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Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization

From: Kathie Robidou [Kathie@KathieSells.com]

Sent: Wednesday, November 09, 2005 5:00 PM

To: Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization
Subject: Amazon Parkway

Email-Background3g
J 84 KB)... .
P9 B4K8) | am very much in favor of the Amazon Parkway and feel as a voter that I have

been duped along with my clients who were really excited about this traffic improvement.

Please do whatever can be done to get this project back on track. With the increased demand
for people traveling to Veneta and Florence, this Parkway would be a God send!

Kathie

kathysiggif.gif (19
KB)

Contact The Kathie Robidou Team Today!

Kathie Robidou, CRS, GRI, ABR
Principal Broker

Over $100 Million Closed Sales!

Coldwell Banker Curtis Irving Realty
Direct Line: (541) 484-2625
Toll-Free: (888) 975-7770

FAX: (541) 338-3324

email: kathie@kathiesells.com

http://www.kathiesells.com

http://www.eugene-oregon-

homes.com
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Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization

From: Tracy Olsen [tolsen@elibertybank.com]

Sent: Wednesday, November 09, 2005 4:33 PM

To: Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization
Subject: West Eugene Parkway

Good afternoon —

As anative Eugenian, | have been raised in the diverse climate that is our city. | was aways taught to embrace
differences of opinion as an opportunity to expand my own perspective, and to respect the democratic principle
of majority rule.

This having been said, | am hopeful that the MPC will reach some sort of consensus that will allow the regional
transportation plans to move forward. There are too many important projects at stake for the WEP debate to
take precedence. | am concerned that projects involving safety issues and projects offering mass transit options
might be delayed if we don’t honor the majority vote of the Eugene citizens in favor of the WEP. The citizens
have spoken and are clearly not interested in looking at any more alternatives.

Thank you for your commitment. | hope that you are able to work together to keep all of these important
projects moving forward.

Sincerely,

Bryant (Tracy) Olsen

The materiasin this electronic mail transmission are private and confidential. The
information contained in the materialsis for the sole use of the intended recipient(s).
If you are not the intended recipient(s), you are hereby notified that any disclosure,
copying, distribution or taking of any action in reliance on the contents of these
materialsis strictly prohibited. Any views or opinions expressed are solely those of
the sender. If you have received this electronic mail transmission in error, please
immediately notify the sender by telephone at 541-681-4800 and destroy all copies
of the original message. Thank you.
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Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization

From: Evelyn Stepp [evelyn@oip.net]

Sent: Wednesday, November 09, 2005 2:45 PM

To: Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization
Subject: West Eugene Parkway

Metro Policy Commttee;

The West Eugene Parkway needs to be constructed. It is inportant to the entire regional
transportation systemin Lane County. | live in Creswell, work from Springfield, travel to
all parts of Lane County to do ny business. The West Eugene Parkway is necessary for
peopl e to access the Veneta, Elmra and west Lane County. This plan affects other people
besi des the citizens of Eugene. Everyone will pay for the negative effects if the planis
put aside. Build the Wst Eugene Parkway!! Evelyn Stepp RE/ MAX 1st Choi ce evel yn@i p. net
953-5170

O P. NET Webrai |l (http://ww. oi p. net)

Webnail is a nenber service offered by O P. NET
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Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization

From: Sherry Galloway [sherrygalloway@windermere.com]
Sent: Wednesday, November 09, 2005 11:23 AM

To: Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization
Subject: West Eugene Parkway

November 8, 2005

To: Metropolitan Policy Committee

RE: West Eugene Parkway

The Eugene Association of REALTORS® (EAR) are in favor of the Regional Transportation Plan and the process by
which it is developed, so am I. It is our general recommendation that all elements and priorities be continued. In
particular the West Eugene Parkway (WEP) project should continue to be a priority. The voters in Eugene and many
local elected officials have continued to support the WEP and expect to see the project move forward. West Eugene area
is the major source of buildable land inside the current urban growth boundary for Eugene, with all the homes being built,
the traffic will only get more congested.

The West Eugene Parkway is a State of Oregon regional project using State Highway funds and is within a year of being
ready for construction, and it is our recommendation that this project be completed.

Those who oppose the WEP have not developed an alternative plan that has been accepted by the regional community
and those who are elected to represent them. It would be irresponsible to further delay, alter, or cancel the WEP at this
time. The most recent action taken by the Eugene city council is an effort to impede further development of the project
which will also delay further action on the other very important projects for the region with in the MTIP and STIP. It would
be irresponsible to remove the WEP from the MTIP when there is no viable alternative, and starting all over with the
regional planning process will take many more years of planning before a new plan could be approved and constructed.
Please continue to forward the WEP within the Regional Transportation Plan and the State Transportation Improvement
Plan.

| respectfully thank you for your consideration of the above issue.
Sincerely,

Sherry Galloway
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Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization

From: La Rae Mehlhoff [LaRae39@comcast.net]

Sent: Tuesday, November 08, 2005 6:28 PM

To: Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization
Subject: Continued support of WEP, MTIP and STIP

La Rae.vcf (186 B) _AVG

tification_.txt (209 [ . .
The Eugene Association of REALTORS® (EAR) are in favor of the

Regional Transportation Plan and the process by which it is developed. It is our general
recommendation that all elements and priorities be continued. In particular the West Eugene
Parkway (WEP) project should continue to be a priority. The voters in Eugene and many local
elected officials have continued to support the WEP and expect to see the project move
forward.

The West Eugene Parkway is a State of Oregon regional project using State Highway funds
and is within a year of being ready for construction, and it is our recommendation that this
project be completed.

Those who oppose the WEP have not developed an alternative plan that has been accepted by
the regional community and those who are elected to represent them. It would be
irresponsible to further delay, alter, or cancel the WEP at this time. The most recent action
taken by the Eugene city council is an effort to impede further development of the project
which will also delay further action on the other very important projects for the region with in
the MTIP and STIP. It would be irresponsible to remove the WEP from the MTIP when there is
no viable alternative, and starting all over with the regional planning process will take many
more years of planning before a new plan could be approved and constructed. Please
continue to forward the WEP within the Regional Transportation Plan and the State
Transportation Improvement Plan.

La Rae Mehlhoff, Broker
Prudential R.E. Professionals - Oakway
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Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization

From: Nancy Amsberry [nancy@amsberry.com]

Sent: Tuesday, November 08, 2005 4:57 PM

To: Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization
Subject: West Eugene Parkway

The West Eugene Parkway needs to be constructed. It is important to the entire regional transportation system in Lane
County. The City of Eugene actions to try and stop the West Eugene Parkway undermines cooperative regional planning
which is necessary to achieve the many worthwhile projects on the STIP and MTIP project lists.

Very truly yours,

Nancy Amsberry, Broker
NANCY AMSBERRY & ASSOCIATES
REAL ESTATE, INC.
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Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization

From: Matt R. Powell [mattpowell@windermere.com]
Sent: Tuesday, November 08, 2005 4:38 PM

To: Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization
Subject: WE-Parkway

Please, take time and look at the big picture... The Parkway needs to be constructed. It is not only
important to Eugene, but all of Lane County.

Thank you for your time.

Sincerly,
Matt

Matt R. Powell
Windermere Jean Tate Real Estate
Owner/ Principal Broker

Phone: (541) 484-2022
Fax: (541) 465-8169
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Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization

From: Jim Welsh [jdwelshco@msn.com]

Sent: Tuesday, November 08, 2005 4:29 PM

To: Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization
Subject: West Eugene Parkway

:lip_image002.gif (5
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November 8, 2005
To: Metropolitan Policy Committee
RE: West Eugene Parkway

The Eugene Association of REALTORS® (EAR) are in favor of the Regional Transportation Plan and
the process by which it is developed. It is our general recommendation that all elements and
priorities be continued. In particular the West Eugene Parkway (WEP) project should continue to be
a priority. The voters in Eugene and many local elected officials have continued to support the WEP
and expect to see the project move forward.

The West Eugene Parkway is a State of Oregon regional project using State Highway funds and
is within a year of being ready for construction, and it is our recommendation that this project be
completed.

Those who oppose the WEP have not developed an alternative plan that has been accepted by the
regional community and those who are elected to represent them. It would be irresponsible to further
delay, alter, or cancel the WEP at this time. The most recent action taken by the Eugene city council
is an effort to impede further development of the project which will also delay further action on the
other very important projects for the region with in the MTIP and STIP. It would be irresponsible to
remove the WEP from the MTIP when there is no viable alternative, and starting all over with the
regional planning process will take many more years of planning before a new plan could be
approved and constructed. Please continue to forward the WEP within the Regional Transportation
Plan and the State Transportation Improvement Plan.
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Contact: Jim Welsh, Political Advocate
Eugene Association of REALTORS®
541-935-1504 Office

541-935-3932 Fax

541-554-8043 Cell

jdwelshco@msn.com

Page 9 of 46



MPC 5b. Public Comment submitted Nov 2 through Nov 9 Page 10 of 46

To:  Metropolitan Policy Committee
From: Carleen Rellly, 395 Marion Lane, Eugene, OR 97404
RE: West Eugene Parkway

Y ou can’'t imagine how thrilled | have been that the Eugene City Council did not support the
West Eugene Parkway.

