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Street Reclassification – Bicycle 

 B-3 “Cypress Avenue – NE 1st street to  NE 5th Street Reclassification” - PAC 3, CAC 4 = 7 
Cypress Avenue street reclassification to a ‘Major Local’ is of high priority to the public. The 
“sharrow” concept seems like a popular idea on this street.  

 B-2 “5th Street Reclassification & Bicycle Improvements”  - PAC 7, CAC 0 = 7 
The proposal to reclassify 5th Street (from Oak Street to NE Cedar Street) to a Major Local street 
was acknowledged in all meetings as of high priority. This proposal contains the ‘sharrow’ 
concept.  

 B-5 “Locust Street Reclassification & Bicycle Improvements”  - PAC 1, CAC 4 = 5 
Locust Street reclassification to a ‘Minor Collector’ is of high priority to the CAC mainly because 
of the added bicycle accessibility. Staff proposed 3 options; Option1 – which includes designed 
Bike Lanes, Option 2 – which includes the “sharrow” concept and Option 3 – which is a hybrid of 
the two with increased 4-way stops along Locust. None of the options seems to be more popular 
than the other to the public; it seems they just want to see some change in the area as it pertains 
to bicyclists. Kelly noted “issue of blind turn at Locust and 2nd Street” (turning right). One citizen 
noted “no stop sign on 3rd” and another citizen noted confusion about right of way width.  

 B-1 “Maple Street Reclassification & Bicycle Improvements” – PAC 3, CAC 0 = 3 
The proposal to reclassify Maple Street (from SE 1st Street to SE 7th Street) to a ‘Major Local’ 
street was acknowledged by some as a priority, but not broadly or by every group.   

 B-4 “3rd Street Reclassification & Bicycle Improvements” – PAC 2, CAC 0 = 2 
The proposal to reclassify 3rd Street (from SE Apple Street to NE Cypress Avenue) to a ‘Major 
Local’ street was acknowledge by some as a priority, but not broadly.  This proposal includes our 
‘sharrow’ concept. One citizen noted “Hill between Oak and Pine Streets on 3rd creates visibility 
issues”. And another citizen noted that “Bikes [would be] better on 2nd Street”. 

 

Street Reclassification – Pedestrian 

 P-1 “5th Street Reclassification & Pedestrian Improvements” – PAC 7, CAC 5 = 12  
Members of the public have placed priority on the reclassification of 5th Street (from Oak Street 
to the School) to better accommodate pedestrian transportation. Athough some citizens 
expressed desire for a stop sign at the top of Fifth Street, a larger number of citizens stressed 
that they would not like to see a stop signs (at Cedar). They noted: “Stops signs on 5th will cause 
more congestion – I am a bus driver”, “In adverse weather, cars, school buses, and trucks will 
have a difficult time getting started. No stop signs going uphill”, and “I agree – no stop sign on 
hill”. Also, a few citizens noted that they would like to see streets lights on the NE 5th Street “for 
safety”. One member noted “Have better access/improvements to 6th for alternative routes to 
school hill”. A PAC member signed “STU” noted “Better drainage for street & existing sidewalk 
helps to promote existing improvements”. Also, noted by a CAC or PAC member is “New 18 inch 
between Oak and into Ash” which I believe means there is a new 18 inch drain pipe in the area 
(east side of 5th street). 

 P-3 “Oak Street Reclassification & Pedestrian Improvements” – PAC 11, CAC 0 = 11 
Citizens of Oakland placed priority on the reclassification of Oak Street (from NE 1st Street to NE 
8th Street) to better accommodate pedestrian transportation. Although the street reclassification 
proposal doesn’t change (going from ‘Arterial’ to ‘Arterial)’, the proposed design standards will 
change to better accommodate pedestrian travel. Two citizens noted that “sidewalks need to go 



to apartments past 9th street. Children walk from there every day in the street.” Another Citizen 
noted that “Oak Street should be used as main route east and not allow heavy trucks on Locust 
Street”. 

 P-4 “Cypress Avenue – NE 1st Reclassification & Pedestrian Improvements” – PAC 4, CAC 4 = 8 
2 citizens of Oakland have placed priority on the reclassification of Cypress Avenue (from NE 1st 
Street to NE 5th Street) to a ‘Major Collector’ to better accommodate pedestrian transportation. 
One noted that there should be “sidewalks on one side the street only.” Two of the PAC Red 
Stickers were signed with “WE” and “BL” (I assume these are initials). And lastly, one of the 
members noted that “School Bus Line” runs along Cypress Avenue from and to NE 5th Street and 
NE 1st Street. 

