'lﬂrl and
Ochoco. However, if these were fixed, the McLoughlin cormndor would serve commuter
needs reasonably well for the next few decades. Most of the commercial and office
orientation along the 99E cormdor in this stretch of road has pretty much gone away,
except for the Milwaukie industnial area, which just needs better access with mini-
ramping (like Tacoma or Bybee crossings).

The same theory could be applied to the “Expressway”, by eliminating the signalized
intersections—if they are that important, then put the streets under or over the
expressway, Of course, one of the problems is that if this overpass/underpass
construction oceurs, there will have to be some sort of connector street to replace the
function of the Expressway (besides its purpose of getting vehicles quickly from A to B),
an expressway that has served the local connectivity function over the last thirty years,
promoting strip commercial and business park development. A new frontage road 1s one
concept. Another concept is making the exisling east-west local streets serve as the
frontage roads—such as International Way and Lake Road.

{6 Another alternative is to just turn the Expressway into a SIX LANE stnip cormdor—slow
the traffic down—similar to the TV Highway in Beaverton/AlohaHillsbore. This would

be the chezpest solution, but the state would have to give up its access restrictions against
adjoining private land holdings. So the alternative would likely be to try to eliminate as
many surface street intersections as possible and build modified interchanges or simple
underpasses/overpasses (some properties losing convenient access to the Expressway). It
would be highly expensive and impractical to replace every signalized intersection with a
modified (diamond like) tight “interchange™. Of course back in the 20" century, there are
many examples in Portland of such “practical” interchanges. For example, study the
Milwaukie Avenue crossing over the McLoughlin Blvd. Access to this crossing from
MecLoughlin uses a combination of local streets and a low speed ramp. Another example
might be the Bybee crossing or the more almost mega crossing of Tacoma Street, both of
which has to negotiate an aerial crossing of the railroad, while dealing with the Johnson
Creek floodplain. These sorts of crossings provide reasonable access to the 99E semi-
expressway, without creating freeways. These crossings are also two lanes wide (except
Tacoma has an awkward traffic signal on top of the bridge) and provide pedestrian and
bicvele connectivity.

Just last year, during a Comprehensive Plan/rezoning hearing on a parcel at an
intersection of a local road with the Expressway, the Chair of the Board of County
Commissioners, acknowledged that there has been no strategic planning for the coridor
and its future. However, the Board did not direct staff to put that need on a future work
program (such as an update of the county’s TSP and CIP—Transportation System Plan
and Capital Improvement Plan}. In the City of Milwaukie’s TSP update last summer, it
did recognize the problem and has included the need for study in its adopted TSP, which
was also recognized by Metro in its update of its “financially constrained RTP (Regional
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Transportation Plan). Such a study and transportation solution is a more consistent focus
toward regional inward growth strategies than building a freeway on the edges of the
region’s Urban Growth Boundary.

Lake Road at Johnson Road Closure

As part of the Sunrise Corridor interchange plan with 1-205, 82™ Avenue (SR 213) and
the Milwaukie Expressway, the planners are recommending the closure of Lake Road at
its intersection with Johnson Road. This closure will create a dead-ended collector street
serving a multitude of offices and apartments on the south side of the Expressway, along
with the North Clackamas School District (~18,000 student population) bus
transportation facility, whose only access would be from Webster Road, About 3,000
cars per day or more would have to find a different way in and out of the area. The
neighborhood 15 already complaiming to the School Board that the bus barn is
overrunning the neighborhood, both on Rusk Road and Webster and Johnson Roads. The
complaint is that drivers can’t get to and from their home and work places in the
neighborhood to the Expressway at these three intersections without dealing with
congestion, further exacerbated by the bus transportation system rushing in and out of the
center all day long to transport students throughout the entire district {the district serves
Milwaukie, Oak Grove, the regional center, Happy Valley, Clackamas and parts of
Damascus).

These same intersections must deal with the slower-moving, large truck-trailer rigs going
to and from distribution centers along Lake Road (and the Pheasant Court), trying 1o
make left and right turns, taking up very limited signal phasing time. Currently at
Webster and Rusk Road there is no protected left tum movements provided for the local
streel access, so those wishing 1o make left turns must wait for the through traffic—often
stranding vehicles in the intersection.

The unilateral closure of Lake Road at Johnson would force a 7,000 resident
neighborhood to rely solely on the Webster Road aceess to the Expressway—or force
more people to try and jump on the 1-205 to “go around™ the congestion. This puts an
undue burden on a local collector, not designed, nor intended 1o service the entire area.
Further, Webster Road intersection with the Expressway is the primary link into
industrial distribution centers, and the primary link to Linwood Avenue which is the only
wrth-south link between Gladstone and the northeast area of Milwaukie leading into
Portland (north of the Johnson Creek Blvd.). This Webster/Lake/Expressway intersection
is also at the fromt door of a middle school campus which used to be Clackamas High
School, but now serves as a middle school {Alder Creek Middle Schoal). This
intersection is not safe for parents and pickups/dropoffs and students walking to school.
The school district enforces a school policy requiring students to walk to middle school
who live less than a mile away. For more discussion about this lack of north-south
conneclivity, see the 2-year study on the Harmony Road Corridor Study from 2005-
2008).
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The county, ODOT, Metro, Tri-Met and the City of Milwaukie need to plan this
Expressway corridor for land use and transportation PRIOR to opening up a new freeway
to Damascus. One fairly easy solution is to eliminate the Johnson/Lake, Webster/Lake,
Pheasant Court, Rusk Road surface street intersections with the Expressway and
construet either undercrosses or overcrosses and create a new frontage road on the
NORTH side of the Expressway between Webster Road and Johnson Road (in front of
the present-day Lowes Home Center complex). The county planners have suggested that
Deer Creck Road (north of K-Mart) should be constructed to connect 82" Avenue with
the Expressway/Johnson Road intersection. Simply close off the Johnson Road
intersection and run Johnson/Lake OVER the Expressway (lower the expressway riw
about 4 feet) to link with Deer Creek Lane and then run a frontage road on the north side
of the Lowered Expressway to Webster Road (Webster/Lake would also go over the
Lowered Expressway). The Expressway could also go OVER Rusk Road by slightly
lowering Rusk Road a few feet and the expressway would begin a below grade transition
ahout 900 feet west of Webster Road. Lake Road, as it exists today, West of Webster,
would serve as the frontage road over to Lake Road/International Way. Milwaukie could
also choose to close off Freeman and allow Intemational Way to serve a frontage road
purpose, along with the present Lake Road interchange and corridor 1o the west toward
Oatfield Road and the “Kelloge Lake™ area.

The Lesser Interchange (Expressway with [-205)

Then the county and state would have to figure out how it wanted 82™ Drive and 1-205 to
interact with the Expressway—maybe leaving the present-day signals? Or some other
modified design, keeping in mind the need to construct a r/r crossing at Lawnfield and
maybe creating a more straight-forward SB Exit for 1-2035 to more directly link 1o the
Expressway.

One way to look at the interchange of 1-205 and the Expressway is to think in more
simple terms. Create a diamond interchange—ramps leading directly to a six lane
Expressway that becomes o surface sireel intersection at the ramps (the Expressway
continues to go over the [-205 as it does today). 82" Drive would head westerly from
about Herbert Court, as a three lane local commercial street, and go over the [-203, but
under the Expressway as it does today. The present “flyover” from NB 1-205 1o g2
would be eliminated {the NB Ramp from the Clackamas Highway to NB [-205 would
only merge into the 1-205). Then the only guestion remains how £2™ Avenue should
connect with the expressway (westerly of 1-205°s diamond interchange with the
Expressway). This could be dene with two signals on £2™ Avenue (north and south of
the Expressway and creaie simple, tight, cloverleal ramps, merging into the six lane
Expressway, remaining westerly of the diamond interchange of the Expressway with -
2005, With the elimination of the Johnson Road intersection with the Expressway, there
would be plenty of room for merge lanes and exit lanes. The likely county and ODOT
objections to this mini-loop is that its unsafe—high speed eastbound expressway traffic
having to slow to a near stop to accommodate exiting and merging lanes from 82" Drive,
So what's the difference if they have 1o slow down for the diamond interchange a few
hundred feet to the east? The goal here is to reduce the vehicle trips to and from the
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regional center on 2™ and direct them to the 97" Avenue corridor EAST side of 1-205
further north (using Sunnybrook or Sunnyside and eliminating the north = south blockage
created by the Kaiser Hospital and the Stevens Road commercial‘office center—in other
words, make it work like the 82™ / Sunnyside intersection—a great urban renewal

project ).

The expressway EAST of 1-205 becomes a 4 to 6 lane surface street and intersects with a
north-south 97" Avenue corridor that links to Sunnybrook to the north and the Clackamas
Highway to the south. This intersection could be partially grade-separated to create a
tight diamend interchange but the “Expressway™ at this location is a 45 mph arterial (as it
would be heading further east as four lanes or less to the 122 to 130" Avenue merger
with the Clackamas Highway). If money is tight right now, then this could become a
surface street, signalized intersection, If the intersection is grade-separated, some design
preference could be given to traffie going to and from the regional center to/from the
Damascus area. The interchange would be dm;_.,nnd for industrial truck use, as well, but
nmldmg high specd ramps. In the long run 97" Avenue would be somewhat the
equivalent of 82™ Avenue and take about 50% of the pressure on the §2™ Strip
Commercial comidor in the regional center. This is also predicated upon the construction
of a modest 2-lane Causey overpass over the [-205 between 97" Avenue and 82™ Avenue
{part of vet-to-be-planned grid system in the regional center area from Johnson Creek
Blvd. south to the Expressway and westerly to bevond Fuller Road. Note that Harmony
Road is taking on much of the cast-west traffic burden for lack of other local east-west
streets north of Hanmony Road, other than King Road. Road connectivity and street grid
planning is another responsibility the county refuses to prioritize in its planning and
transportation program.

The KEY ISSUE about the [-205 interchange with the Expressway is to reduee the
“footprint™ and simplify the 1-205 ramps as a diamond interchange and the Expressway
becomes a surface strect with the ramps intersecting at right angles. 80 mph flying ramps
would not be permitted. The Expressway would continue east over the v/r. 1t would be
very helpful to create the frontage road coneept for the Expressway to eliminate the
Johnson/Lake si n.F“alimj intersection. Two or three bridge structures would be needed
between the 82 Avenue and the Lake Road/International Way interchange (eliminate
surface street intersection for Johnson, Webster and maybe Rusk—Rusk could also be
dead-ended—also Pheasant Court goes away with the frontage road providing its aceess).

