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March 24, 2010 

A-9 SORTING PROCESS TEMPLATE 
On the following pages, a table is provided indicating which application questions relate to the 
identified consideration. A given question may relate to more than one consideration, and will 
appear under each relevant consideration. 

Committee staff will be provided with an electronic document containing the following table for 
use during sorting. 

Committee staff will record the results on the Review Matrix for presentation to the Committee 
during public meetings. 

Consideration (a) - Whether a proposed transportation project reduces transportation costs for 
Oregon businesses or improves access to jobs and sources of labor 

Item Brief Description of Question Appraiser's 
Part No. (from Application) Points Score 

'" Items Dl and D2 are evaluated together with a shared point value and 
Items D8 and D9 are evaluated together with a shared point value 

* To determine the score ofquestions with a shared point value, score each question separately, 
then select the highest ofthe two scores as the "appraiser's score." 

D 1 Industrial or employments connections 2­ * 
Linking workers to jobs 

3 LD 2 0 
D 8 Efficiency and reliability of transportation Lf * 'I4 
D 9 Safety '-I 
D 10 Transportation Connections 2 3 2­

TOTAL AVAILABLE POINTS ­
8Consideration "A" 10 

Point System for Dl, D2, and DIO: 
0- No positive benefit; 
1 - Potential positive benefit; 
2 - Likely positive benefit; 
3 - Significant positive benefit. 

Point System for D8 and D9: 
0- No positive impacts; 
1 - Unlikely to make positive impacts; 
2 - Potential positive impacts; 
3 - Likely positive impacts; 
4 - Significant positive impacts. 

COMMENTS 
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COMMENTS (Continued): 

Consideration (c) - Whether a proposed transportation project is a critical link connecting 
elements of Oregon's transportation system that will measurably improve utilization and 
m' fthe IClency 0 e system. 

Item Brief Description of Question 
Part No. (from Application) 

* Items Dl and D3 are evaluated together with a shared point value 

D 1 Industrial or employments connections 

D 3 Linking populations to medical care, social 
services, or shopping 

D 8 Efficiency and reliability of transportation system 

D 9 Safety 

D 10 Transportation Connections 

TOTAL AVAILABLE POINTS-
Consideration "C" 

Point System for DI, D3, and DIO: 
0- No positive benefit; 
1- Potential positive benefit; 1-
2 - Likely positive benefits; and 2 -
3 - Significant positive benefits. 3 -

4 -

select the highest of the scores as the "appraiser's score." 

COMMENT: 

Appraiser's 
Points Score 

z.. * 3 2­
0 

* Items D8 and D9 are evaluated together with a shared point value 

* l-f4 

3 2­
10 8 

Point System for D8 and D9: 
0- No positive impact; 

Unlikely to make positive impact; 
Potential positive benefits; 
Likely positive benefits; and 
Significant positive benefits 

* To determine the score of questions with a shared point value, score each question separately, then 
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Consideration (d) - How much of the cost of a proposed transportation project can be borne by 
the applicant for the grant or loan from any source other than the Multimodal Transportation 
Fund. 

Part 
Item 
No. 

Brief Description of Question 
(from Application) Points 

Appraiser's 
Score 

I 

Overmatch Criteria 
ConnectOregon Total Project = Grant/Loan + 20% Match 

Example: $IOOK + $25K = $125K = ConnectOregon Total Project 

C I.d. Applicant will provide >20% Overmatch 
($IOOK + 30% match = $125,000) I 

C J.d. Applicant will provide 40% Overmatch 
($100K + 40% match = $166,666) 2 

C J.d. Applicant will provide 60% Overmatch 
($IOOK + 60% match = $175,000) 3 3 

C J.d. Applicant will provide 80% Overmatch 
($100K + 40% match = $200,000) 4 

C J.d. Applicant will provide >80% Overmatch 
($100K + 90% match = $211,111) 5 

TOTAL AVAILABLE POINTS ­
Consideration "D" 

5 .3 
COMMENT: 
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Consideration (e) - Whether a proposed transportation project is ready for construction. 

