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M I N U T E S 
 

Metropolitan Policy Committee 
Virtual Meeting via Zoom 

 
 May 5, 2022 

 11:30 a.m. 
 
PRESENT: Randy Groves, Chair; Lucy Vinis (City of Eugene); Sean VanGordon, Steve Moe (City of 

Springfield); Heather Buch (Lane County); Jim Gamble (Oregon Department of 
Transportation); Caitlin Vargas, Don Nordin (Lane Transit District), members; Anne Heath 
(City of Coburg), ex officio member.  

 
Brenda Wilson, Paul Thompson, Kelly Clarke, Dan Callister, Ellen Currier, Syd Shoaf, Cassidy Mills 
(Lane Council of Governments); Emma Newman (City of Springfield); Rob Inerfeld (City of Eugene); 
Sasha Vartanian (Lane County); Megan Winner (City of Coburg); Tom Schwetz, Andrew Martin (Lane 
Transit District); Bill Johnston (Oregon Department of Transportation); Rob Zako, Claire Roth, Colin Hill 
(Better Eugene-Springfield Transportation), Neil Moyer (Metro Television), Sarah Mazze, Kevin Fletcher, 
Rachel Tochen (Safe Routes to School). 
 
WELCOME, CALL TO ORDER AND INTRODUCTIONS 
 
Mr. Groves convened the meeting of the Metropolitan Policy Committee (MPC) and a quorum was 
established.  
 
APPROVE March 3, 2022, MPC MEETING MINUTES 
 

Ms. Vinis, seconded by Ms. Buch, moved to approve the March 3, 2022, meeting 
minutes as presented. The motion passed unanimously, 7:0. 

 
ADJUSTMENTS TO THE AGENDA/ANNOUNCEMENTS FROM MPC MEMBERS 
 
There were no adjustments to the agenda or announcements. 
 
COMMENTS FROM THE AUDIENCE 
 
Mr. Groves explained procedures for providing testimony during the virtual ZOOM meeting. 
 
Claire Roth, Better Eugene-Springfield Transportation (BEST), spoke to BEST's support of the West 
Eugene EmX corridor to promote better transit. The community was now considering the breath and depth 
of transportation issues and the value of a complete street that was designed and operated to enable safe 
use and promote mobility for all. She said BEST supported the MovingAhead project as an integral part of 
a complete street vision and encouraged the MPCs approval of the MovingAhead locally preferred 
alternative, which would provide eligibility for federal funding to invest in the community and generations 
to come. 
 
Rob Zako, BEST, spoke to regional primary funding considerations and the tool to link goals and 
objectives in the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) to funding for project applications. He said BEST 
was pleased with the direction the MPC was taking, although the tool was at a fairly high level and the 
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objectives were fairly broad and vague. He looked forward to seeing how the tool was implemented and 
how it was determined that one or more objectives were being advanced by a project.  
 
METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION (MPO) ISSUES 
 

Addendum to MPO Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP) 
 
Ms. Currier provided a brief overview of the UPWP and explained how the addendum, which covered 
changes to the work program for the coming year, had been developed in conjunction with federal and 
state partners. Funding was also updated as part of the process.  
 
Mr. Groves opened the public hearing. 
 
Rob Zako, BEST, commented that MPC members represented the public and as such, should have 
opportunities to hear from the public in order to inform their views. He said decisions were being made 
during the meeting on four items and the UPWP, perhaps the least important of the four items, was the 
only one for which a public hearing was being held. He was confused about when public hearings were 
held and when they were not required. He said BEST supported MovingAhead but MPC had never held a 
public hearing on it. Likewise, the Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP) amendment 
included $30 million for the Franklin Boulevard project and he did not recall an opportunity to comment 
on the project or know when the decision was made to move forward. He was not questioning whether 
those items should be approved, only that there should be a public process.  
 
Mr. Zako said there were special projects in the addendum, some of which were discretionary with many 
agencies engaged in planning at the same, and it was not clear what some of the planning projects were 
actually buying. He questioned whether planning should be done just because funding was available or 
should there be more deliberation about how much the MPC as policymakers and the general public could 
absorb at one time.  
 
There being no other speakers, Mr. Groves invited questions and comments from the MPC. 
 