One other minor note:

The north - south local industrial street linking the Expressway (east of 1-205) and
Clackamas Highway (with 97" going nurth}l would be either 98" Avenue or 102™
Avenue. The drawback of 98" Avenue is that it is at the bottom of the hill on the
Clackamas Highway going over the v/t tracks and would be a busy intersection. 102™
Avenue would require a reverse curve where it intersects with the Camp Withycombe
campus and would be a little circuitous. However, 102™ intersects with Evelyn which
provides key circulation to the south. One other option is to signalize 98™ Avenue with
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the highway (and extend Evelyn north to intersect with it), as well as utilizing 102~
Avenue and its present line up with Evelyn. The problem in this area is an enclave of
older single family homes which may not go away for sometime soon. However,
splitting the north-south industrial traffic to use either 98" or 102™ does take some
pressure ofT the highway intersection at 102" and Evelyn and provides a safer left tum
option on the highway (which is not present today at 98" Avenue). In theory, though,
with a new “expressway” link to [-205/Milwaukie Expressway on the northerly side of
Camp Withycombe, about 20% or more of the highway traffic should be drawn to the
north. Further, if a more direct arterial link for Jennifer at 130" was constructed (rather
than maintaining a right angle intersection) (and | 30" at its intersection with the
highway--maybe some grade separation) —and that Jennifer was well constructed for
trucks and synchronized signalization of some cross streets and private entries westerly to
Evelyn with a 40 mph design speed—more traffic would use Jennifer,

Then, of course, everyone asks about what we are going to do with the Carver Junction.
My suggestion is to leave it alone until the City of Damascus can find its “there there”
and adopt a long range plan for its destiny. In the meantime, the road to Damascus could
be straightened a bit going up the hill {(widening it slightly to a three lane width to
provide for the suicide lane), and also create more signals at 162™ () and 172" and then
mavbe a few more on into the town {Damascus)...all somewhat temporary.

C. Land Use

A View Toward the Next 4 or 5 Decades

In order to determine whether the Sunrise Comidor benefits our future plans or becomes
an obstacle, one must first consider what is being discussed for the coming fifty years.
This discussion has now been under way at Metro and within the county for about a year
or 5o under the heading of Urban/Rural Reserves. The Metro planners project that over
the next few decades we could expect another one million residents in the Portland
region. How many dwellings that translates into really depends largely on the plans and
attitudes of our counties and cities and the politics of the what happens in our arcas
outside the Urban Service Area. Assuming the Metro projections are a possible reality,
our county is supposed to absorb about 360,000 residents. So the next question 15 where
to put them and what would be the resulting land use pattern? If Metro’s overarching
goal of growing inward is seriously applied, following is some analysis of what it means
for the regional center area, Milwaukie, Oak Grove/Clackamas area, etc.

One example of “Where to put 360,000 peaple in Clackamas County ™ over the
next few decades:

The eble below includes a calenlotion of the 2005 estimated populntion for secgrmaphic area (cities
aned unincorporated county urban area) and potential urban infill “guestimates™ by this author
imumber of added persons and calculation of dwelling units necded). The purpose of this exercise
1o encourage discussion of actunl numbers asd physical imphications is an integral pant of the
Urban = Burnl Reserves discussion over the next 18 monihs among the counties and Mermo,
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These estimates do nod include city annexation of existing urban unincorporated couwsly areas.

[N ifpes Willan i
Lake Oswego

3005 = 36,000 2030 = + 5,000 (2,500 du's)
West Linn

205 = 25 000 20030 = +3 000 (2,500 du’s)
Wilsonville

2005 = 16,000 2030 = +5,000 (2,500 du’s)
Tualatin (portion in Clackamas County)

2005 = 3,000 2030 =+ 1,044 (500 du's)
Sabtotal of growih west of the Willamette River

030 = + 16 D
ORI i Ve

Milwaukie

20035 = 21,000 2030 = +35,000 {2500 du’s)
Johnson City

20005 = 1,000 2030 = + | (0 [absorption, exising units)
Giladsione

2008 = 12,000 2030 = +5,000 (2,500du"s)
Happy Valley

2005 = &, 0010 2030 = + 10,0000 (5,000 du’s)

Oak Grove'Ouk Lodgelennings Lodge Aren (unincorporated arcn from Milwaukie 1o Clackamas
River)

Z0HIS = 35,000 2030 = + 10,004 (5,000 du’s)
Clackamas area (unincorporated)
20HIS = 5,000 2030 = +5,000 {2,500 du’s)
Suimiyside area {unincorporated area easterly of SE 07" Avenue, east of Kaiser codnples )
2005 = 7,000 2030 = «3,000 (1,500 du’s)
Oregon City
20035 = 30,000 2030 = + 10,000 {3,300 dus)

Damazcus {cannot allol more than current plans thst lave already been coumled 10 meet a prior
UGE expansion need to be size of Beaverton—=&0,000 to 500001

2008 = 10,000 2030=90
Subtoral of growih east of the Willamette River, EXCEPT the Reglonal Center
2030 = 44,000

Tatal of growil in nrban arcas of county (EXCEPT the Regional Center)
20030 = &5,000

Balance of Population needing placement is 360,000 = 65,000 = 295,000

Clackamas Regional Center (abouat 6 square miles)
2005 = 1,000 2030 = 1o0,000*

*Note: groweh aiswoprion @5 thar 6 square mifes (s abour 4,000 aeres. Asvanring wrban infill
deasitiex overall at abows 20 dwelling units per weve, there would be o resulting 80,000 dwelling
wiits farea becomes an irern cirel, Assaming roughly 2 persens per dwelling on average, the
resulting 2030 popidation would be 160,000, The reswliing weban ervironmnent would fnelide
sewiive ik and Righ rises and gi extevisive lov-rise (4 1o 5 story) avived wse pedestrian village
settiing and restriction on awlo wses. Surfece pevking lors, along with single-story steipe o big
by centers would evelve inte mack higher mived use. The Clackamas Town Cemter and
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Clackamuy Prowmenade would Wely becowe wore of o bigh rive cite comter, anchaved by the light
reedl TOD, eviensive local bk and jitney service, and maybe velicle tolls fo enter the city cemer,
[ THT un.fr.l;r n.l'frq'r |.rr|':|'|lr.| CaEile .u.r:.'.l'l iy J'.u.rrnl'r.lr:l rr.l'h.i;u'd:.l'in_g lrﬂnrl:l._ﬁn'ﬂfnnhﬂmﬂ Idu.rh'f Fit .’i'ﬁl'
Yok Cirv.

Discussfon about grewth proposals

IF owr citizen planmers m Clackamas counly agree that we should suppon another 360,000 over the
next decade or 50, then where do we pirt them?

Sublracting regional center prowth, proposed by this awlor, there would still be a need to locate
about 135,000 people i an urban setting. If we assume an aggressive campaign e prosest our
rural areas of the couniy and promote urban densities that result in compact urban seifings (40
people per aere or about 20 dwellings per acre, higher density ansched housing), fien we would
il need wnother 3,000 aeres (the size of oiir present reglonal conterh.

However, this sunhor kins heard and read o bot abour ciiteens o elected officials in our existing
unincompormied wrbnn commundties (and cities) who are resisting urbon densafication i therr bow-
density city ceniers and existing neighborhoods. The concept of becating residential uses {mixed
use) i existing commiercial and mdustran] arens also meets with renctions from people bike the
idea belongs on another planel. There is little interest o have employment nnd services within
walking or biking distance of & sigm ficant portion of the reswdents of a community. Yet, every
community in Clackamas County is being severely pressed to meet a full mnge of service neods a
o affordable price te the majonty of the residents and businesses.

50 the buming 1ssue rensins, do we push to redevelop our neighborboods and
conunercial indusirial areas (mixed use) or go beyond the present urban growth boandnry into our
ruril enclaves?

OHR. a5 being talked abow, should we be pushing tha growth demand 1o “satellite” cities bevond
oanr wrban frimpes, such as Sandy, Estocads and Bonng, Mololla and Muliss, Cenby, Woodbum,
Mewbere and MoMumwille. Cninlying growth impacts would Bkely inchede imnsportation tinpacts
{eommuters and tnucking/commernce],

Metro's Region 2040 Map, 1995, Clackamas Regional Center
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Notes about map (see next page)

1. The Kellogg Creck, Mt Sootl Creek habatat comdor 15 missing mnjor gaps, leading Metro io

ned clossify the aren as a comidormatuml festure of regional significance. However, Metro is
looking at the corridor as pan of their reevaluation of Regiomal Tl Corridors. But right
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1w, there is ne commatment o “Hnk™ Morh Clackamas Park, Three Creeks Mature Area and
Mi. Talbert together. Also, nole some recognition of wetlands around ihe 1-205 8dilwaukie
Expressway indérchange sren.

[

Mote the diminished scope of the Clackamas Regronal Cemter and that it does not extend very
far north, as it should probably go ns far north as Johnson Creek Blvd. In fact, whven Metro
and coumty siafT discuss “density™ a3 persons per acre, they are referring to not only residents
wivo live in the regional center mrea, but also the cmployees who work in tle area. 5o the goal
of m high density reghonal center 15 very limited, when based upon sctund ressdents, Ths
autlsor is advecating planing for phout 160,000 residents at o nininnm, resuling in about
80,000 dwelling umts, [ ihese restdences were spread across the entire regionn] center area
(4.8 acres, roughly), the aren would have a physical nppearance of tvpical three story
buildings with surface parking resuliing in about 20% of the land area for parking, 50% fos
buildings and 30 for open spaces, entry and privale courts, walks snd boandary lindscape
trestment. Adding conymercial and emplovment uses to the mix (and some high qualiny
technology industry), in a mixed use formeat (housing over commercial'affice), structures
woukl range from single gory o mid rise towers (maybe a few high rises o 20 stories or soj,

3. Notice the Light Radl Transi-Origmed Distrsct [TOD] and Swnion concept m Johnson Creek
Blvd and [-203%, This merges with the Regional Center. I is logical to assume that the ligh
il line could extend southward 1o Cregon City, via [-205 corrider and that addimonal TODs
wonld be created, especially a1 the Clacknmas Highway mterchange with 1-205,

4, Motbce that there is no recognition of Sunnyvbrook Blvd. as an arterial at the e,

%, Mote that Linnwood AvenueWebster Avenuoe is being slown as a sipnificant norih south
transportation link between Portland and Gladstone (probably for bus use). Note that there is
no north-south parallel cormidor on the east side of 1-205, such as the 92™.97% Avenue
Cofridor. Also note that there is no east-west corridors north of the Milwaukie Expressway-
Sunmvyside Road alignmeni. Perhaps in view of possibly creating a stronger regiomal center,
thought should be given 1o re-examine the King Rosd corridor from Dewmown Milwaukie 1o
Dowaown Happy Yalley.

6, Reflection: as one looks at the map farther cast and south beyvond Happy Valley and
Damascus and Oregon City, one must beg: “Do we really need more land for urhan
encroachment?” Isnt there enough room within the 20440 map to sccommodaie another

360,000 people in Clackamas County?

Returning 1o the Sunrise Corridor SDEIS discussion, is there really any potential that the

. Regional Center would actually be planned to support 160,000 residents? Right now,
- what public infrastructure and desired service levels, it is difficult for the county and

cities think in these sorts of population terms. However, with a reduced expenditure of a
billion dollars and a drastically scaled-down “freeway™ (becoming a modest extension of
the Milwaukie Expressway easterly of 1-205 as an arterial rather than a freeway), funding
could be directed toward “inward growth™ that is not focused in that direction today. For
this reason, alone, the Sunnse Comidor is dead on arrival. The freeway does not
adeguately support the concept of inward growth and focus on a “centers concept™ in the
Region 2040 plan,

There is no Strategic Plan for the Area; Need for Densification TOD
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Regardless of the direction of the Region 2040 Growth Concept being promoted by
Metro, Clackamas County does not have any mid-range subarea plan to address the
regional center area, the industrial areas (both sides of 1-205), and the how and whether 1o
sustain and protect the existing residential areas, The current county Comprehensive
Plan has many nice statements of goals and policy, but very little on specifics when
dealing with the future built environment (and Chapter 10 is woefully inadequate to
address a well-thought out regional center of 80,000 to 160,000 residents and needed
services. )

Society tends to permit gradual change and reacts negatively to major change. A freeway
corridor is a major change and worries residents and business. Therefore, it makes the
most sense to look at fixing existing road network problems (arterials, local connectivity,
r'r crossings, better industrial access) first and freeways last {if ever).