Part 
Item 
No. 

Brief Description of Question 
(from Application) Points 

Appraiser's 
Score 

For this consideration, assume a grant execution date of September, 2011 

C 4 Project is ready to start construction 6 months 
after grant agreement execution. 5 S­

C 4 Project is ready to start construction 12 months 
after grant agreement execution. 2 

C 4 Project is ready to start construction 18 months 
after grant agreement execution. 3 

TOTAL AVAILABLE POINTS ­
Consideration "E" 

5 

FINAL POINT CALCULATION
 

AVAILABLE POINTS 
TOTAL 
SCORE 

Consideration a ­ Maximum 10 Points ~ 

Consideration b ­
Maximum 10 Points 

(Use Score Provided By Economic 
Benefit Evaluation Team) 

&, 
Consideration c ­ Maximum 10 Points ~ 
Consideration d ­ Maximum 5 Points 3 
Consideration e ­ Maximum 5 Points 5: 

Maximum Available Points =40 3D 
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The following documents are contained (or will be added 
as received) in this application package: 
 

1. Economic Benefits Evaluation 
2. Applicant Responses to Completeness and 

Feasibility Questions  
3. ConnectOregon III Staff Questions to the Applicant 
      (December 1, 2009 through January 29, 2010 
4. Eligibility/Feasibility Review 
5. Completeness Review 
6. Project Application (including maps, drawings, 

other supporting materials, and letters of support or 
protest). 

 
 
 
CO III Reviewer Instructions are posted online at: 
 
http://www.oregon.gov/ODOT/COMM/CO/reviewerinfo.
shtml
 

http://www.oregon.gov/ODOT/COMM/CO/reviewerinfo.shtml
http://www.oregon.gov/ODOT/COMM/CO/reviewerinfo.shtml


R20149 
ConnectOregon III Review of 

Economic Benefit to the State 
 

 
Project Number and Mode: R20149 

Project Description: Rail terminal pumping station for ethanol  

Project Reviewer:Bob Warren  

 
 
Thank you for your participation in evaluating the economic benefit aspects of ConnectOregon III  
applications.  One of the five required “considerations” of the Oregon Transportation Commission  
when selecting applications for funding through the Multimodal Transportation Fund (ConnectOregon)  
asks, “Whether a proposed transportation project results in an economic benefit to this state.” 
 
Use the scoring sheet below as a quick guide to the application.  In some instances, the scoring sheet 
will identify the appropriate score based on calculations from information provided in the application.  
Other questions require a critical review of the applicant’s answer before selecting an evaluation score 
based on the range of possible evaluations.  Calculation and comment areas are provided to show your 
work and note information critical to your evaluation.   
 
Save a completed electronic version of this document for each application you evaluate.  Scan the 
signed evaluation form and return it to Teddie.A.Baker@state.or.us in the TDD Freight Mobility Unit 
no later than Friday, January 8, 2010.   

 

 

   Section 1 
Application 
Section & 
Question # 

Evaluation Criteria Total Score 
0 - 3 

D5/B7 
  
 

D5/C1c 

Long-term jobs X by projects useful life = long-term job-years 
OR 
Private investment ($) divided by [ConnectOregon III request/1 
million] = Private investment per $ million requested from 
ConnectOregon 

0 

Point System:  
0 – no net positive impacts;  
1 – potential net positive impacts;  
2 – likely net positive impacts;  
3 – significant net positive impacts  
Calculations/Comments: 
25 years X 1 long term jobs =  25 long term job-years 
It is unlikely the project will create the number of long term jobs claimed on the application. My sources tell me it is 
more likely to create no more than one job. At the same time it will eliminate 5 truck driving jobs, so (while the effect 
on reducing truck traffic may be beneficial) the impact on jobs would be negative, not positive. 
 
