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INTRODUCTION 

The Lake Oswego to Portland Transit and Trail Alternatives Analysis, begun in the summer of 2005, 
studied potential transit and trail alternatives in the corridor between Lake Oswego and Portland. 
 
Due to the environmental, topographical and physical constraints of the corridor, and since future 
roadway expansion is not anticipated, previous planning studies have concluded that a high-capacity 
transit improvement is needed to provide additional capacity. In 1988, a consortium of seven 
government agencies purchased the Willamette Shoreline right of way between the two cities for the 
purpose of future rail transit service. The 2004 Regional Transportation Plan identified the need for a 
corridor plan for a high capacity transit option, which was the genesis of this Alternatives Analysis.  
 
Existing and future traffic conditions in the corridor are projected to worsen as population and 
employment continue to grow. The corridor already experiences long traffic queues, poor levels of 
service and significant capacity constraints at key locations. Travel times in the corridor are 
unreliable due to congestion on Highway 43.  
 
The purpose of the Alternatives Analysis was to identify a wide range of transit options for the 
corridor, narrow that list before studying the most promising options and then recommend the best 
options for further study in an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 
 
The Alternatives Analysis takes advantage of partnerships between the cities of Lake Oswego and 
Portland, Clackamas and Multnomah counties, TriMet, ODOT and Metro. Elected and appointed 
representatives from each agency participated in the project steering committee while staff 
participated in technical committees and supported the project advisory committee, which is made up 
of business owners and residents from the corridor and interest group representatives.  
 
Recommendations by the citizen-based Lake Oswego to Portland Project Advisory Committee 
(LOPAC) and senior agency staff Project Management Group (PMG) will provide information to the 
Alternatives Analysis Steering Committee along with input from the public as they recommend which 
alternatives should move forward into a Draft Environmental Impact Statement. The steering 
committee’s recommendation will be forwarded to participating local jurisdictions for endorsement. 
The region’s Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT) will then take the local 
jurisdiction resolutions and the steering committee recommendation into consideration as it forwards 
a resolution to the Metro Council for a final decision.   
 
The study offered numerous opportunities for public involvement including: attendance at monthly 
Lake Oswego Project Advisory Committee meetings (July 2005–July 2007), a corridor and river tour 
for Project Advisory Committee members (January and September 2006), a community design 
workshop (May 30, 2006), 12 small group meetings with affected stakeholders (September–October 
2006), study newsletters (May 2006 and May 2007), Metro councilor newsletters (June 2007), e-
newsletters (April and May 2006; June, July and August 2007), study information on Metro’s web 
site (ongoing), a corridor bus rider survey (January 2007), two open houses (June 2007), a public 
hearing (July 2007), a 74-day comment period (June 26–Sept. 7, 2007) and meetings with community 
and neighborhood groups (ongoing).  
 
Through these public involvement and outreach activities, the project made more than 1,200 citizen 
contacts through submitted comments or by citizen attendance at meetings, workshops and open 
houses sponsored by Metro. During the public comment period, Metro received 214 public comments.   
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SUMMARY OF OUTREACH ACTIVITIES 

Project newsletters were produced in spring 2006 and 2007 to provide project history, identify study 
goals, outline alternatives and share information about the Lake Oswego Project Advisory 
Committee (LOPAC), timeline and public involvement opportunities. 
 
Metro staff and LOPAC members made several presentations to community groups, neighborhood 
associations, business organizations, interested advisory committees and local governments. 
 
Two Metro Councilor newsletters, sent to constituents around the region, and five e-newsletters 
contained articles about the Lake Oswego to Portland Transit and Trail Alternatives Analysis and 
invited participation and public comment. 
 
Postcard invitations were mailed to business and property owners along the proposed alignments as 
well as interested persons, advocacy groups, neighborhood groups and elected officials to invite 
participation at the community design workshop help on May 30, 2006. More than 2,000 postcards 
were mailed in the first week of May 2006. In addition, targeted door-to-door canvassing was done 
to ensure that property owners were aware of the project and upcoming design workshop. A second 
postcard was sent to the same groups in May 2007 to invite participation in two project open houses, 
the public hearing and comment period.  
 
Newspaper advertisements were placed in the Southwest zone of the Oregonian, the Lake Oswego 
Review, the West Linn Tidings, the Oregon City News and the Clackamas Review in May 2006 and 
June 2007 to announce project events and invite participation (community design workshop, open 
houses, public hearing and public comment period). 
 
A media advisory was distributed on June 20, 2007 to appropriate local media. The release included 
information about the open houses, public hearing and public comment period.  
 
Throughout the process, more than 70 local news stories mentioned the Alternatives Analysis or 
related efforts, including a local committee appointed within the City of Lake Oswego to review 
transportation and development options, interest from the nearby City of West Linn, development in 
the South Waterfront area at the north end of the alignment and more. 
 
A community design workshop with 150 participants was hosted by Metro on May 30, 2005 at the 
Riverdale Grade School in the middle of the corridor. The purpose of the workshop was to invite the 
community to learn about the project, explore the viability of a wide range of transit alternatives, 
identify alignment options for transit and trail in the corridor, and highlight local opportunities and 
constraints. 
 
Twelve small groups meetings were held with property owners and interested parties in the corridor 
between Sept. 23 and Oct. 24, 2006. The meetings, including one walking tour, provided an 
opportunity to share project information and better understand local conditions and concerns. One 
meeting focused on trail alternatives. In total, 122 people participated. 
 
As a follow-up to small group meetings, staff completed two individual site visits with property 
owners along the alignment to address specific concerns and look at potential opportunities related to 
streetcar alignment design.  
 
TriMet, in partnership with Metro, administered a survey of bus riders on Line 35, which currently 
runs through the corridor, on Jan. 23–25, 2007. The survey included a 75 percent sample of weekday 
trips and was provided in English (696 respondents) and Spanish (three respondents). The survey 
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informed project staff about awareness of the Alternatives Analysis, frequency of trips, origins and 
destinations, transfers, current service and future needs, and riders’ transit service priorities.  
 
Two open houses were held in late June 2007 (June 26 in Lake Oswego and June 27 in Portland) to 
share detailed evaluation results for transit and trail alternatives. Between the two workshops, 215 
people attended and 122 comment forms were collected. The open houses featured: 
 
 illustrated stations explaining the project history and timeline, options considered and findings of 

the study, with project staff (Metro and partners) available at each station to answer questions 
and explain details 

 a video simulation and architectural renderings of transit and trail alternatives in various 
locations through the corridor 

 newsletters and comment cards that offered a variety of ways for interested parties to provide 
feedback on the alternatives presented and preference for which alternatives should advance for 
further study. 

 
A public hearing was held before the project steering committee on July 16, 2007. Twenty-one people 
testified at the hearing, including property owners along the alignment, area developers, a Lake 
Oswego city councilor, frequent attendees at monthly project advisory committee meetings and 
interested citizens. Two people provided written comments rather than testifying orally. Some of the 
information provided at the open house was available again at the hearing, including self-mailing 
comment cards. 
 
The LOPAC offered public comment time on their agendas at the beginning and end of their monthly 
meetings throughout the course of the two-year Alternatives Analysis. These comments are reflected 
in the LOPAC minutes and were taken into consideration by LOPAC as it developed its 
recommendations.  
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PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD FINDINGS 

The public comment period ran from June 26–September 7, 2007. 
 
Bus Rapid Transit 
Respondents were attracted to Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) by: lower capital costs, more flexibility and 
ability to integrate/adapt into the existing system, service superior to current buses, perception that 
BRT would pose fewer impacts and the idea that running on Southwest Macadam Avenue would 
free up the Willamette Shoreline for a trail. 
 
Concerns expressed about BRT included: high operations and maintenance cost, significant traffic 
impacts, slower speeds and less reliability than streetcar, greater environmental impacts (pollution, 
noise, road damage), less ability to attract riders, inability to address existing transit system 
deficiencies, safety and crime implications, operation in traffic that subjects BRT to the same 
congestion as cars, and the belief that BRT will not be a sufficient solution in the long term. 
 
Streetcar 
Participants were impressed with streetcar’s ability to lessen air pollution and minimize environmental 
impacts, clean and modern vehicle design, smooth ride, scenic views, romantic allure, potential to 
promote the region’s tourism economy, ability to improve development opportunities along 
Southwest Macadam Avenue and in Lake Oswego. They also liked the compatibility with regional 
transportation plans; increased emphasis on multi-modal transportation; a safe, more reliable and 
faster alternative than bus; potential for increased suburban ridership; potential to reduce traffic 
while providing a fast, comfortable commute; and ability to connect to the existing streetcar system 
in South Waterfront. 
 
Participants primarily disliked streetcar because of potential impacts to neighborhoods (noise, 
construction impacts, views, property values) and high capital cost. Some were concerned about the 
capacity of a single-track system.  
 
Residents attending the Lake Oswego open house favored streetcar operating on the Willamette 
Shoreline right of way through Johns Landing while residents in Johns Landing strongly prefer it on 
Southwest Macadam Avenue. A large percentage of respondents preferred a streetcar terminus at the 
Albertsons site in Lake Oswego. Many who spoke if favor of streetcar offered ideas for consideration 
in the next phase of study. 
 
Trail 
Respondents expressed broad support for some form of trail, but there was less consensus about 
exactly where and how to construct it.  
 
Open houses 
Attendees at the two open houses appreciated the information, maps, charts, visual simulation and 
redevelopment concept drawings. Staff collected two letters and 122 comment forms that indicated 
people’s preferences on each alternative or combination of alternatives to advance for further study. 
In addition, project staff and Lake Oswego Project Advisory Committee (LOPAC) members engaged 
with participants, discussing alternatives and answering questions.  
 
When asked which alternative(s) should advance for further study, respondents indicated strong 
support for streetcar. Some respondents favored advancing streetcar and BRT while others supported 
BRT only, and a handful favored no-build. 
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Public hearing  
Twenty-one people testified at the hearing, including property owners along the alignment, area 
developers, a Lake Oswego city councilor, frequent attendees at monthly project advisory committee 
meetings and interested citizens.  
 
Eighteen speakers wholly supported streetcar while three supported neither BRT nor streetcar. Of 
those who supported streetcar, several offered specific suggestions for further analysis.  
 
Those who favored streetcar expressed the following as reasons for their support: reliability, faster 
travel speed, more efficient service, modern vehicles, higher projected ridership, new capacity in the 
corridor (Willamette Shoreline right of way), a great connection to the tram and Oregon Health 
Sciences University (OHSU) campuses (jobs), another transit option in the regional system, new 
transit connections, less energy impact, less pollution, independence from oil, a safe environment for 
riders and pedestrians, encouragement for dense development while limiting the amount of parking 
needed in downtown Lake Oswego. People see the area as a great fit for streetcar and noted that 
streetcar could lead to a “jewel development” since it will work hand in hand with existing goals and 
discussions on development for downtown Lake Oswego and the Foothills area, and because it 
provides tremendous development potential within existing zoning codes. 
 
No one who testified offered support for BRT. Others noted that it shows no significant ridership 
increase, has high operating cost and gets stuck in the same traffic that automobiles. 
 
Three of those who testified favored neither streetcar nor BRT. 
 
Of those who supported streetcar, most also supported a trail, as did one person who supported 
neither transit option. The Bicycle Transportation Alliance noted that this corridor is on the 
organization’s top 10 list of areas where a trail link is critically needed.  
 
Comment cards 
Thirteen comment cards were submitted. Nine cards expressed strong support for streetcar as far 
south as possible and as fast as it can be constructed to increase capacity and limit environmental 
impacts. One card offered support for streetcar somewhere other than Southwest Macadam Avenue. 
Two cards expressed concern over potential impacts related to a park and ride facility at Albertsons. 
Eight cards expressed strong support for a trail as an easier, safer and faster commute route. 
 
Letters 
Sixteen letters were received during the comment period. Of those, six were from organizations or 
groups and the remaining 10 from individuals.  
 
The letters from groups were as follows:  
 
 Oregon Health Science University (OHSU) president Dr. Robertson wrote in support of the 

streetcar alternative based on its proposed connection to existing streetcar and tram in the 
developing South Waterfront area and the potential to continue a public-private partnership that 
strengthens economic opportunities and improves transit options. 

 
 City of Portland Bicycle Advisory Committee chair Mark Ginsberg and Pedestrian Advisory 

Committee chair David Aulwes each wrote on behalf of their committees in support of advancing 
streetcar and a trail between Portland and Lake Oswego citing streetcar’s shorter travel time, 
higher ridership and lower operating cost as benefits. They stressed the need to focus on 
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pedestrian and bicycle connections all along the alignment and coordination between transit, bike 
and pedestrian designs. 

 
 The Bicycle Transportation Alliance (BTA) executive director Scott Bricker wrote in support of 

advancing both trail and streetcar for further study. The trail project in this corridor is identified 
as a top 10 project for BTA and they want to see concurrent study of the two modes and creative 
thinking on how to make a trail feasible despite challenges identified in the Alternatives Analysis 
phase.  

 
 The Southwest Hills Residential League second vice president Julia Harris wrote in support of a 

BRT option, perceiving it to be most apt to provide safe walking and bike routes; she also cited 
the expense of the streetcar option.  

 
 Association of Oregon Rail and Transit Advocates (AORTA) strategic planner Jim Howell wrote 

in support of both streetcar and bus service along the corridor in addition to an east-west transit 
corridor across the Sellwood Bridge. 

 
The 10 letters from individuals contained the following themes:  
 
 concern about safety of children near the tracks, especially in the middle of the corridor 
 questions about the number of riders and the cost of streetcar 
 note that the central segment has little or no redevelopment potential and/or that the corridor 

does not have the density required to support streetcar 
 suggestion that a streetcar extension may not reduce auto congestion. 
 
Two writers were opposed to the use of the Willamette Shoreline for streetcar, one opposing its use 
for even a walking and bike trail.  
 
Two writers believed that a streetcar would not be used by Lake Oswego residents, will not mitigate 
congestion on Highway 43 and is not worth the expense, indicating a no-build preference. 
 
One writer supported BRT, citing it as more financially feasible.  
 
One writer said Fielding Road would not be a good location for a trail or bike/pedestrian boulevard 
due to the potential for increased traffic/trespassing, safety issues and possible flooding of the trail. 
The writer also questioned demand for a trail in this area, preferring a no-trail option without 
addressing BRT or streetcar.  
 
One writer stated that any plan going forward should include a bike trail option, suggesting a plan 
along Highway 43. 
 
One writer suggested a new river crossing at Lake Oswego (to Milwaukie) for transit and autos.  
 
One writer was strongly supports streetcar but expressed concern about terminating the line in Lake 
Oswego, largely due to traffic issues, and suggested continuing to Tualatin instead. Another writer 
suggested a need for a transit plan south to Oregon City before continuing Alternatives Analysis. 
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E-mail 
Seventy-two e-mail comments were received during the public comment period. 
 
Thirty-four e-mails (almost half) expressed strong support for streetcar between Lake Oswego and 
Portland as an alternative to auto travel. Of those, 21 e-mails also supported a bike and pedestrian 
trail through the corridor for the same reason. 
 
Writers favored streetcar because it has the potential to be in a dedicated right of way (Willamette 
Shoreline) that would improve travel time and reliability while providing a beautiful ride. Streetcar in 
the Willamette Shoreline is the only alternative that avoids, does not add to and is not very affected 
by traffic, which many writers noted is getting worse all the time.  
 
Writers also liked streetcar because it is the least costly option over the long term, is quieter and 
faster, has less environmental impact than buses and will attract more riders than buses. It is 
convenient for everyone and easier for the disabled and elderly to use. It would support current and 
future communities and businesses as well as future investment and redevelopment in Johns Landing 
and Lake Oswego.  
 
Several supporters of streetcar noted a long-term, big-picture view, thinking ahead to an aging 
population, the need to reduce dependence on foreign oil, use by children and grandchildren and 
planning for future population and job growth in the corridor.  
 
Of those who support streetcar and/or streetcar and trail, these specific comments were made about 
streetcar options: 
 

 Creative design could be used to minimize potential impacts in the central segment. 
 Especially if the Safeway terminus were selected, but also with other terminus options in Lake 

Oswego, people could walk and/or bike to transit, possibly even eliminating some auto use.  
 Shuttles should be considered to further reduce auto use, especially from Marylhurst or other 

potentially high-demand areas.  
 Connections to Milwaukie via the railroad bridge should be considered long term. 
 Nine writers favored streetcar on the Willamette Shoreline through the Johns Landing area. 

One writer expressed strong concern about eliminating the Johns Landing Master Plan. 
 The alignment option through Johns Landing as it is, or in a modified version, could provide a 

way to traverse the area with fewer impacts than either Southwest Macadam Avenue or the 
Willamette Shoreline right of way. 

 Consider a streetcar stop near Riverdale and Highway 43. 
 Consider a streetcar vehicle that can accommodate bikes, especially where trail connections 

may be difficult or impossible. 
 

Of those who supported streetcar and trail, these specific comments were made about the trail:  
 
 The existing trail should be improved in the Johns Landing area. 
 This trail could help Portland reach towards a “Platinum bike city.” 
 Coordination with other trail efforts, such as the project at the mouth of Tryon Creek, is 

critical. 
 
Several writers made specific design suggestions related to fitting a trail into the constrained corridor.   

 
Eleven e-mails expressed strong support for a trail between Lake Oswego and Portland given that it 
is a beautiful but hard-to-traverse area now. Supporters believe that a continuous, safe route for 
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bikes and pedestrians would be well used by commuters and for recreation. These writers did not 
specifically comment on transit alternatives, except one who suggested a connection to light rail in 
Milwaukie via the railroad bridge. 
 
Nine e-mails expressed support for a streetcar extension from South Waterfront through Johns 
Landing but not to Lake Oswego. Of those, four specifically mentioned placing the line on Southwest 
Macadam Avenue. Eight of the e-mails came from property owners or residents in the central 
segment of the corridor who are concerned about cost, safety (especially for children), emergency 
access, lack of use and potential impact on property values. One e-mail indicated a lack of support 
for a trail through the area.  
 
Two e-mails from residents in the central segment of the corridor opposed streetcar because there is 
no data to prove it would reduce congestion, because they didn’t know where people would park to 
access transit and due to cost, safety (especially for children), lack of use and the cost of potential 
legal challenges.  
 
Six e-mails were not in favor of streetcar, BRT or trail, mostly due to cost issues but also as a result of 
potential property impacts, safety and privacy concerns and lack of density in the central segment.  
 