Because | am aresident of Lane County, | did not get any votes on the WEP. One year ago |

gave testimony to the MPC, along with about 39 other citizens, in opposition to the WEP. The

facts haven't changed.

e Thefundsare still not there to pay for a$170 million project.

e The WEP project that the city’s citizen’ s voted on is not the project that is currently
proposed.

e ODOT will not maintain the highway within the city limits.

e Environmental concerns have not been addressed, and the West Eugene Wetlands will be
threatened.

e Numerous other projects would cost less and more sever problems could be aleviated.

e Other transportation solutions could be implemented on West E 11th Avenue that would be
less expensive.

As a County resident, my taxes will be included in this project, but | have had no say. What
votes would be cast by the residents of Springfield or Oakridge, Cottage Grove or Veneta, or
other parts of the County if they had a chance? | do not believe that our County Commissioners
have fairly represented our interests on thisissue. If Eugene Mayor Jim Torrey hadn’t pushed
through a sneak meeting of the MCP during the holidays in 2004 between Christmas and New

Y ears, amore deliberative process would have ensued. Instead, another year of dragging out this
issue has cost even more money and divisiveness in our community.

Last year | asked the MPC to “reconsider your priorities and limit them to the critical current
needs and to keep them within the funding available.” Once again, | urge you to follow this
recommendation. In addition, | encourage you to review and adopt Eugene Mayor Kitty Piercy’s
Principlesin regard to the West Eugene Traffic I ssues.
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Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization

From: Jim Borg [Jim.borg@paktech-opi.com]

Sent: Monday, November 07, 2005 2:06 PM

To: Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization
Subject: West Eugene Parkway

Dear Members:

Like everyone else who frequently travels on West 11t | am absolutely convinced that a quick and convenient alternative
route is urgently needed. We are dismayed that Mayor Piercy has joined that half of the City Council who wish to prevent
the West Eugene Parkway plan from moving forward, despite clear and repeated decisions by the citizenry that we wish it
to be completed. Please be assured that they do not speak the voice of the majority or represent our desires on this
issue.

| urge you to continue with this project regardless of Mayor Piercy’s tie-breaking vote. Remember that half of the City
Council members are in favor of it, and they in fact represent the majority of voters. We need a solution quickly and it
affects many people beyond the narrow confines of Eugene. If one included opinions from residents to the west of the
city, the vote would be overwhelmingly in favor of the WEP, rather than just the clear majority within the city who have
twice voted for it. This is a regional project, and should not be abandoned because of this small contingent which
temporarily holds office in Eugene.

Talk of “finding a better alternative” is empty and unfunded, as you know. | urge you as a citizen and business owner in
Eugene to do the right thing and move forward with construction of the WEP. We have a problem and we must move
ahead with this solution.

Respectfully,

Jim Borg

President

image001.jpg (3
KB)

1680 Irving Road
Eugene, OR 97402

www.paktech-opi.com
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(800) 776-9321  (541) 689-3020  FAX (541) 689-8319

Over 100 years experience in treating wood products.
MEMBER AMERICAN WOOD PRESERVERS INSTITUTE
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October 29, 2005

Lane County Commissioner Anna Morrison
125 E. 8" Avenue
Bugene, Oregon 97401

Subject: West Eugene Parkway (WEP)
Dear Commissioner Morrison,

The Bugene City Council has chosen to thwart the will of their voters, ignoring those of us
disenfranchised by their advisory vote (for City residents only) on a regionally significant
planned and. programmed transportation project in West Eugene of great importance to all of
Lane County. The WEP is generally characterized by opponents as an environmental disaster and
unnecessary boondoggle. The problem with most of the organized opposition is their myopic
approach to their analysis of the project and lack of acknowledgement of the economic impacts
that have and will continue to occur as a result of keeping this segment of highway from being
constructed  Oregon route 126 begins at the westerly end at US 101 in Florence, recently touted
in USA today as the most desirable retirement community in the entire United States, and extends
easterly through the Willamette Valley over the Cascades into the fastest growing urban area on
the West Coast in Deschutes County. ' :
Lo ' IR .

The only missing portion of highway along this route is between the I-105 at 6%/7" intersections
and West 11 at Beltline Road through west Bugene. ORE 126 is signed over city streets along
West 6%/7% avenues to Garfield Street to West 11" Avenue out west of Beltline where it joins the
Florence-Eugene highway. A similar condition éxisted for many years in Corvallis where US 20
was routed over Third and Fourth Streets through downiown, umitil the Corvallis bypass
constructed a new highway on the east side of the' Willamette River with a new bridge connecting
to the Corvallis-Newport Highway near the Mary’s River south of downtown.

The need for a more direct east-west limited access facility has been envisioned since 1951 and
was first documented in the Eugene-Springfield Area Transportation Study (E-SATS) in 1960 as
the Roosevelt Freeway. When Interstate 105 was'constructed in 1966 the conmection to 6%/7™ at
Jefferson and Washington streets was intended to be temporary until the Roosevelt ficeway could
be completed In 1978 the T-2000 transportation plan was adopted, replacing the Roosevelt
Freeway with a new east-west corridor which became the West Eugene Parkway. In 1986 and
advisory vote on pursuit of the WEP was passed by an 80% majority of voters in Eugene.

In August of 2001, the Eugene City Council passed Resolution #4687, which referred ballot
Measures 20-54 and 20-53, advisory votes on whether to pursue the WEP or if that vote fails, to
pursue other alternatives to the WEP. In the special election of November 2001, Bugene
residents (the only voters permitted to cast ballots on these two measures that affect thousands of
other users) narrowly reaffirmed the 1986 decision to build the WEP by a narrow margin (50.9%
to 49.1%) and widely defeated (61.4% to 38.6%) the measure calling for the continued study of
alternatives to the WEP. As a result of these advisory votes, the Bugene City Couricil voted in
2002 to amend the West Bugene Wetlands Plan and local transportation plans to include the
WEP. : :

In 2004, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) approved a Re-Evaluation Report which
allows ODOT to proceed with a Supplemental Final Environmental Impact Statement. The Re-
Bvaluation Report also provided direction to extend the forecast year from 2015 to 2025, and to
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use revised, and generally more stringent, operating and design standards for ODOT eXpressway
facilities, adopted in 2003. The purpose and need statement for the project was re-examined and
re-affirmed, traffic modeling was produced using the longer horizon and changes in volume to
capacity ratio and level of service standards. The outcome of this latest work has developed a
preliminary design that allows the interchange with the WEP at Highway 99 and the Terry Street
connector to be “futured” beyond 2025.

Opponents to the project continue to push for alternatives to the WEP, citing the lack of a clear
mandate from the 2001 advisory election. Given the number of Lane County citizens and other
potential benefactors of the WEP, including my family (native Oregonians) who were
disenfranchised from this vote, such a claim is hardly credible and these groups (many of whom
are not from around here) seem to be ignoring the clear mandate that directed the City not to work
with other government agencies to “pursue comprehensive transportation and land use strategies
and projects for west Fugene™ as an alternative to the WEP.

What hasn’t been openly discussed and debated is the impact that not constructing this highway
has had on the economy in Eugene and Lane County. Project opponents argue that increased
transit service could negate the need for new roadways. Transit providers rely on payroll taxes as
a major funding source and businesses are slow to develop (providing those jobs that fund transit)
in areas with poor connections to freeways and growing roadway congestion. Extensive amounts
of shovel-ready industrial land has remained relatively stagnate for several years, including the
Greenhill Technology Park, Pioneer Park and Westec business parks.

The Region 2050 exercise recently updated the Region’s transportation model to examine the
impact of expected growth on congestion and delay. Without constructing planmed improvemenis
in the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), which the WEP is a major component of, the number
of PM peak congested lane miles on the 2002 roadway network would grow from 32 to between
461 and 527 (depending upon which growth scenario is pursued) and the PM peak vehicle-hours
of delay would increase from 7 to between 564 and 665.