 
 
 

mailto:Teddie.A.Baker@state.or.us
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     Section 2 
 

Application 
Section & 
Question # 

 
 

Evaluation Criteria 

 
Individual  

Score 

Final Score 
(Higher of 2) 

0-3 
D6/C1c Short-run construction-related jobs divided by 

[ConnectOregon III request/1 million] = 
construction related jobs per $ million requested 
from ConnectOregon  

1 

Point System:  
1 – less than 18 jobs per $million requested;  
2 – 18-28 jobs per $million requested;  
3 – greater than 28 jobs per million requested 

D7 Project area unemployment rate compared to 
state unemployment rate (10.3%) 

1 

Point System:  
0 – located in area with unemployment rate more than 2 percentage points below 
      state average;  
1 – located in area with unemployment rate 0-2 percentage points below state  
      average;  
2 – located in area with unemployment rate 0-2 percentage points above state  
      average;  
3 – located in area with unemployment rate more than 2 percentage points above  
      state average 

1 

Calculations/Comments: 
 
 
11.4 construction jobs/.$.693 = 16.45 jobs/$million 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 3

 Section 3 
 

Application 
Section & 
Question # 

 
 
Evaluation Criteria 

 
Individual  

Score 

Final Score 
(Higher of 2)

0-4 

D8 Does this project improve the efficiency or 
reliability of Oregon’s transportation system? 
[note in comments section which box(es) were 
checked and any other relevant details] 

1 

Point System: 0 – no positive impacts; 1– unlikely to make positive impacts; 2 – 
potential positive impacts; 3 – likely positive impacts;  4 – significant positive 
impacts 

D9 Does the project improve safety? 
[briefly note in comments section the 
documentation or explanation required for a 
“yes” answer that was provided] 

2 

Point System:  
0 – no positive impacts;  
1 – unlikely to make positive impacts;  
2 – potential positive impacts;  
3 – likely positive impacts;   
4 – significant positive impacts 

2 

Comments: 
This project pits one competitor against another. This project will favor one competitor over another 
while having the potential to reduce the availability of ethanol to jobbers in southern Oregon, thereby 
reducing the availability of E85 fuel at the pump for consumers in southern Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

    Review of Economic Benefit to the State 
    Final Point Calculation  

Section 1 (no more than 3) 0points
Section 2 (no more than 3) 1points
Section 3 (no more than 4) 2points
Total (no more than 10) 3points
 
 
 
Reviewer Name:   Bob Warren  
 
Reviewer Agency:  Business Oregon  
 
Date of Review: 12/23/09   



R20149 
ConnectOregon III Review of 

Economic Benefit to the State 
 

 
Project Number and Mode: R2 0149 

Project Description:  Eugene Ethanol Direct Rail Delivery Pump Station  

Project Reviewer:  Jack Svadlenak  

 
 
Thank you for your participation in evaluating the economic benefit aspects of ConnectOregon III  
applications.  One of the five required “considerations” of the Oregon Transportation Commission  
when selecting applications for funding through the Multimodal Transportation Fund (ConnectOregon)  
asks, “Whether a proposed transportation project results in an economic benefit to this state.” 
 
Use the scoring sheet below as a quick guide to the application.  In some instances, the scoring sheet 
will identify the appropriate score based on calculations from information provided in the application.  
Other questions require a critical review of the applicant’s answer before selecting an evaluation score 
based on the range of possible evaluations.  Calculation and comment areas are provided to show your 
work and note information critical to your evaluation.   
 
Save a completed electronic version of this document for each application you evaluate.  Scan the 
signed evaluation form and return it to Teddie.A.Baker@state.or.us in the TDD Freight Mobility Unit 
no later than Friday, January 8, 2010.   