Two e-mails favored BRT. One did so because it was perceived as faster than current bus service, the 
other because of the potential to connect a route to Lewis and Clark College. One of the e-mails 
favored a trail. 
 
One e-mail shared thoughts from a meeting of the Old Town Neighborhood Association in Lake 
Oswego. Some participants favored streetcar, others did not. Most expressed concern over the 
potential impacts of a park and ride facility at an Albertsons terminus as it is adjacent to their 
neighborhood. They suggested useful mitigation options and asked that current businesses be retained 
if/when the site is redeveloped. 
 
One e-mail favored transit and trail in general but did not specify between streetcar and BRT. 
 
One e-mail advocated further study of river transit.  
 
Four e-mails asked questions: one about the make-up of the Project Advisory Committee, one about 
impacts to the Safeway store if a streetcar terminated there, one about distribution of public 
comments and one about the assumptions that underlie the analysis of options. 
 
Phone 
One comment was provided by phone. The caller acknowledged the difficulty in getting from 
Portland to Lake Oswego and thought streetcar could help, but expressed concern over potential 
property impacts and safety issues, especially related to the tunnel and trestles. 
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Conclusions 

Process 
More than 1,200 direct citizen contacts were made through a variety of means. These included 
submitted comments and returned surveys and citizen attendance at meetings, workshops and open 
houses sponsored by Metro. During the public comment period, Metro received 214 public comments. 
This has been the most robust public involvement process by Metro for any transit project at the 
Alternatives Analysis phase of project development.  
 
Recommendations 
Streetcar received the strongest support as a high capacity transit solution in the corridor between 
Lake Oswego and Portland. Commonly mentioned were its ability to attract both riders and 
economic investment along the route, reliability, faster travel time and environmental friendliness.  
 
Though design questions remain in Johns Landing and at potential terminus locations, and though 
some only support a streetcar through Johns Landing, streetcar was the clear favorite. Very few saw 
any benefit in the Bus Rapid Transit alternative and only a handful felt the corridor could do 
without any improvement.  
 
Also clear was the support for a bicycle and pedestrian connection in the corridor. Though even more 
questions remain with regard to this design, many people indicated they would personally use a trail 
or know someone who would, either as a commute route or for recreation.  
 
Public concerns 
Several areas have been consistently mentioned as needing further work in the next phase of the 
process. These include: 
 

 Proximity issues between the Streetcar and Johns Landing condos along the Willamette 
Shoreline right of way. Residents with these concerns generally supported a Macadam 
Avenue Streetcar Alignment. 

 Proximity issues in the Dunthorpe area where the Willamette Shoreline right of way abuts or 
bisects individual properties. Residents in these areas generally favored BRT or no-build.  

 Concern regarding the safety, legality and effect on property values of a pedestrian trail on 
the Willamette Shoreline right of way.  
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OUTREACH MATERIALS AND EVENTS 
 

Lake Oswego to Portland Transit and Trail Study newsletters 
Councilor Brian Newman and Councilor Rex Burkholder newsletters  

E-newsletters 
Public announcements and invitations 

Outreach activities summaries 
 





Lake Oswego
Portland
T R A N S I T  A N D
T R A I L  S T U D Y

to

The Lake Oswego to Portland Transit and Trail Alternatives 
Analysis is a federally and locally funded study that will develop 
and evaluate transit and trail alternatives in the Lake Oswego to 
Portland corridor and select one or two preferred alternatives to 
advance into the federal environmental analysis process. Metro 
is leading the study with Metro Councilors Rex Burkholder and 
Brian Newman serving as co-chairs of the project Steering Com-
mittee. The cities of Lake Oswego and Portland, Clackamas and 
Multnomah counties, the Oregon Department of Transportation 
and TriMet are partners with Metro in this study.

The process begins with scoping, the definition of a range of  
transit and trail alternatives to be considered in the study, includ-
ing a no-build option. An upcoming community workshop and 
small group discussions will provide an opportunity for com-
munity members to suggest options and comment on proposed 
alternatives to be included in the analysis. Once scoping is 
complete, staff will analyze options and provide the public and 
decision-makers with information to help narrow the wide range 
of alternatives to a few that best address needs in the corridor. 
Eventually, a locally preferred option will be chosen.

Portland

MilwaukieMilwaukie

Lake OswegoLake Oswego

Multnomah County
Clackamas County

Multnomah

Clackamas

5

5

405

26

26

43Highway

Willamette Shore Trolley
Right-of-Way

NO-BUILD OPTION

The no-build alternative serves as a reference point to gauge the 
benefits, costs and impacts of the build alternatives. The no-build 
alternative includes existing transit services and facilities and only those 
transit and highway improvements that are part of the financially 
constrained Regional Transportation Plan, improvements that are 
deemed achievable within financially constrained resources by the year 
2025. Selection of no-build as the preferred alternative for the Lake 
Oswego to Portland corridor would mean that additional transit service 
would not be studied further. 

www.metro-region.org
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To begin identifying critical issues 
and effective opportunities for engag-
ing stakeholders in the study area, 
32 interviews were conducted with 
stakeholders and interest groups. The 
interviews used open-ended ques-
tions to identify community concerns 
and solicit potential solutions from 
residents and business owners in the 
study area. 
 
Following these meetings, a project 
advisory committee was formed. The 
committee includes some people who 
participated in the interviews along 
with other community members and 
interest group representatives. 

Dave Jorling, a resident of the First 
Addition neighborhood and mem-
ber of the Lake Oswego Downtown 
Transit Alternatives Advisory Com-

Background

In the Lake Oswego to Portland 
corridor, Highway 43 serves as the 
primary north/south route for cars, 
busses and trucks between Lake 
Oswego and Portland. 

Existing traffic volumes on Highway 
43 within the corridor create 
substantial congestion in the peak 
hours of travel. Forecasts of future 
traffic volumes in the corridor 
suggest congestion will continue to 
increase in the future. Substantial 
roadway improvements and tolling 
for Highway 43 have been ruled 
out in earlier studies. However, 
multiple studies have recommended 
consideration of transit along the 
existing Willamette Shoreline right-
of-way. Given the public ownership 
the railroad right-of-way within 
the corridor, transit alternatives, 
including, but not limited to streetcar 
service, are being studied. 

The Willamette River Greenway 
has been designated along the river 
between Portland and the Mult-
nomah County line. The Willamette 
Greenway Plan identifies a continu-
ous trail to extend the full length 
along the river. 

In 1988, a consortium of local 
government agencies including 
the cities of Portland and Lake 
Oswego, Clackamas and Multnomah 
counties, the Oregon Department of 
Transportation, TriMet and Metro 
purchased the Willamette Shoreline 
railway, located between Highway 
43 and the Willamette River. The 
Consortium manages and maintains 
the rail right-of-way and the Oregon 
Electric Railroad Society operates 
an excursion trolley service between 
Lake Oswego and Portland. 

mittee was elected chair of the 
project advisory committee by the 
members.

Three vice chairs were also chosen 
from the 20-member project advi-
sory committee. They will represent 
the views of and provide vital liaison 
roles to their respective geographical 
areas as defined below:

John’s Landing – vice chair is 
Vern Rifer, a member of the John’s 
Landing Condominium Association

Clackamas and Multnomah 
counties’ unincorporated areas –  
David Reinhart, a Willamette 
Shoreline right-of-way resident

Lake Oswego – Rick Saito, 
Foothills property owner and Chair 
of the North Macadam Urban 
Renewal Advisory Committee

Other members include:
Don Baack, Southwest Trails
Jack Caldwell, Mary’s Woods 
resident

Jim Condon, Macadam business 
property owner
Neale Creamer, Riverdale resident, 
Water District committee, transit user
Bill Danneman, Corbett Terwilliger 
Lair Hill neighborhood association 
transportation chair
Bob Duehmig, OHSU Office of 
Government Relations
Sam Galbreath, Macadam Bay 
Homeowner’s Association
Roger Hennigan, Friends of the 
Trolley
Colleen Labbe, Oswego Pointe 
Condo Association
Brian Lantow, Riverdale 
neighborhood
Ken Love, Corbett Terwilliger Lair 
Hill neighborhood association 
president
Jessica Roberts, Bicycle Transporta-
tion Alliance
Chris Schetky, Foothills resident
Debbie Stellway, right of way resident
Sandy Stallcup, right of way resident
Bill Washburn, John’s Landing 
Condo Association 

Project Advisory 
Committee

Purpose and need  
statement
In October 2005 the Project Advi-
sory Committee adopted a purpose 
and need statement for the study and 
evaluation criteria. These tools will 
be used to measure the relative per-
formance of each alternative and to 
distinguish which alternatives should 
be studied further and which should 
be dropped from consideration. 

Evaluation and development of the 
pedestrian and bicycle trail portion 
of the analysis will proceed indepen-
dently from the transit portion, 
because it is not part of the federal 
transit alternative analysis process. 
Bike and pedestrian trail options will 
be carried forward based on how 
they would be constructed together 
with the preferred transit alternative. 
Once a preferred transit alternative 
has been selected, a complementary 
trail option will be further developed 
as part of a local planning process.
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The purpose is to develop a 
community-supported transit project 
that meets future travel demand 
in the Lake Oswego to Portland 
corridor and supports local and 
regional land use plans. 

Specifically, this means that the 
project will accomplish several 
objectives: 

• Provide improved transportation 
access to and connectivity among 
significant destinations and 
activity centers

• Minimize traffic and parking-
related impacts to neighborhoods

• Support and enhance existing 
neighborhood character in an 
environmentally sensitive manner. 

For a variety of reasons, past studies have determined 
that widening Highway 43 is not feasible:

•  Physical constraints including steep slopes on one or both sides of 
the highway, inadequate space for surface water drainage facilities 
associated with more lanes and other environmental issues create 
significant engineering challenges. 

•  Highway modernization projects are required to meet certain stan-
dards with regard to number and width of lanes, left turn refuge 
lanes, center medians or a median barrier, bike paths, sidewalks, 
shoulders, and access for road and driveways. Meeting these stan-
dards in the current right of way would be very difficult and would 
likely require acquiring substantial additional right of way from a 
number of adjacent properties.

•  Widening would adversely impact neighborhoods. The widened 
highway would create a perception, and likely the reality, of increased 
traffic while significantly limiting or eliminating access to existing 
driveways and roads.

•  In 1996 and 1999, Oregon Department of Transportation studies 
ruled out substantial highway improvements on Highway 43. Ad-
ditionally, in order to widen a highway, the project must be listed 
in the State Transportation Improvement Plan and must be funded. 
Widening of Highway 43 is neither listed in the plan nor funded. The 
first opportunity to be added to the state plan is in 2008 and fund-
ing a highway widening project could take many years under current 
financial constraints.

Background report
The background report provides 
context for the study by compiling, 
summarizing and analyzing past, 
present and future transportation 
and land use plans and policies. The 
report will be used to assist with 
the development and narrowing of 
potential alternatives. It will assist 
in pinpointing issues that have been 
put to rest and identify issues that 
need further development. The 
Alternatives Analysis will be able to 
build upon the previous work done 
and avoid “re-inventing the wheel.”

• Leverage investment in the 
existing transit system to cost-
effectively increase riders in the 
corridor and across the system.  

• Support transit-oriented economic 
development in Portland and Lake 
Oswego.

• Support community goals related 
to transportation, land use and 
development.

• Increase mobility

• Provide additional transportation 
choices in the corridor

• Provide access for persons with 
disabilities

• Be part of an integrated multi-
modal transportation system

• Anticipate future needs and 
impacts and not preclude future 
expansion opportunities

Purpose of the  
transit study

The purpose of the pedestrian 
and bicycle trail is to provide a 
connection between the Willamette 
River Greenway trail at the north 
end and the Lake Oswego Town 
Center at the south which will:

• Significantly improve the access, 
safety and quality of experience 
for cyclists, pedestrians and 
persons with disabilities

• Create a connected, high-quality 
facility that is compatible with 
the transit alternative and which 
makes bicycling and walking 
a viable transportation and 
recreation choice.

• Enhance the value of the existing 
transportation system by success-
fully integrating the bicycle and 
pedestrian trail

• Be compatible with and serve 
the needs of surrounding 
neighborhoods

• Connect and improve access to 
important pedestrian and bicycle 
destinations in the corridor

Purpose of the bicycle 
and pedestrian trail
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2006 PROJECT TIMELINE

April – June 
Define and refine potential tran-
sit and trail alternatives. Hold a 
community design workshop and 
small group discussions through-
out the corridor

July – August 
Continue small group discussions 
and refine alternatives before 
measuring each one against the 
evaluation criteria developed by 
the project advisory committee in 
the purpose and need statement

September – October 
Share evaluation results with the 
public and ask for preferences, 
draft a locally preferred alterna-
tive recommendation, submit the 
recommendation to project part-
ners for consideration

Community design 
workshop

5:30 to 8:30 p.m.
Tuesday, May 30, 2006

Riverdale Elementary School
11733 SW Breyman Ave. 
Portland

Draft locations for a bus line, rail 
line, trail and river transit that were  
developed by the 20-member, citizen 
Project Advisory Committee will be 
presented along with information 
about the project timeline, possible 
mitigation measures and future 
public involvement opportunities. 
Participants will have an opportunity 
to comment, provide ideas and 
share concerns and identify issues 
regarding potential transit and trail 
alternatives. 

To be added to the project mailing 
list, send an e-mail request to  
trans@metro.dst.or.us or call (503) 
797-1756.

Public Involvement

Community involvement in the 
study begins with the scoping process 
where transit and trail alternatives 
are identified and refined. Ultimately, 
the goal is to reach a mutually 
agreed upon recommendation for 
transit and trail improvements in the 
corridor. 

The process is designed to ensure 
that community concerns and issues 
are identified early and addressed 
in the analysis process. Different 
levels and types of participation will 
be used throughout the project to 
ensure adequate opportunity for full 
participation.

Visit www.metro-region.org/trans-
portation to read or download 
project reports such as the purpose 
and need statement and the back-
ground report.

PRESORTED
FIRST CLASS MAIL

US POSTAGE PAID 
PORTLAND, OR
PERMIT NO. 681
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PROJECT PARTNERS

Cities of Lake Oswego and Portland

Clackamas and Multnomah counties

Oregon Department of Transportation

TriMet

Metro

Imagine

Imagine the corridor between Lake Oswego and Portland as it might 
look in 20 years. Is it the same as today? How do people get around? 
Do they have more transit, roadway, bike and pedestrian choices than 
they have today? 

Community members, business people and elected officials have been 
thinking about this area and considering transit and trail alternatives 
that should be recommended as a result of the Lake Oswego to 
Portland Transit and Trail Alternatives Analysis. 

The process, led by Metro in conjunction with partner jurisdictions, 
began with a wide range of transit and trail alternatives including bus, 
rail and river transit as well as widening or using reversible auto lanes 
on Highway 43. After discussion with the community-based project 
advisory committee and the public in addition to some technical 
analysis, the list of alternatives was narrowed to include only those that 
best addressed the needs in the corridor. In this case, two alternatives 
were evaluated in more detail: Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) and streetcar.

This newsletter provides an overview of the evaluation results currently 
being shared with project participants, decision-makers and the public. 
One or a combination of alternatives will advance for further study in 
the next phase of the project, a Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 
They include a no-build option, a Bus Rapid Transit line on Highway 
43 and a streetcar on the Willamette Shoreline right of way, Macadam 
Avenue or parts of both.

In July 2007, we expect the project advisory committee to recommend 
alternatives to advance for further study. Their recommendation, 
along with one from the project management group, will advance 
to the elected officials and executives on the Steering Committee for 
consideration. 

After a public hearing, the Steering Committee, co-chaired by Metro 
Councilors Rex Burkholder and Brian Newman, will forward its 
recommendation for alternatives to be advanced into an environmental 
analysis to the project partners for local actions in September. A final 
vote by the Metro Council will take place after city, county, TriMet and 
Oregon Department of Transportation actions in the fall of 2007. 

Transportation options 
in your community
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• Highway 43 serves as the primary north/south route for vehicles, transit 
and freight between Lake Oswego and Portland. Existing traffic volumes 
create substantial congestion in the peak hours of travel. Traffic volume 
forecasts for 2025 suggest greater congestion on Highway 43 in the future.

• Funding for Metro’s transit study included a provision that a trail 
connection be evaluated to determine the feasibility of creating a 
continuous trail between Portland and Lake Oswego. All the transit 
alternatives include a complimentary trail component. 

• A consortium of local government agencies owns the Willamette Shoreline 
right of way, located between Highway 43 and the Willamette River. The 
Consortium manages and maintains the rail right-of-way. The Oregon 
Electric Railroad Society operates an excursion trolley service between 
Lake Oswego and Portland. 

• Significant roadway improvements and tolling along Highway 43 have 
been ruled out due to the physical constraints of the corridor. Current 
and previous studies have concluded that transit, bicycle and pedestrian 
improvements are more suitable for this corridor as a means of addressing 
the existing and future travel needs, especially given the public ownership 
of the railroad right of way along the river.

To view the project Purpose and Need Statement or Background report,  
visit www.metro-region.org/lakeoswego.

Background

Evaluation results*

Streetcar was evaluated operating on single and some 
double track between Portland and Lake Oswego where 
the line would terminate at potential redevelopment sites 
near the current trolley barn, Albertson’s or Safeway. The 
streetcar could operate solely on the Willamette Shoreline 
right of way, on Macadam Avenue through the John’s 
Landing area or parts of both. Between the Sellwood 
Bridge and Lake Oswego, the line would operate only 
in the Willamette Shoreline right of way as streetcar on 
Highway 43 was dropped from study due to safety con-
cerns. Stations are propsoed at

• Southwest Hamilton Court
• Southwest Boundary Street
• Southwest Nebraska Street
• Southwest Nevada Street
• Near the Sellwood Bridge
• Southwest Riverwood Road
• Southwest Briarwood Road 
• E Avenue
• A Avenue and Fourth Street, if a Safeway terminus is 

selected.

Eight intersection improvements were evaluated to speed 
bus service between Portland and Lake Oswego where 
the line would terminate at a potential redevelopment site 
at Albertson’s. Intersections were evaluated for improve-
ments because creation of a completely separated right 
of way on Highway 43 is not possible. BRT stations are 
proposed at

• Southwest Bancroft Street
• Southwest Boundary Street
• Southwest Nebraska Street
• Southwest Nevada Street
• Near the Sellwood Bridge
• Southwest Military Road
• Southwest Briarwood Road 
• E Avenue
• Between A and B avenues 

This combination includes bus improvements along 
Highway 43 and a paved trail in the existing Willamette 
Shoreline right of way.

