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In Favor



From: Austin Hartrampf <austinhartrampf@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, September 5, 2025 1:54 PM

To: Ext - Planning

Cc: Council

Subject: Testimony in SUPPORT of LAM Research Expansion

This message needs your attention

* This is a personal email address.
* This is their first email to your company.

Report this Email or Mark as $&fgered by Your Friends at Information Services

Dear Tualatin Architectural Review Board,

I would like to express strong support for Lam Research and its proposed expansion in
Tualatin. Lam Research is not only a global leader in semiconductor manufacturing, but
also one of the most significant employers and community partners in Tualatin and
Washington County.

The proposed Expansion Project represents nearly a $1 billion potential investment in our
region. The benefits of this project will be felt across this region and the state of Oregon:
creating hundreds of millions of dollars in new economic activity, generating an estimated
600 local high-paying jobs, and strengthening Oregon’s economy in an uncertain time.

This investment will directly support local schools, parks, public safety, and libraries
through significant property tax contributions. Also providing resources for road
maintenance and traffic improvements.

Lam Research has been a strong community partner to Tualatin and Washington County
throughout the planning and public hearing process. Itis time to let them move ahead with
this expansion.

| respectfully urge you to approve Lam Research’s Industrial Master Plan application. This
project is more than an expansion of a facility, it is an investment in the future of Tualatin,
Washington County, and Oregon.

Thank you for your consideration.

Austin Hartrampf
Local resident



From: Barry Dillard <cyberb678 @gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, September 5, 2025 3:43 PM

To: Ext - Planning

Cc: Council

Subject: Testimony in SUPPORT of LAM Research Expansion

This message needs your attention

* This is a personal email address.
* This is their first email to your company.

Report this Email or Mark as $&fgered by Your Friends at Information Services

Dear Tualatin Architectural Review Board,

I would like to express strong support for Lam Research and its proposed expansion in
Tualatin. Lam Research is not only a global leader in semiconductor manufacturing, but
also one of the most significant employers and community partners in Tualatin and
Washington County.

The proposed Expansion Project represents nearly a $1 billion potential investment in our
region. The benefits of this project will be felt across this region and the state of Oregon:
creating hundreds of millions of dollars in new economic activity, generating an estimated
600 local high-paying jobs, and strengthening Oregon’s economy in an uncertain time.

This investment will directly support local schools, parks, public safety, and libraries
through significant property tax contributions. Also providing resources for road
maintenance and traffic improvements.

Lam Research has been a strong community partner to Tualatin and Washington County
throughout the planning and public hearing process. Itis time to let them move ahead with
this expansion.

| respectfully urge you to approve Lam Research’s Industrial Master Plan application. This
project is more than an expansion of a facility, it is an investment in the future of Tualatin,
Washington County, and Oregon.

Thank you for your consideration.

BarryDillard / Local 740 Glaziers
13313 Ne 49th Way, Vancouver, WA 98682



From: Chris Goodell <chrisg@aks-eng.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 4, 2025 6:57 PM

To: Ext - Planning

Cc: Council

Subject: Testimony in SUPPORT of LAM Research Expansion

This message needs your attention

+» This is their first mail to some recipients.

Report this Email or Mark as $&f&ered by Your Friends at Information Services

Dear Tualatin Architectural Review Board,

I would like to express strong support for Lam Research and its proposed expansion in Tualatin.
Lam Research is not only a global leader in semiconductor manufacturing, but also one of the
most significant employers and community partners in Tualatin and Washington County.

The proposed Expansion Project represents nearly a $1 billion potential investment in our region.
The benefits of this project will be felt across this region and the state of Oregon: creating
hundreds of millions of dollars in new economic activity, generating an estimated 600 local high-
paying jobs, and strengthening Oregon’s economy in an uncertain time.

This investment will directly support local schools, parks, public safety, and libraries through
significant property tax contributions. Also providing resources for road maintenance and traffic
improvements.

Lam Research has been a strong community partner to Tualatin and Washington County
throughout the planning and public hearing process. It is time to let them move ahead with this
expansion.

I respectfully urge you to approve Lam Research’s Industrial Master Plan application. This
project is more than an expansion of a facility, it is an investment in the future of Tualatin,
Washington County, and Oregon.

Thank you for your consideration.

