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Today’s agenda
• Introductions
• Presentation:
o Introduction to the program and public engagement todate.

• Breakout rooms
• Presentation:
o Site selection criteria and process to-date

• Breakout rooms
• Commissioner perspectives
• Questions and answers

There are two points this
evening where we will host
breakout rooms for
discussion.
In an effort to be respectful
of everyone’s time today,
we kindly ask that you
reserve your comments for
those discussion times.

Timeline
2018-2019: Assessment
Balance accountability & treatment
2020-2022: Predesign
Concepts, public outreach, funding plan, bond measure in 2022
2023-2027: Design and Implementation
Doors open between 2025 and 2027

Vision
Treatment and accountability to transform lives,
ensure safety, and strengthen community.

Goal
Build an equitable, effective, and safe justice system
for all Benton County residents.

Why
1888 Historic Courthouse is too small, with safety issues, can’t expand
1976 jail is inadequate: 40 beds, outdated
Offenders are routinely released: lack accountability
People experiencing addictions and mental illness struggle to find help
Renting jail beds elsewhere sends $ out of county

New facilities: What and why
Crisis
Center

County
Courthouse

Correctional
Facility

Sheriff &
Emergency
Operations

Integrating facilities and programs
New services and support
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Pretrial Services
Electronic Monitoring
Enhanced Crisis Response
Crisis Center Operations
Developmental Disabilities Training
In-Custody Treatment Programs
Data Evaluation and Metrics

Note: Funded by Public Health and Safety Levy and
the Benton County General Fund

Proposed new or updated facilities
•
•
•
•
•

Crisis Center
Courthouse
Correctional Facility
Sheriff’s Office and Emergency Operations
Historic Benton County Courthouse

Note: Potential funding sources: County Bond
Measure, Borrowing, State and Federal allocations

Public engagement: June-October 2021
• Built a 790+ Interested Parties List, sent 5 meeting invites/project updates.
• Conducted 30+ speaking engagements and small group conversations with 300+
attendees. Over 400+ people were invited.
• Hosted a virtual community meeting on September 8: 137 RSVPs, 79 attendees, and
130 interested/attending the Facebook event.
• Emailed 110+ stakeholder organizations individually, introducing them to the project
and inviting them to share information about the virtual community meeting.

Speaking
engagements &
s m a l l g ro u p
c o nve r s a t i o n s
Speaking Engagement:
Present at an organization’s
regularly scheduled meeting

Law Enforcement & Legal

B u s i n e s s & To u r i s m

Speaking Engagements:
• Albany Police Department
• Benton County Legal Defense
Consortium
• Benton County Sheriff’s Office
• Corvallis Police Department
• OSU Public Safety

Speaking Engagements:
• Corvallis Chamber of Commerce
• Downtown Corvallis Association
• Visit Corvallis

Advisory Groups

Speaking Engagements:
• Grand Oaks neighborhood
• League of Women Voters
• Living Southtown
• NAACP Corvallis/Albany
• West Hills Neighborhood Association
• Willamette Landing Home Owners
Association

Small Group Conversations:
• Community Advisory Committee
• Technical Advisory Committee

Health & Social Services

Small Group Conversation:
A meeting hosted by Benton County
where participants are individually
invited.

Speaking Engagements:
• H.O.P.E. Advisory Board
• Linn-Benton Hispanic Advisory
Committee
• Mental Health, Addictions &
Developmental Disabilities Advisory
Committee
Small Group Conversations:
• Health and Social Services Providers

Community Groups

Government & Education
Speaking Engagements:
• Corvallis City Council
Small Group Conversations:
• City Managers
• Local elected officials and OSU
Executive Leadership

Key questions we asked
• Please rank the importance of each facility.
• Where should the new Courthouse be located?
• Which option do you favor to repurpose the Historic Courthouse?

When we asked
about the
Cour thouse…
We heard:

We need to preserve the
Historic Courthouse
while prioritizing a new
Courthouse that is
accessible to all.

When we asked
about the
prioritization of the
proposed fa cilities…
We heard:

A correctional facility
and a crisis center are
the most important
facilities to our
communities.

What else we
heard
•
•
•
•
•

Funding
Site
Infrastructure
Access
Safety

Audience Poll: What is most impor tant?

Funding

Site

Infrastructure

Access

Safety

Examples: cost,
millions, bond, fund

Examples: south,
west, city, location,
Southtown

Examples:
transportation,
services, systems of
support

Examples: time,
center, downtown,
urban

Examples: release,
proximity to
neighborhoods

Breakout rooms
Why did you make your selection for what is most important?