This combination includes streetcar with a paved trail on 
the Willamette Shoreline right of way next to or instead of 
the streetcar (if the streetcar runs on Macadam Avenue) 
and on surface streets where adequate right of way is not 
available on the Willamette Shoreline right of way. Where 
the Willamette Shoreline right of way is narrow, the trail 
will operate on Riverwood, Riverside (Highway 43) and  
Fielding roads.

Existing transit services and facilities and only those transit 
and highway improvements that are deemed achievable 
within financially constrained resources by the year 2025.

This alternative is used as a basis for comparison for the 
Bus Rapid Transit and streetcar alternatives.

Bus Rapid Transit

Bus Rapid Transit with trail

Streetcar

Streetcar with trail

No-build option*More detailed 
information is available in 
the full evaluation report 
and at open house displays.

BUS RAPID TRANSIT

Travel time (Lake Oswego to Portland State 
University in 2025)

Ridership in 2025

Annual operating and maintenance cost

Capital cost (transit only/transit with trail)

Annual transit operating cost per rider

Total transit cost per rider

Development potential

Neighborhood compatibility

Viable transportation and recreation trail

STREETCAR NO-BUILD 

9 minutes faster than no-build bus, 6 minutes slower 
than auto

8,700

$7.5 million

$50 million/$57.3 million

$2.52

$3.82

Status quo

- Level of service and type of vehicle are similar to 
current bus and fit with neighborhood.

- Trail on Willamette Shoreline right of way in close 
proximity to some homes.

 
The trail proposed in combination with Bus Rapid 
Transit is 12-14 feet wide, has 15 at-grade intersections 
and operates in an exclusive trail right of way along the 
Willamette Shoreline right of way.

18 minutes faster than no-build bus, 3 minutes faster 
than auto

10,900

$3-4 million depending on alignment location in John’s 
Landing and location of terminus in Lake Oswego.

$131-149 million/$199-233 million

$0.83

$3.66

Approximately 3 million square feet of development 
and redevelopment potential in John’s Landing and Lake 
Oswego. 

- Streetcar on Willamette Shoreline right of way 
in close proximity to some homes but electric 
propulsion limits noise and size of vehicle should fit 
neighborhood.

- Streetcar and trail on Willamette Shoreline right of 
way are a tight fit in several places and create design 
challenges in close proximity to some homes.

The trail proposed in combination with streetcar is 12-14 
feet wide and has 16 at-grade intersections. It operates 
in an exclusive trail right of way north of the Sellwood 
Bridge, on some shared street right of way and on a trail 
overpass on Highway 43.

Trip expected to take 42 minutes by bus or 27 by auto

6,780 (1,870 today)

No change

Minimal improvements

No change

No change

Status quo

No impact

Existing, non-continuous trails

Portland

Lake Oswego

Portland

Lake Oswego
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Open houses

Wednesday, June 27, 6 to 8 p.m.
US Bank Building
120 N State St., Lake Oswego
Parking at the US Bank lot or 
across State Street in the city-
owned lot

Thursday, June 28, 5 to 7 p.m.
David Evans and Associates
2100 SW River Pkwy., Portland
Parking at the lot just southeast of 
the Marriott Residence Inn under 
the Marquam Bridge

Get involved

Should a rapid bus or streetcar be 
considered on Highway 43 and the 
Willamette Shoreline right of way? 
Should a pedestrian and bike trail 
be built between Lake Oswego and 
Portland?

These and other questions will be 
considered at open houses in late 
June. The public is invited to review 
the analysis results of alternatives 
identified to improve transportation 
in the corridor. Information will 
also be available on the project 
timeline and public involvement 
opportunities.

The open houses will follow a 
flexible, drop-in format so residents 
can arrive at any time and spend 
as much time as necessary talking 
with staff or reviewing maps and 
materials. A feedback form will 
allow Metro to capture written 
comments. 
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PORTLAND, OR
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PROJECT ADVISORY COMMITTEE

The project advisory committee includes members from the John’s 
Landing area, the unincorporated areas of Multnomah and Clackamas 
counties, Lake Oswego and interest groups such as the bicycle and 
pedestrian community and OHSU. The committee meets monthly.

A 45-day public comment period 
for the project will open June 27 
and continue through August 31. 
During this time anyone can submit 
comments by:
• Attending an open house
• Sending e-mail comments to 

trans@metro.dst.or.us
• Recording comments on Metro’s 

transportation hotline at 503-
797-1900, option 3

• Mailing comments to LOAA,  
600 NE Grand Ave., Portland, 
OR 97232.

To learn more, visit www.metro-region.org/lakeoswego  
or call (503) 797-1756. 

Metro representatives

Metro Council President –  
David Bragdon

Metro Councilors – Rex Burkholder, 
Kathryn Harrington, Carl Hosticka, 
Robert Liberty, Brian Newman,  
Rod Park

Auditor – Suzanne Flynn
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Metro CounCil DistriCt 2 news

Brian Newman
June 2007

Brian newman 

represents District 

2, which includes a 

portion of southwest 

Portland and much 

of urban Clackamas 

County including 

Gladstone, Johnson 

City, lake oswego, 

Milwaukie, oak 

Grove, oregon City, 

rivergrove and  

west linn.

Metro Council awards $421,000 in 
nature in neighborhoods grants

Interested citizen groups, businesses, 
non-profit organizations, school groups, 
neighbors, government agencies and service 
organizations submitted 30 applications 
for $420,685 in funds for nature-friendly 
projects through Metro’s Nature in 
Neighborhoods grant program.

The grants, announced May 24, were 
awarded to 19 groups for 21 projects 
focusing on restoration, conservation 
education and other innovative ways to 
motivate communities to protect the nature 
of our region. The grant program is part of 
the Nature in Neighborhoods initiative, the 
Metro Council’s commitment to protecting 
fish and wildlife habitat in the region.

Grants in Councilor Newman’s district:

• Portland Community College Sylvania 
Campus: $5,855.55 for restoration and 
environmental education on Mt. Sylvania

• SOLV: $19,106 for its Team up for 
Watershed Health program on Abernathy 
Creek to restore native vegetation

• SOLV: $24,850 for its Team up for 
Watershed Health program on Goat 
Island (in Gladstone)

• Willamette Riverkeeper: $13,303 for the 
restoration of Rinearson Ravine (south of 
Rinearson Road in Gladstone)

• Friends of Tryon Creek: $18,240 invasive 
species outreach and education project

• Johnson Creek Watershed Council: 
$6,000 for restoration of Johnson Creek 
at Lovena Farm, community member 
education, establishment of a tool lending 
library, and support of field trips and 
service learning projects for students at 
Lewelling Elementary School. continued

Celebrate opening of tualatin river 
bridge connecting three cities

A community celebration to dedicate the 
bike and pedestrian bridge spanning the 
Tualatin River will take place Saturday, 
June 23 at 11 a.m. Take a walk over 
the new bridge, learn about other parks 
and trails in the area, and celebrate the 
fulfillment of a 20-year dream with citizens 
and community leaders. Ice cream will be 
provided at Tualatin Community Park after 
the bridge crossing.

The bridge brings together 200 acres of 
parks and natural areas including Tualatin 
Community Park, Cook Park and Durham 
City Park. It is also a key link in local and 
regional trail and transportation plans and 
is the southern trailhead for the 15-mile 
Fanno Creek Greenway Trail. This regional 
trail connects the cities of Tualatin, Tigard 
and Durham through southwest Portland 
to the Willamette River Greenway and 
downtown Portland. The bridge also has the 
potential to connect these communities to 
Wilsonville and Sherwood via the proposed 
16-mile Tonquin Trail.

Funding to design and build the bridge 
was secured through a Transportation 
Enhancement Grant from the Oregon 
Department of Transportation and local 
contributions from the cities of Tualatin, 
Tigard and Durham, and Clean Water 

For a complete list of grants awarded or 
for more information on grant recipients 
and their projects, check Metro’s website 
at www.metro-region.org/nature or call 
(503) 797-1550.

Funding for the two-year program was pro-
vided by Metro excise taxes collected on solid 
waste disposal during the last several years.

172 Lake Oswego to Portland Transit and Trail Study Alternatives Analysis Public Comment Report, September 2007



About Metro

Clean air and clean water 

do not stop at city limits 

or county lines. Neither 

does the need for jobs, a 

thriving economy and good 

transportation choices for 

people and businesses in our 

region. Voters have asked 

Metro to help with the 

challenges that cross those 

lines and affect the 25 cities 

and three counties in the 

Portland metropolitan area.

A regional approach simply 

makes sense when it comes 

to protecting open space, 

caring for parks, planning 

for the best use of land, 

managing garbage disposal 

and increasing recycling. 

Metro oversees world-class 

facilities such as the Oregon 
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and the Oregon Convention 

Center, which benefits the 

region’s economy.
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Public invited to discuss options to 
improve transportation between 
lake oswego and Portland

Should rapid bus or streetcar be considered 
on Highway 43 and the Willamette 
Shoreline right of way? Should a pedestrian 
and bike trail be built between Lake 
Oswego and Portland?

These and other questions will be 
considered at an open house meeting to 
discuss ways to improve transportation 
between Lake Oswego and Portland. The 
Project Advisory Committee, made up of 
community members, has been studying 
possible transit and trail alternatives in 
the corridor since July 2005. The public is 
invited to review alternatives identified to 
improve transportation in the corridor.

After defining a wide range of transit and 
trail alternatives, Metro staff analyzed 
several options before three committees – one 
comprised of citizens, another of technical 
advisors, and one of elected officials 
– narrowed the wide range to a few that best 
address transportation needs in the corridor.

One of three alternatives or combinations 
of alternatives will advance for further 
study in the next phase of the project. 
They include a no-build option, a Bus 
Rapid Transit line on Highway 43 and 
a streetcar on the Willamette Shoreline 
right of way, Macadam Avenue or parts 

tualatin river bridge
continued from page 1

Junior ranger program at 
tryon Creek

1 p.m. Sunday, June 10 
Junior ranger program at Tryon Creek State 
Natural Area  
Children age 6-12 are invited to join a 
park ranger to learn how to help protect 
our natural resources, plants and animals. 
Participating in nature games, nature crafts 
and park explorations will help junior 
rangers earn their badge. Free. For more 
information, call (503) 636-9886 ext. 25.

Services of Washington County. The total 
project cost was $2.9 million. The City of 
Tualatin served as the project manager for 
the bridge design and construction.

Councilor Brian newman
contact information
Address 600 NE Grand Ave.
 Portland, OR 97232
Phone  (503) 797-1887
Fax  (503) 797-1793
E-mail newmanb@metro.dst.or.us

Assistant  Amelia Porterfield 
Phone (503) 797-1543
E-mail  porterfielda@metro.dst.or.us

Web www.metro-region.org

of both. Information will also be available 
on the project timeline and future public 
involvement opportunities.

The open houses will follow a flexible, 
drop-in format so residents can arrive at any 
time and spend as much time as necessary 
talking with staff or reviewing maps and 
materials. A feedback form will allow 
Metro to capture written comments.

Open houses will take place on the 
following days:

Wednesday, June 27, 6 to 8 p.m. 
US Bank Building 
120 N State St., Lake Oswego 
Park at the US Bank lot or across State St. in 
the city-owned lot.

Thursday, June 28, 5 to 7 p.m. 
David Evans and Associates 
2100 SW River Pkwy., Portland 
Park at the lot just southeast of the Marriott 
Residence Inn under the Marquam Bridge.

A 45-day public comment period for the 
project will open June 27 and continue 
through August 17. During this time anyone 
can submit comments by:

• Attending an open house
• Sending e-mail comments to trans@metro.

dst.or.us
• Recording comments on Metro’s 

transportation hotline at 503-797-1900, 
option 3

• Mailing comments to LOAA, 600 NE 
Grand Ave., Portland, OR 97232.

After the open house meetings, the citizen 
advisory committee will make its recommen-
dation on which options to study further. 
To learn more, visit www.metro-region.
org/lakeoswego or call (503) 797-1756.
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Metro CounCil DistriCt 5 news

Rex Burkholder
June 2007

rex Burkholder 

represents District 

5, which includes 

northwest Portland, 

north Portland, 

northeast Portland, 

downtown Portland, 

a portion of 

southwest Portland 

and a portion of 

southeast Portland.

A message from rex Burkholder

Some of you may have read Randy Gragg’s farewell column in the 
Sunday (May 20) Oregonian. In it he claims that the Portland region 
has “no plan” for transportation. I found this column to be baffling for 
a number of reasons. I want to use this opportunity to let you know 
that, quite contrary to how Mr. Gragg has characterized things, my 
Metro Council colleagues and I are indeed undertaking very serious and 
ambitious transportation planning and implementation for this region.

Although Mr. Gragg mentioned this region’s most symbolic 
transportation accomplishment—our growing light rail system—there is much more to 
the story: Our shortening work commute trips (10 miles average in 1990, 7 in 2000); the 
highest rate of bicycle use in any large metro area in North America; improved air quality 
(no violations of federal standards in 7 years versus 90 or more in the 1970s); declining per 
capita auto use; and transit use growing at almost twice the rate of population growth.

These successes didn’t happen by accident—they are the direct result of decades-long, 
coordinated efforts of our region’s 25 cities, TriMet and Metro along with business, 
freight and community groups, working together.

Mr. Gragg is right in pointing out that there are great challenges ahead with continued 
population growth, climate change and uncertainties around oil supply and price. Add to 
these the failure of state and federal investment to keep up with needs—the last federal 
and state gas tax increases were both in 1993! But far from doing nothing, as Mr. Gragg 
claims, Metro is leading the region through a full re-examination of both transportation 
and land use policies to address these challenges.

This is not an easy or simple task. All of us are conditioned by 50 years of massive 
federal subsidy of highways. Until recently, as much as 90 percent of highway costs were 
paid for with federal funds, while transit has always been primarily a local responsibility. 
Making up this funding gap would require more than doubling the current Oregon gas 
tax. Clearly, we will have to do things differently if we are to keep this region livable and 
its economy functioning. Like locating jobs and housing closer together as well as making 
walking and cycling easy, safe and attractive 

What I found most perplexing about Mr. Gragg’s column, however, is his comparison of 
recent huge tax increases for transportation in Denver, Houston and Phoenix with our 
efforts here—the insinuation being that we’re not as aspirational as they are. With all 
due respect, he completely missed the point on that one. Because, unlike Portland, which 
made wise, forward-looking transportation investments decades ago, those cities put all 
their eggs into vast and unsustainable road transportation systems.

On top of that, those cities did not make the wise land use choices like we have done. 
As a result, they have found themselves in a complete, sprawling mess today. So I would 
argue that those transportation funding initiatives that Mr. Gragg holds up as models for 
Portland, really are more like lessons for all growing cities: if you don’t make continued
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Metro Council appoints members to 
enhancement grant committee

The Metro Council has appointed four new members 
to the North Portland Rehabilitation and Enhancement 
Committee, a group that selects neighborhood 
improvement projects to fund in North Portland. 

New committee members are Chris Duffy, Chair of 
Arbor Lodge neighborhood association, member of 
the Interstate Corridor Zoning Review Committee and 
volunteer at Chief Joseph Elementary School; Doretta 

Message from rex
continued from page 1

continued

Public invited to discuss options to improve 
transportation between lake oswego and 
Portland

Should rapid bus or streetcar be considered on 
Highway 43 and the Willamette Shoreline right of way? 
Should a pedestrian and bike trail be built between 
Lake Oswego and Portland?

These and other questions will be considered at 
an open house meeting to discuss ways to improve 
transportation between Lake Oswego and Portland. 
The Project Advisory Committee, made up of 
community members, has been studying possible transit 
and trail alternatives in the corridor since July 2005. 
The public is invited to review alternatives identified to 
improve transportation in the corridor. 

After defining a wide range of transit and trail 
alternatives, Metro staff analyzed several options 
before three committees—one comprised of citizens, 
another of technical advisors one of elected officials—
narrowed the wide range to a few that best address 
transportation needs in the corridor. 

One of three alternatives or combinations of 
alternatives will advance for further study in the next 
phase of the project. They include a no-build option, a 
Bus Rapid Transit line on Highway 43 and a streetcar 
on the Willamette Shoreline right of way, Macadam 
Avenue or parts of both. Information will also be 
available on the project timeline and future public 
involvement opportunities.

the kind of smart investments that Portland did, you’ll 
get stuck with a huge tab trying to play catch-up.

It is true that our region needs to get serious about 
finding ways to invest more in our transportation 
system, but I am confident that we won’t be forced 
to take such drastically expensive action as those 
cities have because we have such a well-balanced 
transportation system as well as efficient land use 
and growth patterns upon which to build.

Like you, I’m very proud to be a resident of such 
a fine region, not just for our wonderful natural 
features, but also because we take such good care of 
this place and make good plans to keep it that way 
for generations to come.

If you would like to learn more about the Regional 
Transportation Plan and let me know your concerns, 
please visit: www.metro-region.org/article.
cfm?articleid=137.

— Rex Burkholder

The open houses will follow a flexible, drop-in format 
so residents can arrive at any time and spend as much 
time as necessary talking with staff or reviewing maps 
and materials. A feedback form will allow Metro to 
capture written comments.

Open houses will take place on the following days:

Wednesday, June 27, 6 to 8 p.m. 
US Bank Building 
120 N State St., Lake Oswego 
Parking at the US Bank lot or across State St. in the 
city-owned lot

Thursday, June 28, 5 to 7 p.m. 
David Evans and Associates 
2100 SW River Pkwy., Portland 
Parking at the lot just south east of the Marriott 
Residence Inn under the Marquam Bridge

A 45-day public comment period for the project will 
open June 27 and continue through August 17. During 
this time anyone can submit comments by:

• Attending an open house
• Sending email comments to trans@metro.dst.or.us
• Recording comments on Metro’s transportation 

hotline at (503) 797-1900, option 3
• Mailing comments to LOAA, 600 NE Grand Ave., 

Portland, OR 97232.

After the open house meetings, the citizen advisory 
committee will make its recommendation on which 
options to study further.

A mid-July public hearing will also provide an 
opportunity for testimony before the project Steering 
Committee, which is made up of elected officials from 
the cities of Lake Oswego and Portland, Clackamas 
and Multnomah counties, TriMet, ODOT and 
Metro. The Steering Committee will then forward 
its recommendation to project partners for a vote 
sometime this summer. A final vote by the Metro 
Council will take place in fall 2007.