Four City Councilors and a Mayor have symbolically slapped their voters in the face, ignored
those of us outside-the Urban Growth Boundary, and stabbed you fellow Regional partners in the
back as a result of their action. We urge you to contimue to support the West Bugene Parkway
and inform the Metropolitan Planning Commission and ODOT Region 2 staff that the majority of
us are not aligned with the so-called “Progressive” movement in Southeast Bugene. Their
backets; including the Friends of Bugene and 1000 Friends of Oregon are no friends of ours and
their no-growth stance is making this community wnaffordable. We want our children and
grandchildren to have the option of living working.and prospering in Lane County. What these
“Progressives” fail to recognize is that their actions are actually contributing to the “sprawl” that
they say they abhor. When the 1,200 acres of developable land within the UGB was removed
from the 20 year supply of buildable lands {required by state law) by wetland acquisition, why
wasn't it replaced? Is it any wonder why Veneta, Junction City, Creswell and Cottage Grove are
booming?

Thank you for your common-sense representation,

Sincerely,

Gy o Liymu MSHESL
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Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization

From: Michael Caprai [michaelcaprai@cmfsg.com]
Sent: Monday, November 07, 2005 8:44 AM

To: Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization
Subject: WEP

MPC must recogni ze and factor into its decisions that Eugene's two MPC desi gnees will not
be representing the position held by a majority of Eugene voters who approved Measure 20-
54 and rejected Measure 20-53 in 2001. Nor will their positions reflect the opinion held
by half the nenbers of the Eugene city council. Please repect the voters wll.

M chael S. Caprai IV

Managi ng Partner, Financial Consultant
Capr ai ~Mahal ak Fi nanci al G oup, LLC
541- 349- 9322

www. cnf sg. com

Referrals are greatly appreciated!

Securities and Advisory services offered through Commobnweal th Fi nanci al Network, nenber
NASDY SI PC, a Regi stered | nvestnment Advisor
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Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization

From: Micheal T. Roberts [michealr@webuildit.com]
Sent: Monday, November 07, 2005 8:31 AM

To: Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization
Subject: Just build it

Hello

| am sending this email to show my continued support for building the parkway, we the votes have said overwhelmingly
yes two times. Please do not let a small minority undo the votes will, the majority in Lane county do support building the
parkway please listen to us not the minority that is always yelling at you.

Micheal T. Roberts
Office: 541-485-4253
Fax: 541-687-0629
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Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization

From: Carol Dozois [CarolDozois@prurep.com]

Sent: Saturday, November 05, 2005 5:15 PM

To: Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization
Subject: West Eugene Parkway

To: Metropolitan Policy Committee (MPC)

From: Carol Dozois, Broker-Prudential Real Estate Professionals; 2001 President-Oregon Association of REALTOR

This email is to serve as testimony before your committee on Nov.10, 2005 regarding the West Eugene Parkway (WEP).
As an active REALTOR in the community | would like to voice my support for the construction of the WEP. It is important
to the entire regional transportation system in Lane County.

When there is no viable alternative project that has been planned, designed or engineered, let alone even budgeted for by
any local, state or federal government agency, it would be irresponsible on the part of the Metropolitan Policy Committee
to remove the WEP from the MTIP and STIP project lists.

The maijority of Eugene voters approved Measure 20-54 and rejected Measure 20-53 in 2001. Eugene’s two MPC
designees will not be representing the position held by the majority of Eugene voters and be half the members of the
Eugene city council!

The traffic congestion of the city of Eugene has far surpassed the need for the WEP and the City of Eugene actions to try
and stop the WEP undermines cooperative regional planning which is necessary to achieve the many worthwhile projects
on the STIP and MTIP project lists.

YES for the WEP!
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Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization

From: Barbara Wirtz [bwirtzconsulting@comcast.net]
Sent: Saturday, November 05, 2005 2:38 PM

To: Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization
Subject: West Eugene Parkway

Dear CommitteeMembers:

| urge you to support the West Eugene Parkway for the following reasons:

1.

The voters have approved this not once but twice. It is the responsibility of decision making bodies
such as yourselves to uphold the vote of the people not to ignore the voters because of personal
preferences. This is the basis of our democratic system.

Traffic in the West Eugene area is becoming increasing problematic and opposing the WEP will not
stop growth. It will only make transportation problem worse.

The West Eugene Parkwaywould become part of a larger regional transportaation system in Lane
County--something that is sorely needed.

The two representatives from Eugene do not accurately represent the will of the people who voted
to approve the WEP. They represent their own personal views. There job is not to represent their
own personal views as members of your committee, but to represent the will of the voters.

There is no viable alternative to the WEP. A great deal of time, money, and effort has already been
invested around this issue. It's time to move forward with the project.

Please support the West Eugene Parkway.

Barbara Wirtz

Barbara Wirtz

Wirtz Consulting

860 W. 36th Avenue
Eugene, OR 97405

(541) 344-8213
bwirtz@wirtzconsulting.com

www.wirtzconsulting.com
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Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization

From: Lisa Warnes [lisawarnes@efn.org]

Sent: Friday, November 04, 2005 9:20 PM

To: GREEN Bobby

Cc: *Eugene Mayor and City Council; Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization; HAMM
Ken (LTD); cmo@ci.springfield.or.us; *Springfield Mayor

Subject: Re: WEP

Dear M. G een,

I think that the "credibility" of the council varies dependi ng on
who you talk to. Gven that the council is a bit nore evenly split,
addi ng a neasure of balance to issues is nmy take on their
credibility. Wien the council was sided nore to devel opnent, people
like ne , nore progressive and environmental |y focused had issues
with that credibility. If the council was a progressive mgjority |
bel i eve the peopl e that have problenms with councils credibility now
woul d be |l aunching a canmpaign to remove themfromoffice. | don't see
anyt hi ng di si ngenuous about putting this issue back on the draw ng
board, rather it being a situation for |ooking at the bigger picture
that includes not only relieving traffic, but protecting our
wetlands. | looked into the vote in 2001. Was it not nore like 49%
to 51% | really appreciate your tinme conmunicating with ne.

Thanks
Li sa

On Nov 4, 2005, at 1:51 PM GREEN Bobby wote:

> Ms. Warnes,

>

> You might be right. Do you think the Council would ask the

> citizens to vote for that alternative? Do you realize how

> di si ngeni ous that woul d appear to sone citizens who were asked to
> vote tw ce before? Wiat guarantees would the voters have to ensure
> that that vote would be respected? As it stands, the credibility
> of the council is unstable, at least that's what | am being told.
>

> Have an excel | ent weekend!

>

> bgreen

>

> ----- Original Message-----

From Lisa Warnes [nmilto:|isawarnes@fn. org]

Sent: Friday, Novenber 04, 2005 1:18 PM

To: GREEN Bobby

Cc: *Eugene Mayor and City Council; *LC Board of County Comm ssioners;
Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization; HAMM Ken (LTD);
cmo@i .springfield.or.us; *Springfield Mayor

Subj ect: Re: WEP

Dear M. G een,

| feel that if that same 63% were offered an environnmental ly
sustai nabl e alternative they would support that al so.

Li sa War nes

On Nov 4, 2005, at 12:38 PM GREEN Bobby wote:

VVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVYVYVYV
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>

In 2001, 63% of the citizens of Eugene voted agai nst pursuing other
alternative. | respect that vote.

bgr een

----- Original Message-----

From Lisa Warnes [nmilto:lisawarnes@fn. org]

Sent: Thursday, Novenber 03, 2005 6:50 PM

To: *Eugene Mayor and City Council

Cc: *LC Board of County Comm ssioners; Central Lane Metropolitan
Pl anni ng Organi zati on; HAMM Ken (LTD); cno@i . springfield.or.us;
*Springfield Mayor

Subj ect: WEP

Dear Elected O ficials and Staff,

VEP shoul d stand for: WETLANDS EUGENE PRESERVED! | support the Eugene
Cty Council intheir 6 to 2 rejection of the WEP project. Wile I
realize the traffic congestion in Wst Eugene is a big problemso is
the destruction of our environnent. These are nationally recognized
wet | ands. W need a sustainabl e approach to the traffic problem Lets
| ook outside the box to exam ne how other cities have dealt with
simlar issues wthout the degradation of what makes Eugene such a
wonderful and unique city to live in.

Si ncerely
Li sa War nes
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Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization

From: GREEN Bobby

Sent: Friday, November 04, 2005 1:52 PM

To: 'Lisa Warnes'

Cc: *Eugene Mayor and City Council; Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization; HAMM
Ken (LTD); cmo@ci.springfield.or.us; *Springfield Mayor

Subject: RE: WEP

Ms. Warnes,

You mght be right. Do you think the Council would ask the citizens to vote for that
alternative? Do you realize how disingenious that would appear to sone citizens who were
asked to vote tw ce before? What guarantees woul d the voters have to ensure that that vote
woul d be respected? As it stands, the credibility of the council is unstable, at I|east
that's what | am being told.