 

 

   Section 1 
Application 
Section & 
Question # 

Evaluation Criteria Total Score 
0 - 3 

D5/B7 
  
 

D5/C1c 

Long-term jobs divided by projects useful life = long-term job-years 
OR 
Private investment ($) divided by [ConnectOregon III request/1 
million] = Private investment per $ million requested from 
ConnectOregon 

1 

Point System:  
0 – no net positive impacts;  
1 – potential net positive impacts;  
2 – likely net positive impacts;  
3 – significant net positive impacts  
Calculations/Comments: 
 
D5 / B7 = 5 / 25 = 0.2   The commitment letter indicates “5” should be “3-4.” It doesn’t mention the 
number of truckers’ jobs that would be directly eliminated. However, this is part of the efficiency 
gains rated in Section 3.  
 
D5 / C1c = 519,771 / 0.87 = 597,438   This is the amount of the match (both required and over-). 
 

mailto:Teddie.A.Baker@state.or.us
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     Section 2 
 

Application 
Section & 
Question # 

 
 

Evaluation Criteria 

 
Individual  

Score 

Final Score 
(Higher of 2) 

0-3 
D6/C1c Short-run construction-related jobs divided by 

[ConnectOregon III request/1 million] = 
construction related jobs per $ million requested 
from ConnectOregon  

1 

Point System:  
1 – less than 18 jobs per $million requested;  
2 – 18-28 jobs per $million requested;  
3 – greater than 28 jobs per million requested 

D7 Project area unemployment rate compared to 
state unemployment rate (10.3%) 

1 

Point System:  
0 – located in area with unemployment rate more than 2 percentage points below 
      state average;  
1 – located in area with unemployment rate 0-2 percentage points below state  
      average;  
2 – located in area with unemployment rate 0-2 percentage points above state  
      average;  
3 – located in area with unemployment rate more than 2 percentage points above  
      state average 

1 

Calculations/Comments: 
 
D6 / C1c =  11.4 / 0.87 = 13.1 
 
D7 = 9.4 – 10.3 = -0.9 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



 3

 Section 3 
 

Application 
Section & 
Question # 

 
 
Evaluation Criteria 

 
Individual  

Score 

Final Score 
(Higher of 2)

0-4 

D8 Does this project improve the efficiency or 
reliability of Oregon’s transportation system? 
[note in comments section which box(es) were 
checked and any other relevant details] 

4 

Point System: 0 – no positive impacts; 1– unlikely to make positive impacts; 2 – 
potential positive impacts; 3 – likely positive impacts;  4 – significant positive 
impacts 

D9 Does the project improve safety? 
[briefly note in comments section the 
documentation or explanation required for a 
“yes” answer that was provided] 

3 

Point System:  
0 – no positive impacts;  
1 – unlikely to make positive impacts;  
2 – potential positive impacts;  
3 – likely positive impacts;   
4 – significant positive impacts 

4 

Comments: 
 
D8:  Five of the boxes were checked.  
 
D9:  Yes, in concept. There were no accident rate metrics documenting the problem.  
 
 
 
 

    Review of Economic Benefit to the State 
    Final Point Calculation  

Section 1 (no more than 3) 1 points
Section 2 (no more than 3) 1 points
Section 3 (no more than 4) 4 points
Total (no more than 10) 6 points

 
 
 
Reviewer Name:   Jack Svadlenak  
 
Reviewer Agency:  ODOT  
 
Date of Review: 12/22/09   
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Part F: Modal Budget 

Attach modal budget here. 

 

 

 

 

ATTACH MODAL BUDGET  
 

AS LAST PAGE OF APPLICATION 
 

 

 

 

See application instructions for details. 

 
Modal budget samples and templates 

 
are provided in Application Instructions 
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CO III APPLICATION R20149 - FUEL LOGISTICS LLC

From: Daniel Bowman [dbowman@laneforestproducts.com] 
Sent: Friday, December 11, 2009 2:58 PM 
To: GOODMAN Cary; BAKER Teddie A 
Cc: Oren Posner 
Subject: RE: FUEL LOGISTICS LLC Ethanol Rail Delivery Expansion COIII Application - Response 
Needed 
 
Attachments: COIII_application_Page1.pdf 
Cary and Teddie,
 
We will select item 1 ("Track 702, LLC can become a co-applicant") from Teddie's e-mail below.  I've 
attached the scanned wet signed page one of our application and am mailing the original this afternoon 
to Cary.  Thank you for your time and suggestions to modify our application.  If you have any further 
questions, Oren or I are both available. 
 