Based upon this assumption, the industrial areas will tend to become more valuable and
produce more value products in the future. There will be fewer distribution uses and
dedication of land to outside storage (low value industry). The industrial areas should
therefore be protected from incompatible land use encroachment, and access to rail
should be promoted. Freeways and mega-interchanges tend to wipe out large areas of
real estate and create barriers (o commerce. The freeway proposed is not going to
provide better industrial access from 1-205. Rather, it will promote the growth of
Damascus and exurban areas of the county. Better access at the interchanges by
redesigning ramps and providing local street connectivity will support the industrial area
more appropriately. Damaseus is not ready for growth, If an arterial is constructed as an
extension along the proposed freeway corridor, this corridor could serve some future
improvement once Damascus planning is figured out.

The existing community commercial and business corridor along SE 82™ Drive should be
preserved and encouraged to densify, Creating mega interchanges and widening the
street to five lanes, including wideming signalized intersections will ruin the existing
businesses within one half mile north and south of the Clackamas Highway. Instead of
mega interchanges and mixing freeway ramp traffic with local residential and business
access needs, building an overpass over 82 Drive with a mini-ramp system will protect
existing businesses and create a more pedestrian commercial corridor that could become
more valuable and densified with mixed use housing and support more traffic signals to
help allow left tum movements (presently difficult to negotiate along the drive due to
freeway traffic congestion at intersections that should be signalized). Roots Road and
Clackamas Roads should be constructed as two lane neighborhood streets over 1-205 to
service the residential neighborhood access o the commercial corridor without mixing
with ramp traffic. Further, ramp traffic will get to the indusirial area (or on its way 1o
Damascus) with less traffic congestion.

Such recommended changes 1o traffic pattems and improvements will allow for the
extension of light rail along the 1-205 corridor south of the regional center to Oregon
City. The 82™ Drive corridor would be ideal to support light rail, with the Clackamas
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Highway corridor serving as a logical location (at 82™ Drive) for a Transit Oriented
District. Another TOD would likely be at the K-Mart site and a third at the intersection
of Sunnyside Road and 82" Avenue. One of these TODs may also become a stop on a
high speed rail corridor—and perhaps one in Oregon City, one in Milwaukie. By
creating a dense urban center, the Clackamas Regional Center area would be the logical
location to provide a principal high speed rail stop, serving the greatest number of
citizens in the north urban of the county.

R'W Acquisition and Mega Interchanges
Adversely affect existing business and should be avoided. A scaled down version of
17 extending the Milwaukie Expressway eastward will allow more industrial and
l)* commercial integrity.

Resional Center

As noted above, the Sunrise Comidor concept will adversely affect access to and from the
regional center arca by restricting connectivity routes (lack of access from Clackamas
Highway to Sunnybrook Blvd, and Sunnyside Road via a 97 Avenue cormidor). Further
all the traffic from the Damascus area that will be using the “freeway™ will be dumped on
SE 82™ Avenue just north of the Expressway, further congesting a currently failing
intersection as 82™ Drive and Sun nyside Road. This regional entry point into the
regional center pressures the southwest area of the regional center, creating an
unbalanced commerce potential and requites unnecessary mileage to access areas closer
to 1-205 and the 97"/92™ corridor on the east side of 1-205. The regional center needs
more business, employment centers and residential housing to become viable. [t does not
need a freeway to the cast of 1-205. Its viability as a commercial attraction diminishes
the further the distance from the center.

Protecting Existing Neighborhoods

Transportation plans must assure that their eventual implementation will not adversely
affiect our existing neighborhoods, but instead protect them, sustain them and enhance
their livability. Freeways are no exception. The SDIES fails to address this issue
adequately. Typically freeways tend to attract speculation and puts development pressure
on the status quo of existing areas, even strong, sustainable neighborhoods, There are
classical cases where freeways have been stopped in their tracks because of their impact
on established communities (Santa Barbara, Ca or Pasadena. Ca come to mind, as well as
the Mt. Hood Freeway in Portland).

The neighborhood west of 1-205 and south of the Expressway consists of about 7,000
residents on primarily large lots (average 10,000 sf per dwelling). It is a stable and
desirable neighborhood commanding strong resale value. Residents see the area as a
semi-rural to suburban environment, generally opposed to sidewalks {unless maybe on
the collector through streets like Roots, Webster, Clackamas, Johnson, etc.). Residents
want to keep the area as it has been over the decades,
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As an inner neighborhood, developers see other opportunities and have pushed for up-
zoning (to generate more lots in their single family subdivisions). Some developers over
the years have attempted to influence elected officials through various means and pursued
non-residential development on the fringes of the neighborheod along 1-205 and the
Expressway. Two such efforts occurred at the Clackamas Interchange at 1-205. One
proposal was for a car dealership that ended up as a self-storage complex. Another ended
up with a motel. Even the county engineers altempted to persuade elected officials 1o
turn Roots/Jennings Road (from 1-205 to Oatfield Road) into a four lane arterial (45 mph
speeds) by eliminating the off set intersections (at McKinley and Webster Road) and
cutting and filling small hills and valleys. This promotion met with strong neighberhood
opposition to this day.

Along the norh area of the neighborhood, south of the Expressway, the neighborhood
has turned away fast food restauranis {Burgerville), competing commercial cenlers
anchored by grocery stores and drug centers (Albentsons north of the Westwood Center)
and attempis to force high density housing south of Lake Road. Speculation around the
local street intersections with the Expressway continue to this day.

This fragmentation of the neighborhood on the fringes along 1-205 and the Expressway
huris the long term sustainability of the neighborhood and goes against the regional goals
{and goals in the county’s Comprehensive Plan) of protecting inner neighborhoods,

The other eritical impact from the Expressway and 1-205 has been the bamier effects—
especially for pedestrians, For example, pedestrians can only “legally” cross 1-205 at the
Clackamas Interchange, the Gladstone Interchange and the Expressway tumning into §2™
Drive (§2™° Avenue north of the Expressway also creates similar barriers, coupled with
the r'r). Pedestrians need a grid like network on a 4 mile basis, more so than cars, in
order to have reasonable mobility, A few years ago ODOT even refused to provide
additional 1-205 crossing options by adding sidewalks to the Strawberry Lane crossing.
This lack pedestrian connectivity over the Expressway and 1-205 must be addressed with
any new freeway. Pedestrians and bicyclists should not have to cling to their lives in
crossing the 1-205 at the Clackamas Highway Interchange and then attempt to cross (with
safety) 7 lanes of traffic at 82™ Drive. The regional goal is to get people out of their cars
to reduce VMT and environmental impacts on neighborhoods. The proposed freeway
hardly is promoting a %4 mile pedestrian grid, which should also be applied in the
commercial and industrial areas of the community.

D. Noise

1-205 and the Expressway was constructed prior 1o much of the residential urbanization
between the Gladstone Interchange and Milwaukie Expressway (and between downtown
Milwaukic and the [-205 freeway); therefore the state and federal agencies could easily
argue that there was no need to plan for noise abatement, other than in existing

neighborhoods. Even Clackamas Elementary School didn't qualify.
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A partially effective noise wall was built on the west side of 1-205 from about the
Clackamas Highway Interchange to the old McLoughlin Middle School (but the
apartments north of this present day campus, now referred 1o as the Schellenberg campus,
were not protected with a wall). The wall is only partially effective because homes
within a 100 feet of wall (on the west side) are still impacted by unacceplable noise
levels, day and night. In fact, residential areas from the Gladstone Interchange on 1-205
to the Expressway are virtually unprotected from the onslaught of freeway noise.

The Sunrise Freeway will exacerbate this situation {which developed over the last 30
years) and the only solution {if a freeway must be build) is to construct a freeway comidor
the likes of 1-5 going through downtown Salem. To urban planners (such as this writer),
the 1-5 walls in Salem are a most inhospitable canyon and the state’s effort o provide
softening with low and forgiving greenery has become a farce (partly due to lack of
maintenance). Studies throughout the country have shown that any effective noise
attenuation (including air quality impacts) takes more than a quarter mile of dense
evergreen forest as a minimal buffer. Our nclghhnrhuud will be further impacted with
the proposed mega-interchange of the Expressway/82™ Avenue/Drive/I-205 and the road
to Damascus. There is some opportunity to reduce some of the impact by lowering the 1-
205 section of the road (thereby reducing the needed height of overpasses in the
neighborhood—becoming more visually compatible). Lowering the section between the
Expressway and Strawberry Lane over-cross would be especially feasible, especially
considering that most of the existing roadway will be npped up for braided ramps and
new bridges. By reducing the mega interchange to a much lesser diamond type
interchange (the Expressway being an anlerial over the [-205 crossing), noise would be
lessened. Peak congestion periods are also not always the noisiest and most distracting.
Evening traffic creates more highway noise, along with the trucks using Jake brakes
going down the hill from the regional center area. Also, the SDEIS should examine the
use of alternative pavement (as on the Banfield resurfacing) and banning of winter tire
studs. Slower roads overall and less VMT and daily traffic, using alternative forms of
transportation (like walking, bicyeling, transit, ete.), is the most effective means to
maintain a more peaceful neighborhood. .. .another reason for banning freeways.

The Expressway will also receive more traffic and its noise continues to be a
neighborhood complaint. Extensive planting of native evergreen trees (such as Douglas
Fir and Cedar) within one half mile of the Expressway (both sides) would not only
contribute 1o less background transportation noise (and industrial activity), but would
improve the upland forest watershed values in the Kellogg-Mt Scott Crecks watershed,
The Sunrise Freeway and the Milwaukie Freeway have adversely contributed to the
degradation of the watershed to the extent that migratory fish are no longer in the
watershed, due to degraded landscapes (plus point-source and surface water urban runoff)
and blocked aceess and barriers, beginning al the watershed mouth at the Willametie
River.

E. Salmon Passage and Fish and Wildlife Habitat
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The Kellogg-Mt. Scott Watershed 15 hsted for Salmon Recovery (4[d) Rule, ESA),
pertaining primarily to steelhead salmon, but also to other salmon near its mouth (coha).
The proposed freeway and fis corridor “system™ will adversely affected recovery chances
and must be mitigated, due to the incremental growth impacts caused by the Expressway
and 1-205, and now a new growth-inducing comdor.

