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Alternatives Analysis Report and Preliminary De Minimis Finding 
The Tillamook US 101/OR 6 Project Alternatives Analysis Report and the project’s Preliminary Section 4(f) de 
minimis Impact Finding were published on June 4, 2012. Notice of the report and preliminary finding availability, 
along with the ability to comment on them, was announced and publicized by:  

 Newsletter mailed to the existing mailing list, as well as to businesses and residents within the City of 
Tillamook (ZIP code mailing to all addresses) 

 Newspaper ad in the Tillamook Headlight-Herald on June 6, 2012 
 Project website including the full text of the report 
 Email distribution to all email addresses gathered by the project team during the project  
 Newspaper article about the project and the public hearing/open house in the Tillamook Headlight-

Herald on June 4, 2012 
 Posters in Spanish and English at a grocery store in downtown Tillamook and the library 

The Alternatives Analysis Report, all its supporting documentation, and preliminary de minimis impact finding 
were available on the project web site, by request in hard copy, at Tillamook City Hall, at ODOT’s district office in 
Astoria and at the Tillamook Library. The Alternatives Analysis Report was also discussed at a Stakeholder 
Advisory Committee meeting on June 7, 2012, and at a Tillamook County Board of Commissioners meeting on 
June 12, 2012.   

The comment period for the Alternative Analysis Report and the preliminary de minimis impact finding extended 
from June 4 to July 6, 2012. Comments were accepted via mail, email, fax, the project website, and at the public 
hearing/open house.  All comments received by ODOT within the comment period are included within this 
memorandum. 

Public Hearing/Open House – June 20, 2012 
A combined public hearing and open house was held on Wednesday, June 20, 2012 at the Swiss Hall in Tillamook 
from 4:30 to 7:30 p.m. The event drew approximately 55 visitors throughout the evening.  Attendees were 
offered the opportunity to speak at the public hearing portion of the meeting, which was overseen by ODOT staff 
(i.e., Larry McKinley, Area Manager).  None of the attendees expressed a desire to speak. 

The open house portion of the event provided attendees with visual and written information about the project. 
This included a description of the two alternatives (build and no-build), a summary of the alternatives analysis 
findings, and the schedule for future work in the open house area. A court reporter was available to record verbal 
comments (i.e., testimony) provided in the public hearing area. Seating was also provided to allow community 
members to listen to one another’s comments. Comments were also collected via written comment forms.   

Online and Mailed Comments 
The following 20 comments were collected via written comment forms, email, or were mailed directly to the 
project team. No verbal testimony was submitted at the June 20, 2012 public hearing.  Sixteen unique comments 
were received during the comment period. One comment was received multiple times and not included in the 
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count, but is included below. An additional three comments were received before the comment period.  The 
comments were roughly split in support of the build alternative and no-build alternative. The complete text of all 
comments received is provided below. 
Complete Comment Text 
The following comments were collected before the official comment period started, but after the email distribution 
message was sent out. These comments will be included with the others for consideration by the project.  
Name Date Collected Comment 
Jean Bailey 6/2/12 Website I believe Hoquarton is the way to spell this, not Hoquarten. 

Those things are important to us old timers. Also, how about 8' 
sidewalks, 9 ft. parking and 13' travel lane unless there are rules 
against that configuration. 

Roger Forrest 6/3/12 Website I believe that the state could spend $22 million for better 
projects than this. It only takes a few minutes of travel time and 
all of this money for a few extra seconds of travel time in 
downtown is ridiculous. 

Elaine and 
Ted 
Hungerford 

6/3/12 Website We can hardly wait for the proposed Highway 101/6 plan to be 
built.  We've lived here over 40 years, we were volunteers 
building Hoquarton Park, and we participated in many of your 
local planning meetings.  This is the best version we've seen. We 
support the proposed project. 

 

These comments were collected during the comment period between June 4 and July 6, 2012.  

Name Date Collected Comment 
Raymond 
DeHaan 
 

6/5/12 Website This should improve traffic flow and help clean up and 
modernize the appearance of the intersection. It also should 
make parking and travel along Main and Pacific Avenues a little 
less nerve-wracking. 