To learn more, visit www.metro-region.org/lakeoswego 
or call (503) 797-1756.
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Metro acquires unique natural areas in 
washington County 

Metro recently purchased two additional natural 
areas in Washington County with funds from its 2006 
natural areas bond measure. 

Both are examples of wet prairie; one is a 44-acre 
parcel along SW Hillsboro Highway in Scholls adjacent 
to Metro’s Gotter Prairie natural area. The purchase 
provides an opportunity to protect a remnant of 
Oregon white oak habitat as well as restoration of the 
river’s floodplain.

The other recent acquisition in the valley, two parcels 
totaling 53 acres located off Scholls-Sherwood Road, 
protects the area where Heaton and Baker Creeks meet 
and includes more than one and three quarter miles of 
stream frontage. 

Three of the top goals of Metro’s natural areas program 
are to safeguard water quality, protect valuable wildlife 
habitat and conserve or restore native ecosystem. These 
purchases allow Metro to meet all of those goals.

Metro Council awards $421,000 in nature 
in neighborhoods grants

Interested citizen groups, businesses, non-profit 
organizations, school groups, neighbors, government 
agencies and service organizations submitted 30 
applications for $420,685 in funds for nature-friendly 
projects through Metro’s Nature in Neighborhoods 
grant program.

The grants, announced May 24, were awarded to 19 
groups for 21 projects focusing on restoration, conservation 
education and other innovative ways to motivate 
communities to protect the nature of our region. The grant 
program is part of the Nature in Neighborhoods initiative, 
the Metro Council’s commitment to protecting fish and 
wildlife habitat in the region. 

Grants in Districts 5 include:

• Native American Youth and Family Center - $10,000 
for restoration of 10 acres around the center, which is 
located on an historic Chinook fishing village and is 
close to the Columbia River

• East Columbia Neighborhood Association - $36,380 
the Lower Columbia Slough habitat restoration and 
education project at the 28-acre Children’s Arboretum

• Verde (non-profit landscaping services and job training 
program - $24,970 for the Verde Native Plant Nursery, 
which provides watershed education for students, 
training for nursery workers, native plant propagation 

events of note in District 5

For a complete list of events, check out our online 
calendar at calendar.metro-region.org.

Thursday, June 7, 7 a.m. 
Columbia Slough birding bike ride  
Take a leisurely, pre-commute bike ride along the Lower 
Columbia Slough Trail and enjoy the lively birdlife to be 
encountered on a spring morning. Learn about future 
extensions of the trail and how citizens can get involved in 
protecting and restoring the slough. Helmets are required. 
Directions and other details will be mailed to you. Free. 
Advance registration required; visit www.audubonportland.
org or call (971) 222-6116. 

Thursday, June 7, 7 p.m. 
North Portland future greenway trail walk 
Join trail advocates working to extend the Willamette River 
Greenway from the end of the Eastbank Esplanade through 
North Portland. Walk along a short paved existing trail through 
Willamette Cove, former industrial sites, under cottonwood 
trees and along the edge of the working Willamette River 
to Swan Island, and return along Willamette Boulevard for 
sweeping vistas across the Willamette and the west hills. Wear 
good, sturdy shoes to cover five miles. Meet at the end of North 
Pittsburg Avenue near the intersection with North Crawford 
Street at Cathedral Park under the St. Johns Bridge. Free, but 
donations will be accepted. To register, call (503) 823-4099 or 
send e-mail to info@npgreenway.org.

Schrock, board member of the North Portland Public 
Safety Action Committee and Housing Authority of 
Portland community advisory committee member; 
Robin Plance, member of the city’s Charter Review 
Commission; and Mike Salvo, board member of the 
North Portland Business Association and Meals-on-
Wheels volunteer.

In 1985, the Oregon Legislature gave the Metro 
Council authority to establish a mitigation fund to 
compensate the community affected by the now-closed 
St. Johns Landfill. Projects selected for funding must 
benefit residents who live in the area. The money was 
generated from a 50-cent surcharge collected on each 
ton of garbage taken to the old landfill.

Metro’s North Portland program has awarded more 
than $2 million to more than 400 projects to date. 
Projects include distributing food to the hungry, 
nutrition education projects, health care clinics and 
screenings, a tool-lending library for low- to moderate-
income residents, free concerts in Cathedral Park and 
dance classes for children at a local community center.

and support of garden installations at the Hacienda 
Community Development Corporation, a non-profit 
organization that develops affordable, supportive 
housing and builds thriving resident communities for 
working Latino families and others in Oregon.

enhancement grant committee
continued from page 1

176 Lake Oswego to Portland Transit and Trail Study Alternatives Analysis Public Comment Report, September 2007



About Metro

Clean air and clean water 

do not stop at city limits 

or county lines. Neither 

does the need for jobs, a 

thriving economy and good 

transportation choices for 

people and businesses in our 

region. Voters have asked 

Metro to help with the 

challenges that cross those 

lines and affect the 25 cities 

and three counties in the 

Portland metropolitan area.

A regional approach simply 

makes sense when it comes 

to protecting open space, 

caring for parks, planning 

for the best use of land, 

managing garbage disposal 

and increasing recycling. 

Metro oversees world-class 

facilities such as the Oregon 

Zoo, which contributes to 

conservation and education, 

and the Oregon Convention 

Center, which benefits the 

region’s economy.

Your Metro 

representatives

Metro Council President 

David Bragdon

Metro Councilors

Rod Park, District 1

Brian Newman, District 2

Carl Hosticka, District 3

Kathryn Harrington, District 4

Rex Burkholder, District 5

Robert Liberty, District 6

Auditor

Suzanne Flynn

June 2007 dch/final

Printed on recycled paper

Saturday, June 9, 9 a.m. 
Columbia Slough stewardship at Salish Ponds  
Enjoy a stroll along the trail at Salish Ponds 
Wetlands Park in Fairview while picking up litter 
and improving habitat in the Columbia Slough 
watershed. Gloves, bags and refreshments will 
be provided. Advance registration required; call 
Melissa at (503) 281-1132.

Saturday, June 9, 9:30 a.m. 
Intermediate animal tracking practice at Smith 
and Bybee Wetlands Natural Area 
Metro volunteer naturalist and experienced 
tracker John Halsell leads a monthly tracking 
program on the second Saturday of each 
month at Smith and Bybee Wetlands. Practice 
the ancient art of tracking on sand, mud and 
the forest floor. This is an outstanding place 
to find evidence of a variety of urban wildlife 
including beaver, deer, coyote, raccoon and 
rabbits. Most of the time will be spent walking 
on sand or paved trail to find and discuss 
tracks and sign “in the wild.” Participants 
will get the most from the class if they have 
previous tracking experience. Suitable for 
adults and teens. Meet in the parking area 
on North Marine Drive. Free. Advance 
registration required; call (503) 797-1715.

Saturday, June 9, 10 a.m. 
Lone Fir Pioneer Cemetery tour 
Embark on a unique history lesson while 
enjoying the beauty and tranquility of this 
old cemetery in Southeast Portland. The tour 
highlights Portland’s founders, early pioneers 
and nationally recognized figures, as well as 
interesting headstones and monuments. Explore 
30 acres of mature trees and a very special rose 
garden. Suitable for all ages. Meet at the main 
entrance at Southeast 21st Avenue and Morrison 
Street. Advance registration is not required. A 
suggested donation of $10 goes to headstone 
restoration and educational programs. For more 
information, call (503) 775-6278.

Tuesdays, June 12 and 26, 7 p.m. 
Twilight Tuesday at Smith and Bybee Wetlands 
Natural Area  
This relaxing walk takes advantage of long 
summer days and gives you a chance to 
unwind after work. Dusk is one of the best 
times to see wildlife, especially during the 
summer. It is about the only time you can see 
most mammals such as beaver, muskrat, otter, 
raccoon, deer and bats. Metro naturalist 
James Davis teaches the basic techniques of 
wildlife watching and identification. Bring 
your binoculars or borrow a pair of ours. 
Suitable for adults and children age 10 and 
older; participants must be able to be quiet, 
sneaky and patient. Registration and payment 
of $5 per adult are required in advance; call 
(503) 797-1715.

Councilor rex Burkholder
contact information
Address 600 NE Grand Ave.
 Portland, OR 97232
Phone (503) 797-1546
Fax (503) 797-1793
E-Mail burkholderr@metro.dst.or.us

Assistant Kathryn Sofich
Phone (503) 797-1941
E-Mail sofichk@metro.dst.or.us

Web www.metro-region.org

Saturday, June 16, 10 a.m. 
Monument repair workshop, Lone Fir Pioneer 
Cemetery  
Monument conservation is critical to preserving 
the history here. Help repair larger obelisks 
and reset broken, damaged stones in danger 
of disappearing altogether. Meet at Southeast 
21st Avenue and Morrison Street. Advance 
registration required. For more information, call 
(503) 775-6278.

Saturday, June 16, 10 a.m. 
Natural gardening seminar, Livingscape Nursery 
Turning turf into raised beds – Grow food and 
flowers where once was lawn 
Why not turn part of your lawn into a garden 
bed to grow gourmet organic food or beautiful 
blossoms? Learn several techniques for removing 
lawn without herbicides, and for creating beautiful, 
productive raised beds. Also hear tips for starting a 
gourmet vegetable garden or fun flowerbed in June 
– it’s not too late! All natural gardening seminars 
are free. Reservations are required and limited to 
60 participants. To register, call Metro Recycling 
Information at (503) 234-3000.

Saturday, June 16, 1 p.m. 
Explorando el Columbia Slough, Whitaker 
Ponds Natural Area  
Celebrate the nature and history of the Columbia 
Slough at this annual environmental festival offering 
activities in Spanish and English. Enjoy canoe trips, 
music, bird watching, nature games and displays, 
refreshments and more. Come to Whitaker Ponds 
Natural Area at 7040 NE 47th Ave. in Portland. 
Free. For more information, call (503) 281-1132.

Saturday, June 30, 9 a.m. 
Summer bird watching at Smith and Bybee 
Wetlands Natural Area 
Join James Davis and other Metro naturalists for 
some great birding. Watch fledglings and family 
activities such as feeding and flocking. Learn to 
identify the most common birds by their songs as 
well as their appearance. Suitable for adults and 
children ten and older. Bring your binoculars 
or borrow a pair of ours. Meet in the parking 
area on North Marine Drive. Free. Advance 
registration required; call (503) 797-1715.
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METRO REGIONAL PLANNING E-NEWSLETTER 
April 2006 
 
Welcome to Metro’s regional planning newsletter, e-mailed periodically to interested persons. Check the end of the 
newsletter for subscription information. 
 
In this issue: 

 Metro to host open house and public hearing for Eastside Transit Alternatives Analysis 
 Community design workshop planned for Lake Oswego to Portland Transit and Trail Alternatives Analysis 
 Regional Transportation Plan update 

 
*********************************************************** 
Metro to host open house and public hearing for Eastside Transit Alternatives Analysis 
 
Should the streetcar line be extended to the eastside, or would bus service be a better alternative? Mark your calendar. 
The public comment period begins May 3 on eastside transit improvements. 
 
2006 Project Timeline 
 
• April - complete technical analysis 
• May - share evaluation results and receive public input; formulate a recommendation for a preferred alternative 
• June and July – project partners City of Portland, Tri-Met, Portland Streetcar Inc., Multnomah County and Metro to pass 
resolutions adopting a locally preferred alternative as recommended by the Eastside Project Advisory Committee 
 
Get Involved 
 
Open house 
4 to 7 p.m., May 3 
Metro Regional Center, room 370 
600 NE Grand Ave., Portland 
 
Learn about evaluation results for each alternative. Eastside Project Advisory Committee members, local government 
representatives and Metro staff will be there to answer questions. 
 
Public hearing 
5 to 7 p.m., May 10 
Portland Building, Room C 
1120 SW Fifth Ave., Portland 
 
To prepare for the selection of a preferred alternative, the Eastside Project Advisory Committee will hold a public hearing. 
 
Public comment period 
Wednesday, May 3 to Friday, June 30 
 
If you can’t come to the open house or public hearing, you are invited to: 
 
• Visit www.metro-region.org/transportation and select transportation projects to learn more 
• Send comments via e-mail to trans@metro.dst.or.us  
• Send written comments to Eastside Transit Alternatives Analysis, 600 NE Grand Ave., Portland, OR 97232 
• Record a comment on Metro’s transportation hotline at (503) 797-1900, option 2 
• Check city and county calendars for local jurisdiction adoption meeting schedules and plan to attend. 
 
Next Steps 
 
Once a recommendation is made for a preferred alternative, local jurisdictions will be asked to adopt a resolution in 
support of the recommendation. The Metro Council will consider all public comment and resolutions from local 
governments before adopting a preferred alternative. Check Metro’s web calendar for meeting schedules and agendas. 
 
*********************************************************** 
Community design workshop scheduled for Lake Oswego to Portland Transit and Trail Alternatives Analysis 
 
The Lake Oswego to Portland Transit and Trail Alternatives Analysis is a federally funded study that will develop and 
evaluate transit and trail alternatives in the corridor and select a no-build alternative or one or two preferred alternatives to 
advance for further study. Metro is the lead agency for the study and Metro Councilors Rex Burkholder and Brian Newman 
serve as co-chairs of the Project Steering Committee. The cities of Lake Oswego and Portland, Clackamas and 
Multnomah counties, the Oregon Department of Transportation and TriMet are partners with Metro in this study. 

 
The process begins with scoping, the definition of a range of transit and trail alternatives to be considered in the study. An 
upcoming community workshop and small group discussions will provide an opportunity for community members to 
suggest options and comment on proposed alternatives to be included in the analysis, including a no-build alternative. 
Once scoping is completed, staff will analyze options and provide the public and decision-makers with information to help 
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narrow the wide range of alternatives to a few that best address needs in the corridor. Eventually, a locally preferred 
option will be chosen. 
 
2006 Project Timeline 
 
• April – June: define and refine transit and trail alternatives, hold a community design workshop and begin holding small 
groups meetings throughout the corridor 
• July – August: define alternatives and measure each one against the evaluation criteria developed by the project advisory 
committee in the project purpose and need statement 
• September – October: share evaluation results with the public and ask for preferences, draft a locally preferred alternative 
recommendation, submit the recommendation to project partners for consideration 
 
Get involved 
 
Community design workshop 
 
Draft locations for a bus line, rail line, trail and river transit that were developed by the 21-member, citizen Project Advisory 
Committee will be presented and discussed along with information about the no-build alternative, the project timeline, 
possible mitigation measures and future public involvement opportunities.  
 
As soon as the design workshop is scheduled, Metro will post it on the web calendar. Visit www.metro-region.org and 
select calendar to find details.  
 
Learn more 
 
• Visit www.metro-region.org/transportation and select transportation projects to locate web pages about this study 
• To be added to the project mailing list, send email to trans@metro.dst.or.us or call (503) 797-1756. 
 
*********************************************************** 
 
Regional Transportation Plan update 
 
The Metro Council has initiated the first significant update to the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) in six years. The 
update will be closely integrated with Metro’s New Look regional planning process and will culminate with a new 2035 
RTP by November 2007. A goal of this planning effort is a more streamlined plan that better advances regional policies, 
public priorities and local efforts to implement the 2040 Growth Concept.  
 
On April 20, as part of the scoping phase, a broad spectrum of interests that include local government staff, the Oregon 
Transportation Commission, Federal Highway Administration, Governor’s office, ODOT, Department of Land Conservation 
and Development, Coalition for a Livable Future, Bicycle Transportation Alliance, 1000 Friends of Oregon, Portland 
Business Alliance and several other business and community group representatives from throughout the region met with 
the Metro Council and JPACT to discuss the future of transportation for this region and key issues to be addressed during 
the update. 
 
The input provided during the discussion is being used to develop a work program and public participation plan that will be 
reviewed by Metro advisory committees in May and June 2006. JPACT and the Metro Council will consider approval of the 
work program in June. 
 
Copies of the keynote speeches made by Council President David Bragdon and Councilor Rex Burkholder, the forum 
summary and additional background materials are posted on Metro’s website at www.metro-region.org/rtp (click on 2035 
RTP update). For more information or to be added to the 2035 RTP Update interested parties list, send e-mail to 
rtp@metro-region.org. 
 
*********************************************************** 
 
Planning e-news subscription information 
 
If you have updates to the e-mail list or wish to be taken off the list, respond to this email or call (503) 797-1756. The 
hearing impaired can call TDD at (503) 797-1804. Share this information with others you think would like to receive this e-
newsletter. 
 
*********************************************************** 
 
Metro 
People places * open spaces   
 
Clean air and water do not stop at city limits or county lines. Neither does the need for jobs, a thriving economy and good 
transportation choices for people and business in our region. Voters have asked Metro to help with the challenges that 
cross those lines and affect the 25 cities and three counties in the Portland metropolitan area. 
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A regional approach simply makes sense when it comes to protecting open space, caring for parks, planning for the best 
use of land, managing garbage disposal and increasing recycling. Metro oversees world-class facilities such as the 
Oregon Zoo, which contributes to conservation and education, and the Oregon Convention Center, which benefits the 
region’s economy. 
 
Your Metro representatives 
 
Metro Council President David Bragdon 
Metro Council Rod Park, District 1; Brian Newman, District 2; Carl Hosticka, deputy council president, District 3; Susan 
McLain, District 4; Rex Burkholder, District 5; Robert Liberty, District 6. 
 
Auditor Alexis Dow, CPA 
 
Metro’s web site: www.metro-region.org  
  
-------------------------------- 
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METRO REGIONAL PLANNING E-NEWSLETTER 
May 2006 
 
Welcome to Metro’s regional planning newsletter, e-mailed periodically to 
interested persons. Check the end of the newsletter for subscription 
information. 
 
In this issue: 
 Metro to host community design workshop for Lake Oswego to 

Portland Transit and Trail Alternatives Analysis  
 Let’s Talk Trash – updating the region’s waste reduction plan 
 Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP) process 

begins 
 Recommendation expected on Eastside Transit Alternatives Analysis 

 
*********************************************************** 
Metro to host community design workshop for Lake Oswego to Portland 
Transit and Trail Alternatives Analysis 
 
We need your ideas and input. What transit options should be considered on 
Highway 43 and the Willamette Shoreline right of way? Where can a 
pedestrian and bike trail be built between Lake Oswego and Portland? 
 
The Lake Oswego to Portland Transit and Trail Alternatives Analysis will 
develop and evaluate transit and trail alternatives in the corridor and select a 
no-build alternative or one or two preferred alternatives to advance for 
further study. The process begins with scoping, the definition of a range of 
transit and trail alternatives to be considered in the study. Once scoping is 
completed, staff will analyze options and provide the public and decision-
makers with information to help narrow the wide range of alternatives to a 
few that best address needs in the corridor.  
 