Fish Access has been a problem for Tens of Decades in the Kellogg-Mi. Scott watershed,
due to outright fish passage blockage at its mouth (which includes the McLoughlin Blvd.
crossing and man-made lake in downtown Milwaukie), at the Milwaukie Expressway
(logs of floodplain habitat), the industrial area and r'r crossings, the 82™ Avenue crossing
{creating a ditch in lieu of a natural floodplain, coupled with the ot crossing) and the 1-
205 crossing (which converted the creek and wildlife crossing into a concrete pipe about
a 1,000 feet long). The proposed Freeway interchange (with its new bridges, ramps and
flyovers) will exacerbate the present barriers, especially the crossing under the 1-205 at
the Sunnybrook/Sunnyside braided interchange. This crossing needs to be removed and a
new bridge constructed for the full nght of way improvements (ramps, travel lanes,
frontage roads, earth fill, etc.). What makes the crossing of Mt. Scott creek such a
devastating barrier is that it prevents wildlife passage for larger animals—such as deer,
coyote, ete. There should be a watershed riparian corridor {with upland forests) from
downtown Milwaukie to the bowl in Happy Valley and to the Carver Junction along the
bluff above the proposed freeway. Tt is very odd that the freeway recognizes the Rock
Creek crossing with an extensive bridging scheme, but relegates the Mt Scott crossing to
apipe. The Kellogg-Mt. Scott Creek watershed supports an 11 sg. mi. area and provides
crilical habitat as a feeder watershed into the Willametie River. With urban pressures on
the feeder rivers highly valued for their salmon fisheries (Clackamas, etc.), the need for
water for agricultural and industrial vses (and urban populations), these fisheries have
been damned and compromised and are on the decline.

As many urbanized areas of the Kellogg-Mt. Scott watershed are now maturing
(especially in the low density neighborhoods), the potential for supplementing existing
mature old native trees (many Douglas Firs in the Clackamas area are now over 100 vears
old) to improve the urban forest canopy (as a more native treed environment), the near
sircam riparian cormidors are becoming cooler and providing more vear-around ground
water sources, leading to more supportive stream functions necessary for steelhead
survival. The state’s right of way in the Expressway, 82™ Avenue, the 1-205 and
interchanges and the Clackamas Highway could be heavily planted with appropriate
native vegetation (especially large canopy evergreen and deciduous canopy trees) to help
repair the fragmented corridors and knit the patches of upland forests together (linking
large publicly-owned lands like the Three Creeks Natural area, Mi. Talberi Regional
Forest and Happy Valley bowl, among other important park areas.).

But failure of the state to recognize ils failed mitigation measures under the MeLoughlin
culvert crossing in downtown Milwaukie (including the man-made lake—Kellogg
Lake—being permitted to survive over a |00 vears) and the piped Mt. Scott Creek under
the 1-205 fill is the most disappointing. Without these two key crossings restored with
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proper bridging of the historic floodplain, fish will never access the watershed. This is an
outright “taking™ under the national Endangered Species Act and could cancel not only
federal funding of road projects (like the freeway and its mega interchanges), but other
local capital improvements. Further, until these barriers are removed, the county and
cities could easily be put under a development moratorium (including private investment
and development) by the courts.

In short, the SDEIS and freeway concept must have an enforceable mitigation measure
that requires removal of the salmon access barrier at the mouth of the Kellogg Creek and
under the 1-205 crossing of the Mt. Scott Creck, PRIOR to any construction of proposed
improvements. The cost of bridge construction and restoration of the Kellogg Estuary
has been estimated by Tederal agencies to cost about 310 Million. However, the
MeLoughlin Blvd. crossing (bridge) would only be about 100 feet wide {(LISFW minimal
recommendation) and may not meet the goal of a nataral ripanan floodplain. This
estuarine area floods about 40 percent of the time during the late fall/winter months due
to the Willamette River influence.

The cost of building an 1-205 bridge over Mt. Scott Creck has not been estimated.
However, with the present fill supporting the roadway and ramps, the falsework to build a
bridge is already in place!

Wildlife Patterns from the Willamette 1o Rock Creek/Carver Junction contain:

Bamers along Kelloge Creek through backyards

Barriers along M. Scott Creck under Milwaukic Expressway crossing
Barriers along Mt. Scont Creek residential, industrial around Lake Road
R/R bamriers

Barriers along Mi. Scon at 82 Avenue Crossing (with the r/r)

Bamers along Mt Scott at 1-205 Crossing

Barriers between Mt Talbert (Metro) and Rock Creek and Carver Junction

& & @ ® ® @ @

The Oatficld Ridge is also a regionally recognized upland forested area and unigue
natural area under the County’s Comprehensive Plan. This corridor needs further
protection for wildlife and from tree removal and additional plantings and land use
controls to be a link to the Kellogg-Mt. Scott Creek corridor system.

All mitigation potential in the proposal should stay in the Kellogg-Mt. Scott watershed
(that affects said watershed) (such as wetland replacements, incremental impacts, ete.)
and the highest priority would be the replacement or acquisition of land to help mend a
fragmented system.

F. Air Quality

Simply said, freeways and their growth inducement lead to adverse impacts on the
surrounding neighborhoods. Livability is seriously diminished and health problems
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escalate. Dust becomes a serious PM-10 problem, let alone the smaller particle impacts.
As vehicles rehiant on petroleum are switched to non-petroleam propulsion, some of the
arr quality around interchanges can be greatly enhanced. However, with urban
Jensification under today’s scenario in our country, road pollution is replaced with
factory pollution, office pollution, ete.

However, the state can 1ake positive steps by following or exceeding the lead of the state
of California legislation, programs and enforcement. These would be minimal mitigation
measures.

Again, the proposed freeway will have unmitigatable adverse impacts on our community
and should be shelved in favor of more connectivity local projects and some modest

improvements of the present interchanges (and removal of fish and wildlife barriers).
Thank you for considering my input and acting to improve our environment.

Sincerely,

Pat Russell
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¢ =3 Comment: 1-126
Laura ﬂuﬂmw
From: ECwenf2B81 @acl.com
Sent: Tuesday, November 11, 2008 3:32 PM
Ta: Laura Degraw; Stacy Thomas; owen878@yahoo.com; owencr{@eomeast nel
Ce: Jeanne Lawson
Subject: Re; Sunrise Corrider-Upcoming Meelings

Hi Laura and Jeanne,

| am a property owner affected by the SUNRISE PROJECT.

| @m wondening about one huge thing...

If you guys go around and buy property during a terrible recession a1 "MARKET VALUE." | would think you could hasically
Ir steal everyone's property if the recession is bad enough. My question is how can we make sure the SUNRISE PROJECT

doesnl cherry pick properly during a depressed real eslale market?77

". We would never sell our property under these circumstances until the markel stabilized and brought us & fair price, not a
price thal is draslically reduced due to current markel conditions bayond our controd,

Piq Our family has owned this property since the 1960's and 1o lose 30 to 40 % of its real value because of a terrible
recession would be uncenscionable for the county to do to its property owners and tax paying citizens.

?.- "is this issue being addressed?
Thanks,
Bob Owen

ADL Search: Your one siop for directions, recipes and all other Holiday needs. Search Now.
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Robert Yoder D
12183 5E Bluff Drive

Clackamas, OR 97015

susal3dbZo@gmail.com

503.572.4422

A3

N l The noise impact alone is not acceptable. The No Build or Build w/ No Midpaint Interchange with lh H-l

N |\ |mitigation Noise Walls should be added the full length of the above bluff. Starting from Camp

16 | Withvcombe tojust past 212/224 intersection. The Midpoint interchange will cause too much 1AL 2
congestson on 212,

16063 SE Orchard View Lane
Damascus, OR 97089
richard_meclainS@ msn.com
503-558-1499

Richard McClain Ti2% Comment: 1-128
O

% Rather than spend unknown millions on building new overpasses to connect the new Sunrise highway to
he existing 212/224 why not build an off ramp that could connect the two by building a roadway under
he new highway that comes out at the stop light 2t Rock Creek, This would reduce the economic cost
on building the highway but also the cost on the local economy. Traffic would be able to merge at the
junction of 212/224 where there is an existing traffic light. This would also keep open the access to the
QOrchard Lake neighborhood,

Rick Andrews P B Comment: 1-129
D

Aloha, OR 97007
Richard.Andrews B xerox.com

?', \ 1 would like to know when this Project is scheduled to start, A group that | belong to uses the Clackamas
Community Center on 5E 90th on a regular basis. How will the community center be affected by this
wlpmjert?

Tom Steigled )
13;‘?11 5Earr;rcm,t v & 20 Comment: 1-130
o

Colton, 'I]'F_l 97017

503.919.2107

G c, ‘PL EASE... get this project done,

Jim Gonzales 24 e | Comment: 1-131
&

15148 se 126th ave

Clackamas, OR 97015

kjsbarbg@aol.com
BL'L | i think this project would increase traffic and crime in our community. From all people I've spoken with

ﬁ“"\ in the project area we all have them same response, NO SUNRISE PROIECT
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Sandra Henderson s g
O

15015 SE Aspen Way
Clackamas, OR 97015
henderson_2@comcast.net
503-658-6042

.C "J;. | would like to express my concerns regarding the Option C3: Modified Follow Tree-Line Alignment. This
alignmant would require excavation of a large treed hillside between 142nd and 152nd Aves. This
E | hillside is a wildlife corridor that is home to deer, coyotes, and hawks. We purchased our home in this
L“-[ neighborhood because we love the woods and wildlife that surround us. According to the aerial views at
the meeting, part of our subdivision would be in the path of excavation. This option would ruin our quiet
nelghborhood by cutting down the trees that insulate us from the current Hwy 212, wiping out homes,
nd cutting through neighboring lots.

F c;l"[l Option €3 would also be more expensive than other proposals due to the excavation required to build
! the road along this alignment. | believe that options C1 or C2 would be far more practical than cutting

Ll‘l..-'l into the hill.

Debra & Richard Hall

16761 SE Olivia Court e | ; Comment: 1-133
Damascus, OR 97085 O

valleshall@yahoo.com

503-658-1943

We are very concernad about several things that impact our family directly.

ml l 1} Livahility - it seems that having a major six lane highway COMPLETELY diminishes any quality of life

infat our home. We realize that we chose to live directly off of HWY 212, however we determinad that
I we would accept the levels of noise on a two lane hwy. The increased noise levels and carbon emissions
tﬂ_, from even more traffic really upsets the factor.

2} Diminishing ability to sell our home and diminishing value. As most people, we value our home. We
U.wf had expected that with a lot of work we could have our house contribute to our nest egg upon selling. If
the highway is enly a MEAGER 150 FEET away from our property line, we can expact ZERO ability to sell
and ZERD value added value 1o our house. This IS a very disturhing situation and we ask you as a group
of people who are making decisions for us to place yourselves in our shoes.

3) ZEROD concern for the people who live off of the highway. In one meeting we had a couple of years

‘Jl ago, we asked the question: "“can we expect the county or ODOT to build a sound barrier 1o help with
the expected traffic noise?" A VERY disappointing answer was shared: we were told that a barrier wall
would NOT go up unless a certain decibel level was breached. My question to this comment is, shouldn't
the people whao live near the highway decide what noise level is acceptable? ODOT, et al does NOT live
here, they shouldn't be the entities to decide whether or not a wall should be placed, it should be up to
the home owners, That comment from the ODOT employee really made us angry.
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Comment: 1-134

Margie Bradley —

P. O Box 160 JREX =
Eagle Creek, OR 97022 0
mjbradl@Juno,com

503-637-5361

| just hope that you do enough improvement so that you do not have to tear up the streets right after
you finish the project.

We need to plan so that we de not redo things so much. If we know there is going 0 be a street going in
lets put the sewer trunk in now so that it is ready when the development is started. May cost a little
more but it will in the long run be much less expensive on the tax payers as the streets will not have to
be re-dug and paved over and over again,

4(f) Comment;

We must do what we can to protect historical Spots in our society.