Site selection: Process steps 1 - 3
1. Mapped areas in or near the Corvallis Urban Growth Boundary

2. Weighed 40+ possible sites using 32 factors

3. Narrowed to 10 properties – 5 downtown, 5 suburban

Site selection: Criteria and factors
A. Property Acquisition and Development Cost

B. Ease of Acquisition

- What is the assessed value of the property?
- Is the owner willing to sell? (Yes = 0, No = -1)
- Total site area
- Usable site area (Area exlcuding Hazards: Wetland, Riparian, Steep Slope, or Significant Vegetation)
- Percent usable site area
- Potential for future expansion? (<14 Acres = No (-1), 14-20 Acres = Maybe (0), >21 Acres = Yes (+1))
- Does the site require annexation into City? (No = +1, Yes = 0)
- Do utilities need to be extended to site? (No = 0, Yes = -1)

- Are there multiple parcels to purchase and combine? (No= 0, Yes = -1)
- Are there current uses that would need to be displaced or relocated as a result of the acquisition? (No = 0, Yes = -1)

C. Neighborhood Compatibility
- Zoning Type
- Zoning Type Prioritization: Industrial or Commercial = +1, Other = 0, Residential = -1

- Are there off-site improvements that would potentially be required? (No = 0, Yes = -1)
- Is the site bisected by any roads? (No = 0, Yes = -1)

- Are there any unique Corvallis Comprehensive Plan Policies that affect this site?

- Does the site have floodplain present on site? (No = 0, Yes = -1)

- Does this policy increase the viability of this site (+1), decrease (-1), or neutral (0)?

- Does the site any have Steep Slope present on site? (No = 0, Yes = -1)

- Adjacent to existing residential: No = +1, One side = 0, Two sides = -1)

- Does the site have any Significant Vegetation the project can improve? (Yes =+1, No = 0)
- Does the site have Riparian Corridors or Wetlands the project can improve? (Yes = +1, No = 0)
- Are there any potential risks associated with soil, ground contamination, or archeology? ( No = 0, Yes = -1)

- Are there planned roads through the site? (No = 0, Yes = -1)
- Are there natural areas, parks, or undevelopable open space adjacent to the site? (Yes = +1, No = 0)

Site selection: Criteria and factors, continued
D. Service to the City
- Travel time to City Hall (How centrally located is the site?)
- Is the site bounded by two or more roads for Law Enforcement? (Yes = 0, No = -1)
- Are 5 or more County Facilities or Resources within 5 minutes of the site? (Yes = +1, No = -1)

E. Service to the Public
- Is the site adjacent to public transportation? (Yes = +1, No = -1)
- Can the site accomodate required parking? (>13 Acres, Yes = 0, <14 Acres, No = -1)
- Is the site adjacent to a Maj/Min Arterial (+1) or Collector road (+0)?
- Is the site adjacent to multimodal paths? (Yes = +1, No = 0)

F. C o m m u n i t y V i s i b i l i t y
- Is the site located at the intersection of 2 arterial roads? (Yes = +1, No = 0)

Site selection: Process steps 4 - 8
4. County/broker approached property owners

5. Narrowed sites to 3 properties –
1 downtown, 2 suburban
6. Joint City/County task force formed

7. Commissioners approved negotiating team

8. NOW: Testing 3 site specific conceptual
designs with the community

Site selection: Remaining criteria
D i f fe r e n t i a t i n g f a c to r s
• Cost (purchase, development, per acre)
• Annexation into city boundaries
• Access during flooding
• Access for Sheriff’s Office and law enforcement
• Access to multi-model paths
• Potential for other development

What are
differentiating factors?
These are the remaining site
selection criteria which have
notable differences between
the west and south sites.

Breakout rooms
What do you want the commissioners to keep in
mind during site selection deliberations?

Site selection: Commissioner Malone
Cost of land and development
Ongoing operational cost differential
Potential for future expansion
Level of support from impacted law enforcement agencies
Level of community support
Transportation and accessibility

Site selection: Commissioner Wyse
Community Support

Upfront costs

Long-term costs

Hurdles in process

Law enforcement proximity and accessibility to other locations

Site selection: Commissioner Augerot
Operational efficiency/functionality for the system

Costs to residents

Community support

Positive influence on long-term land use trajectory in the area

Next steps
Right now: Site selection deliberations
OCTOBER

NOVEMBER

DECEMBER

Site deliberation
& decision

From there:
• Second round of public engagement early 2022
• Final funding plan and design renderings summer 2022
• Bond measure November 2022

JANUARY

FEBRUARY

Begin Round 2 of
public engagement

Questions or comments?
Learn more at: co.benton.or.us/justice
Nick Kurth, program manager
Justice System Improvement Program
nick.kurth@co.benton.or.us
Phone: 541-766-6076
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