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Memorandum Date: August 10, 2006
Order Date: August 15, 2006

TO: Board of County Commissioners
DEPARTMENT: Public Works
PRESENTED BY: Sonny Chickering, County Engineer

AGENDAITEMTITLE: SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL SUBMITTAL IN THE MATTER

OF RESCINDING THE DIRECTOR'S REPORT FOR THE
ESTIMATED ASSESSMENTS FOR GREEN CREEK RQAD
BRIDGE AT MP 0.23 (A LOCAL ACCESS ROAD) AND
FINDING THAT REPLACEMENT OF THE BRIDGE IS OF
BENEFIT TO THE COUNTY GENERALLY

MOTION
THAT THE DIRECTOR'S REPORT OF ESTIMATED ASSESSMENTS FOR THE

REPLACEMENT OF GREEN CREEK ROAD BRIDGE (A LOCAL ACCESS
ROAD) AT MILEPOST 0.23 BE RESCINDED.

AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY

The Board has determined that there was a misunderstanding with the affected
property owners on Green Creek Road at the time of the original meeting with
the Board. The property owners were under the impression that the County
would pay for the bridge and felt that there was no discussion at that time of
them being assessed for cost of the replacement of the bridge. The
assessments were not specifically discussed until a following meeting when the
property owners were not present. At the meeting of the Board held on June
28, 2006, the Board gave Public Works staff direction to suspend further action
concerning assessment of the costs of the project to the benefiting property
owners pending the Board’s reconsideration of its previous decision with regard
to assessments.

BACKGROUND/IMPLICATIONS OF ACTION

Board Acti | Other Hist

The intended load rating for the temporary flatcar bridge based on the size and
condition of the structural components and the proposed design of its finished
installation was no less than 27 tons, with the understanding that a formal load
rating of the bridge would be performed by the County’s consultant once the
installation was completed and prior to revision of the official load posting by
the Board.



Rescinding Director's Report Green Creek Road Br.

A concern that was voiced by several of the property owners was that the
Board-directed minimum load rating of 27 tons (54,000 Ibs.) for the temporary
replacement flatcar bridge, although sufficient for providing access by fire-
fighting apparatus, was not sufficient to handle heavier highway lega! loads
such as 5-axle log trucks, and that the proposed minimum loading was
marginally adequate for typical 3-axle delivery vehicles trucks such as loaded
dump trucks.

The bridge installation in now complete, and Otak, Inc. was hired to complete a
detailed engineering assessment of the structural components of the railroad
flatcar bridge and the related site conditions. Otak has competed their analysis
and is recommending that the operating load rating for this bridge be posted at
30 tons for a 3-axle configuration, 40 tons for 5-axle tractor-trailer configuration
and 38 tons for a six-axle truck and pull-trailer configuration as illustrated on
Attachment 1.

Because the load rating information was not available at the time the original
Board packet for this itern was submitted, staff is now providing it via this
Supplemental Memo. Staff will soon submit a separate Agenda item to the
Board concerning revising the official load posting for the bridge.

B. Policylssues

Lane Code 15.636 requires that when the Board determines that the public interest
requires improvement to a bridge on a Local Access Road the direct cost of the
bridge improvement or replacement shall be assessed to the specially benefiting
property owners on a uniform basis as determined by the Board. Payment of the
cost of the replacement bridge is contrary to this Code provision and to County
policy generally with respect to expenditures for work on Local Access roads.

On the other hand, Section 9, Subsection (2) (Public Improvements) of the Lane
County Home Rule Charter provides that to the extent to which the Board finds
that a public improvement is of benefit to the County generally, the cost of the
improvement may be defrayed by revenue from other sources, and does not
-distinguish between an improvement on a County-maintained road and a Local
Access Road.

C. Ei ialand/or B Cansiderati

If there are to be no assessments to the benefiting property owners, monies
already expended from the Operations and Maintenance portion of the County
Road Fund for replacement of this bridge will not be reimbursed.

D. Alternatives/Options



Rescinding Director's Report Green Creek Road Br.

1. Rescind the Director's Report, forego the revenue from the assessments
of approximately $65,000.00, and fund the project from the Road Fund
Operations and Maintenance Budget.

2. Continue with the assessment process and set pending liens on the
benefiting properties in the amount of the estimated assessments.

V. IMINGIMPLEMENTATION

Pursuant to Board Direction, staff will mail notices to affected property owners
notifying them of the Board’s decision. If the Board directs Option 2, staff will also
prepare an item for the Consent Calendar setting the pending liens on the
benefiting properties.

V. BECOMMENDATION
Option 2.
VI. EOL]1 OW-1IP

Staff will notify property owners of the decision by the Board as to whether they
will be assessed for the bridge replacement, or that all costs will be borne by
the County.

VIl. ATTACHMENTS
Attachment 1-Graphic showing recommended posting per Otak, Inc.
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