Community design workshop 
5:30 to 8:30 p.m., Tuesday, May 30 
Riverdale Grade School 
11733 SW Breyman Ave., Portland 
 
Draft locations for a bus line, rail line, trail and river transit that were 
developed by the 20-member, citizen Project Advisory Committee will be 
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presented and discussed along with information about the no-build 
alternative, the project timeline and future public involvement opportunities. 
 
To learn more, visit www.metro-region.org/transportation and select 
transportation projects. To be added to the project mailing list, send email to 
trans@metro.dst.or.us or call (503) 797-1756.  
 
*********************************************************** 
 
Let’s Talk Trash – updating the region’s waste reduction plan 
 
Are we doing enough to conserve resources for future generations? Can we 
do more to protect the environment? Tell Metro what you think.  
 
Metro is revising the region’s Waste Reduction Plan with strategies that will 
help the Portland metropolitan region address waste reduction issues and 
more. It is a component of the larger Regional Solid Waste Management 
Plan, which serves as a blueprint for coordinating solid waste and recycling 
programs.  
 
This spring (through June 5), the Metro Council is asking residents to 
comment on the draft plan. Later this summer, the Council will consider the 
Plan for adoption.  
 
Complete a survey to share your ideas about how the region should manage 
trash and protect the quality of our air and water – now and in the future. Go 
to www.metro-region.org/letstalktrash, or call (503) 234-3000 for a printed 
survey.  
 
The Metro Council is committed to using your ideas and addressing 
concerns you raise to meet our region’s needs. Thank you for participating. 
 
*********************************************************** 
 
Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP) process begins  
 
Metro has begun the process of distributing $64 million in federal money to 
regional government transportation agencies for projects to be included in 
the MTIP 2008–11. Solicitation packets were sent out to government 
transportation agencies in early April, with completed applications due to 
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Metro by June 30. Contact information for the staff person organizing the 
application process within each transportation agency is available on the 
Metro website (see below). 
 
Funding will be allocated to projects involving planning, engineering, 
repairing or building roads, bridges, freight access, transit systems, bicycle 
and pedestrian facilities. To be eligible, projects must already be in the 
current Regional Transportation Plan (RTP).  
 
The final list of projects will be selected through an extensive prioritization 
process that evaluates safety, land-use goals, cost-effectiveness, potential to 
support economic development, and other criteria.  
 
A first-cut list containing 150 percent of potentially fundable projects will be 
released for public comment in October and November. A draft final list will 
be presented for public testimony in February 2007, and the Joint Policy 
Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT) and the Metro Council 
should adopt a final list in March. The final list must also align with the 
State Transportation Improvement Program and conform to federal and state 
air quality requirements. 
 
For more information about the MTIP process, visit the Metro website at 
www.metro-region.org, or call Pat Emmerson, Senior Public Affairs 
Specialist, at 503-797-1551. 
 
*********************************************************** 
 
Recommendation expected on Eastside Transit Alternatives Analysis 
 
Following an open house and public hearing held in May, a recommendation 
for a locally preferred alternative is expected in early June. Next, project 
partners City of Portland, Tri-Met, Portland Streetcar Inc., Multnomah 
County and Metro will be asked to pass resolutions adopting a locally 
preferred alternative as recommended by the Eastside Project Advisory 
Committee. The Metro Council will consider all public comment and 
resolutions from local governments before adopting a preferred alternative. 
Check Metro’s web calendar for meeting schedules and agendas. 
 
Should the streetcar line be extended to the eastside, or would bus service be 
a better alternative? A public comment period on eastside transit 
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improvements runs from Wednesday, May 3 to Friday, June 30. To provide 
comments, you may: 
 
• Visit www.metro-region.org/transportation and select transportation 
projects to learn more 
• Send comments via e-mail to trans@metro.dst.or.us  
• Send written comments to Eastside Transit Alternatives Analysis, 600 NE 
Grand Ave., Portland, OR 97232 
• Record a comment on Metro’s transportation hotline at (503) 797-1900, 
option 2 
• Check city and county calendars for local jurisdiction adoption meeting 
schedules and plan to attend. 
 
*********************************************************** 
 
Planning e-news subscription information 
 
If you have updates to the e-mail list or wish to be taken off the list, respond 
to this email or call (503) 797-1756. The hearing impaired can call TDD at 
(503) 797-1804. Share this information with others you think would like to 
receive this e-newsletter. 
 
*********************************************************** 
 
Metro 
People places * open spaces   
 
Clean air and water do not stop at city limits or county lines. Neither does 
the need for jobs, a thriving economy and good transportation choices for 
people and business in our region. Voters have asked Metro to help with the 
challenges that cross those lines and affect the 25 cities and three counties in 
the Portland metropolitan area. 
 
A regional approach simply makes sense when it comes to protecting open 
space, caring for parks, planning for the best use of land, managing garbage 
disposal and increasing recycling. Metro oversees world-class facilities such 
as the Oregon Zoo, which contributes to conservation and education, and the 
Oregon Convention Center, which benefits the region’s economy. 
 
Your Metro representatives 
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Metro Council President David Bragdon 
Metro Council Rod Park, District 1; Brian Newman, District 2; Carl 
Hosticka, deputy council president, District 3; Susan McLain, District 4; Rex 
Burkholder, District 5; Robert Liberty, District 6. 
 
Auditor Alexis Dow, CPA 
 
Metro’s web site: www.metro-region.org  
  
-------------------------------- 
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METRO REGIONAL PLANNING E-NEWSLETTER 
June 2007 
 
Welcome to Metro's regional planning newsletter, e-mailed periodically to 
interested persons. Check the end of the newsletter for subscription information. 
 
In this issue: 
 
* Lake Oswego to Portland Open Houses and Public Hearing 
* Bike There! 
* Tips for Beating High Gas Prices 
* Let's Talk Trash 
* 2035 Regional Transportation Plan 
* Vancouver BC Study Tour Recap Event July 11 
 
*********************************************************** 
Public invited to discuss options to improve transportation between Lake 
Oswego and Portland 
 
Should rapid bus or streetcar be considered on Highway 43 and the Willamette 
Shoreline right of way? Should a pedestrian and bike trail be built between Lake 
Oswego and Portland? These and other questions will be considered at an open 
house meeting to discuss ways to improve transportation between Lake Oswego 
and Portland.  
 
After defining a wide range of transit and trail alternatives, Metro staff analyzed 
several options before three committees – one comprised of citizens, another of 
technical advisors, one of elected officials – narrowed the wide range to a few 
that best address transportation needs in the corridor.  
 
One of three alternatives or combinations of alternatives will advance for further 
study in the next phase of the project. They include a no-build option, a Bus 
Rapid Transit line on Highway 43 and a streetcar on the Willamette Shoreline 
right–of–way, Macadam Avenue or parts of both.  
 
The open houses will follow a flexible, drop-in format so residents can arrive at 
any time and spend as much time as necessary talking with staff or reviewing 
maps and materials. A feedback form will allow Metro to capture written 
comments. Open houses will take place on the following days: 
 
Wednesday, June 27, 6 to 8 p.m. 
US Bank Building 
120 N State St., Lake Oswego 
Parking at the US Bank lot or across State St. in the city-owned lot 
 
Thursday, June 28, 5 to 7 p.m. 
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David Evans and Associates 
2100 SW River Pkwy., Portland 
Parking at the lot just south east of the Marriott Residence Inn under the 
Marquam Bridge 
 
In addition, a public comment period for the project will open June 27 and 
continue through September 7. During this time anyone can submit comments 
by:  
 
*Attending an open house 
*Sending e–mail comments to trans@metro.dst.or.us
*Recording comments on Metro’s transportation hotline: 503-797-1900, option 3 
*Mailing comments to LOAA, 600 NE Grand Ave., Portland, OR 97232. 
 
After the open house meetings, the citizen advisory committee will make its 
recommendation on which options to study further. On Monday, July 16, 2007, a 
public hearing will provide another opportunity for public testimony before the 
project Steering Committee, made up of elected officials from the cities of Lake 
Oswego and Portland, Clackamas and Multnomah counties, TriMet, ODOT and 
Metro. The Steering Committee will forward its recommendation to project 
partners in September and a final Metro Council action is expected in fall 2007. 
 
To learn more, visit www.metro-region.org/lakeoswego or call (503) 797-1756.  
 
*********************************************************** 
 
Bike There! with Metro's new bicycle map 
 
Metro's Bike There! map has guided cyclists through the Portland, Oregon 
metropolitan area for 25 years. A new 2007 edition of the award-winning map is 
now available. The map is a region-wide guide to designated bike lanes and 
multi-use paths that link people and places across city and county boundaries. 
Selected through streets where bicyclists share the road with motorists are rated 
for cycling suitability. Bike There! will help you plan bike-friendly routes to work, 
school, shopping and your favorite parks. Biking is economical and healthy for 
you and the planet. So pump up your tires and get out on your bike to enjoy 
nature in your neighborhood. Find a list of retail outlets or purchase online at 
www.metro-region.org/bikethere. 
 
*********************************************************** 
 
Beat high gas prices this summer 
 
Think you have little control when it comes to getting stuck with high gas prices? 
Think again. There are many ways to reduce car trips. Summer is a great time to 
try walking and biking, and to use transit to visit fun places like the Oregon Zoo. 
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DriveLessSaveMore.com is your one-stop travel savvy resource. It has all the 
information you need for a great summer spending less time on the road and 
more time doing the things you really like to do. Learn how at 
www.DriveLessSaveMore.com. 
 
*********************************************************** 
 
Let's Talk Trash 
 
Are you concerned about protecting our environment? Is conserving natural 
resources important to you? Do you want to ensure we leave our children a 
healthy community? 
 
Metro wants to hear your thoughts on a new ten-year plan for managing solid 
waste in the Portland, Oregon metropolitan area. The Regional Solid Waste 
Management Plan will ensure continued progress in reducing the amount and 
toxicity of the waste generated and disposed, and will blaze new trails in 
advancing sustainable operations for the regional solid waste system. 
 
Protecting our environment now and for future generations is a valued shared by 
residents. During the past 20 years, Metro and its partners have established a 
comprehensive solid waste management system. We've developed effective 
public and private disposal and recovery facilities, implemented and expanded 
curbside services and developed state-of-the-art household hazardous waste 
collection facilities and a paint recycling operation. We offer business waste 
prevention and recycling consultations and assistance and provide information 
and referrals at the local and regional level.  
 
As a result, the regional recycling rate is 58.6 percent, one of the highest in the 
nation. But, despite these achievements, households and businesses in the 
region continue to send more than 1.2 million tons of garbage to the landfill each 
year, half of which could be recycled. And, there is a growing awareness that 
recycling is but one strategy to protect the environment. Producing less garbage 
by implementing sustainable practices should also be considered. 
 
The Regional Solid Waste Management Plan sets the direction for the solid 
waste system for the next decade, provides a framework for coordinating solid 
waste programs within the region, identifies roles and responsibilities, and fulfills 
a state requirement that the Metro wasteshed have a waste reduction plan.  
 
The 12 policies, 13 goals and 68 objectives in the plan will guide continued 
progress in reducing the amount and toxicity of waste generated and disposed in 
the Metro region and advance new sustainability practices.  
 
The updated plan reflects the comments and preferences expressed by the 
Metro Council, industry stakeholders, business owners, environmental groups 
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and citizens. This final stage of public involvement ends July 27, 2007. In the fall 
the Metro Council will hold a hearing and consider the Regional Solid Waste 
Management Plan for adoption. 
 
To read the plan and learn how to comment, go to www.metro-
region.org/letstalktrash. To request a paper copy of the plan, please contact 
the Metro Solid Waste and Recycling Department at (503) 797-1650. 
 
*********************************************************** 
 
2035 Regional Transportation Plan solicits investments  
 
The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) is the long-range blueprint for the 
transportation system in the Portland metropolitan region. Metro is in the middle 
of a major update that is scheduled for completion by June 2008. A 30-day public 
comment period will open in October 2007 on the federal component of the 
update before approval in December 2007.  
 
The federal component of the plan includes investments that are eligible for both 
federal and state funds. After the federal component has been approved, the 
state component will be developed and integrated with the federal component for 
the final RTP. A 45-day public comment period will open in late spring 2008, with 
approval of the final RTP expected in June 2008.  
 
On June 18, 2007, ODOT, TriMet, Metro and local jurisdictions will submit 
investments to be considered for inclusion in the 2035 RTP in one of two tracks. 
Track 1 includes state and regional mobility corridors, things like highway, 
interchanges, high-capacity transit and regional bridge investments that may cost 
many millions–or billions–of dollars. Track 2 includes community-building 
investments, such as arterial widening, new regional trails, expanded transit 
service, sidewalks, bike facilities and regional programs that leverage mixed-use 
development, promote transportation options and improve the efficiency of the 
existing transportation system.  
 
Metro will analyze the proposed investments during the summer of 2007. The 
results of the analysis will guide recommendations for investment priorities for 
future federal and state funding. 
 
For more information, go to www.metro-region.org/rtp, and click on “2035 RTP 
update.”  
 
*********************************************************** 
 
Vancouver BC Study Tour Recap Event July 11 
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Metro sponsored a second Get Centered! study tour to Vancouver BC June 7-9, 
2007. A delegation of 42 elected officials, planners, developers, architects, and 
consultants visited urban and suburban developments in the Vancouver region to 
learn how our Canadian neighbors plan higher-density, livable communities.  
 
Alumni from both the June 2007 and September 2006 trips to Vancouver will 
gather at 7 p.m. Wednesday, July 11, 2007 in the Metro Council chamber 
immediately following the Metropolitan Policy Advisory Committee meeting to 
share ideas, experiences and photos with fellow alumni and anyone who is 
interested. We'll discuss what we liked in Vancouver (and how to apply it here), 
what we didn't like, and topics for future workshops. 
 
*********************************************************** 
Planning e-news subscription information 
 
If you have updates to the e-mail list, want to subscribe or wish to be taken off 
the list, respond to this e-mail or call (503) 797-1756. The hearing impaired can 
call TDD at (503) 797-1804. Share this information with others you think would 
like to receive this e-newsletter. 
 
*********************************************************** 
 
Metro 
People places * open spaces   
 
Clean air and water do not stop at city limits or county lines. Neither does the 
need for jobs, a thriving economy and good transportation choices for people and 
business in our region. Voters have asked Metro to help with the challenges that 
cross those lines and affect the 25 cities and three counties in the Portland 
metropolitan area. 
 
A regional approach simply makes sense when it comes to protecting open 
space, caring for parks, planning for the best use of land, managing garbage 
disposal and increasing recycling. Metro oversees world-class facilities such as 
the Oregon Zoo, which contributes to conservation and education, and the 
Oregon Convention Center, which benefits the region's economy. 
 
Your Metro representatives 
 
Metro Council President David Bragdon 
Metro Council: Rod Park, deputy council president, District 1; Brian Newman, 
District 2; Carl Hosticka, District 3; Kathryn Harrington, District 4; Rex Burkholder, 
District 5; Robert Liberty, District 6. 
 
Auditor Suzanne Flynn, Certified Internal Auditor 
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Metro's web site: www.metro-region.org  
 
*********************************************************** 
sent to Planning e-news list 6-25-07 
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METRO REGIONAL PLANNING E-NEWSLETTER 
July 2007 
 
Welcome to Metro's regional planning newsletter, e-mailed periodically to 
interested persons. Check the end of the newsletter for subscription information. 
 
In this issue: 
 
* Lake Oswego to Portland Public Hearing and Public Comment Period 
* 2008-11 Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP) meets air 
quality standards 
 
*********************************************************** 
Public invited to testify and comment on transit and trail options between 
Lake Oswego and Portland 
 
Should rapid bus or streetcar be considered on Highway 43 and the Willamette 
Shoreline right of way? Should a pedestrian and bike trail be built between Lake 
Oswego and Portland? 
 
Testimony on these topics will be taken at a public hearing before the project 
Steering Committee from 4 – 6 p.m. on July 16. The hearing will be held in the 
Council Chamber at Metro Regional Center, 600 NE Grand Ave., Portland.  
 
The Steering Committee is made up of elected officials from the cities of Lake 
Oswego and Portland, Clackamas and Multnomah counties, TriMet, ODOT and 
Metro. They will take comments on three alternatives or combinations of 
alternatives that will advance for further study in the next phase of the project. 
The alternatives include a no-build option, a Bus Rapid Transit line on Highway 
43 and a streetcar on the Willamette Shoreline right–of–way, Macadam Avenue 
or parts of both. The Steering Committee will forward its recommendation to 
project partners in September and a final Metro Council action is expected in 
October. 
 
A public comment period for the project opened June 27 and will continue 
through September 7. During this time anyone can submit comments by:  
 
*Providing testimony before the Steering Committee 
*Sending e–mail comments to trans@metro.dst.or.us
*Recording comments on Metro’s transportation hotline: 503-797-1900, option 3 
*Mailing comments to LOAA, 600 NE Grand Ave., Portland, OR 97232. 
 
To learn more, visit www.metro-region.org/lakeoswego or call (503) 797-1756.  
 
*********************************************************** 
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2008-11 Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP) meets 
air quality standards 
 
Metro 's Air Quality Conformity Determination for the 2008-11 Metropolitan 
Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP) shows that the greater Portland 
region will continue to meet federal and state air-quality standards to the year 
2025 after the transportation improvements included in the 2008-11 MTIP are 
implemented.  
 
The Air Quality Conformity Determination estimates future carbon monoxide 
emissions and precursors of smog (volatile organic compounds and oxides of 
nitrogen) from cars and trucks operating within the greater Portland air shed to 
the year 2025. The estimated emissions must not exceed a "budget" approved 
for the region by the Oregon Environmental Quality Commission and the United 
States Environmental Protection Agency.  
 
A public review and comment period on the report began on Friday, June 15, 
2007, and will end on Monday, July 16, 2007. Copies of the report may be 
obtained from the planning office at 600 NE Grand Avenue, Portland, Oregon, or 
downloaded from Metro's web site: www.metro-region.org/airquality.  
 
The Metro council will deliberate on the air quality conformity document on 
Thursday, August 16, 2007, to consider any public comments received and to act 
on a resolution to adopt the 2008-11 MTIP with the Air Quality Conformity 
Determination report.  
 
For questions about this report or the 2008-11 MTIP, contact the program 
manager Ted Leybold at leyboldt@metro.dst.or.us. For more information about 
the 2008-11 MTIP, visit the Metro homepage, www.metro-region.org, and search 
for "MTIP." 
 