Ms. Vinis asked staff to provide an explanation of when a public hearing was required and when it was 
not. Mr. Thompson stated that the MPO's Public Participation Plan (PPP) provided guidelines for when 
items coming before the MPC for action required a public hearing. A copy of the PPP was available on the 
MPO website and contained a table that specifically identified what type of involvement was needed for 
different types of action. Most items only required a public notice and an opportunity for comment without 
a public hearing. 
 
Mr. Groves agreed with Ms. Vinis about the importance of public comments on large projects. He asked if 
public hearings on transportation matters had been delegated to the MPC by the Lane Council of 
Governments (LCOG) Board. Mr. Thompson explained that public hearings on items such as the UPWP 
and RTP had been fully delegated to the MPC as the final decision-making body. Regarding the special 
projects in the UPWP, he clarified that the UPWP serves two purposes: first to establish the MPO's work 
program and its funding for the fiscal year, and second to serve as a public information document that 
illustrated to the MPC and the public all of the transportation planning activities, including those outside of 
the MPO’s purview, that would be conducted during that fiscal year. The special projects section was not 
something that was being approved; it was the information piece. Action by the MPC to adopt the UPWP 
Addendum does not affect the special projects or their funding. 
 
Mr. Groves closed the public hearing. 
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Ms. Buch, seconded by Ms. Vinis, moved to approve Resolution 2022-05 
adopting the UPWP Addendum and programming funding. The motion passed 
unanimously, 7:0. 

 
Regional Primary Funding Considerations 

 
Mr. Callister requested approval of Regional Primary Funding Considerations to direct the MPO's 
selection process for projects using discretionary federal funds that would be received through 2027. He 
said the document would establish areas of emphasis on RTP goals and draw a clear and transparent link 
between goals and projects. He said the goals were general in nature and at the MPC's direction staff had 
developed criteria based on the 28 objectives in the RTP that would be a more useful tool for the project 
selection process. He briefly reviewed the objectives and criteria. 
 
Ms. Vinis was pleased with the document and thanked staff for their work. She appreciated that climate 
change and greenhouse gas emissions were addressed. 
 

Ms. Buch, seconded by Ms. Vinis, moved to approve the Regional Primary 
Funding Considerations to direct the Central Lane MPO project selection process. 
The motion passed unanimously, 7:0. 

 
Coronavirus Response and Relief Supplemental Appropriation Act (CRRSAA) Funding 

 
Mr. Thompson noted that the MPC had previously approved receiving CRRSAA dollars as relief funding. 
Since that time the funds had been received and could be distributed. The recommendation was to 
distribute the funds for two primary purposes: first, regional broadband planning and development of a 
strategic plan and second, distribute the balance to the four general purpose governments of Coburg, 
Eugene, Springfield and Lane County. He said the MPC's Transportation Planning Committee (TPC) 
unanimously approved the proposed distribution and also established a five percent minimum level for 
Coburg so the city would receive sufficient funds to be useful.  
 
Ms. Wilson said with the release of additional federal funding to states for the strategic build out of 
broadband, the MPO needed to be prepared to apply for and implement that funding in the region. The 
CRRSAA funds would allow for the hiring of a consultant to create a broadband strategy that would help 
the region be eligible to apply for federal funding that would be released over the next several years. She 
reviewed the proposed distribution set forth in the agenda materials and said an example of a request for 
proposals (RFP) issued by another council of governments was also included. She stressed the importance 
of readily available broadband to the region's economic vitality and resiliency and urged the MPC's 
support. 
 
Mr. VanGordon joined the meeting at noon. 
 
Ms. Buch was excited about the opportunity to develop a regional broadband strategy that would make the 
region competitive for broadband funding and urged the MPC's support. 
 
Mr. Moe said that in the past the nation was connected by the interstate highway system. Broadband was 
establishing a new nationwide connection and Lane County should be a part of that. 
 
Mr. VanGordon observed that every jurisdiction and organization seemed to be working on broadband and 
asked how those efforts would be coordinated in a regional plan. Ms. Wilson said developing a regional 
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strategy would facilitate collaboration among those efforts, including other counties around Lane County. 
She said those councils of government also had funding for broadband feasibility studies and this initiative 
would tie that work together to leverage all available resources and avoid individual results that might be 
incompatible. She said LCOG had an RFP ready to be released if the MPC approved the proposal. 
 
Mr. VanGordon supported any efforts to bring all concerned to the table. 
 
Ms. Vinis supported the recommendation and appreciated the urgency of the matter. She hoped the MPC 
would receive updates and information on lessons learned during the planning process. 
 