Chris Goodell, resident



From: Krawczuk, Dana L. <dana.krawczuk@stoel.com>

Sent: Friday, September 5, 2025 3:27 PM

To: Kevin McConnell; Aquilla Hurd-Ravich; Keith Leonard

Subject: Lam testimony and evidence re noise: AR 24-0002

Attachments: 2025.09.05 Lt Tualatin Architectural Board re Architectural Review |

Appl(150308090.1).pdf

Hi Keith, Aquilla and Kevin,
Please include the attached into the record for Lam’s AR 24-0002 application.

Thank you,
Dana

Dana Krawczuk (she/her/hers) | Partner

STOEL RIVES LLP | 760 SW Ninth Ave, Suite 3000 | Portland, OR 97205
Direct: (503) 294-9218 | Mobile: (503) 504-8081
dana.krawczuk@stoel.com | Bio | vCard | www.stoel.com

@ Stoel Rives..

This email may contain material that is confidential, privileged, and/or attorney work product for
the sole use of the intended recipient. Any unauthorized review, use, or distribution is prohibited
and may be unlawful.



https://url.us.m.mimecastprotect.com/s/Ld5TClYNM3f2LN08cGfRtz2HAb?domain=stoel.com
https://url.us.m.mimecastprotect.com/s/1V8nCmZgM3cjvNB3hOhOtR5lLF?domain=stoel.com

@ Stoel Rives..

September 5, 2025 . Dana L. K{awczuk
760 SW Ninth Avenue, Suite 3000

Portland, OR 97205
D. 503.294.9218
VIA EMAIL dana.krawczuk@stoel.com

Tualatin Architectural Review Board
10699 SW Herman Road
Tualatin, OR 97062-7092

Re:  Noise Issues in Lam Research’s Architectural Review Application (AR 24-0002)
Dear Architectural Review Board:

Some neighbors have expressed concern about the noise associated with Lam Research’s
existing facilities, and have alleged violations of Tualatin’s Noise Ordinance (Tualatin Municipal
Code 6-14), including:

o Submitting testimony and an acoustic survey to the Tualatin Planning Commission’s
consideration of Lam’s Industrial Master Plan (IMP 24-001): The Planning Commission
concluded that noise issues could not be considered as a part of the IMP because the
limited IMP approval criteria do not consider noise impacts.

e Bringing their concerns to the attention of Tualatin Code Enforcement: The Planning
Commission was advised by the City Attorney at the IMP hearing that the appropriate
forum for addressing existing noise concerns is the City’s Code Enforcement process,
and that Code Enforcement is actively investigating the complaints it has received.

o Submitting testimony and an acoustic survey to the ARB for consideration as a part of the
Tux project (AR 24-0002): The analysis in this letter and the attached report are intended
to clarify the legal and factual context for considering noise issues. As detailed below:

o The evidence does not support the conclusion that Lam’s existing facilities violate
the City’s Noise Ordinance.

o The Architectural Review process is not the appropriate forum for adjudicating
noise concerns.

o Compliance with noise performance standards is a matter for Code Enforcement,
once a use is operational.

o The proposed Condition of Approval A25 ensures compliance with noise
standards and is legally supportable.

150308090.1 0082570-00004



Tualatin Architectural Review Board
September 5, 2025
Page 2

Factual Background

Multiple copies of a form letter have been submitted alleging that Lam’s operations currently
exceed the City Noise Ordinance limit of 50 dBA from 10 PM to 7 AM, citing an acoustic
survey by A Acoustics that reported a measurement of 52 dBA after 10 PM at a home near
Lam’s campus.

Code Enforcement is reviewing the complaints and is the sole City body responsible for
determining whether a violation exists. Nevertheless, we believe it is important to provide the
ARB with a balanced analysis of the allegations related to noise.

Attached is a report prepared by Colin Gordon Associates (CGA), dated September 3, 2025,
which analyzes the noise survey conducted by A Acoustics. The CGA report is authored by an
engineer that specializes in noise measurements for high-technology facilities, HVAC noise
analysis, and environmental noise modeling.

CGA’s analysis highlights several critical deficiencies in the A Acoustics survey methodology,
including:

e The survey does not specify the noise metric used (e.g., L50, L10, L1, Leq), which is
essential for interpreting compliance with applicable standards.

e There is no documentation of the measurement duration, location, or integration time.

e The survey lacks frequency analysis and fails to isolate noise sources attributable to Lam
Research.

e The measured level of 52 dBA is presented without sufficient context to determine its
source or relevance to regulatory thresholds.