Have an excel |l ent weekend!
bgr een

----- Original Message-----

From Lisa Warnes [mailto:|isawarnes@fn. org]

Sent: Friday, Novenber 04, 2005 1:18 PM

To: GREEN Bobby

Cc: *Eugene Mayor and City Council; *LC Board of County Comm ssioners; Central Lane

Met ropol i tan Pl anni ng Organi zati on; HAMM Ken (LTD); crmo@i.springfield.or.us; *Springfield
Mayor

Subj ect: Re: WEP

Dear M. G een,

| feel that if that same 63% were offered an environmental ly
sustai nable alternative they would support that also.

Li sa War nes

On Nov 4, 2005, at 12:38 PM GCREEN Bobby wrote:

> |In 2001, 63% of the citizens of Eugene voted agai nhst pursui ng other
> alternative. | respect that vote.

>

> bgreen

>

> - Oiginal Message-----

> From Lisa Warnes [mailto:lisawarnes@fn. org]

> Sent: Thursday, Novenber 03, 2005 6:50 PM

> To: *Eugene Mayor and City Counci

> Cc: *LC Board of County Conmi ssioners; Central Lane Metropolitan

> Pl anni ng Organi zati on; HAWM Ken (LTD); cno@i .springfield.or.us;

> *Springfield Mayor

> Subj ect: WEP

>

>

> Dear Elected Oficials and Staff,

>

> WEP shoul d stand for: WETLANDS EUGENE PRESERVED! | support the Eugene
> City Council in their 6 to 2 rejection of the VWP project. Wile

> realize the traffic congestion in Wst Eugene is a big problemso is
> the destruction of our environment. These are nationally recognized
> wetl ands. W need a sustainabl e approach to the traffic problem Lets
> | ook outside the box to exanmi ne how other cities have dealt with
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simlar issues wthout the degradation of what makes Eugene such a
wonder ful and unique city to live in.

Si ncerely
Li sa Warnes

VVVYVVYV
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Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization

From: Lisa Warnes [lisawarnes@efn.org]

Sent: Friday, November 04, 2005 1:18 PM

To: GREEN Bobby

Cc: *Eugene Mayor and City Council; *LC Board of County Commissioners; Central Lane
Metropolitan Planning Organization; HAMM Ken (LTD); cmo@ci.springfield.or.us; *Springfield
Mayor

Subject: Re: WEP

Dear M. G een,

| feel that if that same 63% were offered an environmental |y
sustai nabl e alternative they would support that also.

Li sa War nes

On Nov 4, 2005, at 12:38 PM GREEN Bobby wote:

> |In 2001, 63% of the citizens of Eugene voted agai nst pursuing other
> alternative. | respect that vote.

>

> bgreen

>

> a---- Origi nal Message-----

From Lisa Warnes [mailto:|isawarnes@fn. org]

Sent: Thursday, Novenber 03, 2005 6:50 PM

To: *Eugene Mayor and City Council

Cc: *LC Board of County Conm ssioners; Central Lane Metropolitan
Pl anni ng Organi zati on; HAMM Ken (LTD); cno@i . springfield.or.us;
*Springfield Mayor

Subj ect: VEP

Dear Elected O ficials and Staff,

VWEP shoul d stand for: WETLANDS EUGENE PRESERVED! | support the Eugene
City Council in their 6 to 2 rejection of the WEP project. Wile |
realize the traffic congestion in West Eugene is a big problemso is
t he destruction of our environnment. These are nationally recognized
wet | ands. W need a sustai nable approach to the traffic problem Lets
| ook outside the box to exami ne how other cities have dealt with
simlar issues wthout the degradation of what makes Eugene such a
wonder ful and unique city to live in.

Sincerely
Li sa Warnes

VVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVYVYVYVYV



MPC 5b. Public Comment submitted Nov 2 through Nov 9 Page 24 of 46

Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization

From: GREEN Bobby

Sent: Friday, November 04, 2005 12:38 PM

To: 'Lisa Warnes'; *Eugene Mayor and City Council

Cc: *LC Board of County Commissioners; Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization;
HAMM Ken (LTD); cmo@ci.springfield.or.us; *Springfield Mayor

Subject: RE: WEP

In 2001, 63% of the citizens of Eugene voted agai nst pursuing other alternative. | respect

t hat vote.

bgr een

----- Original Message-----

From Lisa Warnes [nmilto:lisawarnes@fn. org]

Sent: Thursday, Novenber 03, 2005 6:50 PM

To: *Eugene Mayor and City Council

Cc: *LC Board of County Comm ssioners; Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization;
HAMM Ken (LTD); crmo@i.springfield.or.us; *Springfield Mayor

Subj ect: VEP

Dear Elected O ficials and Staff,

VWEP shoul d stand for: WETLANDS EUGENE PRESERVED! | support the Eugene
City Council in their 6 to 2 rejection of the WEP project. Wile |
realize the traffic congestion in Wst Eugene is a big problemso is
t he destruction of our environnent. These are nationally recognized
wet | ands. W need a sustai nabl e approach to the traffic problem Lets
| ook outside the box to exami ne how other cities have dealt with
simlar issues wthout the degradation of what makes Eugene such a
wonder ful and unique city to live in.

Si ncerely
Li sa Warnes
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Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization

From: Kurt Willcox [kurtw@efn.org]

Sent: Thursday, November 03, 2005 11:39 PM

To: Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization
Subject: WEP Vote in Eugene

Dear MPO:

| very much appreciate the decision of Mayor Piercy and four councilors to get Eugene out from under the West Eugene
Parkway (WEP). It's the wrong way to fix transportation problems in that area and it's a huge drain on our ability to deal
with critical transportation issues in other parts of the city. Just because we have been going down the wrong road for 20
years doesn't mean we have to continue in the same direction. Mayor Piercy was clear about how she viewed the WEP
during her campaign for office. WEP supporters, whether in the Chamber of Commerce or other elected officials, should
not now be surprised or outraged that she has followed through on her opposition to the WEP. They should, instead,
support her efforts to find a solution that will gain wider support in our community.

Kurt Willcox

2887 Lydick Way
Eugene, OR 97401
(H) (541) 683-5639

(H) kurtw@efn.org
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Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization

From: bob thompson [bthompsn@efn.org]

Sent: Thursday, November 03, 2005 8:27 PM

To: *Eugene Mayor and City Council; *LC Board of County Commissioners; *Springfield Mayor
Cc: cmo@ci.springfield.or.us; Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization

Subject: [Fwd: RE: Let's do another consideration of west Eugene..]

In followup to ny original and M. Geen's reply.. please note

———————————————————————————— Oiginal Message ----------------------------
Subject: RE: Let's do another consideration of west Eugene..

From "bob thonmpson" <bthonpsn@fn. org>

Dat e: Thu, Novenber 3, 2005 8:19 pm

To: " GREEN Bobby" <Bobby. Green@CO. Lane. OR US>
M. Geen..

> | could probably support this if the voters hadn't rejected this idea

>in

2001 at a clip of 63% That nandate neant sonething to me if not the city council and
Mayor Piercy.

>

> bgreen

The voters saw fit to vote I N neasure 37, too!! ..and | ook what THAT did to the econonic
| andscape of this state! The voters saw fit to elect george w bush, and | ook where THAT
got this COUNTRY!! ..and now it appears congress is going to vote to open the ANVR

wil derness to oil drilling.. for 6 months of oil that probably will be sold to China.
(the) Voters do not always exhibit ultinate wisdom If | need to go west of Eugene, and
anticipate traffic problens on west 11th, I'mlikely to take Roosevelt, where |'ve never

encountered nmore than a few cars, and certainly very few stop lights, for the entire

| ength, and drop down via Danebo to 11th, already well beyond nobst congestion, and guess
what.. NO I MPACT on existing, nost valuable, wetlands. In other words, Mayor Piercy, the
city council, and many, many others are saying there just may be other solution(s) to the
probl em of an auto-centric way to get through one's day, that don't involve paving over
our precious ecosystemnt!

bob t honpson

\

————— Original Message-----

From bob thonpson [mailto: bt honpsn@f n. org]

Sent: Tuesday, Novenber 01, 2005 6:37 PM

To: *LC Board of County Conmi ssioners

Subj ect: Let's do another consideration of west Eugene..

Lane Conmi ssi oners..

VVVVVYVYVYV

\Y

I find nmyself in total agreement with Mayor Piercy's vote on the west

eugene parkway, a potential debacle in it's feared negative effect on our nost critica
wet| ands of that area. W need to work together to solve traffic congestion in west Eugene
AND to protect those wetlands. | support the recent Eugene City Council action to design
and build transportation projects in Wst Eugene to address congestion, safety, and
operation of all nodes of transportation but which recognize this nost inportant

ecol ogi cal feature of the Eugene area. | feel Mayor Piercy's "Principles”, |isted bel ow,
will help bring the community together and nmove it forward.
>

MAYOR PI ERCY' S "PRI NCl PLES RE THE V\EP"

>

>

> 1) There are significant traffic problens/issues in Wst Eugene that

have | ong needed resol ution. This has been recogni zed by just about everyone and recently
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brought to the City Council by The Roundtabl e.
>

> 2) W have a nationally recognized wetl ands put together through

> uni que

public/private partnerships and these wetlands are a highly val ued educati onal
recreational and environmental community asset.