*********************************************************** 
 
Planning e-news subscription information 
 
If you have updates to the e-mail list, want to subscribe or wish to be taken off 
the list, respond to this e-mail or call (503) 797-1756. The hearing impaired can 
call TDD at (503) 797-1804. Share this information with others you think would 
like to receive this e-newsletter. 
 
*********************************************************** 
 
Metro 
People places * open spaces   
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Clean air and water do not stop at city limits or county lines. Neither does the 
need for jobs, a thriving economy and good transportation choices for people and 
business in our region. Voters have asked Metro to help with the challenges that 
cross those lines and affect the 25 cities and three counties in the Portland 
metropolitan area. 
 
A regional approach simply makes sense when it comes to protecting open 
space, caring for parks, planning for the best use of land, managing garbage 
disposal and increasing recycling. Metro oversees world-class facilities such as 
the Oregon Zoo, which contributes to conservation and education, and the 
Oregon Convention Center, which benefits the region's economy. 
 
Your Metro representatives 
 
Metro Council President David Bragdon 
Metro Council: Rod Park, deputy council president, District 1; Brian Newman, 
District 2; Carl Hosticka, District 3; Kathryn Harrington, District 4; Rex Burkholder, 
District 5; Robert Liberty, District 6. 
 
Auditor Suzanne Flynn, Certified Internal Auditor 
 
Metro's web site: www.metro-region.org  
 
*********************************************************** 
sent to Planning e-news list 7-12-07 
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METRO REGIONAL PLANNING E-NEWSLETTER 
August 2007 
 
Welcome to Metro's regional planning newsletter, e-mailed periodically to 
interested persons. Check the end of the newsletter for subscription information. 
 
In this issue: 
 
* Lake Oswego to Portland Steering Committee and Adoption Process 
* The 2040 Match of the Century: Corridors versus Centers 
* Regional Transportation Plan seeks public review 
 
*********************************************************** 
Public invited to testify and comment on transit and trail options between 
Lake Oswego and Portland 
 
The community-based Project Advisory Committee and agency project managers 
have made recommendations on where bus or streetcar should be considered on 
Highway 43 and the Willamette Shoreline right of way. And, how a pedestrian 
and bike trail might be built between Lake Oswego and Portland. 
 
The project Steering Committee will use this information to form their final 
recommendation to be forwarded to study partners. The Steering Committee will 
meet from 3 – 5 p.m. on September 10, 2007 in the Council Chamber at Metro 
Regional Center, 600 NE Grand Ave., Portland.  
 
The Steering Committee is made up of elected officials from the cities of Lake 
Oswego and Portland, Clackamas and Multnomah counties, TriMet, ODOT and 
Metro. Upon receiving the Steering Committee recommendation, each agency 
will consider a Resolution to support further study of specific alternatives in the 
next phase of the project. A final vote will be taken by the Metro Council.  
 
Public comments about the project are being taken through September 7. During 
this time anyone can submit comments by:  
 
*Sending e–mail comments to trans@metro.dst.or.us
*Recording comments on Metro’s transportation hotline: 503-797-1900, option 3 
*Mailing comments to LOAA, 600 NE Grand Ave., Portland, OR 97232. 
 
To learn more, visit www.metro-region.org/lakeoswego or call (503) 797-1756.  
 
*********************************************************** 
 
The 2040 Match of the Century: Corridors versus Centers 
 
7 p.m. Wednesday, Sept. 26 
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Council chamber 
Metro Regional Center 
600 NE Grand Avenue, Portland 
 
Get a ringside seat for a lively debate of different strategies for implementing the 
2040 growth concept, our region’s plan for the future - featuring heavy-weight 
professors Patrick (“Corridors”) Condon, University of British Columbia, and 
Gordon (“Centers”) Price, Simon Fraser University and refereed by Metro 
Councilor Robert Liberty.  
 
Condon, professor of landscape architecture at UBC, favors low and mid-rise 
development along transit corridors – three and four story mixtures of housing, 
stores, restaurants, professional services and offices. Price, director of the City 
Program at SFU and former Vancouver BC city councilor, is a strong supporter of 
the strategy emphasizing growth in high-energy, high-density centers.  
 
Both contenders are internationally recognized experts in their fields and 
extremely familiar with the Portland metropolitan region. Both approaches are 
consistent with our region’s 2040 plan for growth. Will either strategy be 
victorious or will it be a draw? Can both sides win? You be the judge.  
 
We’ll provide the popcorn. 
 
This event is free and no reservations are required. For more information, check 
Metro’s online calendar at http://calendar.metro-region.org/
 
*********************************************************** 
 
Regional Transportation Plan seeks public review 
  
Metro is preparing to release a draft of the updated federal component of the 
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) for a 30-day public review and comment 
period. The comment period will begin on October 15, and end on November 15, 
2007.  
 
The RTP is the long-range blueprint to guide major transportation investments in 
the Portland metropolitan region. The federal component of the RTP was 
prepared in response to changes to federal law and regulations contained in 
Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for 
Users (SAFETEA-LU).  
 
During the 30-day comment period, residents and businesses are encouraged to 
study the draft document and other information from the 2035 RTP project web 
page (www.metro-region.org/rtp), and provide feedback on the recommended 
direction of the RTP as reflected in the policy framework and goals, major 
transportation investments and proposed strategies.  
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Comments may be submitted via a comment form on the project web page, by 
email to rtp@metro-region.org, or by US mail to RTP Comments, Metro Planning 
Department, 600 NE Grand Avenue, Portland, OR 97232. Hard copies of the 
draft plan will also be available from the Planning Department upon request  
 
Four public open houses and hearings are scheduled to provide information, 
answer questions and offer an opportunity to submit testimony in person.  
 
Oct 25  Clackamas County Chamber 

Public Service Building 
2051 Kaen Road 
Oregon City 97045 
Open house starts at 4; hearing starts at 5 pm 

Nov 1  Metro Regional Center  
  600 NE Grand Avenue 
  Portland 97232 

Open house starts at 1; hearing starts at 2 pm 
Nov 8   Hillsboro Civic Center Auditorium 

150 E. Main Street 
Hillsboro 97123 
Open house starts at 4; hearing starts at 5 pm 

Nov 15 Metro Regional Center 
  600 NE Grand Avenue 
  Portland 97232 

Open house starts at 1; hearing starts at 2 pm 
 
The public comments will be compiled into a report and considered by the Joint 
Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT) and the Metro Council 
before taking action on the updated federal component on December 13, 2007.  
 
With approval of the updated federal component, Metro will begin work on the 
state component of the RTP to address state and regional goals. The state 
component will be integrated with the federal component to create a final 2035 
RTP in late spring 2008. A second public comment period will precede 
consideration of this final RTP. 
 
*********************************************************** 
 
Planning e-news subscription information 
 
If you have updates to the e-mail list, want to subscribe or wish to be taken off 
the list, respond to this e-mail or call (503) 797-1756. The hearing impaired can 
call TDD at (503) 797-1804. Share this information with others you think would 
like to receive this e-newsletter. 
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*********************************************************** 
 
Metro 
People places * open spaces   
 
Clean air and water do not stop at city limits or county lines. Neither does the 
need for jobs, a thriving economy and good transportation choices for people and 
business in our region. Voters have asked Metro to help with the challenges that 
cross those lines and affect the 25 cities and three counties in the Portland 
metropolitan area. 
 
A regional approach simply makes sense when it comes to protecting open 
space, caring for parks, planning for the best use of land, managing garbage 
disposal and increasing recycling. Metro oversees world-class facilities such as 
the Oregon Zoo, which contributes to conservation and education, and the 
Oregon Convention Center, which benefits the region's economy. 
 
Your Metro representatives 
 
Metro Council President David Bragdon 
Metro Council: Rod Park, deputy council president, District 1; Brian Newman, 
District 2; Carl Hosticka, District 3; Kathryn Harrington, District 4; Rex Burkholder, 
District 5; Robert Liberty, District 6. 
 
Auditor Suzanne Flynn, Certified Internal Auditor 
 
Metro's web site: www.metro-region.org  
 
*********************************************************** 
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Lake Oswego
Portland
T R A N S I T  A N D
T R A I L  S T U D Y

to

PROJECT PARTNERS

Cities of Lake Oswego  
and Portland

Clackamas and Multnomah  
counties

Oregon Department  
of Transportation

TriMet

Metro

Community Design 
Workshop

5:30 to 8:30 p.m.  
May 30

Riverdale Elementary
11733 SW Breyman Ave. 
Portland

For more information, visit  
www.metro-region.org/
transportation, send e-mail to 
trans@metro.dst.or.us or call 
(503) 797-1756. 
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600 NE Grand Ave.
Portland, OR 97232

Printed on recycled-content paper. 06168 tsm
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Look for our project newsletter in your mailbox  
prior to the design workshop for more  
background information on the project. 

Come to a community workshop on  
May 30 and take the opportunity to 

suggest options and comment on pro-
posed alternatives on the Lake Oswego 

to Portland Transit and Trail Study.

The purpose of the study is to develop 
a community-supported transit and trail 
project that meets future travel demand 
in the Lake Oswego to Portland corridor 
and supports local and regional land use 
plans. The process begins with the defini-
tion of a range of transit and trail alterna-
tives to be considered in the study. 

A detailed analysis will evaluate transit 
and trail alternatives in the corridor and 
provide the public and decision-makers 
with information to help narrow the wide 
range of alternatives to a few that best 
address needs in the corridor. 
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Lake Oswego
Portland
T R A N S I T  A N D
T R A I L  S T U D Y

to

We need  
your ideas 
and input. 

What transit 

options should 

be considered on 

Highway 43 and 

the Willamette 

Shoreline right 

of way? Where 

can a pedestrian 

and bike trail be 

built between 

Lake Oswego 

and Portland?

Come to a community 
design workshop.

5:30 to 8:30 p.m., May 30
Riverdale Grade School
11733 SW Breyman Ave., Portland

Visit www.metro-region.org/ 
transportation and select  
transportation projects or call  
(503) 797-1756 for more  
information.

Community Newspapers
3.7 inches wide by 4 inches
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The Oregonian
3.875 inches wide by 4 inches

Lake Oswego
Portland
T R A N S I T  A N D
T R A I L  S T U D Y

to

We need  
your ideas 
and input. 

What transit 

options should 

be considered on 

Highway 43 and 

the Willamette 

Shoreline right 

of way? Where 

can a pedestrian 

and bike trail be 

built between 

Lake Oswego 

and Portland?

Come to a community 
design workshop.

5:30 to 8:30 p.m., May 30
Riverdale Grade School
11733 SW Breyman Ave., Portland

Visit www.metro-region.org/ 
transportation and select  
transportation projects or call  
(503) 797-1756 for more  
information.
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Lake Oswego
Portland
T R A N S I T  A N D
T R A I L  S T U D Y

to

PROJECT PARTNERS

Cities of Lake Oswego  
and Portland

Clackamas and Multnomah  
counties

Oregon Department  
of Transportation

TriMet

Metro

6 to 8 p.m. Wednesday, June 27
US Bank Building
120 N. State St., Lake Oswego 
Parking at the US Bank lot or across State 
Street in the city-owned lot

5 to 7 p.m. Thursday, June 28
David Evans and Associates
2100 SW River Parkway, Portland
Parking at the lot just southeast of the Marriott 
Residence Inn under the Marquam Bridge

For more information, visit  
www.metro-region.org/ 
lakeoswego, send e-mail to 
trans@metro.dst.or.us or call 
(503) 797-1756. 

Open houses
Lake Oswego  

Portland
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600 NE Grand Ave.
Portland, OR 97232
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Look for our newsletter in your mailbox  
for more background information. 

Should rapid bus or streetcar be considered 
on Highway 43 and the Willamette Shore-
line right of way? What pedestrian and 
bike trail options should be considered 
between Lake Oswego and Portland?

Metro and the Lake Oswego to Portland 
Project Advisory Committee invite you to 
review three alternative transit and trail con-
cepts designed to improve transportation 
in the corridor. The committee, made up of 
community members, began the study in  
July 2005.

One or a combination of concepts will 
advance for further study: a no-build option, 
a Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) line on Highway 43 
and a streetcar on the Willamette Shoreline 
right of way, Macadam Avenue or parts of 
both. The BRT and streetcar concepts include 
a trail concept.

The open houses will follow a flexible, drop-
in format so you can talk with staff, review 
maps, and learn about the project timeline 
and future public involvement opportunities.

PRESORTED
FIRST CLASS MAIL

US POSTAGE PAID
PORTLAND, OR
PERMIT NO. 681
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Lake Oswego
Portland
T R A N S I T  A N D
T R A I L  S T U D Y

to

We need  
your ideas 
and input. 

Should rapid bus 

or streetcar be 

considered on 

Highway 43 and 

the Willamette 

Shoreline right 

of way? What 

pedestrian and 

bike trail options 

should be 

considered 

between Lake 

Oswego and 

Portland?

Attend project open houses

6 to 8 p.m. Wednesday, June 27
US Bank Building
120 N. State St., Lake Oswego

5 to 7 p.m. Thursday, June 28
David Evans and Associates
2100 SW River Parkway, Portland

For more information, visit  
www.metro-region.org/lakeoswego,
send email to trans@metro.dst.or.us  
or call 503-797-1756
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Media advisory: 
 
June 26, 2007 
         
For more information, contact Karen Withrow, (503) 797-1932 
 
Public invited to discuss options to improve transportation between Lake Oswego and Portland 
 
Should rapid bus or streetcar be considered on Highway 43 and the Willamette Shoreline right of 
way? Should a pedestrian and bike trail be built between Lake Oswego and Portland? These and 
other questions will be considered at open house meetings this week during which ways to 
improve transportation between Lake Oswego and Portland will be discussed. An additional 
public comment period and a public hearing will also offer further opportunities to offer opinions.  
 
The Lake Oswego Project Advisory Committee (LOPAC), made up of community members, has 
been studying possible transit and trail alternatives since July 2005, and wants people to review a 
range of options that could improve transportation in the Lake Oswego to Portland corridor. One 
of three alternatives or combinations of them will move forward for further study. They include a 
Bus Rapid Transit line on Highway 43, a streetcar on the Willamette Shoreline right of way, 
Macadam Avenue or parts of both, and a no-build option. 
 
After public discussion, LOPAC will recommend which of the above options should be further 
studied to the Steering Committee, which is made up of elected officials from the cities of Lake 
Oswego and Portland, Clackamas and Multnomah counties, TriMet, ODOT and Metro. 
 
The open houses will follow a flexible, drop-in format so residents can arrive at any time and 
spend as much time as necessary talking with staff or reviewing maps and materials. A feedback 
form will allow Metro to capture written comments.  
 
Open houses will take place on the following days: 
 
Wednesday, June 27, 6 to 8 p.m. 
US Bank Building 
120 N State St., Lake Oswego 
Parking at the US Bank lot or across State St. in the city-owned lot 
 
Thursday, June 28, 5 to 7 p.m. 
David Evans and Associates 
2100 SW River Pkwy., Portland 
Parking at the lot just south east of the Marriott Residence Inn under the Marquam Bridge 
 
In addition, a public comment period for the project will open June 27 and continue through 
September 7. During this time anyone can submit comments by: 
- attending one of the above-mentioned open houses 
- attending a July 16 public hearing 
- sending email comments to trans@metro.dst.or.us  
- recording comments on Metro’s transportation hotline at 503-797-1900, option 3 
- mailing comments to LOAA, 600 NE Grand Ave., Portland, OR 97232. 
 
The July 16 public hearing, which will take place from 4 to 6 p.m. at Metro, 600 NE Grand Avenue 
in Portland, will provide an opportunity for testimony before the project Steering Committee, which 
will forward its recommendation to project partners in September. A final vote by the Metro 
Council is expected after local jurisdiction actions in fall 2007. 
 
To learn more, visit www.metro-region.org/lakeoswego or call (503) 797-1756.   
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Lake Oswego to Portland Alternatives Analysis 
Community Design Workshop comment summary 

 
1.  Introduction 
Metro hosted a community design workshop on May 30, 2006 at Riverdale Grade School.  
The workshop was attended by 150 people.  The goals for the workshop were to:  
• explore the viability of each mode under consideration (BRT, rail and river transit) 
• identify options for alignments and station locations 
• identify options for a trail in conjunction with each option 
• identify the issues related to each option 

identify local issues and advocacy group c• oncerns that should be addressed through 
small group meetings 

 
The workshop began with an opportunity for participants to review project information and 
talk to staff informally.  Staff presented information about the project process, purpose and 
a short description of the characteristics of each mode.  Participants were then asked to 
work to in small groups led by a table facilitator to develop alignment options for each 
transit mode and a companion trail alignment for each mode, and identify issues that need 
additional consideration.  Participants were also asked to complete a comment form. 
 
Most participants thought that all three transit modes were viable in the corridor and met the 
project’s purpose statement.  There were general concerns about transit ridership in the 
corridor, location of park-and-rides, and neighborhood impacts related to all of the options.  
There was support for trail options along with any transit option though many participants 
said that rail transit with a trail would present challenges in places where the right-of-way was 
constrained.     
 
Some table facilitators noted that there was not consensus around alignment or mode.  
However, many groups identified rail routes that used the right-of-way with on-street 
options through John’s Landing, and, in some cases, Dunthorpe/Riverdale.  All groups that 
identified a bus rapid transit route identified an alignment on Highway 43 and SW Macadam 
Avenue.  The groups that identified river transit alignments generally included stops at 
Riverplace, the Sellwood Bridge and Lake Oswego.  Most trail routes used the right-of-way 
for the majority of the alignment. 
 
A summary of comments received at the workshop is provided in this report.  This includes 
comments received on comment forms and in writing, comments gathered through small 
group discussion.  A transcription of comments received on the comment forms is attached. 
 
2.  Comment form responses 
Demographics 
More than two-thirds of participants live in the corridor and about one third travel through 
the corridor.  Most people who traveled through the corridor reported traveling between 
some part of Portland (central city and inner eastside) and Lake Oswego.  Most participants 
reported either driving alone or not commuting.  Most heard about the meeting though a 
Metro postcard or newsletter.
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Bus rapid transit 
More than 70% of participants said that bus rapid 
transit was definitely viable or possibly viable in 
the corridor.  Almost 60% said it met the project’s 
purpose statement.  Those who supported 
additional study of bus rapid transit in the corridor 
said it was flexible, had low capital costs and had 
fewer impacts on residential neighborhoods. 
 