The A Acoustics survey does not establish a violation of the City of Tualatin’s Noise Ordinance.
Without a clear and reliable attribution of the measured sound to Lam Research operations, the
alleged violation is unsubstantiated.

Legal Considerations

The Architectural Review process considers noise from proposed development (not existing
uses) in a very limited manner, and the City’s Noise Ordinance (TMC 6-14), does not apply to
Architectural Review. The Noise Ordinance is a performance standard in the Tualatin Municipal
Code, not a development standard in the Tualatin Development Code. As a result:

e Compliance with the City Noise Ordinance is required once a use is operational, and if

compliance is not achieved, the exclusive forum for resolving noise concerns is Code
Enforcement; and

150308090.1 0082570-00004



Tualatin Architectural Review Board
September 5, 2025
Page 3

e The proposed AR condition of approval A25 appropriately requires the proposed
development to comply with the Environmental Regulations of TDC 63.

Architectural Review Approval Criteria

Architectural Review focuses on the exterior appearance and design quality of proposed
development, and there is only one approval criterion, which incorporates by reference just a few
other specific code standards:

TDC 33.020(5)(d) Large Commercial, Industrial, and Multifamily

Development. Applications for Large Commercial, Industrial, and Multifamily
Development must comply with the applicable standards and objectives in TDC Chapter
73A through 73G.

TDC Chapter 73A through 73G do not include any noise standards.

Some testimony has alleged that the purpose statement of the Manufacturing Park zone imposes
an additional subjective standard, and that uses “must not cause objectionable noise...emanating
from the property.” TDC 62.100. TDC Chapter 62 is not included in the AR approval criteria,
so it is not relevant to the proposed application. Additionally, purpose statements are
aspirational statements about use characteristics, are not binding, and do not apply to the AR
application. Accordingly, TDC Chapter 62 does not impose a noise standard on the proposed
Tux project.

Legally Supportable Proposed Condition of Approval Related to Noise

The Architectural Review Board is authorized to impose conditions of approval that implement
the Tualatin Development Code (TDC), per TDC 33.020(6)(a)(iii). The Tualatin Noise
Ordinance, however, resides in the Tualatin Municipal Code, not the Tualatin Development
Code, and thus falls outside the scope of allowable AR conditions.

TDC Chapter 63 (Industrial Uses and Utilities and Manufacturing Zones — Environmental
Regulations) is a requirement of the Tualatin Development Code, so TDC 33.020(6)(a)(ii1)
authorizes conditions of approval that require compliance with TDC Chapter 63. Accordingly,
proposed condition of approval A25 appropriately requires the proposed development to comply
with TDC Chapter 63.

Compliance with the Performance Standards in TDC Chapter 63
The proposed condition of approval A25 correctly requires compliance with TDC Chapter 63,

which incorporates relevant environmental performance standards, and appropriately implements
how TDC Chapter 63 is intended to apply.

150308090.1 0082570-00004



Tualatin Architectural Review Board
September 5, 2025
Page 4

The purpose statement in TDC 63.010 is not an approval criterion, but provides context for
interpreting TDC Chapter 63, and explains, “...It is intended that the following standards provide
statutory authority for the enforcement of regulations relating to noise...” Emphasis

added. This means that the standards in TDC Chapter 63 are performance standards that are
applied once a use is operational. It is not a development standard, such as setback or height
regulations.

The noise performance standard in TDC Chapter 63 is TDC 63.051, which provides, “all uses
and development must comply with the Oregon State Department of Environmental Quality
standards relating to noise and the City of Tualatin noise ordinance in TMC 6-14.” Accordingly,
Lam’s operations must comply with the Noise Ordinance, and if there are concerns about
compliance, the exclusive forum for addressing a violation is the enforcement procedures in
T™MC 7-1.

We respectfully urge the ARB to defer to Code Enforcement to resolve the pending noise
complaints and to approve AR 24-0002 with condition A25 as a means to address potential noise
impacts. We welcome the opportunity to discuss these issues at the September 10 ARB hearing.