Mr. Groves also supported the recommendation. He said leveraging and collaboration among regional 
entities would strengthen connections across boundaries. 
 

Ms. Buck, seconded by Mr. Moe, moved to approve the allocation of CRRSAA 
funding as presented. The motion passed unanimously, 8:0. 

 
 Safe Routes to School (SRTS) 2021-2025 Strategic Plan 
 
Ms. Mazze introduced SRTS coordinators Kevin Fletcher and Rachel Tochen. She used a slide 
presentation and video to provide an overview of the SRTS program structure and implementation and 
review the 2021-2025 Strategic Plan. She said the Bethel, Eugene and Springfield school districts 
participated in SRTS and financial support was provided through MPC discretionary funds. She 
emphasized that the program was moving away from enforcement to engagement. She explained how the 
plan focused on the six "E's" of the SRTS program: Equity, Engagement, Education, Encouragement, 
Evaluation and Engineering.  
 
Ms. Vinis and Mr. Groves extolled the benefits of the SRTS program. 
 
Mr. Nordin applauded the SRTS program and staff for their efforts, which promoted active transportation, 
a reduction of automobile trips in the community and connection to transit. 
 
 MovingAhead Locally Preferred Alternative 
 
Mr. Inerfeld said MovingAhead was a project that reflected collaboration between the City of Eugene and 
Lane Transit District (LTD) to determine the types of investments to make on five of the most important 
transportation corridors over the next 10 years. He said the project began in 2015 by studying 11 corridors 
that were subsequently reduced to five corridors based on evaluation and public feedback. Those corridors 
were Highway 99, River Road, Coburg Road, 30th Avenue to Lane Community College and MLK 
Boulevard. He explained how community input was used to determine the preferred street design concept 
for each corridor that would best meet community needs, goals, and plans.  
 
Mr. Martin reviewed the high level street design concepts, which also included three transit options. He 
described the public process beginning in 2015 and the many issues addressed during that process. He said 
the Eugene City Council and LTD Board of Directors had adopted a locally preferred alternative and the 
MPC was being asked to concur with that alternative. He explained that a locally preferred alternative was 
a key part of the federal environmental permitting and review process and set a high level vision for the 
corridor, although it was not a final design and did not lock in a specific EmX design. He said once a 
locally preferred alternative was adopted the next step was to take the conceptual design and make it 
detailed. Staff would continue to check in with decision-makers in the community as the process moved 
forward. 
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Mr. Inerfeld reviewed the locally preferred alternative and next steps in the process: 
 
Corridor      Mode       
Highway 99       Enhanced Corridor  
River Road      EmX  
30th Avenue to Lane Community College (LCC) No-Build [reconsider this corridor after other 
           agency studies and projects are completed] 
Coburg Road       Enhanced Corridor [requiring additional study  
       and community engagement]  
Martin Luther King, Jr. Boulevard via downtown  Enhanced Corridor 
 
Mr. Inerfeld said the MPC's adoption of the locally preferred alternative was required because 
MovingAhead was a regionally significant project. 
 
Mr. Moe asked why Springfield was not part of MovingAhead. Mr. Martin replied that Springfield 
determined it did not have the staff capacity to move forward with both MovingAhead and the Main Street 
project and opted to focus efforts on Main Street. He said Springfield could be included in the future if 
there was community interest to do so. 
 
Mr. VanGordon observed that from a regional perspective he was happy to support MovingAhead as 
Eugene and LTD developed a vision for their areas. It was valuable to note that it was important to follow 
the lead of Eugene as it planned for its transportation corridors. 
 

Ms. Vinis, seconded by Mr. Moe, moved to adopt the MovingAhead Locally 
Preferred Alternative. The motion passed unanimously, 8:0. 

 
Follow-up and Next Steps 

 
• ODOT Update—Mr. Gamble introduced himself and said he would be representing the 

Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT) on the MPC as the interim Area 5 manager 
following Frannie Brindle's retirement. He described ODOT's role in the Oregon 2022 
Track and Field World Championships. He said ODOT would take the transportation lead 
in a $40 million project funded through the Governor's Office. He listed some of the 
activities involved in preparing for the event. 

• MTIP Administrative Amendments—There were no questions. 
• Next Meeting/Agenda Build—June 2 Virtual Meeting, July 7 Virtual Meeting, August 4 

Virtual Meeting. 
 

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