 P-2 “3rd Street Reclassification & Pedestrian Improvements” – PAC 1, CAC 0 = 1 
The proposal to reclassify 3rd Street (from SE Apple Street to Cypress Avenue) to a ‘Major Local’ 
to accommodate pedestrian travel was of some priority to the public. Most of the citizens noted 
that they would rather see this reclassification on 2nd Street rather than 3rd. Another citizen 
noted that they would like to see “sidewalks on one side of street, right side”. 

 

Multi-Use Paths – Pedestrian 

 P-9 “Calapooya Creek Multi-Use Path” – PAC 31, CAC 4 = 35 
Citizens of Oakland have placed priority on the proposed Multi-Use Paths along Calapooya Creek 
connecting to Goodman Avenue and Lake Shore Street, and possible railroad crossings at Pine 
Street or Ash ROW. For the most part people loved this proposal; one member provided an 
additional note stating that we should “work with Sutherlin for a Oakland to Sutherlin bike and 
pedestrian path”. By the placement of most of the stickers, I believe that most of the public 
would rather have the railroad crossing at Ash Creek rather than Pine Street. Another citizen 
noted that people will use Stearns Lane from Goodman Avenue to Lake Shore Street for bike and 
pedestrian travel. Is there “any possibility of adding an additional path here or widening the 
shoulder?” One member  does not like the idea of the Multi-Use Path running along the back side 
of the Clear Lake Ponds and would rather see a direct connection from Lake Shore Multi-Use 
Path to the Multi-Use path running closest and along Calapooya Creek. Also, some members of 
the PAC stressed that the City Owned Property, where the multi-use paths are proposed, floods 
every 10 years or so and would like to put emphasis on building the paths using durable and 
flood resistant materials. 

 P-7 “Ash Right-of-Way (ROW) Multi-Use Path” – PAC 8, CAC 8 = 16 
Citizens of Oakland have placed priority on the proposed Multi-Use Path through Ash Creek ROW 
(from NE 8th Street to NE 1st Street). Although, one citizen did note that “this isn’t a really high 
priority”. One PAC member, noted “Great Idea! ROW already exists – no mess trying to obtain 
ROW. Creates better pedestrian connectivity to downtown and 5th Street to school”. Another PAC 
member, signed as “WAE”, noted “should connect with path along creek”. I am assuming that 
this member is referring to a connection between the existing 5th Street Path and the proposed 
Multi-Use Path along Ash Creek ROW. Also, one member noted “Vehicle travel lane over Ash 
Creek?”. I assume this member is putting emphasis on maintaining automobile transportation 
across Ash Creek even with the proposed path. 

 P-10 “Railroad Right-of-Way (ROW) Multi-Use Path” – PAC 8, CAC 0 = 8 
Citizens of Oakland have placed priority on the proposed Multi-Use Path running through 
Railroad ROW from Ash Creek to SE Front Street; this path also includes a connection to Locust 
Street. I believe that most of the public is in favor of a railroad crossing at Ash Creek rather than 
Pine Street. On a side note: Jim used this map area to sketch out his concept of continuing the 
sidewalk running north on SE 1st Street where it would ‘hang’ a left and continue to run along the 



proposed Railroad crossing at Ash Creek, finally ending at the proposed Railroad ROW Multi-Use 
Path. Jim also expressed that he’d like to see additional sidewalk extensions along NE 1st Street 
to accommodate an ‘unimproved’ street connecting SE 2nd Street to NE 1st Street just south of the 
Ash Creek ROW. 

 P-8 “Ash Right-of-Way (ROW) & Pine Street Railroad Crossings” – PAC 2, CAC 0 = 2 
One citizen of Oakland placed priority on the Ash Creek Row and Pine Street Railroad Crossing. I 
believe this member was also a fan of the Ash Creek ROW Railroad crossing as well. Jim also 
noted and sketched out the location of a storm drain currently residing under the railroad. This 
storm drain is 7 feet tall, 6-8 feet in width, and 24 feet long. The storm drain, pretty much acts as 
a culvert diverting water beneath the railroad coming from Ash Creek. Jim pitched the idea of 
using this giant storm drain as a pedestrian railroad crossing. The two cons to this idea are; that 
the drain is only 7 feet tall which would make it uncomfortable for your average adult bicyclist, 
and there would be some additional costs to divert the Ash Creek water during certain parts of 
the year. 