Dan Bowman
Business Administration Manager
Lane Forest Products
541.345.9085 main
541.232.9914 cell
541.461.2427 fax
 

From: Oren Posner  
Sent: Friday, December 11, 2009 11:48 AM 
To: Daniel Bowman 
Subject: FW: FUEL LOGISTICS LLC Ethanol Rail Delivery Expansion COIII Application - Response Needed 
Importance: High
 
 
 

From: GOODMAN Cary [mailto:Cary.GOODMAN@odot.state.or.us]  
Sent: Friday, December 11, 2009 11:39 AM 
To: Oren Posner 
Subject: FUEL LOGISTICS LLC Ethanol Rail Delivery Expansion COIII Application - Response Needed 
Importance: High
 
Oren,
 
I have reviewed your ConnectOregon III application for completeness, and have the following 
questions/issues:
 

Part B, Items 11-14 (page 4):   Your Fuel Logistics LLC application indicates that Track 702 
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CO III APPLICATION R20149 - FUEL LOGISTICS LLC

LLC intends to purchase the property, yet you list the purchase price as part of the project 
match.  This can only count as a match if the purchaser is the applicant or a co-applicant.  
Please see the email below from my colleague Teddie Baker for more information on this 
matter.  Once you decide, please revise the application accordingly and resubmit it.

 
Please respond in the next three days in order for the application to remain in consideration for 
funding.
 
Regards,
 
Cary

Cary Goodman  
Rail Program Coordinator  
Oregon Dept. of Transportation, Rail Division  
555 13th Street NE, Suite 3  
Salem, Oregon 97301-4179  
503.986.4230  
cary.goodman@odot.state.or.us 

-----Original Message----- 
From: BAKER Teddie A [mailto:Teddie.A.BAKER@odot.state.or.us]  
Sent: Friday, December 11, 2009 10:53 AM 
To: GOODMAN Cary 
Cc: BAKER Teddie A 
Subject: CO III APPLICATION R20149 - FUEL LOGISTICS LLC  
Importance: High
 
 

Hi Cary, 

I am writing in response to your questions concerning the applicant using the purchase 
price of land (to be purchased by another entity, Track 702, LLC) and leased to applicant 
for a period of 20 years.  In this scenario, the purchase price of the land is not eligible 
because the land is not being purchased by the applicant even though he intends to enter 
into a long-term lease for the property.  

The inter-relationship / ownership of the three companies is not an issue as far as 
ownership of the land to be purchased is concerned.  The applicant has four options in 
order for the purchase price of the land to be used as match for applicant's CO III match:
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CO III APPLICATION R20149 - FUEL LOGISTICS LLC

1.      Track 702, LLC can become a co-applicant.  This option seems to be the easiest 
solution.  
2.      Track 702, LLC can purchase the property and sell it to applicant.  In this scenario 
the purchase price is eligible as match.

3.      The applicant could purchase the land from UP and use the purchase price as the 
match.   
4.      Lane Forest Products could become a co-applicant and purchase the property and 
use the purchase price as the match.

If scenario Nos. 1, 2, or 4 is selected by the applicant, a new first page of the application 
will need to be submitted with both entities "wet" signatures.  We will accept a scanned 
new first page with the signatures of the co-applicants followed by receipt of the new 
original page one.

If you have any questions, please give me a call. 