>

> 3) Qur comunity needs a solution to the traffic probl ens that does

> not

reduce the integrity and val ue of these wetl ands.

>

> 4) The WEP is a proposed solution to the traffic problens that has the
support of only half of Eugene and has been a | ong-term source of comunity division
rather than comunity probl em sol vi ng.

>
> 5) The WEP would really nmake only a mininmal inpact on the traffic
> jssues

and woul d negatively inpact the Wetlands. It is broadly recognized that the WEP woul d not
sol ve West Eugene traffic problens.

>

> 6) The WP is likely to face |l egal and other conmunity chall enges for

years to cone. The BLM has questioned whether the WEP can legally be built. The Army Corps
of Engi neers have questioned whether alternatives have truly been exam ned.

>

> 7) The debate continues to escalate the costs of any solution and

interferes with other transportation projects getting approval

>

> 8) There are established avenues within Oregon for noving beyond

conmuni ty deadl ocks such as the WEP. W need a creative solution that can be acted on

qui ckly and | ess expensively. Oregon Solutions and the O egon Consensus Program are two
Oregon organi zati ons that have hel ped other comunities and could help us find a creative
solution that woul d address west Eugene traffic issues, protect our wetlands, and

> successfully replace an extraordinary |level of comunity acrinmony wth

> a

comunity solution we could all respect.

>

> 9) Numerous community and statew de people have expressed willingness

and interest in contributing to the process of identifying a creative solution

>

> thank you for your consideration

> bob thonpson

>

> - -

> "Consunption used to be the name for a nortal wasting disease. It

> stil

is.” (Anna Quindlen)

>

>

"Consunption used to be the nane for a nortal wasting disease. It still is." (Anna
Qui ndl en)

"Consunption used to be the nane for a nortal wasting disease. It still is.” (Anna

Qui ndl en)
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Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization

From: Lisa Warnes [lisawarnes@efn.org]

Sent: Thursday, November 03, 2005 6:50 PM

To: *Eugene Mayor and City Council

Cc: *LC Board of County Commissioners; Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization;
HAMM Ken (LTD); cmo@ci.springfield.or.us; *Springfield Mayor

Subject: WEP

Dear Elected Oficials and Staff,

VEP shoul d stand for: WETLANDS EUGENE PRESERVED! | support the Eugene
City Council in their 6 to 2 rejection of the WEP project. Wile |
realize the traffic congestion in Wst Eugene is a big problemso is
t he destruction of our environnment. These are nationally recognized
wet | ands. W need a sustai nable approach to the traffic problem Lets
| ook outside the box to exam ne how other cities have dealt with
simlar issues wthout the degradation of what makes Eugene such a
wonder ful and unique city to live in.

Si ncerely
Li sa Warnes
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Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization

From: GREEN Bobby
Sent: Thursday, November 03, 2005 12:58 PM
To:

Subject:

'‘Blick Family'; Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization; *Eugene Mayor and City
Council; *LC Board of County Commissioners; HAMM Ken (LTD); Springfield City Manager;

*Springfield Mayor

Categories: NoHTML

To support the Council's action would be the same of thwarting the will of the voters. 63% of the voters in 2001 did not

support pursuing other alternatives. We should live with that vote.

bgreen

From: Blick Family [mailto:blick@toast.net]
Sent: Wednesday, November 02, 2005 5:49 PM
To: Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization; *Eugene Mayor and City Council; *LC Board of County Commissioners; HAMM Ken

(LTD); Springfield City Manager; *Springfield Mayor
Subject: Support West Eugene traffic solution that unites rather than divides our community

Dear Decision Makers,

We need to work together to solve traffic congestion in west Eugene AND to
protect our critical wetlands. We support the recent Eugene City Council
action to design and build transportation projects in West Eugene to address
congestion, safety, and operation of all modes of transportation. Mayor
Piercy's "Principles" will help bring the community together and move it
forward. Please give her approach your thoughtful consideration.

Sincerely,

Sharon and Jim Blick

MAYOR PIERCY'S "PRINCIPLES RE THE WEP"

1) There are significant traffic problems/issues in West Eugene that have
long needed resolution. This has been recognized by just about everyone and
recently brought to the City Council by The Roundtable.

2) We have a nationally recognized wetlands put together through unique
public/private partnerships and these wetlands are a highly valued
educational, recreational and environmental community asset.

3) Our community needs a solution to the traffic problems that does not
reduce the integrity and value of these wetlands.

4) The WEP is a proposed solution to the traffic problems that has the
support of only half of Eugene and has been a long-term source of community
division rather than community problem solving.

5) The WEP would really make only a minimal impact on the traffic issues and
would negatively impact the Wetlands. It is broadly recognized that the WEP
would not solve West Eugene traffic problems.

6) The WEP is likely to face legal and other community challenges for years
to come. The BLM has questioned whether the WEP can legally be built. The
Army Corps of Engineers have questioned whether alternatives have truly been

Page 29 of 46

RE: Support West Eugene traffic solution that unites rather than divides our community
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examined.

7) The debate continues to escalate the costs of any solution and interferes
with other transportation projects getting approval.

8) There are established avenues within Oregon for moving beyond community
deadlocks such as the WEP. We need a creative solution that can be acted on
quickly and less expensively. Oregon Solutions and the Oregon Consensus
Program are two Oregon organizations that have helped other communities and
could help us find a creative solution that would address west Eugene

traffic issues, protect our wetlands, and successfully replace an

extraordinary level of community acrimony with a community solution we could
all respect.

9) Numerous community and statewide people have expressed willingness and
interest in contributing to the process of identifying a creative solution.
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Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization

From: Rebecca Fisher [rebeccacfisher@comcast.net]

Sent: Thursday, November 03, 2005 12:50 PM

To: *Eugene Mayor and City Council

Cc: *LC Board of County Commissioners; *Springfield Mayor; cmo@ci.springfield.or.us; HAMM

Ken (LTD); Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization; TAYLOR Ted (SMTP);
rgletters@guardnet.com

To whomit may concern:

In the summer of 2001, Modthering Magazi ne rated Eugene, O egon as
one of the best places to raise a famly. (Modthering July/August
2001). They nentioned nountains and national forests, bike paths,
arts and cultural events, comunity gardens, and the Oegon Country
Fair. This glowi ng description was one of the factors that lead to
our family nmoving to this city from Boul der, Col orado.

| mention Boul der because, in the m nds of many, Boul der and Eugene
have a lot in conmmobn. Both are small cities in the west, both have
a large concentration of artists, famlies, and |lovely nearby
natural places. One difference | have seen is in the way that

t hese nearby natural places are treated. Boulder places a high val ue
on open space, and on maintaining the health of their natura
surroundings. As a result of this, Boulder has nmanaged to reduce
spraw and to keep the city beautiful and healthy. In addition,
property values remain high, as the beautiful setting nmakes Boul der
a desirable place to live.

Since nmoving here, | have questioned Eugene's priorities on a nunber
of occasions. It seems to me that sonme effort should be nade to
conserve open space, to beautify the town, to create and protect
the parks and greenery in the city. One thing that concerns ne
greatly is the West Eugene Parkway project.

I ama snmall business owner in Eugene. 1In addition, | ama nother
raising a famly in one of the Best Places in the country. | would
like to see Eugene renmain a good place to live, and even inprove
itself as nmuch as it can. Not only for my famly's sake, but for ny
busi ness and nmy hone property value. For these reasons | do not
support the West Eugene Par kway. This project will destroy critica
wet | ands, maki ng ugly what is now beautiful. In addition, the
project is very expensive. This is noney that the city does not
have. This city is already struggling in a nunber of ways that |
can see: The schools are underfunded, prom sed parks are not
created, streets need repair, and spraw is threatening nearby
farm and.

| respectfully ask you to lay this project to rest, once and for
all. Eugene does not need the Parkway. Eugene needs parks, open
space, wetlands, safe streets, excellent schools, beautiful
greenery, arts and culture.