 

Street Intersections – Auto Transportation 

 A-2 “Locust and 7th Street Intersection” – PAC 8, CAC 8 = 16 
Three citizens of Oakland placed priority on our proposal to provide safer and clearer traffic flow 
through the intersection of SE 7th Street and Locust Street. We proposed two options for this 
intersection; option 1- allows for one-way traffic flow through City Hall’s parking lot which would 
include additional curb lines along Locust. Option 2- allows a two-way traffic flow through City 
Hall’s parking lot and also includes closing the parking lots easterly access. One of the citizens 
noted that there “need[s] to be a sidewalk North side of Locust after Intersection e[ast] (referring 
to the intersection of 7th and Locust Streets). Neither option was prioritized by the CAC or PAC 
which makes me believe they are open to any reasonable changes in to the area. One member 
noted “Parking at City Hall – ball field overflow parking”,1 (see notes below) while another 
noted “Sidewalks needed between the end of sidewalk on Locust (South) through 7th Street and 
8th Street intersections”.2 

 A-3 “Oak and 5th Street Intersection” – PAC 3, CAC 9 = 12 
Citizens of Oakland placed priority on improving pedestrian crossing at the intersection of Oak 
Street and NE 5th Street; our proposal also includes improving drainage issue that’s hinder 
pedestrian travel in the area. One member noted “Connection with 5th Street existing sidewalk to 
school and bio-swale project could connect to Ash Creek ROW Path”. Another individual  also 
noted that we “should [plan to] connect 3 missing ½ block of sidewalk between 5th and 6th Streets 
[along Oak Street]”. Also, noted for this area, is the southwesterly lot at the corner of 5th and Oak 
Streets is “flooded”.4  

 A-1 “1st & Oak & Locust Streets Intersections” – PAC 5, CAC 5 = 10 
Citizens of Oakland placed priority on our proposal to increase sidewalk connections on the west 
side of the 1st Street and also include sidewalk extensions to decrease pedestrian crossing time (4 
Stickers).One citizen noted “sidewalks for Mom’s with strollers – yes!, higher visibility for 
business off Oak – Yes!, bike path for kids on bikes – yes please!”. One member, signed “STU”, 
noted “High Priority to help draw people downtown and create connection to Park Across 99 [1st 
Street]”. Another member noted, “We would like to consider parallel parking this location [west-
side of SE 1st Street, just south of Locust Street]”. And lastly, another member noted, “Right turn 
from North bound 99 [1st Street]5 to Locust inside turn island”. I assume this member would like 
to see a median in the center of Locust Street at the intersection of 1st Street. 

 A-4 “Cedar and 5th Street Intersection” – PAC 2, CAC 8 = 10 



One citizen of Oakland placed priority on improving pedestrian crossing at the intersection of NE 
Cedar Street and NE 5th Street. But was “very unpopular” to others. They noted “Yes to high 
visibility crosswalks, no to stop signs on 5th Street. Stop signs on Cedar Street OK”, “No more stop 
signs here…will cause more congestion”, and “forces buses to stop on hill – school district impact 
very critical here” (referring to stops on 5th Street). Two members noted that he/she would like to 
see speed bumps at the intersection instead of a stop sign. Another member also, noted “There 
should be NO stop sign for traffic heading north on 5th Street; it will create a jam of traffic”. 
Another individual countered this note with “Yes there should”; meaning he/she would like to 
have the stop sign on 5th Street for north bound traffic. 
One citizen noted “No stop sign on top of hill please” 

 A-5 “Stearns Lane, Old Hwy 99/Front Street Intersection” – PAC 1, CAC 0 = 1 
We had no direct proposal for this intersection but we did receive some feedback from the public 
of Oakland. A few citizens noted issues at the intersection of SE Walnut, Stearns Lane, and Old 
Highway 99/Front Street. They stated “Walnut and Stearns misaligned to each other and if 
oncoming cars want to both turn left [facing east and west] they will hit if they 
miscommunicate.” These citizens also provided little diagrams of what the left turns look like.  
“If one drive thinks this…    …and the other thinks this. They will 
hit”. 
 
 
 
 
  

 
 
 Another citizen suggested a round-about near Triangle Park, but two other citizens declined that 
proposal   

with, “No! Round-about.” And lastly, one citizen noted that “light dynamics [on Stearns Lane are] 
confusing. Stop? Wait?” 

 

Conceptual Streets – Auto Transportation 

 A-9 “Apple Street Extension” – PAC 4, CAC 0 = 4 
The proposals to extend Apple Street (west end) to SE Pear Street and was of high priority to the 
public. 

 A-14 “Oak to Locust East Street Connection” – PAC 4, CAC 0 = 4 
The proposal to connect Oak Street to Locust Street near the east side of town (near Driver Valley 
Road- just passed the church) is of high priority to the citizens of Oakland. 