Jon Dicampli 6/5/12 Website I feel that this project would hurt any businesses south of First 
street by having a large number of tourists bypass part of 
Tillamook instead of driving through downtown to get from 
Highway 101 to Highway 6. As an employee at The Pancake 
House on 3rd and Main, I feel this would be extremely bad for 
business, and would force several local businesses to close. Of 
course there would be a temporary increase in construction 
jobs, but I feel there would be a negative overall impact in the 
long run. Most of the revenue from our restaurant comes from 
tourists, especially during the summer. We depend on tourists to 
stay in business in a small town. I don't see how having fewer 
tourists driving through Tillamook would be a good thing and the 
owner of our restaurant has said that we will be forced to close 
down if this project happens. 

Tim Lutz 6/7/12 Website I have read the material sent out the week of June 4th. I think 
the planners did a great job in trying to solve as many concerns 
as possible, realizing there is no way everyone will like the 
outcomes. I lend my support to the project, it improves traffic 
and makes some badly needed safety improvements in the town 
core. As far as the use of 95 square feet of the Hoquarten Park, it 
is a price worth paying. The impact to the park appears to 
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Name Date Collected Comment 
minimal and its use can continue. I do want the access to be safe 
though. I believe it is unwise not to use these funds for this 
project. Failure to address these problems now may mean 
decades before the concerns are meant and the cost will be 
much greater.  

Joan Becker 6/13/12 Website Thank you for the chance to voice my thoughts on the planned 
changes at Highways 101/6. Tillamook cannot afford to chase 
away tourists for many months, close 6 businesses and 
inconvenience multitudes of businesses that depend on these 
streets for transport on a regular basis. Tourists will simply plan 
trips to reach the coast route further south & northward 
travelers will detour at Lincoln City, rejoining 101 at 
Seaside/Astoria. Having grown up here 78 years, in a business on 
Main St, I am well aware of the area being considered, and it's 
just another of Tillamook's pipedreams that waste time and 
money and only accomplish more confusion. Please do us all the 
favor of forgetting any $$ wasting schemes for the foreseeable 
future.  

Tillamook 
County 
Commissioners 
Tim Josi and 
Mark Labhart 

6/13/12 Mailed The Tillamook County Board of Commissioners wishes to provide 
this letter as our endorsement and support of the Tillamook US 
101/OR 6 project. We support the "Build Alternative" vs. the No-
Build Alternative. Tillamook County has had two representatives 
participating in this process since its inception in 2009. We had 
one Commissioner participating on the Steering Committee and 
our Public Works Director participating on the Project 
Management Team. Both representatives were active 
participants throughout the process and attended the public 
input sessions. We concur that there is a purpose and need for 
the project as identified in the Tillamook Transportation 
Refinement Plan developed by both Tillamook City and 
Tillamook County. We participated in the "Alternatives Analysis" 
that occurred between 2009 and 2010. We participated in the 
revised "Build Analysis" based upon public input during 2011 and 
we support the selection of the preferred build alternative. We 
thank the Oregon Legislature for their earmark funding in the 
Transportation Bill that provides full funding for this project and 
support for improving the transportation system in rural Oregon. 
We believe this project will create significant jobs during the 
construction phase as well as provide safety and design 
improvements at the US 101/OR 6 intersection as well as 
downtown Tillamook. We also believe this will do a lot to 
"spruce up" and improve the downtown core area. 

Patricia 
Archambault 

6/19/12 Website As a life long resident of Tillamook I believe this proposed 
change will do more harm then good to our town. I have never 
read anything about accident statistics for that intersection. And 
I don't ever see a real problem with traffic backup. If that is the 
supposed problem, then build the new bridge with the four 
lanes, as planned, and extend the 2 Northbound lanes all the 
way across to meet up with the lanes on the other side. Then we 
don't loose 6 businesses. And the only lose might be the 
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Name Date Collected Comment 
swimming pool at the motel. I don’t think this town can really 
afford to loose any more businesses. Had the BiMart complex 
moved forward, there might have been a location for some of 
these businesses to have moved to, but that is not going to 
happen now. So let’s leave the businesses alone and use some 
common sense in this matter. I don’t see that the changes are 
going to increase the flow of traffic, and I personally think it is 
only going to make the confusion worse. 

Kent Searles 6/20/12 Public 
Hearing/Open 
House 

Good Project. This should have been done long ago.  