Very truly yours,

V)
/]

ey
7
/ /‘../ / L,rf',fz
UV 1/ I
Dana L. Krawczu

/

Attachments:

Colin Gordon Associates Memorandum, “Lam Research Tualatin Site — Comments on A
Acoustics Noise Survey Report,” dated September 3, 2025, CGA Firm Description and Steven
Lank Resume.

cc: Keith Leonard, Associate Planner

Aquilla Hurd-Ravich, Community Development Director
Kevin McConnell, City Attorney

150308090.1 0082570-00004
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Colin Gordon Associates

MEMORANDUM
PAGE 1 OF 3

To: Bill Bezio WBezio@mcknze.com

Mackenzie +1-971-346-3764
FRrROM: Steven Lank slank@colingordon.com

+1-415-570-0350

DATE: 3 September 2025
SUBJECT: Lam Research Tualatin Site — Comments on A Acoustics Noise Survey

Report

CGA Proposal No. P25171

You have requested that Colin Gordon Associates (CGA) review and provide comments
on a noise survey report prepared by A Acoustics,! as it relates to potential noise generated
by the Lam Research campus in Tualatin, OR. The report, dated August 13, 2025,
summarizes the results of noise measurements conducted on March 30, 2025 at a residence
along SW Tualatin Rd., immediately to the north of the Lam Research campus.

The following is a summary of our comments on this report:

e The report indicates that A Acoustics visited the Deborah Anderson home at
10:00pm on March 30. Per the City of Tualatin Noise Ordinance requirements,’
noise sources are permitted to generate no more than 50 dBA at the property line of
properties normally used for sleeping between 10pm and 7am.

o The Oregon DEQ noise regulations, which are referenced along with the
City of Tualatin noise ordinance in the Tualatin Development Code
(63.051), state that noise sources shall not generate L50 levels of more than
50 dBA, L10 levels of more than 55 dBA, and L1 levels of more than 60
dBA between 10pm and 7am.? The different noise metrics referenced in the
DEQ requirements are defined in the standard,* and are discuss further
below.

e The report includes details on the measurement instrumentation used for the
survey, which appears to meet the requirements included in the City of Tualatin

I E. Lahav, “Evaluation of sound impact from the Lam Research plant at Deborah Anderson Home located
on 11045 SW Tualatin Road Tualatin Oregon 97062,” dated 13 August 2025 and submitted to Brett
Hamilton.

2 Section TMC 6-14-050 — Exceeding Decibel Level

3 As defined in OAR 340-035-0035.1.b, Table 8

4 Section 340-035-0015.59
SPECIALIZING IN ACOUSTIC AND VIBRATION SOLUTIONS
1350 Old Bayshore Highway, Suite 799, Burlingame, California 94010 Tel: 415-570-0350
www.colingordon.com



Noise Ordinance Section TMC 6-14-110.2 — Evidence of Noise Violation.
However, there are few details on the measurement methodologies used, including
the integration time, overall measurement time, etc. These details are critical to
interpretation of the results, as discussed below.

The report includes no indication of the location on the property where the
measurements were conducted, or whether measurements were conducted at a
single fixed location or at multiple locations. There is also no indication of the
overall duration of the measurement, although the report does note that periods of
time when vehicles were present on SW Tualatin Road were removed from the data
that was analyzed and recorded.

The reported finding is that the “sound recorded was 52 dBA,” however there is no
indication as to what noise metric is used to define this level. While the City of
Tualatin ordinance does not include details on the specific metric to be utilized, it is
generally standard practice to state the metric being utilized in any noise
assessment — as the specific metric used can influence the noise level considerably.

The Oregon DEQ standards are defined in the form of statistical noise levels, or
centile levels, which represent the noise levels that were exceeded for a certain
percentage of the time during the measurement period. For a given measurement,
the various centile levels will generally be quite different, due to the influence of
transient noise sources. The DEQ requirements specifically reference the L1, L10,
and L50 levels — which are the noise levels exceeded for 1%, 10%, and 50% of the
measurement period.

o Another commonly used metric is the L90, which is the noise level
exceeded for 90% of the time. This metric is commonly used to assess the
contribution from noise sources that are present and stable throughout the
measurement period — such as continuously operating mechanical
equipment.

o Ordinances in many other municipalities are defined in terms of the
maximum allowable Leg, or equivalent energy noise level — which is defined
as the constant noise level that would result in the same total sound energy
produced by the measured time-varying noise over a given period of time.
The Leq levels can be quite sensitive to the impact from short term transient
noises.

In a given measurement, these various noise level metrics will often be controlled
by a variety of sources. The L1% metric is usually driven by loud intermittent
sources such as a passing motorcycle or a dog bark. The L50%, which would be the
noise level exceeded for 30 minutes of an hourlong measurement, typically
represents the impact of intermittent but fairly frequent activities, such as air or
vehicle traffic. As noted above, the L90% is usually considered a measure of the
ambient noise level, driven by steady state sources like building mechanical
equipment.