 A-8 “Cypress Avenue Extension” – PAC 2, CAC 1 = 3 
A few members of the public  placed priority on our proposal to extend Cypress Avenue from its 
intersection at NE 5th Street to NE 6th Street. But, two citizens noted “Not interested” and “this 
project would be unfeasible, primarily due to topography. The homeowner on this property has 
huge concerns as to how access to the property would be handled.” Another member noted 
“Have better access/improvements to 6th for altnernative routes to school hill”. 

 

 A-10 “Old Hwy 99 to 5th Street Network” – PAC 1, CAC 0 = 1 
Our proposal for this area is to connect NE 5th Street (near the school) to Old Highway 99 to 
increase local connectivity and to accommodate for future residents in the northern portions of 
Oakland. One member of the public placed priority on this proposal noting “Good for extra way 



out of games…”. One member of the CAC or PAC, noted that he/she doesn’t agree with the 
conceptual street segment running through the school’s parking lot from 5th Street. This member 
noted “traffic flow into the elementary school parking lot would be majorly affected and create 
no smooth flow into the parking lot.” 

 A-11 “Old Town Loop Connections”  - PAC 1, CAC 0 = 1 
The proposal to create connections from one side of Old Town Loop Road to the other was 
acknowledge by one member of the public. 

 A-15 “North of Oak Street, Street Network” – PAC 0, CAC 1 = 1 
One member of the CAC placed priority on our conceptual street network on the north-side of 
Oak Street (just east of Driver Valley Road) to increase local connectivity for future residential 
growth in the eastern portions of Oakland. 

 
 
Notes: 

1. My comment from a conversation with the mayor. She stated that during events there is not enough parking at 
the city hall. She would like to find a solution. One possible solution is to create a driveway into the field and use 
that for overflow during the big events. 

 
2. One PAC member placed all her stickers here. She says there are a group of students that walk on the north side 
of Locust and the section between 7

th
 and 8

th
 street is dangerous. They would like a sidewalk here to be a high 

priority 
 

3. Make this infill project a higher priority so that it can be done even if they do not reconstruct the whole street. 
 

4. Again my note from a conversation. It was stated to me that the drainage from the intersection floods the 
basement of the house. 

 
5. Talked to the mayor about this. There was some confusion on how the right turns maneuver around the curb 
extension. We talked it through and she understood that there would be curb side parking and   the curb would 
allow the right turn to happen safely 



RAW Maps   ---    Map Key 
 
Intersection Improvements 

 A-1 Oak and 1st Street & Locust Street and 1st 

 A-2 Locust Street and Seventh Street 

 A-3 Oak Street and 5th Street  

 A-4 Cedar Street and Fifth Street 

 A-5 Stearns Lane and Stearns and Front Intersection  
Conceptual Streets   

 A-6  Pine Street (between Fourth and Sixth 

 A-7  Chestnut (between Second and South East First) 

 A-8  Cypress (between Fifth and Sixth)  

 A-9  Apple (completing connection to “Sixth”) 

 A-10  Old Hwy 99 to 5th Street Network 

 A-11  Old Town Loop Connections 

 A-12  6th to 7th Street Network 

 A-13  Oak to Locust to 8th Street Network 
 A-14  Oak to Locust East Street Connection 
 A-15  North of Oak Street Network 
 A-17  Wells & 8th Street Network 

Other Street 

 B-1  Maple Street (Front Street to 7th Street) 

 B-2  5th street (Oak Street to the school) 

 B-3  Cypress Avenue (NE 1st and around to 5th Street) 

 B-4  Third Street (1st Street to 8th Street) 

 B-5  Locust Street (Apple Street to Cypress Street) 

 P-1  Fifth Street (Oak street to the school) 

 P-2  Third Street (Apple Street to Cypress Street) 

 P-3  Oak Street (1st Street to 8th Street) 

 P-4  Cypress Avenue & NE 1st (1st Street around to 5th Street) 
Paths 

Dedicated (off-street) multi-use path (alley) 

 P-5  2nd & 3rd Street Alley (Apple Street to Ash Street)  

 P-6  3rd & 4th Street Alley (Cedar Street to Locust Street)  
 

Dedicated (off-street) multi-use path  

 P-7  Ash Street Right-of-Way Path  

 P-8  Ash Right-of-Way (ROW) & Pine Street Railroad Crossings  

 P-9  Calapooya Creek Multi-Use Path (through city owned open space property)  

 P-10   Railroad Right-of-Way (east and west of railroad) 






































































