If things need to be maved to protect them so be it.

Progress is always going to make for th ings to change but progress is good most of the time. With the
projected amount of people coming to our area we need to be ready for them.
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moved to A-11

Comment: 1-136

Gary Parkin
6101 Se Johnson Creek Blvd —I-_- 13 b
Milwaukie, OR 97206 D
parking @ci.milwaukie.or.us

503 786-7601

w The project does not adequately analyze and mitigate for the impact to the Milwaukie Expresway {Hwy
224).The project proposes three west bound traffic lanes of the project abruptly transitioning to the
W\ existing two traffic lanes at Johnson Road. Hwy 224 has been identified by ODOT and the City of
Milwaukie (2007 Transportation System Plan) as being near capacity currently, and the need for a
refinement plan is specified as a high priority need,

Martha Waldemar o |-
13900 5E Renoir Court I Ilz_n—q" Comment: I-137
Clackamas, OR 97015 O

MellowhMartha@aol.com

503 698-2519

\,{ -L I approve the following options:
'f l Alternative 2 with new North Lawnfield Alignment - to allow Lawnfield businesses [especially those with
H . I long trucks/trailers) to easily access 1-205 without having 1o cross rallroad tracks.

Midpoint --single paint interchange - to reduce the additional construction of new roads required far

% 1 Lhe split interchange.
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. ‘ East end of Midpoint - Design Option C-2 -- to reduce the impact on properties to the north, including
problems with sound,

% Rock Creek Junction — Design Option D3 -- that provides more land for private businesses. The Folded
1/ Diamond Interchange and the similar variation takes up valuable land needed for some major projects
1;]"" that will bring much-needed family-wage jobs to the area.

Changes needed before the projects even begin {sometime in early 20091):

install a traffic light on the west end of the Clackamas overpass. Continuous flowing east-bound traffic
TG fraom Roots Road and Clackamas Road to McKinley Road makes it very difficult for south-bound traific to
get onto 1-205. The south-bound traffic has to stop and wait for a gap in the east-bound traffic in order
1o cross that lane. The south-bound traffic clogs the west-bound intersections as far back as 102
Avenue.

TS Eliminate the left turn lane to go north onto 5E 98th Avenus (non-signal) from east-hound Hwy.
212/224, There is a signal at SE 102nd Avenue that will accomplish the same purpose. When vehicles
want to make the left turn, they have to cross two lanes of continuous flowing west-bound traffic. If the
inside lane stops to allow the driver to try to cross, that lane can be held up for several minutes while
the crossing driver debates/tries to see how/when they can cross the outside lane. Visibility is very
difficult, especially if large trucks are blocking the line of sight. | have also been told that there are
drivers on SE 98th Avenue on the south side of Hwy. 212/224 trying 1o make a left turn onta Hwy.
T 212/224 by maneuvering the above left turn lane to access the west-bound lane of the Highway. By
making all traffic use the signaled intersection at 5E 102nd Avenue to make left turns, traffic will flow
fast and safer on this busy highway.
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(Following testimony taken before I’;ﬁ
Mr. Cam Gilmour, Clackamas County) OV
MR. TERRY EMMERT: On the first part of
it, I think that should be the Lawnfield option
of building it, for several reasons. They

should build the Lawnfield extension due to the

fact that we're going to lose a lot of major

LNE COURT REPCRTING
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Comment: I-138 cont.

Page 4

buginesses in that area. Oregon Iron, et
cetera, would be -- if they have to be E \

relocated, they will not relocate in the

county. They will move to the state of
Washington. So for that reason, I feel that
that should be built. And also for the flow,
that they can run up to Sunnybrock. I think
it's a good option.

On the second major guestion would be the

interchange. I think definitely a midpoint h“'z
interchange. I don't agree with the split 'E)"Z
diamond. I believe it should be a single T>,;?

point, midpoint, because I don't think it's
worth the extra cost, and I don't believe that
it's necessary to have an on-ramp on 122nd and

135th. I believe that the one would be gquite

sufficient, because the whole purpose of doing
this is to flow truck traffic and to make the
traffic flow on 212, and that can be
accomplished with a single interchange.

On the next major phase, you have options
-1, C-2, and C-3. I'm in favor of the C-3, as
it is less destructive to the businesses along (‘,5

Highway 212. There are also large parcels of

vacant property, whereas if they took the other

LNS COURT REPORTING
(503) 259-6200 ** (B800) 366-6201
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Comment: I-138 cont.

options, it would be dissecting them, and the
remainder would basically be nonusable and
worthless. And I think there would be a lot of
opportunity for industrial or commercial in
that area in the future, due to the proper
alignment using C-3,

Also, C-3 builds on a little bit higher
ground, gaining elevation as they go to get
over the highway, or 162nd, climb up over
162nd, and a couple other side benefits that it
gives us. ODOT, in their design, is going over
the top of the freeway on 142nd, and I believe
that's a good idea.

The other comment would be on their final
gection, you have an option of D-1, D-2, and
D-3. I believe the D-3 option would be the
best because it's less destructive to the
hospital site, and I believe that's really a
major polnt for Providence's property
development at that site.

I believe that's probably the end of my

comments .

(>

(3

5
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o W D-T-’

MR. JEFF DULCICH: T would support either fi” '2.1"3
alternative. what I would not support is the D, 3,02
D-2 or D-3 or C-2 sections. Those sections

seem to take ocut most industrial Projects that

are already up and running and doing business.

I think it would be a shame to knock out
existing businesses that have conducted their
business for years along that Highway 212 in -Bcl
favor of pressure Put on by Providence Hospital

te have an easier time developing their land,

After all, Providence is in a situation to
acquire more land, if they need it, or move
their design any way they want.

I also want to point out that D-2, D-3, D?-.l Dg

o7

and C-2 take out the industrial area in favor

= —_—

LNS COURT REPORTING
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1 of residential areas.
2 for industrial properties and businesses to
3 coexist with an expressway rather than

4 residential areas.

5 Thank you wvery much.

It would be much easier D'Z, D..g

LNSE COURT REPORTING
{503} 2959-6200 ** (BO0) 366-6201
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L' Comment: 1-140

The comments below regarding the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement for
the Sunrise Project, 1-205 to Rock Creek Junction are respectfully submitted to the Oregon
Department of Transportation and the Federal Highway Administration by Daryl and Marla
Gusey, residing at 12236 SE Bluff Drive, Clackamas, Oregon, 97015.

General Comments about the Project:

The purpose and need for the project is suspect because of the current downturn in the
economy and the general reduction of property values. Future growth of the areais
overestimated and appears to be based on the overly optimistic projections (fuzzy math) of
county planners and engineers from 15-20 years ago. The repeal of Measure 37 has also
significantly reduced the potential growth of the area. The projections need to be updated with
dose of reality, Statements such as “this area is expected to double its employment by 2015

are questionable (six years from now) given current economic conditions.

The paradigm that the only way to address development is through new and wider roads is

T l 1250's and 1960's thinking and is obviously out-dated. This thinking only exacerbates the

PN

problem. Building the road will only create more urban sprawl,

It is not clear from the document if the project is reactionary to development or is intended to
be a stimulus to development. Statement on page 61: “This alternative is not expected to stop
future planned development in the long term, but it could reduce the rate at which planned
development occurs.” This project appears to be supportive of “planned development”,
whatever that is (7).

The county apparently failed to notify local real estate professionals and developers of the
proposal for a highway in the area. There was no disclosure of a potential highway to be built
below our Bluff Drive home when we purchased it in 2002. The county bears responsibility in

this oversight. Was the original EIS broadly circulated?

The homeowners above the project on Bluff Drive will bear the brunt of the negative impacts,
with decreased property values. Noise is identified as a significant impact with no mitigation
measures proposed because as the SDEIS states there are no feasible mitigation measures. In
fact, why should homeowners on Bluff Drive bother to do any improvements to their homes
with the prospect of little or negative returns on our investment?

Why wasn't the bridge over the railroad tracks near 82™ Drive widened when it was
reconstructed a few years age? An additional lane was added eastbound, but no additional
westbound lanes were added. Instead, a wide concrete median was constructed. An additional

llane may have provided some congestive relief to the 212/82™ Drive intersection.
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Comment: I-140 cont.

General Comments about the SDEIS

The document is very clumsy, cumbersome, poorly organized, and seems to be incomplete. It is
difficult to read at best, especially having to navigate between the document and the technical
reports on the DVD. It appears that it was a "rush” job as the technical reports appear to be

_incomplete or draft versions of the reports, Several of the technical reports are unsigned and

undated (see specific comments below). The document states on page Ix “The technical reparts
are impartant for determining whether sufficient analyses of the alternatives have been
conducted.” Given that statement, how can ODOT and the county, in clear conscience, present
reports that appear to be incomplete, unsigned and undated? Maybe ODOT and the county
didn't think anyone would actually read the reports given the format, size of the report, and the
short time allowed for review.

While there s an impressive list of preparers, there is no mention of an interdisciplinary team.
NEPA requires that agencies "utilize a systematic, interdisciplinary approach which will insure
the integrated use of the natural and social sciences and the environmental design arts in
planning and in decisionmaking which may have an impact on man's environment”. Were
there interdisciplinary team meetings that allowed the many specialists to interact in
developing alternatives and design? Are the meeting notes available for public review? Who
were the care team members of the interdisciplinary team?

Typically, a DEIS is a pre-decisional document, but the language used in the document and
discussions at the November 13, 2008 open house with ODOT officials indicates the decision
has been made. Examples: On the signature page (no page number), the document states that
"Construction is planned to begin in 2013.° That summary also states that “the project may be
phased, but no plans for phasing are proposed at this time.” This is in direct conflict with a
statement made to me by Mr. Picco who said that the first phase of the project would be built
to the 122™ interchange. That implies that the project will be built and will be built in phases.
On page ES-6, the document states “As such the project will likely be constructed in phases”
{(emphasis added). Sounds like the decision has been made, so why bother reading the
remainder of the document? Usually, in NEPA documents the decision is made in the Record of
Decision (ROD) and not in the DEIS or in this case SDEIS.

Specific Comments on the SDEIS

Given the length of time between the issuance of the first EIS and the current EIS, 15 years, a
new EIS should have been initiated. The new EIS could have included some fresh thinking,
rather than a rehash of the first EIS. A broader range of alternatives could have been
developed instead of just the no action alternative and the two very similar action alternatives.
The times have changed, new technologies have been developed, what we know about

2
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Comment: 1-140 cont.

ecosystems and endangered species has evolved, and the earth's climate is changing. The point
is that a new EIS should have been built from the ground up; instead, what the SDEIS offers is a
remodel job, built on a crumbling foundation.

NEPA requires that a reascnable range of alternatives be considered and evaluated. Two VETY
similar build alternatives and a no action alternative do not meet the intent of NEPA's
reasonable range of alternatives. Table 5 summarizes the alternatives considerad, but they are
all basically slight variations of the current build alternatives. Other alternatives to address the
issues such as construction of interchanges in alternative locations along I-205 ought to be
evaluated. For example, an interchange off an improved and widened SE lennifer Street could
handle truck traffic from the nearby Safeway warehouse and other businesses. It seems that
most of the warehouses and businesses in the area lie south of 212 and could be accessed from
Jennifer Street. There could be an alternative that evaluates the impacts of 2 tunnel beneath
the southern flanks of Mount Talbert and daylighting around 135", A tunnel would mitigate
many of the potential surface impacts.