A range of 20 decibels or more across the different metrics discussed above is not
uncommon for a given exterior measurement. Including the maximum level

COLIN GORDON ASSOCIATES
SPECIALIZING IN ACOUSTIC & VIBRATION SOLUTIONS
1350 Old Bayshore Highway, Suite 799, Burlingame, California 94010 Tel: (415) 570-0350
www.colingordon.com



measured during the period (Lmax) increases the range further — as this metric is
highly sensitive to influence from very brief transients (as well as to the integration
time used).

e An exterior noise measurement is necessarily impacted by a number of different
noise sources. With the exception of traffic on SW Tualatin Rd., which the report
notes was excluded from the data analyzed, there is no mention of what, if any,
noise sources were present or audible on or around the property. The duration of
the measurement and the noise metric used can help to identify the specific
source(s) of noise impacting the location. Some sources, likely including most
mechanical sources associated with the Lam plant, are relatively continuous. Other
noises may last only a matter of seconds or vary significantly over time.> Centile
metrics can be particularly useful in isolating the noise contribution from relatively
continuous sources from noise generated by short-term transient events.

e Another method for determining the dominant noise sources is to evaluate the noise
levels as a function of frequency. The report notes that “there was sound peak at
175 Hz and 350 Hz” but does not provide any further details or plots of the
measured noise levels as a function of frequency. There are no details regarding the
noise metric used, measurement duration, and no detailed plots or other results are
provided that show the measured levels as a function of frequency.

o The data is not presented in octave or one-third octave band format, and
therefore comparison to the frequency-based requirements in the Oregon
DEQ noise regulations,® including evaluation of the measured levels for
audible tonal content, is not possible with the information contained in the
report. The City of Tualatin requirements do not include any specific
requirements related to frequency content.

e Both the City of Tualatin ordinance and DEQ standards also include limits on
impulsive sound, along with subjective requirements for noise that could be
considered disturbing. The report does not include any characterization of the noise
at the measurement location.

In summary, while the report provided indicates that a noise level of 52 dBA was
measured at the residential property, there is not sufficient detail included in the report to
conclude that the measured level is fully attributable to noise coming from the Lam
campus.

This concludes our report.

skksk

> For example, a passing vehicle will generate progressively higher noise levels as it approaches the
measurement location, with the levels gradually decreasing as the vehicle departs. The highest noise levels
generated by the vehicle will likely occur over just a few seconds, however the vehicle could generate noise
exceeding the background levels for a much longer duration.

6340-035-0035 Section 1.b.B.e

COLIN GORDON ASSOCIATES
SPECIALIZING IN ACOUSTIC & VIBRATION SOLUTIONS
1350 Old Bayshore Highway, Suite 799, Burlingame, California 94010 Tel: (415) 570-0350
www.colingordon.com
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Colin Gordon Associates

FIRM DESCRIPTION

Colin Gordon Associates, founded in 1990, provides specialized consulting services in
acoustics and vibration control. The company has grown steadily from a one-person
firm to an experienced organization offering services world-wide. Currently the staff
numbers fourteen employees, including support personnel, offering both breadth and
a desirable degree of redundancy. Staff members include technical experts
in architectural acoustics and noise control, industrial and environmental noise studies,
structural dynamics and building vibration, computer modeling techniques, and dynamic
measurements.

The firm is recognized nationally and internationally for its work in the design of low-
vibration and low-noise environments for technological buildings. CGA serves a wide
variety of organizations in the tech sector, including university research laboratories, the
semiconductor and optoelectronics industries, the biotech, pharma, and healthcare
communities, as well as the cutting-edge areas associated with nanotechnology. CGA
provides to these sectors a selection of services ranging from sophisticated vibration
and noise control to solutions of more conventional problems that may arise.

The firm also works extensively in the more traditional areas of building and
environmental noise and vibration studies. The control of noise and vibration in
buildings poses some unique problems ranging from the selection of design criteria to
the development of design details and specifications for structural and mechanical
systems. On many projects, the company serves as a member of the architect/engineer
design team. On others, the company acts individually and directly with the owner.

CGA is based in a single office in Northern California as well as having several
employees working remotely in various locations throughout the United States. The firm
routinely provides services throughout the western hemisphere, the Middle East,
Europe, and Asia.