About 20% said it was not viable.  The same 
proportion said that it did not meet the project’s 
purpose statement.  Concerns about bus rapid 

transit included noise, ridership and the efficiency of running additional buses on Highway 
43 and SW Macadam Avenue which are already congested. 
 
River transit 

More than two-thirds of participants said the 
river transit was definitely or possibly viable.  
About 40% said it met the project’s purpose 
statement.  Those who supported additional 
study of river transit in the corridor said the river 
was currently underutilized for transportation, 
that it would be an attraction or a community 
amenity, that it would have fewer impacts on 
residential communities, and that it could offer 
express service.  These people also cited 
examples of successful water transit systems in 
other cities.  
 

More than 20% said that it was not viable and about one-quarter of participants said it did 
not meet the project’s purpose statement.  Concerns included noise, environmental impacts, 
access to the stops and parking.  People also suggested that it might be slow and that it 
would be more of a tourist attraction than a transit option. 
 
Rail transit 

About two-thirds of participants said rail transit 
was viable in the corridor and nearly as many said it 
met the project’s purpose statement.  Those who 
supported additional study of rail transit said that 
the transit should use the existing right-of-way, rail 
was more pleasant than buses and it would offer a 
faster trip than a bus on congested Highway 43.   
 
Almost 30% said that rail transit was not viable in 
the corridor and about the same proportion said 
that it did not meet the project’s purpose 
statement.  Concerns included impacts to existing How viable do you think rail transit is for the 

corridor? 

Definitely 
viable

Might be 
viable

Not viable

Don't 
know/not sure

How viable do you think river transit is for 
the corridor? 

Definitely viable

Might be viable

Not viable

Don't know/not 
sure

How viable do you think bus rapid transit is 
for the corridor? 

Definitely viable

Might be viable

Not viable

Don't know/not 
sure
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residential neighborhoods, safety, noise and ridership.  The proximity of the existing rail 
ting homes was a frequently noted concern. 

a
Many participants expressed support for the trail options along with or independent of 
transit.  Many participants stated that ther
Portland to Lake Oswego today and that o  
security and privacy for residents along th
 
No build option 
Most participants thought that an improve
ten percent of participants suggested that 

s and concerns.  Most of these comments were 
ess and the importance of public input in the decision-making process.  Many 

other comments suggested that the corrido at 
served West Linn and Oregon City or cross l.   
 
3.  Comments from small group discuss
Bus rapid transit (BRT) 
Many groups developed BRT alignments th
between Portland and Lake Oswego.  Two  
Terwilliger Street and Barbur Boulevard.  
 

N es 
Street, SW Gibbs Street, SW Taylors Ferry Road, Sellwood Bridge, SW Radcliffe Street, SW 
Greenwood Street, SW Pendleton, SW Nev ale Street, E Avenue, A Avenue, 
SW Bancroft Street, SW Riverwood Street, SW Military Road, Willamette Park and SW 

on between bus and streetcar  
do not place stops through Dunthorpe because houses are too far from the road 

us bypass at the Sellwood Bridge 
• use a reversible lave for HOV and bu
• do not place stops in the most conges
• give buses signal priority 
• build shelters at bus stops 
• construct sound walls along route 
• fix intersection at Highway 43 and A 
• continue rapid bus to West Linn 
 
River transit 
Groups suggested routes from Riverplace , 
Willamette Park and the Sellwood Bridge th with a 
stop at the Steel Bridge.  Several group su

right-of-way to exis
 
Multi use trail 
Most people thought that the multiuse tr il could be compatible with any transit option.  

e was not a safe walking or biking route from 
ne was needed.  Concerns about the trail included

e right-of-way.   

ment should be made in the corridor.  Less than 
nothing be done. 

 
Other comments 
Participants also raised other comment
related to proc

r ought to be expanded to consider options th
ed the river to connect to Milwaukie Light Rai

ions 

at used SW Macadam Avenue and Highway 43 
 groups developed an alternative route that used

ebraska Street, SW Nevada Street, SW Mil

ada, SW Midv

Identified station locations included SW 

Terwilliger Street.   
 
Other comments and suggestions included: 
• build a mini-transit mall at SW Moody Street for transiti
• 
• create a b

ses 
ted areas 

and B avenues in Lake Oswego 

 to Foothills Park with docks at South Waterfront
.  One group suggested starting farther nor
ggested a stop in Milwaukie.  Two groups 
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suggested direct service from Portland to Lake Oswego.  Other suggestions for stops 
included SW Gibbs Street, SW Sweeny Street, George Rodgers Park, SW Bancroft Street and 

averly Country Club. 

everal groups suggested using the right-of-way with sections on SW Macadam Avenue 
to SW Carolina Street) through John’s Landing.  Other groups suggested 

o allow for double track   
use Highway 43 from SW Carey Street to south of the tunnel  

/Macadam Avenue for the entire route  
 or 

W Pendleton Street, SW California Street, SW Miles Street, SW Nebraska Street, SW 
treet, SW Florida, SW Pendleton, SW 

od Street, SW Briarwood Street and downtown Lake Oswego. 

ent on bus service and balance access and speed 
prefer streetcar to light rail to allow room for rail with trail  

ecause they are not noisy or smelly 
concern about safety and access near homes 

ll Street to the Sellwood Bridge 

n ay.  Variations included suggestions that 

to the tunnel (from where the right-of-way intersects with SW 

th one trail using the rail right-of-way and one 

dge with one trail using the right-of-way and one 

eighborhood route south of SW Military Road that would use Breyman 
Avenue/Edgecliff Road/Iron Mountain Boulevard/SW Glen Street and return to the 
right-of-way at SW Underhill Road 

W
 
Groups made the following suggestions and comments: 
• river transit would free-up the Willamette Shoreline right-of-way for a trail 
• river transit would be less expensive because it would not require infrastructure 
 
Rail transit 
S
(South Waterfront 
using right-of-way for the entire distance. Specific route suggestions included: 
• create an on-street rail couplet through John’s Landing t
• 
• use Highway 43
• terminate streetcar at SW Miles Street, SW Taylors Ferry Road the Sellwood Bridge

Willamette Park.   
 
Station locations included SW Bancroft Street, SW Hamilton Street, SW Boundary Street, 
S
Nevada Street, SW Military Road, SW Riverdale S
Lowell Street, SW Riverwo
 
Other suggestions and comments included: 
• spacing of rail stops should be depend
• 
• extend streetcar using rail right-of-way Tualatin or Kruse Way 
• extend rail to connect with commuter rail 
• connect to Milwaukie light rail using rail bridge 
• do not run rail through residential areas 
• like rail options b
• 
• abandon rail right-of-way from SW Lowe
• build a new bridge south of the Sellwood bridge for bikes, streetcar and trucks 
• catenaries would spoil the beauty of the area 
 
Trail 
Ma y groups suggested a trail on the rail right-of-w
the trail: 
• use SW Riverwood Road 

Riverwood Road)  
• be split near SW Carolina Street wi

following the water’s edge  
• be split south of the Sellwood Bri

(unimproved) though Power’s Marine Park 
• Follow a n
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Other comments and suggestions included: 
• widen existing Willamette Greenway bike path and raise speed limit 
• need a safe bike and pedestrian crossing from the cemetery to the Sellwood Bridge
• continue bike path on Highway 43 south of the Sellwood Bridge 
• use Highway 43 sout

 

h of the cemetery 
build a bike and pedestrian bridge across the Willamette River to tie into the Springwater 

construct restrooms 
 trains should share the tunnel with a fence between them 

• 
Corridor Trail 

• convert right-of-way to a trail 
• need to separate bikes and pedestrians on existing greenway trail 
• 
• bikes and
• connect trail to Milwaukie via the railroad bridge 
• connect to SW Miles Street to SW Taylors Ferry Road and up to SW Corbett Street.   
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Attachment A 
Transcription of butcher paper comments 

Ide
y on 

 transit 
• Privacy 

afe bike trail at least as high as rail (some agreed with this and some 

with this and some 

3/State Street.  Car may increase car 

• Share the tunnel with a streetcar and bikes 
• Tale advantage of our existing asset of the right-of-way as match for federal funding 
• Maximize use of buses on Hwy. 43: use priority signals, queue jumps, add busses at 

peak hours, turn out lanes, reversible lanes. 
• DO not increase accessibility to Lake Oswego for the unfortunate “bad elements” of 

our society (e.g. loiterers at Pioneer Courthouse Square, homeless on Springwater 
Corridor). 

• Do not jeopardize our health with overhead power lines, static, magnetic fields, etc. 
• NOISE! Put it where the riders want to go 
• Timeline for decision 
• Lack of scope – not inclusive of all concerned 
• Cost 
• Taking of private property (measure 37) 
• Express buses from West Linn/L.O to Portland 
• Safe biking and walking-will help take some traffic off 43-know I already do this 
• Provide microphone for attendees at future meetings 
• I bike commute daily-I’d use it! 
• Do not support Lake Oswego’s plans at Foothills 
• Just another Beaverton Round 
• No to Sewer Plant decommission 
 

 
as and concerns 
• Safety (big problem – many driveways now cross rail line. Bike/Pedestrian safet

43 also a problem now.) 
• Links to and impacts on existing

• Right-of-way width 
• Park-and-ride size and location 
• Bike and pedestrian connectivity  
• Parking and traffic impacts 
• Speed and reliability of rail 
• Likelihood of transit use by corridor residents (none) 
• Priority of s

disagreed) 
• If funding constrained, could trail be built first? (some agreed 

disagreed) 
• Single track, or dual? 
• Actually work to reduce traffic counts along 4

trips if high density housing develops at transit modes (i.e. foothills). 
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Attachment B 
Responses from comment forms 
 

DEMOGRAPHICS     
Do you live, work or own a business in the corridor? 
Live 62  
Wo  4  
ow  0 Most Portland to LO 
Tra l 21  
   
Ho d   
Tra  
Bik 14  
Carpool 4  
Dr  a
Do  c
   
Ho o
daily  24  
we ly 24  
mo
rar  
  
Ho d
Ne le
Wo
Newsp 4  
BT
Email 
   
BU  

rk
n a business 
ve  through 

w o you usually commute? 
nsit 14

r Walk e o

ive lone 34  
n't ommute 23  

w ften do you take transit, bike or walk instead of a trip in your car? 

ek  
nthly 12  
ely 29  

 
w id you hear about tonight's meeting? 
ws tter or postcard  52  
rd-of mouth 15  

aper 
A 6  

3  

S RAPID TRANSIT     
Ho e Lake Oswego to Portland corridor? w viable do you think bus rapid transit is for th
De it 43  
Mi  b  
No ia  
Do  k 6  
   
Ho w ct's Purpose Statement? 
Ve w
OK
No e 16  
Do  k
  
Co
Le ommuters would lead to increased ridership, better 
frequency, better weekend service, etc. 
Buses are good 
Already works well, just need more ridership 

fin ely viable 
ght e viable 21

17t v ble 
n't now/not sure 

w ell do you think bus rapid transit meets the proje
ry ell 33  
 12  
t w ll 
n't now/not sure 17  

 
mments in support of BRT 
ast cost option.  Proper marketing to LO c
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With South Waterfront coming there will be more people in the northern area-- more congestion.  Public 

 (1) they are less expensive than rail or boat (2) they do not 
s (3) buses are flexible in number and frequency and size. 

s basically in place. ore shelters and pull-outs would be helpful but that's 

utes can change over time (poles, wires and tra  en't needed) more or fewer buses can be 

y, routes can be designed to serve variou , e.g. Kruse Way and 
sive infrastructure costs avoided, fragi e and river environments will not be 

egraded, can disburse bus route on Barbur and Macadam, can be designed to server underserved 
rovide more frequent service. 

tions re: buses, easy to add when volume up
 a good option; BRT will improve and n a e service. 

 residential areas. Give priority to buses e.g. signals, turn outs, etc. Fill existing buses then 
hours. 

e 
estion on Hwy 43. 

e the number of buses by 
ber of riders. 
outh bound near Sellwood in afternoon and e ri  LO, traffic moves pretty well 
 more and more BRT as the South Waterfron n OHSU need workers. 

s local service 
ution than car traffic. 

ause most of the required land is publicly owned. The 
g through the corridor. 

le who actually will use public transportation. 
ings large numbers to PDX without disruption of neighborhoods 

lity 
tend to West Linn 

ame-cheap, efficient, buses are most energy efficient transportation. 

to access locations when in PDX or . 
we have not is great, why not make it faster and better? 

car and rapid bus in HOV-dedicat la e, especially for people who live south of the 
pecially if there is no park and ri r. 

s in AM and two lanes in PM and make extra lane HOV as well as connectivity to 

ea.  There is 
equate space for LRT. 

 
s and comments opposing BRT 

 subject tot traffic jams as it is today. 
urrent bus transit is difficult to get the LO and est Linn public to use the existing transit due to 

e places (gas prices may change some of this) 
. 

d love to see more people take mass transit if it were there; I think people would use it. 
n be just as fast 

transit is needed. 
Buses traveling on existing roadway so
interfere with residential propertie
Because the infrastructure i M
less expensive than a light rail system. 

le, low capital costs Flexib
Bus ro
added

cks ar
. 

Provides flexibilit s terminals in LO area
West Linn. Mas le r sidential 
d
communities and simultaneously p
Many op . 
Bus is already orm liz
No impact on
add at peak 
Most cost effectiv
 will ease congIt

If it is available, people will use it 
lready have the roads and easy access to the b stops. You could gaugYou a

the nu
us 

m
Except s nte ng
We need t a d 
Provide
Uses mostly existing structures, a more efficient sol
It doesn't require excessive land acquisition bec
buses are already runnin
Moves the peop
Low cost. Br
flexibi
Can ex
S
I love it! 
Like the idea of bus usage, new versions are very good and probably get better. 
Great idea! Easy LO
The bus system 

ed streetWe may ne ed 
de built for streetca

n
streetcar route and es
Would need two lane
streetcar, streets and pathways. 
This BRT seems most viable as it is the least invasive to existing infrastructure in the ar
simply inad
  
Question
It seems sit would be
C W
geography, culture and economics of th
There are lots of car trips to downtown Portland. Effectiveness depends on convenience to stops
Unfortunately busses also clog the road and are slowed by the traffic as well. 
We need it! Woul
Bus is good, though it often slowed by congestion.  Biking ca
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Road is already too crowded. 
Macadam is already pretty backed up with traffic, Can't get more lanes without spending big bucks. 
I've heard that LO'ers are more likely to use LRT than bus -- LRT apparently has more cache 
Would need to build additional local bus routes in LO to encourage public transit usage. 
Snob factor against buses. 

sionally, but find it doesn'tI already ride the bus occa  have the frequency of service or speed of service 

ust be faster than the traffic jam on Hwy 43 every day during rush hour. I don't 
nsit can do that. 

us. 

would use it.  A study should 

n Macadam Ave. 
od as LRT.  Unless BRT attracted a critical mass of riders would still have congestion on 43 

T use 
inimizing community inputs and 

ructure. But would it come often enough? Be fast enough? 

nomic 

re 
nsportation of any form

re e se of development. Bus traffic could run up Terwilliger 

I'd like. BRT Would have to offer something significantly better. 
LO residents might resist leaving the Mercedes at home. 
People don't like to ride buses.  Buses pollute and are noisy. I prefer rail 
Too many stops along the way to be rapid, too much traffic to be rapid 
The current bus system currently works just fine. 
limitations of Hwy 43 
Traffic on Hwy 43 will bog it down. 
I don't think a lot of people will take the bus 
No place for park and ride. Buses do not go through many neighborhoods. More scheduling needed 
Any transit option m
believe bus rapid tra
No room to expand 
Traffic is already bad; buses get caught in traffic congestion. 
Potential riders from the area are not interested in leaving autos behind. 
I don's see enough gain by allowing better signal stops.  Also a lot of people don't like the b
LO people don't ride the bus and if they did where would they park? 

h population using the bus. Won't work.  Not enoug
I don't know if it would meet commuter’s needs.  I don't know if LO people 
be conducted.  Park and ride? 
Where are you going to fit them in an overcrowded corridor when they are most needed - during rush 
hour? 
Bus caught in traffic on afternoon commute is excruciating. 
Because without a total redesign of the area you probably can't get much more o
Not as go
that would discourage BR
Since BRT uses existing streets, it seems like it would meet goals to m
leverage existing infrast
The current system is not overcrowded and works fine right now. 

y. It is not conducive to ecoIt does not enhance our neighborhood character in any wa
development. 
Express buses? Make buses more available, may be necessary to do a PR campaign, more evening and 
weekend runs. 
How can you make a lane for buses if you can't widen the road? It won't be rapid; it will be stopped in 
traffic. 
too many stops 
Best option, lowest cost, targets those who need public transport option. Most people in the corridor a
ffluent and will NOT use public traa

M
. 

ay not be a permanent solution. Benefits a
to decompress Macadam 

a

Sharing the road with cars really isn't viable. 
Noisy 
Not a good option i.e. fuel. Not enough room for cars and bikes, not suitable for high speed buses. 
BRT is very expensive; limited priority on ROW due to narrow sections 
Bottleneck w/ Portland's Waterfront development Sellwood Bridge N. 
Gasoline dependent. 
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I don't think buses will reduce traffic on 43 much 

ehind unless 
 at their destination? 

tion to pursue. 
nd stops. Probably the 

nesses. 

    

It is smelly, loud, unpleasant. 
Congestion would make that a poor choice. 
Since buses are subject to flow of traffic why would a driver or commuter leave their car b
there is not parking available
I live right on Hwy 43. I hate the idea of increased bus service and lane direction changes at peak 
commute hours, but it seems like the cheapest, lowest impact op
Would really study various bus concepts, types, size, frequency, bus shelters a
least investment and smallest impact on existing homes condos and busi
   
RIVER TRANSIT 
How viable do you think river transit is for the Lake Oswego to Portland corridor? 
Definitely viable 27  

13  
  

rpose Statement? 

29  

 seasonal 

eds to move rapidly 

n has immense appeal, it uses one of Portland's greatest assets. 

sportation works well in river communities on east coast and Asia. 

ut stops that meet current rail/stet car transit stops. Can 

 
tial riders in between, could also 

ught a ferry to LO would be great and people could take their bikes.  We think if the 
ferry should go from Waterfront Park to the Ram Pub dock in LO. 