The impacts of the actual construction seem to be minimized. The sum mary of impacts table
(Table 2 - page ES-25) just says potential lane closures and detour routes would delay some
travel movements and affect accesses for local residences and businesses. Having experienced
other ODOT projects, a project of this magnitude would likely have a significant impact on
traffic issues. Travel times, length of construction activities, nor are safety addressed in the
SDEIS. What is the modeled impact on travel times and safety and what is the expected
duration of construction activities?

Impacts to groundwater and groundwater dependent ecosystems are only nominally
addressed. The soils and geology and water quality technical reports mention dewatering of
stopes and the cover of impervious road surface, respectively, as potentially impacting
groundwater resources, but fail to address the actual impact to the local groundwater
dependent ecosystems (fens, in particular] or the larger potential impact to the Clackamas River
fishery and whether there will be a violation of the Clean Water Act because of the construction
of the road (during and after actual construction).

A statement Is made on page 61 that "Alternative 1-No Build does not meet the local, regional
and state policies that require creation of a through-route for freight in the OR 212/224
corridor between |-205 and US 26" (emphasis added). This statement appears to be
unsubstantiated by the record. A review of both the Transportation and Land Use technical
reports found no reference to any such reguirement in any local, regional or state policy.

There is no discussion of potential loss of property values to those in the *Bluff” neighborhood
where there is no mitigation of noise impacts offered. What impact to property values might
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N those homeowners expect given that the project planners will provide for no mitigation of
I noise impacts?

Wetlands support fish and wildlife, store rain and flood waters, recharge groundwater, and
remave sediments and pollutants from storm runoff (page 165, SDEIS). Wetlands are typically
areas of great biodiversity. The document, however, fails to address how groundwater
resources and groundwater dependent ecosystems, often associated with wetlands, especially
B q‘ fens, will be affected by the additional sediments and pollutants stormwater runoff? Wetland |

(page 167) receives cold water from groundwater and cools local streams, apparently Cow
Creek (which is 303(d) temperature listed) during hot months. How will the project affect the
0‘ cold groundwater the wetland receives and ultimately how will temperatures in Cow Creek be
affected? The soils and geology report discusses de-watering of shallow groundwater, how will
that activity impact surface water resources, especially temperature of 303(d} listed streams
and the fishery potentially impacted?

According to the geology and solls section of the SDEIS (page 177), groundwater levels fluctuate
with river levels in the Clackamas River, This suggests direct groundwater-surface water
connectivity. How will the groundwater resource be impacted by the project and ultimately
E«z how will that impact be realized in the Clackamas River system and its fishery? For example,
will stream temperatures increase in the Clackamas River as a result of disruption of {cold)
groundwater flow and how will that incremental increase, along with other incremental
increases from other development projects in the Portland metropolitan area affect
| downstream water temperatures (curnulative effect).

The peclogy and soils section refers to a need for additional fill material since road cuts will not

61_ provide adequate fill material for the project. Where will the additional fill material come from
and what are the off-site impacts of this connected action? A tunnel could probably provide
more than an adeguate supply of fill materials for the project.

The geology and soils subsection that addresses earthquakes fails to acknowledge the existence
of an extension of the northwest-southeast trending Portland Hills fault that passes a few miles
'6‘1’ west of the project area. Activity on this fault is estimated to have occurred during the past

12,800 years. This was discovered in 2001, but apparently the geology report has not been
updated since the reports of the 1990's. Selsmic hazard mapping done by the Oregon
Department of Geology and Mineral Industries is also available for the area and should be
included or at least referenced in the document.

Eq." \ Where are groundwater wells in the area located and how are they affected by the project?

NEPA requires cumulative effects be addressed. The document includes a list of past, present
E z and foreseeable future actions (starting on page 209), but fails to analyze the effects on the
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greater metropolitan area. No analysis was done, only an opinion by the writer of the

document on how the local project area would be affected (see wetlands, water guality,

ﬁ,q/ biology, air quality, etc). This does not suffice as a cumulative effects analysis. The document
needs 1o address the cumulative impacts to the region as a whole, How can the decision maker

and the public make an informed decision without the whole picture of the effects to the

l environment?

Comments on the Technical Reports
Biglogy Technical Report - this report is not signed or dated; is this report DRAFT?

# Soils and Geology Technical Report — the report appears to be DRAFT, as it s incomplete,
unsigned, and undated. The authars names are displayed, but their affiliation is not indicated -
are they county or ODOT employees? They are not currently listed as Registered Geologists or
Registered Engineering Geologists in the State of Oregon. Are they therefore qualified to make
any assessment of the soils and geology of the project area? State law states @ 672,525
d, Geologist registration; public practice of geology. (1) No person, other than a registered
geoclogist, a registered certified specialty geologist or a subordinate under the direction of
either, shall provide or prepare for the public practice of geology any geologic maps, plans,
reports, or documents except as specifically exempted in ORS 572,535,

-

Figures 13 and 14 referenced in the document are not in the document. They are not listed in
E"' the Table of Contents. s this the final report? This report appears to be incomplete,

LIDAR, a remate sensing tool (new technology), is available for the project area — why wasn't it
ﬁl?- | reviewed and referenced? LIDAR provides a more accurate depiction of topography and may
lead to different interpretation of slope stability, hazards, and risks.

f HAZMAT Technical Report = This report is also not signed or dated. 1s this a final report?

what their qualifications may have been.

E I F Land Use Teehnical Report ~There is no list of preparers who actually wrote the document or

! ! Energy Technical Report - There is a list of preparers, but the report is unsigned and not dated,

. i nomics T ical — This report is unsigned, undated and apparently had no
6& PEEr review,

Transportation Technical Report — There is no indication of who was the auther(s) of the report
nor are there any indications of their qualifications.



Comment: I-140 cont.

‘?P! ility Technical Report — The report is unsigned and undated and has apparently had no peer
review.

?1 Visual Technical Report — The authars have signed and dated the report. There is a "PB" below
their name; what does the “PB" designate or stands for? 15 PB a consulting firm?

ater Quality Technical Report — The report is unsigned and undated, is it DRAFT?

_ The report indicates that the Clackamas River and Cow Creek are 303(d] listed streams for

"1. temperature, but does not address the impacts to the streams from constructed impervious
? layers (the highway and ancillary facilities) that may restrict and diminish cold groundwater
‘E "l flow and result in increased temperatures. 15 this allowed by the stream’s TMDL and is that a
violation of the Clean Water Act? How will potential increases in stream temperatures be
mitigateds

There is no discussion of the effects of the project on surface water turbidity and related

impacts to groundwater and potential resultant impacts to the Clackamas River. Impacts to
Pﬂ surface water will result in impacts to groundwater, a violation under the Clean Water Act as
E interpreted by Oregon DEQ, unless it can be shown that there is no groundwater-surface water
l' [or vice-versa) connectivity. Dumping turbid water into settling ponds, does not guarantee

that there will be no surface water Impacts as turbid waters have been shown to be transmitted
in groundwater through alluvial materials, such as those along the proposed road corridor. Wil
local groundwater wells be impacted from turbidity from construction of the project, from
stormwater or from general runoff from the highway? Will turbidity from construction
activities reach the Clackamas River through groundwater conduits?

be an incomplete draft report as Figures 1 (page 39), Figure 2 (page 47}, Figure 4 (page 65), and

?F’ Wetlands Technical Report — the list of preparers for this report is blank. The report appears to
\ Figure 5 (page 71) are blank.

summary and Conclusions

W 1 Given the inadeguacies and incompleteness of the 5DEIS and the technical reports, we think the SDEIS
‘ should be redone and re-issved as a Draft document, A forty-five day comment period is too short for a
person to fully evaluate the SDEIS and the project and its potential impacts. Also, the comment period
?ﬁ' should NOT end the day after a major national holiday. Maore time could have been used to better study
the document and its technical reports which would have allowed us to provide a better and more
complete response to the proposal,

fsf Daryl Gusey 11/28/2008

fs/Marla Gusey 11/28/2008
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Page 2

1 TESTIMONY __'I:.H"l
2 T

3 (Following testimony taken before

4 Mr. Andy Cotugno, Clackamas County,
g and Ms., Lori DeRemer, City of Happy
6 Valley)

7 MR, JOHN GILLESPIE: My name is John

g Gillespie. I live on 16078 S.E. Goosehollow

9 Drive in Damascus, and I just had two points
i0 that I wanted to make. ©One, of course, was the
11 connection of Goosehollow Drive that's

12 currently on 224. I guess the project right

13 now basically is having it blocked off so we ﬂrli*
14 won't have access to 224, and the preoblem 1is,
15 is that in our neighborhood, when you try to
16 drive back through the neighborhood towards
17 Eckert, E-C-K-E-R-T, that basically the road
18 that we have to get back over to Eckert

19 basically is kind of a reduced-sized road. -
20 It's not a normal-sized road, and it's a bad

21 intersection there to try to get back and forth
22 with kids and what have you, and I can see that
23 eventually, if that's the case, that there will fa

24 probably be some kind of accident there, and

25 that would be my big concern, there by that

LNS COURT REPORTING
(503) 299-6200 ** (BODO) 366-6201
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road is very narrow. It's not adeguate access.
And I've driven a few times myself where they
were trying to make a turn on that road, I have
to pull my truck all the way up to make sure
that someone is not whipping up the hill or

down the hill, so that would be my concern as

far as blocking off Goosehollow Drive.

The other thing was just that, hopefully,
in the future, that on Highway 212 I heard that
basically once this project, I guess, goes

through or eventually ends up at 26, I'm hoping

that 212 keeps continuing going all the way out |

to 26 just for the fact that we have another
avenue besides, hopefully, Sunnyside, when it
eventually goes out there, that we have another
avenue to 26 because I spent my Saturday
basically an hour sitting on 205. And
basically, with an accident there, the other
alternative is 82nd Avenue. And, really, it
isn't an alternative if you get on 82nd, you're
not going to move, you are in the same boat.

So we really need to try to make as many
avenues as we can to get out to 26, so when the
expressway i1s -- all the way runs ocut to 26,

that we don't have another parking lot, that

T4
BL4

T
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23

pecple can get to wherever their designation 1is
and stuff.

MR. ANDY COTUGNO: Right now this project
only defines things out to 172nd, so it's still
an open guestion about what happens out to 26.
But I understand your comment. It needs to
have many connections.

MR. JOHN GILLESPIE: Like I said,
especially with the amount of growth as far as _T

the potential, it defeats the purpose to cut

off one of our routes to get to 26, is my only

point and stuff. Thank you.

MR. ANDY COTUGNG: Thank you. Comment: 1-142

w & W

(Following testimony taken before

T @2

Mr. Andy Cotugno, Clackamas County, =
and Ms. Lori DeRemer, City of Happy ch-
Valley)

MR. RUSSELL McELROY: Is there any legal
representation or attorneys or public
defendants or however you want to call it for
the homeowners established, do you know?

MS. LORI DeREMER: 1In this process?

MR. RUSSELL McELROY: Uh-huh.

M5, LORI DeREMER: MNot that I'm aware of.