Teddie  

 

Teddie A. Baker, OPMA  
ConnectOregon III Project Manager  
Senior Freight Planner  
Ph:   503 986-3703       Fax:    503 986-4173       Email:   Teddie.A.Baker@state.
or.us  
ODOT // Transportation Development Division  // Freight Mobility Unit  // 
555 13th Street NE // Salem, OR 97301 
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Connect Oregon III
Projected Railroad Project Budget

Applicant Name:

Project Name:

$/Unit Total Cost
25.00$             1,000.00$                           
25.00$             1,000.00$                           
25.00$             2,500.00$                           

-$                                    
-$                                    
-$                                    
-$                                    
-$                                    
-$                                    
-$                                    
-$                                    

4,500.00$                   

$/Unit Total Cost
125.00$           120,750.00$                       

40,000.00$      80,000.00$                         
75,000.00$      75,000.00$                         
90,000.00$      90,000.00$                         
75,000.00$      75,000.00$                         
7,550.00$        7,550.00$                           

-$                                    
-$                                    
-$                                    
-$                                    
-$                                    
-$                                    
-$                                    
-$                                    
-$                                    

448,300.00$               

$/Unit Total Cost
30,000.00$      30,000.00$                         
5,000.00$        5,000.00$                           

-$                                    
325,000.00$    325,000.00$                       

-$                                    
-$                                    
-$                                    

400,000.00$    400,000.00$                       
-$                                    
-$                                    
-$                                    

760,000.00$               

1,212,800.00$      

Project Estimate
Labor Cost: Units

Lane Forest Products

Ethanol Rail Delivery Expansion

Scoping & Planning 40
Land Acquisition 40
Permits 100
Site Gradework
Track Installation
Road Crossing
Site Gradework
Track Installation
Road Crossing

Labor Subtotal 

Materials Cost: Units
Track Material (excluding turnouts) feet 966
Turnouts (Complete) 2
Turnout from UP line 1
Site Gradework 1
Track Installation 1
Road Crossing 1

Materials Subtotal

Miscellaneous Cost: Units
Engineering/Permits 1

Project Management
Construction Plans 1

Property Acquisition 1
Environmental Mitigation
Earthwork
Utility Relocation
Pumping Station 1

 Total

Miscellaneous Subtotal 









   
  

RICK 
FRANKLIN 
CORPORATION 
 

       101 Industrial Way      P.O. Box 365     Lebanon, OR  97355                   (541) 451-1275   
        rfc-nw.com   rfc@rfc-nw.com                                                                                     Fax:  (541)258-6691 
 
 

November 18, 2009 
 
Lane Forest Products 
 
The duration of a project involving new construction of approximately 966 lineal feet of railroad 
tracks and three turnouts would be 8 weeks.  
 
The project would require approximately 2,560 man hours of work in several categories including 
labor, equipment operators, and truck drivers. 
 
Man hours break down as follows: 
1. Labor: 1,238 hrs 
2. Equipment Operator: 1,110 hrs 
3. Truck Driver: 212 hrs 
 

The project would therefore provide a living wage for eight employees working a minimum of 40 
hours per week for 8 weeks. It is estimated that actual payroll wages for this project would be 
between $90,000 and $100,000. 
 
Sincerely yours, 
 
 
 
Lory Tope 
Manager 
 
 
 
 
 











   
  

RICK 
FRANKLIN 
CORPORATION 
 

       101 Industrial Way      P.O. Box 365     Lebanon, OR  97355                   (541) 451-1275   
        rfc-nw.com   rfc@rfc-nw.com                                                                                     Fax:  (541)258-6691 
 
 

November 18, 2009 
 
Lane Forest Products 
 
The duration of a project involving new construction of approximately 966 lineal feet of railroad 
tracks and three turnouts would be 8 weeks.  
 
The project would require approximately 2,560 man hours of work in several categories including 
labor, equipment operators, and truck drivers. 
 
Man hours break down as follows: 
1. Labor: 1,238 hrs 
2. Equipment Operator: 1,110 hrs 
3. Truck Driver: 212 hrs 
 

The project would therefore provide a living wage for eight employees working a minimum of 40 
hours per week for 8 weeks. It is estimated that actual payroll wages for this project would be 
between $90,000 and $100,000. 
 
Sincerely yours, 
 
 
 
Lory Tope 
Manager 
 
 
 
 
 



Project Site Map: Ethanol Rail Delivery Expansion 

Fuel Logistics, LLC 
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