Si ncerely,
Rebecca Fi sher
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Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization

From: GREEN Bobby

Sent: Thursday, November 03, 2005 12:20 PM

To: 'Rob Tobias"; *Eugene Mayor and City Council

Cc: *LC Board of County Commissioners; *Springfield Mayor; Springfield City Manager's Office;
HAMM Ken (LTD); Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization

Subject: RE:

Rob Tobi as,

It is unclear to me what partners the Mayor is referencing, but I amvery nuch ok with the

direction Mayor Piercy is contenplating, however, as one conm ssioner, | wll not support

the fundi ng of any of the options because it would inply that | too, condone the |ack of

respect of the public's vote to not pursue other alternatives. |In 2001, voters rejected

pursuing other alternatives at a clip of 63% That shoul d nmean sonet hi ng.
Thanks for the note.

bgr een

-Original Message-----

From Rob Tobias [nailto:rob@ obtobias.com

Sent: Tuesday, Novenber 01, 2005 10: 33 AM

To: *Eugene Mayor and City Council

Cc: *LC Board of County Conmi ssioners; *Springfield Mayor; Springfield Gty Manager's
Ofice; HAMM Ken (LTD); Central Lane Metropolitan Planning O gani zation

Subj ect :

| support our mayor, Kitty Piercy in her position opposing WEP. |
agree with her when says she will "direct the city manager to
consult with our intergovernmental partners and community

organi zations to scope a process to design and build transportation
projects in Wst Eugene to address congestion, safety, and operation
of all nopdes of transportation.”

http://robtobias. cont
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Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization

From: GREEN Bobby
Sent: Thursday, November 03, 2005 11:51 AM
To: BETTMAN Bonny S; DNoble4990@aol.com; *Eugene Mayor and City Council; *Springfield

Mayor; cmo@ci.springfield.or.us; HAMM Ken (LTD); Central Lane Metropolitan Planning
Organization

Subject: RE: Support Mayor Piercy in Finding a Non-divisive Solution to W. Eugene Traffic
Categories: NoHTML
Bonny,

We did not ignore the voters and unilaterally implement any of the measures, which under Home Rule, we could with the
exception of the property tax. We respected the vote. We kept a status quo service level, much like today. We didn't have
a tie-breaking vote to ignore the will of the voters. We have the responsibility to inform and let the voters decide and then
lived with the outcome. If the Council had done that, this conversation would not be taking place.

Keep the comparions to apples to apples and your argument would be better. Nice try though!

bgreen

From: Bonny Bettman [mailto:bonny.s.bettman@ci.eugene.or.us]

Sent: Wednesday, November 02, 2005 7:31 PM

To: GREEN Bobby; DNoble4990@aol.com; *Eugene Mayor and City Council; *Springfield Mayor; cmo@sci.springfield.or.us; HAMM Ken
(LTD); Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization

Subject: RE: Support Mayor Piercy in Finding a Non-divisive Solution to W. Eugene Traffic

Bobby;

And what percentage of voters voted NO on many of the measures you are including in
your public safety proposal, like the rural patrols, for instance? And what percentage of
voters has said NO, at least 8 times, to a sales tax? And what percentage of voters
supported Ballot Measures 5 & 47/50 which limited property taxes; the BCC special district
proposal was a circumvention of property tax limitations imposed by voters?

Council voted to move the Parkway forward in 2001, including me. The necessary
amendments that we approved are still sitting on Division of State Land’s desk, unadopted.
In the meantime we have half the parkway for twice the cost.

Respectfully,

Bonny Bettman

From: GREEN Bobby [mailto:Bobby.Green@CO.Lane.OR.US]

Sent: Wednesday, November 02, 2005 4:13 PM

To: DNoble4990@aol.com; *Eugene Mayor and City Council; *Springfield Mayor; cmo@ci.springfield.or.us;
HAMM Ken (LTD); Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization

Subject: RE: Support Mayor Piercy in Finding a Non-divisive Solution to W. Eugene Traffic

If the City of Eugene wishes to use time staff time and their public dollars to study alternatives, | have no
problem with that. The County is not required to consent or participate.

However, 63% of the voters said in 2001 that they did not want any alternatives to the WEP. If the City of
Eugene wishes to ignore that vote, that's up to them.

bgreen
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From: DNoble4990@aol.com [mailto:DNoble4990@aol.com]

Sent: Tuesday, November 01, 2005 10:25 PM

To: *Eugene Mayor and City Council; *LC Board of County Commissioners; *Springfield Mayor;
cmo@ci.springfield.or.us; HAMM Ken (LTD); Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization

Subject: Support Mayor Piercy in Finding a Non-divisive Solution to W. Eugene Traffic

Dear Elected Officials and Community Citizens,

| urge you to support Mayor Kitty Piercy in her endeavor to find a non-divisive solution to traffic
congestion in West Eugene. Kitty campaigned in favor of transportation solutions which would not dissect
the existing wetlands in West Eugene. She was elected by a majority of voters and is holding firm on her
campaign promise. After many years of contention over the proposed WEP route, now is the time for all
sides to come together and identify the specific transportation problems in West Eugene and figure out
solutions to these problems. We should not turn last week's Council decision regarding the WEP into a
political firestorm.

| am familiar with some of the traffic routes in West Eugene as my family business is located on 1st St.
between Seneca and Bertelsen, near the proposed West Eugene Parkway route. At 'rush hours', | have
rarely experienced congestion problems when commuting from the 30th and Hilyard area. | travel north
on Hilyard to 6th, then cross over to 5th west of Garfield to Seneca and then to1st. Some of my route
parallels the eastern portion of the proposed Parkway route.

| do experience significant traffic problems when | travel north and south on Chambers and Garfield. If the
WEP were built, this congestion would only intensify as more traffic funneled toward the Parkway
entrance at 6th and 7th west of Garfield. In the other direction, coming off the Parkway, there would be
more traffic turning on to Chambers and Garfield as well as backing up on 7th west of the Jefferson /
Washington ramps to 105.

There are several different routes commuters use when driving to West Eugene: 18th, 11th, 6th & 7th,
5th,1st, Roosevelt, the Beltline, etc. While this street grid is spread out, most traffic eventually has to
funnel in to the Bertelsen / Beltline area. Some commuters do take Hwy. 99 north to Clear Lake Rd and
then head west. Traffic lane improvements and timed traffic lights are needed west of the Bertelsen and
Beltline areas to alleviate traffic congestion west of Eugene. Ramp work at the intersection of Beltline and
W.11th and clearer signs South of town on I-5 would divert more traffic around, rather than through
Eugene.

Many of you already know that Federal law dictates that it is illegal to build a highway through parklands.
This is a major reason why the WEP has not been built. If we study how to make some of these existing
routes more traffic efficient, Eugene will be much better off than if we spend another ten years fighting
about the WEP.

Thank You,
Deborah Noble



MPC 5b. Public Comment submitted Nov 2 through Nov 9 Page 35 of 46

Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization

From: Camilla L Carter [ricammie@juno.com]
Sent: Thursday, November 03, 2005 10:42 AM
To: *Eugene Mayor and City Council; *LC Board of County Commissioners; *Springfield Mayor;

cmo@ci.springfield.or.us; HAMM Ken (LTD); Central Lane Metropolitan Planning
Organization
Subject: Traffic congestion and WEP

Dear Decision Makers,

Thank you for all you do to help Eugene work and be the kind of place we want to live in for a long
time.

We need to work together to solve traffic congestion in west Eugene AND to
protect our critical wetlands. | support the recent Eugene City Council

action to design and build transportation projects in West Eugene to address
congestion, safety, and operation of all modes of transportation. Mayor
Piercy's "Principles" will help bring the community together and move it
forward.

Please consider the other creative solutions that can serve all of us better than WEP would.
Thank you,

Camilla Carter

2497 W. 14th Ave.

Eugene

MAYOR PIERCY'S "PRINCIPLES RE THE WEP"

1) There are significant traffic problems/issues in West Eugene that have
long needed resolution. This has been recognized by just about everyone and
recently brought to the City Council by The Roundtable.

2) We have a nationally recognized wetlands put together through unique
public/private partnerships and these wetlands are a highly valued
educational, recreational and environmental community asset.

3) Our community needs a solution to the traffic problems that does not
reduce the integrity and value of these wetlands.

4) The WEP is a proposed solution to the traffic problems that has the
support of only half of Eugene and has been a long-term source of community
division rather than community problem solving.

5) The WEP would really make only a minimal impact on the traffic issues and
would negatively impact the Wetlands. It is broadly recognized that the WEP
would not solve West Eugene traffic problems.

6) The WEP is likely to face legal and other community challenges for years

to come. The BLM has questioned whether the WEP can legally be built. The
Army Corps of Engineers have questioned whether alternatives have truly been
examined.
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7) The debate continues to escalate the costs of any solution and interferes
with other transportation projects getting approval.

8) There are established avenues within Oregon for moving beyond community
deadlocks such as the WEP. We need a creative solution that can be acted on
quickly and less expensively. Oregon Solutions and the Oregon Consensus
Program are two Oregon organizations that have helped other communities and
could help us find a creative solution that would address west Eugene

traffic issues, protect our wetlands, and successfully replace an

extraordinary level of community acrimony with a community solution we could
all respect.