LNS COURT REPORTLNG
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o o
MR. RUSSELL McELROY: Well, my reasoning
for bringing this up is, I live at 12996 S.E.
Bluff Drive. I believe it's 209 property. And
why I'm doing the oral is because of the
development. My concern -- a number of my
concerns, but the one I want to make sure that LM_.I,
I bring up right now is coverage for damage to
my property, my home, because I live on a very
steep hill overlocking the freeway and
Alternative 2 would definitely, definitely lﬂ-“-.z.

impact. Alternative 1, not as much. But when l*“"‘l
they start working the construction, the
environmental removal, potential removal of
trees, earth, could damage my home, and Drywall
damage, pipe damage, the whole thing, because
it's a very steep hill I live on. And with the E}?L
recent slide about a year and a half ago at the
freeway, where this last house that just slid
away, because the development of the freeway is

after the homes have been built, even to build

into the earth and to develop the -- what do I
want to call it.

MR. ANDY COTUGNO: Your concern is about
destabilizing the integrity of the foundation.

ME. RUSSELL McELROY: Yeah. On my

LNS COURT REPORTING
(503) 295-6200 ** (800) 366-6201
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Page 6

5 property I have either one or two of the -- ]
2 probably the ten or 12 tallest pine trees on

3 that stretch. If you drive down 224, look up
4 to the left, you lock at the section of trees,
5 and two of those, I think, are on my property.
& They've been there for a lot of years. I LU\\
'y haven't had somebody calculate how old they

8 are, I also have a huge oak tree, very steep,
g and if any of that structure is taken away, I
10 want to know who is going to compensate or

11 ensure the cost of repair, replace, anything,

12 damage on my property. Because it's not -- I
13 could not find anything in the development l EaiL
14 here. I think it's -- as you move further out

15 where the property and land is more level, it's
16 not guite as steep, it may not be as impacted.
17 But if somebody is moving earth out of there

18 and takes out the tree and the ripple effect

19 happens, and all of a sudden I wake up one Lul

20 morning with quarter inch cracks of Drywall or

21 my wood floor pops up or a pipe got stressed

22 and broke, I want to know that I'm going to be
23 covered for a lot of years.
24 Also, that would be -- impact the value of \Lujc

25 the property, knowing if I would want to sell

= - ——e e T rr— =
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my property, if there was a right or an r
insurance policy or coverage on it saying if LU;‘"

anything happens to the house, it's covered by

Clackamas County or whoever the organization
is. So that's the number one thing, that I
want to know how properties on the bluff,
specifically 209, 12996 S.E. Bluff Road --

MS. LORI DeREMER: (cross-talk) --
properties.

MR. RUSSELL McELRQY: Actually, I do care
about those because it could be a property two
houses down where they cut in further and a
tree comes out and all of sudden a tree on my
property falls, whatever. Even if they had to
remove trees and a tree falls the wrong way and lﬁﬁ‘

it damages a house, who is going to cover the

repair, replace, fixing of the property? Aand I
think that needs to be explicitly covered for a
very long time, because I just spoke to two of
the environmental and there has actually been z#
shown there has been, further down towards the E

205, two slides that have happened. And I just

really need to have cthat covered.
So number one is property protection,

insurance, compensation, for any damage to the

—_— e ———— - o — e — ———— — —

LNS COURT REPORTING
{503} 299-6200 ** (B00) 366-5201

Page 7




Comment: 1-142 cont.

Page B

ik property. The second one is, this is my

2 personal opinion, I was raised on the west side
3 of Portland in Beaverten. I moved there in

4 1965, when I was eight years old. I believe

that the west side of Portland is 30 years

1]

ahead of what the east side of Portland is.

=]

2o -- and having lived in Southern California

B for 18 years and moving back here in January

9 2006, I believe this project -- I believe in
10 growth. I believe in expansion, but I believe
11 this is just one giant parking lot being built,
12 simply because -- it looks great. It looks
13 pretty. But when you have stop lights and you
14 have something that ends at approximately at,
15 whatever, 176th out here, that kink in the hose
16 is just going to make everything continue to

17 back up. Stop lights at 122nd or 130th will

18 back up on the freeway, and all this is going |
19 to be is, it's going to be a real pretty

20 parking lot, because that's the fact of life.

21 People will then find shortcuts up 152nd,

22 142nd, 135th, and up to Sunnyside. And all

23 this area, including Happy Valley, because

24 people will start going up, and cutting up into

25 Happy Valley to come back around down 123th to

—_— e
—_———— s — e e e _ . e =
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Comment: 1-142 cont.

get around the traffic will impact all that "[“
area because that's just the way it is.

I've seen it physically happen in Portland
en the west side, people -- 217 in 1965 had --
at Denny intersection light, a Denny Road
intersection light. They had -- I can't think
of the other one -- Allen Boulevard, and they
did the overpass, everything worked great for a
few years. Now 217 from the 26 to the 5 is a
giant parking lot. Nothing has -- will impact

change other than we have more cars than we can

do. And then when you go back on the 224 at | ,rn

the intersection, I don't know the streets, I

Johnson Creek, all those, all that is -- needs

to be -- it needs to be developed into a common I
sense, thinking outside the box, traffic flow
control.

My persconal opinion is, from having seen
it work in San Diego, is that we need to have a
four lane -- I don't want to use the word toll,

but a four lane true freeway with three

Page 9

intersections that goes from the 205 to the 26 T6

with four lanes -- or three lanes coming in, in

the morning, and then three lanes going out in l

the evening, to expedite traffic flow. So

LS COURT REFORTING
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1 pecple that want to get from here out to
2 Damascus, out to Sandy, could just hop on and ."6
3 go without having to worry about having all

“ these intersections and stop lights at 122nd
g and then another thing like this. That would
& truly impact traffic flow. Nothing is going toj

7 change from 2013 on because you still have your Tq'

8 distribution of locations here, trucks still
g have to come in. Trucks will use this.
10 They'll get off. You have -- you're forming
11 the traditional left-hand turn lanes off of the -[—
12 freeway, which is going to make a giant parking
13 lot there at 122nd.
14 If you go to California and see some of
15 the out of the box thinking of the more
16 roundabout exits so trucks don't have to make a
17 big left-hand turn, they just flow over the
18 top. Let's change how we're doing things into
18 the 20th century as far as traffic flow and not
20 just build a bigger parking lot.
21 And I'm completely for growth. 1I'm
22 completely for expansion. I'm completely for
23 making things better for people to flow, but it T

24 just is not proving out, when you look at the

25 tunnels and how it impacts the 26. No impact l

_— . _ . ___ - ___ —_ — —
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happened on the 205 because we have exits at
Johnson Creek at the 205 and down further with *T-
pecple trying to get off to cut around, it's
just going to continue to back it up. And

we'll spend a lot of money to look at a real

pretty intersection and parking lot.

I thirnk that covers most of my concer

W W

"Comment: 1-143

(Following testimony taken before
Mr. Andy Cotugno, Clackamas County, —I ‘4‘3
and Ms. Lori DeRemer, City of Happy CTT‘
valley)
MR. MIKE McLANE: As a background, we live
on the bluff above 135th on the -- we live
above the bluff off of 135th in the Hubbard
Terrace neighborhood. If you want our address
it's 13467 S.E. Hubbard Terrace.
Our concerns are a number of things, of
course. The first, of course, is the noise
that we're going to encounter. That the tl‘
consensus is that nothing can be done about it,
period. And honestly, from a residential or
from a resident's standpoint, that's not an
acceptable answer. Something should be able to

be done in some way. Now, the choice, the

LNS COURT REPORTING
{(503) 299-6200 ** (BOO0) 366-6201




Comment: 1-143 cont.

Page 12

1

2

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

options there are probably numerocus, including PJ|
a property tax relief, maybe some sort of

stipend for triple pane windows, a number of Lm\

things that would assist in alleviating this a
soon as possible. 1It's never going to get rid
of it.

But the other concern that we have is the
path that the highway is propocsed to take is as
close to the residences as it can get going to |_Lh|
the north. And although there may have been

other considerations given previously to going

further scuth, I would like to see a propecsal
to go through or over the industrial area and .IEi
what kind of impact that would have on the
residential folks. I don't know if that's even
been considered at this point in time or to
what degree. Anything else you want to say?
MS. RENEE McLANE: We've talked about many
things with our homecowners association. Of
gourse planting more greenery and more trees to fl\
help the noise, maybe even buying our houses so

we can move somewhere else that we don't have

to listen to a freeway 24/7.
MR. MIKE McLAME: That's true.

MS. RENEE McLANE: Of course, when we \P‘E_

— ——— e r =
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Comment: 1-143 cont.

purchased it we had no idea there was going to
be a freewavy there.

MR. MIKE McLANE: And it was the last
development made right at the top of the bluff
above 135th. So when we looked at the noise
sheet with Martha, that showed that our
neighborhood has the worst effects by the
noise, as well as the wisual effect that a lot
of residents are going to face. We den't
perscnally have that, but some of our friends
and neighbors do.

MS. RENEE McCLANE: I think it will impact
us somewhat.

MR. MIKE McLANE: I don't know. I don't
want to belabor this too much, but do you have
anything else? Do you guys have any guestions

for us that can help?

ME. ANDY COTUGNO: No. 1It's pretty clear.

MS. LORI DeREMER: It's all for public
testimony. I'm just here to witness it as a
counselor for Happy Valley and making sure I'm
listening and that we're aware of what you're
saying.

MR. MIKE MCLANE: Okay.

ME. RENEE McLANE: You know, cne of the

| Pr

Page 13
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comments from the noise specialist over there
was that this has never been done, but I'm sure
gshe's never done that, but have you -- has
research been done with other communities
across the United States? I'm sure it's been
done somewhere.

MR. ANDY COTUGNO: What specifically?

M5. RENEE McLANE: We were talking
about -- my husband had idea of putting a sound
wall on the freeway, not on the bluff.

ME. MIKE McLANE: On the north side only.

MS. RENEE McLANE: But actually on the
freeway to bounce the noise back the other
direction.

MS. LORI DeREMER: Which is what Sunnyside
iz,

MR. ANDY COTUGNO: Yeah. There is a
setback reguirement for traffic safety
reasons -- we put right on the freeway to move
it back to have a shoulder and then move it
back ten feet off of that, but you can do it in
that sort of proximity. I think the issue they
found was, when you lay out the contours that
you have behind that wall, the line of sight

from the traffic lanes to the houses is above

LNS COURT REPORTING
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the wall at a standard height of maybe fifteen
feset. S0 now you're talking about maybe 25
feet in order to be tall enough to block that
line of sight. That's when it starts getting
unfeasible to build something that big. I
can't quote all the specifics, but that's the
situation that we're looking at.

I know that there has been other
situations where they've paid for things like
triple pane installation so you can't block the
noise, so you make the house more secure.
That's been done as part of project expenses.
Buying out is a lot more uncommon. I'm not
aware of any situation that the federal funds
make that eligible., A local government could
choose to do that, and that is what Portland
did. Portland chose to offer anyone under the
tram a buyout option. They didn't actually get
any takers. While there was a big controversy
going in, they felt there was a big enough
controversy they had to offer the buyout
option, and they did, and they chose it out of
the local funds.

Like I say, I'm not aware of any -- having

anyone ever done that with federal funds, but a

[— — e
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1 local government could choose to do that, so

2 that would be, probably, the county. You guys

3 aren't down here so probably be the county that
4 could choose to do that, if they thought it was
5 an important enough mitigation action that was

& NECESSAry.