Staff members have published extensively; a list of publications is available at the firm’s
website (www.colingordon.com). Collectively and individually, the staff of Colin Gordon
Associates has a proven record of success in developing cost-effective solutions for a
wide variety of noise and vibration problems.



Vice President, Senior
Consultant

Contact Information
415.570.0350
slank@colingordon.com

Work Location
Portland, OR

Education
BS Mechanical Engineering,
University of Virginia

Certification / Licenses
LEED AP

Member
National Council of Acoustical
Consultant (NCAC)

Acoustical Society of America (ASA)

Institute of Noise Control
Engineering (INCE)

Work History

2010 - Present

Consultant, then Senior
Consultant, then Vice President,
Colin Gordon Associates

2001-2010
Timber Truss Housing Systems

1999-2000
Facilities Planning and
Construction at the University of

Steven Lank
Acoustics and Vibration Consultant

Steven Lank has been with Colin Gordon Associates since 2010, and during that time, his work has focused upon
noise and control for buildings of all types, including technology facilities, university laboratories, healthcare,
office, and industrial facilities. His contributions involve environmental noise measurements and modeling,
HVAC noise analysis, room acoustics and speech privacy, structural dynamic analysis and evaluation, mechanical
vibration control, and construction noise and vibration control and monitoring. He also oversees CGA’s efforts in
sustainable design, including LEED certification, as well as the firm’s in-house instrumentation laboratory. He is a
member of CGA’s team of computer modelers, addressing environmental and room acoustics and HVAC noise
modeling, as well as structural and groundborne vibration. He has provide acoustics and vibration consulting
support, measurements, and evaluation on hundreds of projects, including many projects focused on
environmental noise assessments, measurements, modeling, and mitigation designs.

Steven regularly engages in research activities related to acoustics, noise, and vibration control, and has
published a number of technical papers. He has also served on multiple committees related to acoustic
standards and guidelines, including for the International Standards Organization (1SO) and Facilities Guidelines
Institute for the Design of Healthcare Facilities (FGI).

Prior to joining Colin Gordon Associates, Steven worked as a Project Engineer for Facilities Planning and
Construction at the University of Virginia Health Sciences Center, where he oversaw and assisted with multiple
lab and hospital renovation projects, and as a structural designer for Timber Truss Housing Systems, where he
provided layout and design of support structures for roof and floor systems in residential and commercial
construction projects. He obtained his B.S. in Mechanical Engineering at the University of Virginia in 2001, where
he completed his undergraduate thesis on frequency analysis of guitar woods for the purpose of characterizing
sound.
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Metro
Portland, OR 97232-2736

oregonmetro.gov
Councilor Juan Carlos Gonzalez, District 4
9/5/202 5

Architectural Review Board
Tualatin Service Center
10699 SW Herman Road
Tualatin, OR 97062

Tothe Tualatin Architectural Review Board

Thank you for your important work to ensure quality T fe<%oe <o Z<ot ™ cviSionforf Zf —<eie
development

I would like to express strong support for Lam Research and its proposedsearch & development
expansion in Tualatin. Lam Research is not only a global leader in semiconductor manufacturing,
but also one of the most significant employers and community partners in Tualatin and Washington
County.As the Metro Councilor for District 4, which covers Western Washington County, | know
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Tfe—efe— o " [ f—e—>ie ™" QrfMEtrd Couhe, —&&gmﬂc—:ant amount of my
pollcy focus has been prlorltlzmg econmic growth and developmentin Washington County.

The proposed Expansion Project represents nearly a $1 billion potential investment in our region.
This investment will directly support local schools, parks, public safety, and libraries through
significant property tax contributions, while dso providing resources for road maintenance and
traffic improvements. The benefits of this project will be felt across this region: creating hundreds
of millions of dollars in new economic activity, generating an estimated 600 local higtaying jobs,
fot o—"fe%o—Stece%o ”1f%  atimgwhen'we see other employers shedding jobs and
impacting families tremendously. | believe the region has an opportunityto continue cementing our
reputation and economic advantage as l@ading hub for chipmaking and innovative semiconductor
equipment research.

Lam Research has been a strong community partner to Tualatin and Washington County
throughout the planning and public hearing procesdNow is the time to approve their project and
move ahead with this expansion.
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an expansion of a facility, it is &trong investment in the future of Tualatin, Washington County, and
Oregon.Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

WC/

Juan Carlos Gonzalez
Metro Councilor, District 4
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