Ray Jacobs 6/20/12 Public 
Hearing/Open 
House 

Leave the highway the way it is, don’t do this project 

Nancy Searles 6/20/12 Public 
Hearing/Open 
House 

This is a long time coming – it’s really needed. The businesses 
listed on the flood plain north of the intersection should never 
have been allowed to build there. This project might encourage 
these landowners to improve their sites also. There will be a 
much improved intersection when this is done.  

Gus Meyers 
Family 

6/20/12 Public 
Hearing/Open 
House 

The OR 6/US 101 is a well researched, communicated project of 
major benefit to those of us outside of Tillamook City limits. This 
project proposes ease of tourist travels. Traffic flows to the 
north of OR 6/US 101 and west to OR 131 are enhanced. Our 
family can/will say widening of Main and Pacific streets 
approached “mandatory consideration.” Underground power 
will enhance traffic visibility. Small business for “buy out” should 
be assisted in relocation efforts. Improved building awning 
support will help city “charm” and vehicle safety. Efforts for 
increase parking is important. This “build alternative” enhances 
access to Hoquarton Trail Park.  

Patricia 
Archambault 

6/20/12 Public 
Hearing/Open 
House 

As a life long resident of Tillamook I believe this proposed 
change will do more harm then good to our town. I have never 
read anything about accident statistics for that intersection. And 
I don’t ever see a real problem with traffic backup. If that is the 
supposed problem, then build a new bridge with the four lanes, 
as planned, and extend the 2 northbound lanes all the way 
across the meet up with the lanes on the other side. Then we 
don’t loose 6 businesses. and the only lose might be the 
swimming pool at the motel. I don’t think this town can really 
afford to loose any more businesses. The widening of Main and 
Pacific is a completely separate issue and can still be 
accomplished without the propose intersection change. Had the 
BiMart complex moved forward, there might have been a 
location for some of these businesses to have moved to, but that 
is not going to happen now. So let’s leave the businesses alone 
and use some common sense in this matter. I don’t see that the 
changes are going to increase the flow of traffic, and I personally 
think it is only going to make the confusion worse.  

Lori Kaiser 6/22/12 Website I was not able to attend the open house but I would like to put in 
my two cents worth no matter if it means anything to the 
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Name Date Collected Comment 
powers that be or not. To qualify my comment I am a lifelong 
resident of Tillamook County though I do not live within city 
limits. I must admit I only paid momentary attention to this 
project in the beginning but after reviewing the flyer we 
received in the mail; I can see NO BENEFIT to our town by letting 
ODOT bully us into this project no matter how much they have 
spent on planning and studies. The excuse that tourists are 
confused is ridiculous; that is the definition of a tourist: they are 
in an unfamiliar place for the first time. Also the excuse of traffic 
congestion: this happens a handful of weekends in the summer 
and lasts for a very short time. Why is it preferable to have 
traffic move 30% faster, have less opportunity to park and less 
room to walk if they do find parking? Please DO NOT let ODOT 
run roughshod over our town that though a little rough around 
the edges still has a lot of character which we need to retain. 
That character of a small town is what the tourists come for. I 
feel doing nothing now and rethinking how fast we want people 
to move through our town is the wiser choice. 

Mary Well 
Sims 

6/26/12 Mailed I’m sorry I did not attend the hearing/open house on June 20th. 
After a long hard day of working outside I said to myself: “they 
won’t listen to anything I say if I go to this meeting so why 
bother?” I’ve been thinking about that ever since and decided to 
put in my “two cents worth” anyhow! I’ve lived in Tillamook 
since 1954 and feel I have a vested interest in what happens 
here. I’ve never had a problem with that intersection nor have I 
seen anyone else have a problem there. The signing and 
directional aids are very clear and the traffic lights do their job of 
alleviating congestion. All this project will do (and I’m very sure 
the “powers that be” will undertake the project no matter what 
the residents have to say about it) will be to spend a lot ($27 
million) of money, cause traffic to be congested for months over 
the summer, and remove businesses that are now paying taxes 
to the city. Like the owners of the Fei Ying restaurant, many 
business owners will throw up their hand and leave. Please, 
leave our quiet little town alone! We don’t need all those 
“improvements” it’s just fine the way it is. Why spend all that 
money just because you have it to spend? Why not help the 
county to repair the terrible roads we have? I know, state vs. 
county money can’t be re-allocated, too bad, it’s our money isn’t 
it?  I say no to all this change and I have to laugh at your 
comment of being “sensitive” to adjacent parks and natural 
resources. I’ve seen what you intend to do and it looks to me like 
it will be “smash, crash, and do your own thing.” Thank you for 
reading this.  