9) Numerous community and statewide people have expressed willingness and
interest in contributing to the process of identifying a creative solution.

Page 36 of 46
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Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization
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From: Davey Jackson [daveyj@garagegames.com]
Sent: Thursday, November 03, 2005 10:34 AM
To: Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization
Subject: WEP

b—
daveyj.vcf (326 B)

Dear LMPO

As a new hone owner in West Eugene, | want to express ny strong

opposition to the West Eugene Parkway. All though there are those who
say that efficient traffic is necessary to pronote growh and attract
new citizens, | strongly disagree. | nmoved to Eugene only 3 years ago,
and in February decided to make it ny home. One of the things | value
about this comunity is that the traffic flow through the city is
intentionally slowed by stop lights, one way streets, round-a-bouts
ect. Knowing that traffic can only proceed at | ow speeds nmakes ne fee
safe biking and makes ne feel safe for the children in ny nei ghborhood.
Additionally, one of the reasons | choose to live in the

Eugene/ Springfield area is the focus on conservation. The bus system
for a city of this size is very good as is the system of bike paths.
recently learned that the bus systemruns on Biodiesel, which | strongly
support. Many people are drawn to the Eugene/ Springfield area because
it is NOT car focused and accommpdates people with conservation based
phil osophies. There are very fewcities in Arerica with such strong
conservation neasures as Eugene enpl oys.

Pl ease stand up and oppose the WEP and preserve Eugene's wetl ands and
uni queness.

--Davey Jackson
Ctizen
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Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization

From: Megan Kemple [megank@efn.org]
Sent: Wednesday, November 02, 2005 8:30 PM
To: *Eugene Mayor and City Council; *LC Board of County Commissioners; *Springfield Mayor;

Springfield City Manager's Office; HAMM Ken (LTD); Central Lane Metropolitan Planning
Organization
Subject: Support for recent WEP decision

Dear Deci si on Makers

| support the recent Eugene City Council action rejecting the WEP and
deciding to design and build transportation projects in Wst Eugene to
address congestion, safety, and operation of all nodes of transportation. W need to work
together to solve traffic congestion in west Eugene AND to protect our critical wetlands.
Mayor Piercy's "Principles" will help bring
the community together and nove it forward.

Megan Kempl e
39 Cedar St.
Eugene, OR 97402
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From: Zef Davis [zefdavis@comcast.net]
Sent: Wednesday, November 02, 2005 8:05 PM
To: *Eugene Mayor and City Council; *LC Board of County Commissioners; *Springfield Mayor;

cmo@ci.springfield.or.us; HAMM Ken (LTD); Central Lane Metropolitan Planning
Organization
Subject: FW: Fwd: pppm-student: WEP Alert: Mayor Piercy needs brief e-support now

>

>

Thank you for reading this nessage that explains nmy opposition to the West Eugene Parkway-
put the noney where the taxpayers are and continue investing in Eugene's excellent
reputation for parks, wetlands, bikeways and pedestrian wal kways. The recent downtown

i mprovenents indicate a nore sensi bl e perspective-create val ue that recogni zes the soul of
this city, and growh in a sustainable way. | have a strong feeling that there will be
substantial resistance to the WEP project, and | would like to hear about alternatives
fromthe decision nakers. Please remenber, taxpayers have invested in the quality of life
of Eugene and Lane county.

Dear Deci si on Makers

We need to work together to solve traffic congestion in west Eugene
AND to protect our critical wetlands. | support the recent Eugene City
Counci

action to design and build transportation projects in Wst Eugene to
addr ess

congestion, safety, and operation of all nodes of transportation

Mayor

Piercy's "Principles" will help bring the community together and nove
it

f orwar d.

MAYOR PI ERCY' S "PRI NCl PLES RE THE WEP"

1) There are significant traffic problenms/issues in West Eugene that
have | ong needed resol ution. This has been recogni zed by just about
everyone and

recently brought to the City Council by The Roundtabl e.

2) W have a nationally recognized wetl ands put together through
uni que public/private partnerships and these wetlands are a highly
val ued educational, recreational and environmental conmunity asset.

3) Qur community needs a solution to the traffic problens that does
not reduce the integrity and val ue of these wetl ands.

4) The WEP is a proposed solution to the traffic problenms that has the
support of only half of Eugene and has been a | ong-term source of
conmuni ty division rather than conmmunity probl em sol ving.

5) The WEP would really nmake only a minimal inmpact on the traffic
i ssues and woul d negatively inpact the Wetlands. It is broadly
recogni zed that the WEP

woul d not solve West Eugene traffic probl ens.

6) The WEP is likely to face |l egal and other community chal | enges for
years to cone. The BLM has questioned whether the WEP can | egally be
built. The

Armmy Corps of Engineers have questioned whether alternatives have
truly been

exam ned.

VVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVYVYVYV
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7) The debate continues to escalate the costs of any solution and
interferes with other transportation projects getting approval.

8) There are established avenues within O egon for noving beyond
conmuni ty deadl ocks such as the WEP. We need a creative solution that
can be acted on

qui ckly and | ess expensively. Oregon Solutions and the O egon
Consensus

Program are two Oregon organi zati ons that have hel ped ot her

comuni ties and

could help us find a creative solution that woul d address west Eugene
traffic issues, protect our wetlands, and successfully replace an
extraordi nary |l evel of community acrinmony with a community solution we
coul d

all respect.

9) MNumerous conmunity and statew de peopl e have expressed willingness
and interest in contributing to the process of identifying a creative
sol uti on.
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Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization

From: Bonny Bettman [bonny.s.bettman@ci.eugene.or.us]
Sent: Wednesday, November 02, 2005 7:31 PM
To: GREEN Bobby; DNoble4990@aol.com; *Eugene Mayor and City Council; *Springfield Mayor;

cmo@ci.springfield.or.us; HAMM Ken (LTD); Central Lane Metropolitan Planning
Organization

Subject: RE: Support Mayor Piercy in Finding a Non-divisive Solution to W. Eugene Traffic
Categories: NoHTML
Bobby;

And what percentage of voters voted NO on many of the measures you are including in your
public safety proposal, like the rural patrols, for instance? And what percentage of voters has
said NO, at least 8 times, to a sales tax? And what percentage of voters supported Ballot
Measures 5 & 47/50 which limited property taxes; the BCC special district proposal was a
circumvention of property tax limitations imposed by voters?

Council voted to move the Parkway forward in 2001, including me. The necessary
amendments that we approved are still sitting on Division of State Land’s desk, unadopted.
In the meantime we have half the parkway for twice the cost.

Respectfully,

Bonny Bettman

From: GREEN Bobby [mailto:Bobby.Green@CO.Lane.OR.US]

Sent: Wednesday, November 02, 2005 4:13 PM

To: DNoble4990@aol.com; *Eugene Mayor and City Council; *Springfield Mayor; cmo@ci.springfield.or.us;
HAMM Ken (LTD); Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization

Subject: RE: Support Mayor Piercy in Finding a Non-divisive Solution to W. Eugene Traffic

If the City of Eugene wishes to use time staff time and their public dollars to study alternatives, | have no problem
with that. The County is not required to consent or participate.

However, 63% of the voters said in 2001 that they did not want any alternatives to the WEP. If the City of Eugene
wishes to ignore that vote, that's up to them.

bgreen

From: DNoble4990@aol.com [mailto:DNoble4990@aol.com]

Sent: Tuesday, November 01, 2005 10:25 PM

To: *Eugene Mayor and City Council; *LC Board of County Commissioners; *Springfield Mayor; cmo@ci.springfield.or.us; HAMM Ken
(LTD); Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization

Subject: Support Mayor Piercy in Finding a Non-divisive Solution to W. Eugene Traffic

Dear Elected Officials and Community Citizens,

| urge you to support Mayor Kitty Piercy in her endeavor to find a non-divisive solution to traffic congestion in
West Eugene. Kitty campaigned in favor of transportation solutions which would not dissect the existing
wetlands in West Eugene. She was elected by a majority of voters and is holding firm on her campaign
promise. After many years of contention over the proposed WEP route, now is the time for all sides to come
together and identify the specific transportation problems in West Eugene and figure out solutions to these
problems. We should not turn last week's Council decision regarding the WEP into a political firestorm.

| am familiar with some of the traffic routes in West Eugene as my family business is located on 1st St.
between Seneca and Bertelsen, near the proposed West Eugene Parkway route. At 'rush hours', | have rarely
experienced congestion problems when commuting from the 30th and Hilyard area. | travel north on Hilyard
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to 6th, then cross over to 5th west of Garfield to Seneca and then to1st. Some of my route parallels the
eastern portion of the proposed Parkway route.

| do experience significant traffic problems when | travel north and south on Chambers and Garfield. If the
WEP were built, this congestion would only intensify as more traffic funneled toward the Parkway entrance at
6th and 7th west of Garfield. In the other direction, coming off the Parkway, there would be more traffic
turning on to Chambers and Garfield as well as backing up on 7th west of the Jefferson / Washington ramps
to 105.