7 MR. MIKE McLANE: Given the fact that this
g was the latest development to be approved,

9 meaning that we were closer to the window of

10 building, conceivably building this corridor,

11 maybe that's worth consideration.

12 Now, you mentioned the fact that Portland
13 offered it in a particular situation. My

14 guestion is to why somebody may not have taken
15 that is, what compensation were they given?

16 MR. ANDY COTUGNO: Well, it would be based
17 upon appraisal, fair market value. They never
18 got to the point of arguing whether or not the
19 appraisal was fair because the homeowners said,
20 I'd rather stay in my neighborhoeod.
21 MR. MIKE McLANE: Gotcha.
22 MS. RENEE McLANE: One more concern of
23 mine is the downturn of the economy and truly PJ
24 is there going to be that much more traffic i?
25 going down. Let's say people aren't buying,

- _— e ——— —
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and there is plenty of houses for sale on the
Sunnyside corridor that have nobody in them, sc:l F}PJ
is it truly necessary to build this?

ME. ANDY COTUGNO: I think the guestion
you're raising is one of timing. Damascus is
inside the growth boundary. I think it is a
long-term development situation, not a
short-term development situation. And I think
your cobservation suggests that it's a longer
than long-term possibility. I think that means
that the traffic demands that might call for
this freeway are longer term than anybody had
been expecting. So eventually -- how long is
eventually -- but eventually, yeah, I think
Damascus is going to grow, but I don't think
it's going to develop anytime soon.

MS. LORI DeREMER: We're looking at ten to
20 years or more, and maybe this starting being
five or more years. You are starting to look
cut, but it's just a piece of the pie. We talk
about the downturn and that in order to get
more businesses and in order to get more people
to £ill those houses, in order for the
stimulus, we can't attract businesses without

having this new access because we're -- the 205

—_—
_—— = — R ey ———
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1 is so bogged down now, there is no access to
2 get to the 26 on this route. But this has been
3 in the books for years, ten, 15 years already

4 the people have been talking about this.

5 MS. RENEE McLANE: Environmentally, l
& wouldn't mass transit be better? T?)
7 MS. LORI DeREMER: Again, mass transit is

=] one of those studies that's a great thing, but
g it has to be coupled with safety and security |
10 and reaching. WwWhen you start to get into the
11 gsuburbs, it's a little bit different than the
12 urbanized area, so it's a process. MAX coming
13 out here to Town Center, the buses -- what

14 we're finding, even in Happy Valley, there is
15 some parts of the district of Tri-Met that are
16 not in the district. And to get people to buy
17 into that district in order to have bus service
18 all around is that they push back, because they
19 don't use buses out here. It's an education

20 process for any of that to happen, so it's just -
21 one more piece that we're listening to, making E

22 been sure that we're hearing everything.

23 MS. RENEE McLANE: Thank you.
24 * ox
25
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Comment: 1-144

L

(Following testimony taken before
Mr. Andy Cotugno, Clackamas County, j: \M-
and Ms. Lori DeRemer, City of Happy D'r
Valley, and Mr. Cam Gilmour,
Clackamas County.)

MR. LARRY LUBAKE: So I have several
concerns. I live on -- just off of Hubbard on
Bluff Drive. My property will approximate the
freeway. 5o I have concerns that the -- number
one, that my property is going to decrease in L“d—
value significantly. They may purchase $5,000
worth of property off the bottom end of my

property, but it may cost me 5100,000 value of

that property because of the noise impact, lil‘
because of visual impact. I currently have a v
the backyard that is terraced down intc the

woods, now it's going to be terraced down into

the freeway. I have concerns that there is IEE&
going to be air pollution as a result of that

freeway and the guality will decline. So

property values, air guality, wvisual

disturbance, and a general loss of livability

LNS COURT REPORTING
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Comment: 1-144 cont. |,

on the propercy as a result of all of those
changes.

I understand the importance of the
project. I just don't want to bear the cost of
it personally. I would like that spread across
everybody who is going to benefit from that
project. BSo if that means the County
purchasing the property along the top of the
bluff to mitigate the damage, or to give a
decreased value tec that property, those are the
two components that I like the best because
they're direct feedbacks. To give me a tax
relief in that property, it would take 20 years
to realize the benefits from. If I'm only in
that property for a number of years bevond the
point the project actually was in, I've heen
injured, but I haven't been --

MR. ANDY COTUGNO: Compensated.

MR. LARRY LUBAKE: -- compensated. That's
all.

MR. CAM GILMOUR: Thank you.

w oW W
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1 (Following testimony taken before

2 Mr. Andy Cotugno, Clackamas County,

3 and Ms. Lori DeRemer, City of Happy

4 Valley, and Mr. Cam Gilmour, OT-
5 Clackamas County.)

& MR. DARYL GUSEY: One gquestion I have of

7 folks over here and that nobody could really
B answer the guestion very well, because it's one
9 of those questions that's hard to respond to,
10 but how does this project fit in with the
11 governor's emphasis on mass transit and those
12 types of projects rather than build more T5
13 freeways and widening roads and doing that.
14 And then, does Metro have a position on the
15 projecc?
16 MR. ANDY COTUGNO: Metro recognizes that
17 you need transportation access to Damascus in
18 order for Damascus toc be an urban community and
15 it believes that that transportation access
20 needs to be comprehensive, that means roads,
21 that means transit, bikes, and trails,
22 everything in order to effectively serve the
23 area. So I think mass transit is part of the
24 solution but not a replacement to the solution.

25 It won't provide the services to Damascus. It

— — —— —=
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Comment: 1-145 cont.

could reduce the size of the facility.

MR. DARYL GUSEY: Some of your numbers --

MR. ANDY COTUGNO: Both transit and road
access, and it's a guestion of how fast, you
know, how fast is a function of how fast
Damascus grows over time.

MR. DARYL GUSEY: The numbers that you
show projecting the growth in Damascus and
those outlying areas seems to be based on
numbers that were developed in, what, 2004, I
think somebody said.

MR. RNDY COTUGMO: Right.

MR. DARYL GUSEY: Are yvou going to revise
those numbers based on current economic
situations?

MR. ANDY COTUGHNO: Yeah.

MR. DARYL GUSEY: With the real estate
market and so forth?

MR. ANDY COTUGNO: That would affect the
phasing plan for this project.

MR. DARYL GUSEY: Go ahead.

MS. MARLA GUSEY: Well, we live on the
bluff, so we're going to be impacted mightily
by this. And our problem is that he will be

retiring in the next year.

Page 51
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Page 52
i MR. DARYL GUSEY: That's not a problem.
2 That's a good thing.
3 MS5. MARLA GUSEY: But we're going to
4 downsize, and I know the economy is such that
5 it's not a good time to sell the house anyway.
E But when we moved there, we were not told of --
7 that this was happening, and we wouldn't have Pﬂ'
8 bought the house if we knew. BSo for us to sell
g the house for what we think it's worth is going 4‘
10 to be very hard because we're -- the disclosure I"u‘
11 will have to be made that that's happening. 8So
12 I guess we would like to know if there 1is
13 something that can help us.
14 MR. DARYL GUSEY: Yeah. I think some of
15 the folks over there menticned that there is no .
16 state or federal mechanism for mitigating I
17 impacts that will be effective at all. The
18 noigse wall is not going to work. ;
19 MS. MARLA GUSEY: It's not cost effective '
20 for them so they don't have to do it anyway. :
21 MR, DARYL GUSEY: Right. So they were
22 saying it's up to the county or the local M \
23 jurisdictions to provide that mitigation, 4/
24 whatever that might be, whether it's -- they M
25 mentioned reduction in maybe property taxes or

—_— . S = = Ty —— = =t L r = =Sy
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even going to the other exXtreme of buying the
property from those folks along the bluff where
we are. I guess that seems too good to us. 1
guess that would be our comment, along those
lines.

M5. MARLA GUSEY: Yeah. Taxes won't help
us if we're trying to sell the house. I
wouldn't buy it. How many people would buy a
house if they knew that there was a six-lane
freeway down at the bottom of the hill, and the
noise is going to be triple what it is now.

M5. LORI DeREMER: That's good. This is
just for the record so it will be all entered.
MR. DARYL GUSEY: Any other comments?

MS. MARLA GUSEY: WNo, I'll just get mad.
MR. DARYL GUSEY: That's a good thing.
MS. MARLA GUSEY: Not really.

* & W

(PUBLIC HEARING ADJOURNED AT 9:00 P.M.)
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L I

(Following testimony taken before
Mr. Andy Cotugno, Clackamas County, I |4G
and Ms. Lori DeRemer, City of Happy
Valley, and Mr. Cam Gilmour, DT
Clackamas County.)
MR. RUSSELL McELROY: This is Russ

McElroy, 12996 S.E. Bluff Road, (503) 454-0106,

And my e-mail is RussMcElroy@comcast.net, I

previously made an oral comment, and after

speaking with the sound person, I am very

concerned about the sound impact due to the +1 I

fact that my property looks right down on the

freeway. And my understanding, from speaking

to the technical person who was not sure, is 1

would like to have the compensation defined for
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Page 44
1 soundproofing, helping to reduce the sound,
2 whatever, because my sound is going to go from rJ (

3 very nice to being like on the 205 freeway by
4 Fred Mevers.
5 And with proper out-of-the-box thinking, I
§ believe there is some ways to both visually and Nl
7 economically and environmentally to protect and
B create sound that will not be a prcblem.
9 I also would like to know if there is a
10 representation of all the Bluff house
11 homeowners and representing the mortgage le 4‘
12 companies that own the homes on the bluff, if

13 someone could advise me of that. Eecause the

14 value of the homes are going to go the wrong \
15 direction, and that's it.

16 o
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(Following testimony taken before
Mr. Andy Cotugno, Clackamas County, I i 4‘*
and Ms. Lori DeRemer, City of Happy (’T—
vValley)

MR. AMEER BRAUNSTEIN: I'm against it and 1%
there is a lot of reasons. I think that as
residents, especially on the bluff line, that
because there is so few of us, in the scheme of
things I think that this really is more focused PE‘
on the businesses and the trucking and all
that, and everybody coming from Damascus and

all that area, I feel like our voices are not

going to be heard because there is so few of us
in the general scheme of things. And the noise PJ

levels are going up, increasing a lot, which, |
when I bought my house, I didn't have any idea

this was going on, that's my realtor's fault I

for not informing me. However, I did not buy a
piece of property on a highway. That is not
why -- I didn't want property below. 1I'm
backed up to a bluff. I have trees up there
overlooking the back of my yard. It's very
guiet there except when leaves fall during the
winter.

But I just think there is a lot of reasons lP‘L
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Page 20
1 why it shouldn't happen and I feel that we're
2 just going to he steamrolled and caught up in \Fg—
3 the process of it and not really heard.
4 I think there is a lot of environmental
5 impacts to that. I get deer all the time in my
6 vyard, and I have a feeling that they're somehow
7 going to be impacted. And I've seen all the EE
‘ 8 posters and all that stuff, and just looking at
5 it, it seems that that part of that nature is
10 going to be taken away from this whole project.
11 Not only that, but the historic sites like Camp
12 Withycombe, I think that's going tc be taken
13 away. That's what I have to say, unless you
14 have guestions and I'd be glad to answer and
15 give you my opinion on them.
16 MS. LORI DeREMER: MNo. Just here to
17 listen.
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