Tillamook Area 
Chamber of 
Commerce 
Justin 
Aufdermauer 
 

6/26/12 Email What the Chamber is going to be interested in will be the timing 
of different stages of this project to create the least amount of 
impact on surrounding businesses. Don and Pat are right that 
there is a lot of construction going on in our small community 
over the next few year. However, I believe that there are ways 
that if we all communicate and work together we can make sure 
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Name Date Collected Comment 
that this impacts our surrounding businesses as little as possible. 
I apologize for missing the public meeting, I look forward to 
working with you on this project in the future.  
 
One design feature that has me concerned at this time, and is 
what I believe an easy fix, is the proposed island on Front/101. 
This being the industrial loading zone in Tillamook, this island 
would impede a very large percentage of commerce on this 
road. Semi’s and large trucks swing this corner and get to their 
loading docks. This is the only way for either a loaded lowboy to 
go west or a 53’ Tillamook County Creamery truck to get to their 
docks on front. Any thoughts on this? 

Aaron Burris 7/6/2012 Website I do not feel that this project is needed. I think it will be 
devastating to the businesses in down town Tillamook. For 
example look at the loss of business at the shops on 3rd street 
and that’s only been going on for a short time. All star signs is 
moving out of E&E due to the loss of revenue and no one is 
interested in renting the space. Its my opinion that this project is 
not needed, and all of the loss the community will take out 
weighs the benefits. 

Lyla Rawe 7/6/2012 Website I am firmly opposed to the proposed traffic change in Tillamook 
where Hwy 6 and 101 will meet. I think it will not be beneficial to 
traffic and will cause undue stress on business in town. Not only 
the ones being forced to move but the ones that will lose 
business due to parking and the need to bypass Tillamook 
downtown. 

Aaron Burris 7/6/2012 Website The proposed changes to Hwy 101 will affect our business in a 
very detrimental way, there is no where in Tillamook that we can 
move to that will have the kind of exposure that we have here. 
Instead of spending $22 million on a project that will not help 
the town in a positive way, maybe you should look into fixing the 
intersection at hwy 6 and pacific with better signage on possibly 
some concrete dividers to keep people from illegally changing 
lanes. That would alleviate most, if not all of the fender benders 
at the intersection. Also, instead of spending all this money on a 
useless project, maybe we should focus on fixing the 
Hwy6/Wilson River Lp. intersection where many people have 
died in traffic accidents. The minute amount of damage cause by 
fender benders at the Hwy6/Pacific intersection is nothing 
compared to the countless lives that have been lost or ruined 
because of the Hwy6/Wilson River Lp. intersection. 

Tilda Jones 7/6/2012 Letter Comments: 
1.  “Build” project takes $27M of taxpayers state money to 

buy out/take $21M of 6 city taxpayer family owned 
commercial business and property, forever, to over 
develop the intersection, highway, bridge and 
downtown. 

2. Another 55 tax payer jobs and $22,000 annual city taxes 
are lost with an excessive and unnecessary $27M “build” 
project in rural Tillamook, a community society built on 
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family and family owned businesses and property tax 
payers to sustain the most prosperous country in world 
history. 

3. $27M “build” project is more convoluted than the 
current road system, defeating purposes for optimum 
safety and mobility. 

4. $27M “build” project undermines and mistreats 
community tax base when the small faux stakeholders 
committee decided 4 years ago “to build.” The 
committee officials and agencies “bite off the hands that 
feed them,” to create a ghost town.  They need to 
approve a (city) ballot vote of registered voters at the 
July 16 meeting. 

5. Downtown traffic is “built’ 30% faster with 30-35 parking 
spaces “unbuilt” – the opposite of optimum downtown 
City of Tillamook business prosperity. 

6. $27M is spent without reducing flood damages, the #1 
issue on North Main Avenue/US 101.  June 4, 2012 
Alternative Analysis Report does not include flood 
analysis section with FEMA “no rise” certification, data 
supporting several inches of reduced flood waters with 
reduced impervious surfaces, and flood duration effects. 

7. 150 years of progressive history projected forward 
another 25 years (to 2036) regresses with the 
committee’s $27M decision to “build.” 

Question: What needs to be done to require ballot votes on 
taxpayer projects costing over $5M? 
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