There are several different routes commuters use when driving to West Eugene: 18th, 11th, 6th & 7th,
5th,1st, Roosevelt, the Beltline, etc. While this street grid is spread out, most traffic eventually has to funnel in
to the Bertelsen / Beltline area. Some commuters do take Hwy. 99 north to Clear Lake Rd and then head
west. Traffic lane improvements and timed traffic lights are needed west of the Bertelsen and Beltline areas to
alleviate traffic congestion west of Eugene. Ramp work at the intersection of Beltline and W.11th and clearer
signs South of town on I-5 would divert more traffic around, rather than through Eugene.

Many of you already know that Federal law dictates that it is illegal to build a highway through parklands. This
is a major reason why the WEP has not been built. If we study how to make some of these existing routes
more traffic efficient, Eugene will be much better off than if we spend another ten years fighting about the
WEP.

Thank You,
Deborah Noble
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Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization

From: KathyGing@aol.com
Sent: Wednesday, November 02, 2005 6:27 PM
To: kathy@kathyging.com; *Eugene Mayor and City Council; *LC Board of County

Commissioners; *Springfield Mayor; cmo@ci.springfield.or.us; HAMM Ken (LTD); Central
Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization
Subject: In support of Kitty Piercy's vote against WEP

This note is to informthe Councils and other parties addressed that | am

in full support of the Mayor of Eugene's decision to reject the funding for

t he

WEP. W as a conmunity have a |l ot of nore pressing issues and | do not think
we

shoul d be wasting our scarce nonetary resources on unnecessary roads and

deci mati on of our natural environs.

| suggest you view the video:

The END of Suburbia: O Depletion and the Coll apse of the American Dream
regarding what the future portends when planners do not accurately read the
signs of the tinmes and nake the tough decisions now and in the i nmedi ate
future.

Thank you all for your service to the public and your careful consideration.
Kathy Gng, MA, GRI.

342-8461
kat hy@at hygi ng. com
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Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization

From: Blick Family [blick@toast.net]

Sent: Wednesday, November 02, 2005 5:49 PM

To: Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization; *Eugene Mayor and City Council; *LC
Board of County Commissioners; HAMM Ken (LTD); Springfield City Manager; *Springfield
Mayor

Subject: Support West Eugene traffic solution that unites rather than divides our community

Dear Decision Makers,

We need to work together to solve traffic congestion in west Eugene AND to protect our critical wetlands. We support the
recent Eugene City Council action to design and build transportation projects in West Eugene to address congestion,
safety, and operation of all modes of transportation. Mayor Piercy's "Principles" will help bring the community together
and move it forward. Please give her approach your thoughtful consideration.

Sincerely,

Sharon and Jim Blick

MAYOR PIERCY'S "PRINCIPLES RE THE WEP"

1) There are significant traffic problems/issues in West Eugene that have long needed resolution. This has been
recognized by just about everyone and recently brought to the City Council by The Roundtable.

2) We have a nationally recognized wetlands put together through unique public/private partnerships and these wetlands
are a highly valued educational, recreational and environmental community asset.

3) Our community needs a solution to the traffic problems that does not reduce the integrity and value of these wetlands.

4) The WEP is a proposed solution to the traffic problems that has the support of only half of Eugene and has been a
long-term source of community division rather than community problem solving.

5) The WEP would really make only a minimal impact on the traffic issues and would negatively impact the Wetlands. It is
broadly recognized that the WEP would not solve West Eugene traffic problems.

6) The WEP is likely to face legal and other community challenges for years to come. The BLM has questioned whether
the WEP can legally be built. The Army Corps of Engineers have questioned whether alternatives have truly been
examined.

7) The debate continues to escalate the costs of any solution and interferes with other transportation projects getting
approval.

8) There are established avenues within Oregon for moving beyond community deadlocks such as the WEP. We need a
creative solution that can be acted on quickly and less expensively. Oregon Solutions and the Oregon Consensus
Program are two Oregon organizations that have helped other communities and could help us find a creative solution that
would address west Eugene traffic issues, protect our wetlands, and successfully replace an extraordinary level of
community acrimony with a community solution we could all respect.

9) Numerous community and statewide people have expressed willingness and interest in contributing to the process of
identifying a creative solution.
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From: GREEN Bobby
Sent: Wednesday, November 02, 2005 4:13 PM
To: 'DNoble4990@aol.com’; *Eugene Mayor and City Council; *Springfield Mayor;

cmo@ci.springfield.or.us; HAMM Ken (LTD); Central Lane Metropolitan Planning
Organization

Subject: RE: Support Mayor Piercy in Finding a Non-divisive Solution to W. Eugene Traffic

Categories: NoHTML

If the City of Eugene wishes to use time staff time and their public dollars to study alternatives, | have no problem with
that. The County is not required to consent or participate.

However, 63% of the voters said in 2001 that they did not want any alternatives to the WEP. If the City of Eugene wishes
to ignore that vote, that's up to them.

bgreen

From: DNoble4990@aol.com [mailto:DNoble4990@aol.com]

Sent: Tuesday, November 01, 2005 10:25 PM

To: *Eugene Mayor and City Council; *LC Board of County Commissioners; *Springfield Mayor; cmo@ci.springfield.or.us; HAMM Ken
(LTD); Central Lane Metropolitan Planning Organization

Subject: Support Mayor Piercy in Finding a Non-divisive Solution to W. Eugene Traffic

Dear Elected Officials and Community Citizens,

| urge you to support Mayor Kitty Piercy in her endeavor to find a non-divisive solution to traffic congestion in West
Eugene. Kitty campaigned in favor of transportation solutions which would not dissect the existing wetlands in West
Eugene. She was elected by a majority of voters and is holding firm on her campaign promise. After many years of
contention over the proposed WEP route, now is the time for all sides to come together and identify the specific
transportation problems in West Eugene and figure out solutions to these problems. We should not turn last week's
Council decision regarding the WEP into a political firestorm.

| am familiar with some of the traffic routes in West Eugene as my family business is located on 1st St. between
Seneca and Bertelsen, near the proposed West Eugene Parkway route. At 'rush hours', | have rarely experienced
congestion problems when commuting from the 30th and Hilyard area. | travel north on Hilyard to 6th, then cross over
to 5th west of Garfield to Seneca and then to1st. Some of my route parallels the eastern portion of the proposed
Parkway route.

| do experience significant traffic problems when | travel north and south on Chambers and Garfield. If the WEP were
built, this congestion would only intensify as more traffic funneled toward the Parkway entrance at 6th and 7th west of
Garfield. In the other direction, coming off the Parkway, there would be more traffic turning on to Chambers and
Garfield as well as backing up on 7th west of the Jefferson / Washington ramps to 105.

There are several different routes commuters use when driving to West Eugene: 18th, 11th, 6th & 7th, 5th,1st,
Roosevelt, the Beltline, etc. While this street grid is spread out, most traffic eventually has to funnel in to the Bertelsen
/ Beltline area. Some commuters do take Hwy. 99 north to Clear Lake Rd and then head west. Traffic lane
improvements and timed traffic lights are needed west of the Bertelsen and Beltline areas to alleviate traffic
congestion west of Eugene. Ramp work at the intersection of Beltline and W.11th and clearer signs South of town on
I-5 would divert more traffic around, rather than through Eugene.

Many of you already know that Federal law dictates that it is illegal to build a highway through parklands. This is a
major reason why the WEP has not been built. If we study how to make some of these existing routes more traffic
efficient, Eugene will be much better off than if we spend another ten years fighting about the WEP.

Thank You,
Deborah Noble
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From: Nathan Tublitz [tublitz@uoneuro.uoregon.edu]

Sent: Wednesday, November 02, 2005 3:57 PM

To: *Springfield Mayor; cmo@ci.springdfield.or.us; HAMM Ken (LTD); Central Lane Metropolitan
Planning Organization

Subject: West Eugene Parkway

Dear Eugene and Springfield Decision Makers

Transportation solutions are crucial to the success of our community. So is the need to protect our
critical wetlands. | fully support Mayor Piercy's "Principles" to the address the congestion in West
Eugene and support the recent Eugene City Council action to design and build transportation
projects in West Eugene without harming our precious and irreplaceable wetlands.

Sincerely,

N. Tublitz
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Professor of Biology

Institute of Neuroscience
University of Oregon
Eugene, Oregon USA 97403
phone: 541-346-4510

fax:: 541-346-4548
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