
OR 126 Expressway Management Plan (EMP) 
Open house #2 
Comment Summary 
 
ODOT hosted an open house and sounding board meeting on June 1, 2006 at Thurston 
High School.  The sounding board meeting was held from 6 to 7 p.m. and the open house 
was held from 7 to 8:30 p.m.  The same information was provided to participants at both 
sessions and comments from the meetings were combined.  Thirty-two people attended the 
open house or sounding board.   
 
Participants were invited to review the evaluation of the design concepts and the Project 
Management Team’s recommendation about which design concepts should be carried 
forward.   
 
Participants did not think that any of the concepts that had been set-aside deserved further 
consideration.  The amount of support for each of the concepts that was recommended to 
be carried forward did vary, possibly indicating that participants were beginning to select a 
favorite option.  It is notable that few business owners from the Main Street area attended 
the open house. 
 
Nineteen participants completed the comment form.  A summary of their responses is 
provided here.  The comment forms are attached. 
 
Participant profile 
Of the nineteen comment forms completed, 18 of the participants reported living in a 
Springfield zip code.  One participant reported living in a Eugene zip code.  
 
Most of the participants noted interest in the OR 126 Expressway Management Plan (EMP) 
process because they live or own property near OR 126.  Fewer participants said that they 
lived near OR 126, used OR 126 for through-travel, used OR 126 for freight or had 
customers who use OR 126. 
 
Roughly equal proportions of participants reported that 42nd, 52nd and Main streets were the 
closest intersections or interchanges to their home, business or property.   
 
Participant travel patterns 
Most participants reported using OR 126 daily.  Participants reported using the expressway 
for a variety of trip lengths ranging from 2-5 miles to more than 10 miles.  Most participants 
use the expressway for trips to work or school, recreation or for shopping or errands.  Four 
respondents said that they use OR 126 for transporting freight.  
 
PMT recommendation 
42nd Street 

• Four participants agreed that the Folded Diamond (A1) should be carried forward; 
five disagreed.   

• Nine participants agreed or strongly agreed that the Tight Diamond/Single Point 
Urban Interchange (A3) should be carried forward; two disagreed.   

 



Rainbow Water District expressed concern that A3 would require structure to be built over 
the transmission main in a narrow area.  Many participants thought that A3 would allow 
more direct access to Olympic Street alleviating backups along 42nd Street and would relieve 
the queues at the ramp terminals on 42nd Street.  
 
Other comments about 42nd Street included:  

• need a grade-separated rail road crossing at 42nd Street  
• need a stoplight at 42nd street off-ramp 
• need additional lighting at 42nd Street and OR 126 
• consider the impact of future industrial development on traffic flow 
• add capacity eastbound off-ramp  
• consider short-term remedy at westbound ramps 

 
52nd Street 

• Six participants agreed that the Expanded At-grade Intersection (B1) should be 
carried forward; three disagreed.   

• Eleven agreed that the Partial Cloverleaf (B5) should be carried forward; three 
disagreed. 

 
Many participants did not regard an at-grade intersection as a long-term solution since there 
are already queuing issues.  Many people thought that widening could be an interim 
improvement.  
 
Other comments about 52nd Street included: 

• consider Grade-separated Left Turn (C4) at 52nd Street 
• need grade-separation 
• B5 is a great long term interment in the highway system with the greatest safety 

benefits 
• include signal preemption for emergency vehicles at traffic lights on 52nd Street  

 
Main Street 

• Three participants agreed that the Expanded At-grade Intersection (C1) should be 
carried forward; five disagreed.  

• Nine agreed that the Grade-separated Interchange (C4) should be carried forward; 
two disagreed.   

• Five agreed that the Grade-separated Left Turn should be carried forward; six 
disagreed. 

 
Some participants preferred the grade-separated interchange because they thought it would 
provide more capacity than the other options. 
 
Other comments about Main Street included: 

• preserve the left turn pocket in front of Bi-Mart to minimize pressure on intersection 
of 58th Street and Main Street 

• improve pedestrian crossing and signals at Main Street and OR 126 
 
Other comments 
The following comments were received about the project in general: 



• allow free-flow right turn movements at all interchanges and construct long merge 
lanes.   

• construct a collector-distributor road from Mohawk Boulevard to 42nd Street 
• build grade-separated interchanges at all locations 
• designated traffic light locations on proposals would have helped in decision making 

 
Future considerations 
The comment form asked participants to list things that should be considered when future 
decisions are made.  Responses included: 

• business access 
• interchange at 28th Street 
• cost 
• barrier separation on Main Street to prevent left-turns 
• property acquisition (business and industrial) 
• wetland impacts 
• pedestrian access across OR 126 at Main Street 
• coordination with future city or county road projects 

 
 














































