Might be viable 29  
Not viable 20  
Don't know/not sure 
 
How well do you think river transit meets the project's Pu
Very well 21  
OK 11  
Not well 22  
Don't know/not sure 
   
Comments in support of river transit   
Works well in the Bay area, Sydney Harbor and other areas on waterways. 
Gas costs 
I think people would enjoy it. 
sure seems that the river is underutilized as a transportation corridor 
like the idea as an alternative and
River is underused since there are no longer tug boats using it. 
Needs to pick up passengers in Oregon City, West Linn, LO and John's Landing. Ne
like boats in Vancouver & Victoria BC 
Express runs only and would require coordination with other forms of feeder systems. 
I think this optio
This could be an important solution to providing transportation in an already overcrowded corridor. 
Attractive route with light use.  Have landing areas both in LO and PDX 
Free, already available "water highway;" could be extended to Oregon City 
This mode of tran
Creates a new concept with little disruption to neighborhoods. 
River has lots of room. 
Water transit is very successful from Marin County to SF. I think the same could be done from LO to 
PDX. 
Low impact on residents, clear of traffic, can p

id links as well as local stops. run rap
Removes commuters and vehicles from Hwy 43, less disruption of neighborhoods through Macadam. 
Provide a tourist attraction. Needs a park and ride in LO and a shuttle from Waterfront park in PDX.
Express boats from LO to S Waterfront not sure there are enough poten
run local boats like in Italy. 
Those at our table tho
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LO people would use this more. How many people do you propose will use this? 
ated to implement. 

rt people between LO and Portland and there are probably 

 
orkers 

ast, reliable, no impact on land, you need a park and ride
. Would be unique transit experience. 

 on water. 
sive system (unlike the tram) and wo  b  fun for residents and tourist alike. 

 option which reduces impact to Macadam and thereby to residential neighborhoods which 
y option which includes widening Macadam or increasing traffic density will 
rdering residential neighborhoods

s on Puget 

 rapid.  People could take their bikes.  Our r t bus fares could decide on fares and or 
fers to other transportation.  Many people would scenery. 

is a natural transportation corridor, doesn't n  ils. Minimum impact on residential and river 

ver transit 

d so one would have to 
t there. There would have to be a large parking area, which may not be 

rk that would probably be 

se 

 that it tends to be 

be expensive to develop. 

 park and ride on very high volume 

ng for large numbers of cars, would increase traffic through LO 

Seems it could be less complic
Seems that boats would work well to transpo
not that many people in between LO and John's Landing who will use mass transit. 
At least it is being considered! 
Perhaps slower but would likely gain traffic because of scenery etc. 
We should definitely explore. 
Would definitely reduce Hwy 43 congestion 
Relatively limited costs in construction.  Time from LO in rush hour probably a fourth of the present bus
and car travel times.  Reduce s the PDX parking problem for shoppers and office w
F   
The cost would be low
It meets the needs of transporting people to and from PDX. A novel idea and creative. 
People like being
This is a non-eva uld e
It is the only
border Macadam. An

egatively impact bon
T

. 
his form of transit works well in many other cit  (Sydney Australia for one) and the ferrie

Sound. 
ies

IT could be cur en
trans  ride it just to see the 
The river eed ra
environments. 
   
Questions and comments opposing ri
don't take the river as transit 

ost of fuel might make it difficult and the access to the river is limiteI think the c
use alternative methods to ge
feasible in regards to available space, the city owns and it just completed a pa
the location of the dock. 
I have a concern about water quality and noi
Pollution, bank erosion, river not wide enough 
What's the point? And think about all the increased safety measures! Insurance, boater right of way, etc. 
yikes. 
I am not sure how many people will actually take it and my experience in other areas is
very expensive. 
Would probably be similar to a trolley- a tourist curiosity rather than a commuting option 
Most of the property along the Willamette is privately owned, so it would 
speed, cost, transfers 
Limited access and infrequent service. 
It's a joke. Best left for the tourist. You really can afford to put a
property? 
Because of getting people to the boat from the road is logistically complex. Too much money. 
No parki
River/bank erosion 
gasoline dependent 
loud-affects fish and wildlife, staging areas limited to PDX and LO 
Same problem as bus plus river access is an inconvenience, slower travel time, probably more 
expensive fare. 
I do not know if residents will drive to transit park and rides and the feasibility of providing adequate 
parking for the river for river transit. 
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Lower Willamette a superfund site. -Possibility of oil spills? 
If it was done in a way that made it fun -- maybe. 
wake 
I think the boat speed would be too slow.  Park and ride- where?  Would people use it? 

 work or school, sounds like a pastime not transportation. 

evelopment of transit stations is problematic. It sounds in theory but 

savings. 

es, but I don't think they could possibly have the frequency and speed to 

 operated? 

Never heard of taking a boat to
I don't think many people will ride it. 
Finding suitable property for d
implementation would prove difficult. 
slow 
Will not have much connectivity if express; if not express, pretty worthless in terms of time 
Pipe dream 
Access to river makes it a poor choice. 
It is not convenient enough to get people out of their cars. 
Boats are fun for pleasure rid
make them more attractive than the bus. Just doesn't offer better mobility. 
Too few stops. River entry points would be limited. Would have to develop LO and Portland dock areas 
and shuttle transportation to existing transportation networks. 
Would river transit be privately owned or state/city/metro
Not enough volume, costly to riders 
   
RAIL TRANSIT     
How viable do you think rail transit is for the Lake Oswego to Portland corridor? 
Definitely viable 37  

ight be viable 18
25  

10  
24  

ents in support of rail transit 

lready; dedicated route exists 
duces pollution overall; provides multimodal options; intelligent 

 cars and cleaner, better scenery 

s, smoother, easier to read while 

s is comprehensive and service is frequent. 

sportation line in addition to road. 

M  
Not viable 
Don't know/not sure 6  
   
How well do you think rail transit meets the project's Purpose Statement? 
Very well 36  
OK 
Not well 
Don't know/not sure 10  
Comm
Rail and river are my top choices as alts to Hwy 43.  Need P&R or good bus service to terminals and 
stops 
High speed option bypassing traffic 
People like to ride MAX.  Is quick, clean, comfortable 
Infrastructure in place a
Removes vehicle traffic from Hwy 43; re
option; minimizes environmental impacts 
Faster than

Streetcar is accepted by public.  Neighbors are used to rails in place. 
Buses don't sell well in LO/West Linn.  Speed would be better than buse
commuting 
Only if access to stop
Done right it avoids the highway congestion 
Already existing ROW. 
Adds a new tran
Dedicated right of way. Not competing with autos on 43. Can be fast. 
Not competing with cars 
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We have to right of way with the trolley already, let's improve upon that. It would increase property value 

g row, area acceptances, lowest cost per passenger over time. 

g right of 

d really like to see light rail between LO and Portland. 

 
er than the bus. 

centers. 

n't say they didn't know there were 

 moves people more efficiently 
right. 

n hardly accept 
ehicle traffic, despite the continued i x  the area. 

hborhood character more than buses do and it would definitely support economic 
nt, based on its impact in other areas of the PDX metro region. 

 TOD well and would presumable v  faster/ more frequent service than existing 
w to build. BRT might offer more bang for the buck. 

s. It would need to be 
 the commuting time 

t the user’s needs. 
u put the rail in the existing Macadam corridor it would work, you could raise it. 

e time to implement a rail system-- think big e ture with more people commuting to City 

t to downtown PDX 

rtation. Large park and ride facility at rail terminals in LO 
live now and would probably ride rail to work if it were available. 

esidences. If you can dedicate a lane for a bus 
 traffic. 

eviate congestion on Hwy 43.  Concerned about legal 

system 

n has been appreciated, it is 
 widening Macadam in terms of home impacts and the added construction 

do to less dependence on cars. 
Existin
Existing tech, right of way 
Already have tracks in place, safe, fast, pretty quiet. Off the road, minimal exhaust issues. 

ntage of the fantastic opportunity we have wit the existinRail can be fast, quiet and takes adva
way. 
Rapid, quiet, efficient 
I woul
Again this becomes a tourism attraction as well. 
makes sense
Tracks are there.  People like train. Fast
Corridor exists already in public ownership, connects town 
I think it is more pleasant and as result more people would ride it. 
Other rail projects seem to have been viable and popular. 
It should share the corridor with the other modal means and the ROW might not be large enough to 
handle both. 
More acceptable to citizens, infrastructure already there, residents ca
tracks running by their property 
It
As long as it's done 
It would ease traffic congestion on 43. 
Because it will facilitate rapid movement of so many people through a corridor which ca
any more motor v nflu  to
It enhances neig
developme
Rail service supports

us service. But it is costly and slo
 ha e

b
It might relieve congestion on Hwy 43 which is poor during peak commuting time
quiet since it would go through neighborhoods and have minimal stops to ensure
would mee
If yo
Now is th ! Th  fu
Center 
It will help LO people to more easily ge
Would rather have street car on Macadam. Cuts down on car access forcing public to consider public 
transpo
I like riding the trolley in NW where I 
Could be great if run along the road. Least impact on r
you could dedicate a lane for a tram. Still an issue with
Our table was dominated by just a few people (against any use of right of way) who live on the track. I 
think if it was put to a vote it would be an easy yes for the streetcar from LO to Portland. 
We have the line waiting to be used.  It will all
issues related to rail only on the shoreline. 

sly consider the original plan for the RR tracks at John's Landing. PlanYou should seriou  as approved by 
the city in 1973-74 called for the RR to bend out from Willamette Sailing Club to Macadam. The tracks 
were there and have since been removed. 
Questions and comments opposing rail transit 
don't take rail 
Right of ways cost to have a real system, depends on 
I really worry about transit parking 
I think that this will require much greater expense and engineering tha
seemingly no easier than
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required, and will be less used in this neighborhood than a wider 43 would. 
Frequency? How far would it go? The parking facilities would need to be large. Bike paths to West Linn 

to rail bed, trestle and tunnel. 
rea and parks

's the trolley. Don't need anything else. Residential area. 
rime and traffic on our neighborhood streets to get to rail stops. 

ify the expense of this grand project. I 
ence the residents and businesses. 

will always prefer their cars.  Difficulty in getting to trail in LO (left turns are already 
shoreline and fine neighborhoods. 

t unreasonably interfere with 
ably interferes with residential 

 rail line.  
w 

expensive to implement poles and wires, unsightly along a precious 
it for everyone. 

ntial portions of Willamette River Trolley line however, on easement section 
n on Macadam. Rail on Willamette Trolley line impairs river 

yers would have to subsidize 

n 

e maximum traffic and parking related impacts most particularly through the Macadam corridor. 

ential portions, impair and impede river 

sting 

oods. You are trying to squeeze an 1800 solution in 21st 

t. 
Ross and Sellwood Bridges for those who 

st side of the river as a treasure for all.  

and City Hall are need. 
Would take major upgrade 
High impact on residences along the river; need to run rail on road not through residential a
Light rail would need added ROW.  Parking at stops? 
There
Too much noise and c
The LO to PDX would never create the large ridership to just
believe you have the wrong demographic to inconveni
Lake Oswego people 
very busy on State Street).  Further breakdown of scenic 
There is not rail ROW between John's Landing and LO that does no

onresidential property.  The rail ROW through John's Landing unreas
property unless it travels adjacent to Hwy 43 rather than on existing
The corridor width does not accommodate dual rail lines to allow for continuous north-south traffic. Ho
will you run multiple cars in opposite directions when there is only room for one line?? 
Construction a light rail in the Willamette Shore trolley line will block access to the river. 
Not needed 
Fixed rails can't be moved, very 
natural resource (the river) ruins 
Rail is not viable on reside
(i.e. non-public sections) rail could be ru
access destroys river access destroys residential portion. 
Right of way issues. Cost to condemn houses. High cost to build. Tax pa
train. 
Logistics would be really difficult, neighborhoods and homes disrupted. 
Safety problems. Goes through park and homeowners property. Limited commuting possibilities, goes o
to LO. Tunnel and trestle limit track. 
Still doesn't address systemic problem of end to end commute basically requiring or preferring an auto. 
It is too crowded of a corridor to accommodate rail lines without destroying livability. 
Rail transit would be too expensive with the hills and uneven terrain to LO 
High impact on residences if use existing trolley line. 
Will hav
Limited number of trips due to single track 
The current plan unreasonably interferes with residential property 
Too much money with limited options to expand capacity. 
More people could use rapid transit from Oregon City up the east side of the river to downtown. LO 
doesn't have the population to justify the expense/ 
If rail is run on some portions of Trolley Line it will destroy resid
access and access to existing trails, impairs economic development on Macadam, becomes merely a 
commuter train to LO and damages portions of the corridor, it’s not complementary to exi
development. 
It does not consider the impact to neighborh
century idea. 
Huge expense, not enough people in SW PDX will take a train. 
Why a transit system to LO? 
Affects the livability of the John's Landing area. 
Misses the boa
It will destroy our peaceful setting that now exists between the 
live there and those who use the we
Live next to route; concerned about noise, condemnation, privacy, etc. 
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Light rail is a dangerous mode of travel through a populated neighborhood. A silent killer. Number of 

 downtown; having to do bus transfers kills viability.  Oregonians to tight to pay 
erception could sink next project.  Market first-

nsit mall and 

 

re 

ld 
h 

 or foliage would block our river 

apid bus transit is 

ty residential areas, people won't ride it. 

 rail within unacceptable proximity to 
st rider count? It hasn't solved 

g 

 TRAIL     

pedestrians killed by Tri-Met light rail is unacceptable. 
Need to go all the way to
for this.  If ridership does not materialize, negative public p
- create demand than you'll see people buy in. 
I need a stop near Riverdale Road. 
Need for park & rides. 
Only concern with rail I have is the types of low life dirt bags that seem to haunt the tra
gangs riding the light rail. Will they be allowed into LO? 
Biggest concern is will Tri-Met/Metro ensure transit police will be on board to ensure all passengers
safety. 
Concerned about potential for increased crime associated with rail transit entering/passing through our 
neighborhood 
Current trolley line runs through a high value condo housing area in John's Landing on tracks that we
supposed to be removed when our plan was approved by City Council in 1973-74. That promised 
abandoned right of way was supposed to be converted either to a walking trail or bike path. 
noise, streetcar OK, maybe too slow 
Impacts on people whose property it might go through. 

ey, increase schedules, decrease price. Then see if streetcar is viable. Keeping troll
Most commuters come from LO (over the Sellwood Bridge) Stops through the corridor will only slow 
down the rapid travel and highly impact local residential neighborhoods. 
A streetcar adjacent to Macadam and over a new Sellwood Bridge would be a good idea.  But one that 
travels along the current rail line through John's Landing is a ridiculous idea that fails to give due 
consideration though the residential property owners in the area.  Besides very few people in LO wou
use a streetcar.  I can guarantee if the planners who came up with the idea of running a streetcar thoug
John's Landing on the existing rail actually lived in that area, this idea would never have been proposed. 
Noise! The trolley line is virtually feet from my home and "sound" barrier
view. Ok if on Macadam 
Putting unsightly poles and wires along a beautiful natural resources makes as much sense as putting a 
transformer in front of the Multnomah Falls, we must preserve Oregon's beauty. 
Safety 
This project makes absolutely no sense. The demographics and expense do not fit. R
the best solution. 
Unless rail goes on Macadam it runs trough low densi
Barbur makes more sense for rail.  Park and rides are in existence. I would think you would have more 
options for development. 
Placement of the rail transit route is of grave concern.  Running the

 current east-weexisting residential structures is unacceptable.  What is the
the "26 dilemma."  Running LRT through Willamette Park is dangerous and devastating to an existin
park and park users.  How would you handle parking and access along the line? 
This is development pushed by LO, paid for by Portland. LO residents are not public transportation 
candidates. The rail will be a novelty, just like the trolley. 
   
MULTI-USE
Please share any comments about how 
the trail fits with bus rapid transit.   
Compatible 18  
Don't know 1  

5  Incompatible 
   
Please share any comments about how 
the trail fits with river transit.   
Compatible 16  
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Don't know 1  
Incompatible 16  
   
Please share any comments about how 
the trail fits with rail transit.   

19  

 

nts generally supporting trail options 

or. 
cts just to help the construction interests. A bike 

e to 

 Springwater Trail 

ay 
st be built 

 oorly maintained bushes, debris in road, lack 
f bike lane.  Going near the river for a through route for multi-use is fantastic. 

ail should follow the existing trolley right o way. The current greenway trail is 
n kes are not safe to follow the Hwy 43 line. 

er that cou d r bike/walking/running would fit in very well. 
s and currently commute on my bike, tak when it rains. It is currently not an 
e the ROW on you bike. Best investment? y. 

e close to current Willamette Greeway.  Close to the river where possible.  I was told the 
urrent rail ROW can legally only be used for rail, not trail, but someone said that could be changed.  

t be a good idea south of Willamette Park. 
rtla  on their bikes if they felt safe between LO and the 

er is wide enough for a bike lane.  To the 

Compatible 
Don't know 1  
Incompatible 7
   
Comme
My highest priority is to get a multiuse trail to Portland.  We need a safe bike route. 
This comment form makes multi-use trail/bicycle commute look like an afterthought.  Please seriously 
consider adding a good bike commute route between Portland and LO.  It is not as far as prospective 
bike commuters would think. 
Please build the trail first if possible 
We are here tonight in support of a walking-biking path in the corrid
I don't think Metro should not take on unnecessary proje
path and trails could be built for less money. 
I would like to see a bike path and pedestrian walk along the right rail/trolley. Add pedestrian bike lan
RR crossing in LO, could continue biking on the east side. 
Bicycle/walking path is environmentally friendly. 
Think about the bicycles. 
Please put something paved for cyclists so we can avoid 43 & Terwilliger. They're scary and very hard 
work. I would ride to work in SE much more often if such a trail existed. 
Why is the focus on transit options, with the trail as a side thought? The trail is so important, and it’s not 
clear to me that Metro really cares about it. 
We make frequent use of trails on west and east sides of the river and would love to have a safe, scenic 
and flat option all the way to LO 
A trail would be a tremendous asset to both cities.  Just look at the success of the
along the river. 
All bike/ped should follow existing ROW from LO to Willamette Park, then connect with existing 
Willamette Greenw
Along the rail corridor and river must be safe and attractive to bike and ped users.  The trail mu
soon regardless of the trolley/bus decision. 
Bicycles are the wave of the future. If history repeats itself then we will all ride again someday. 
Bike laws to force use of trails when available, laws to force cyclists northbound to L & C onto trail, I have 
had almost 3 head ones in LO in the past year, Radio frequency IDs for bicycles/bike gear helmets, 
cameras on bike/ped trails to ensure security. 
Bike Transit we need safe biking from LO to PDX specifically the Sellwood Bridge. I’m concerned that 
only bus/train/water transit is being planned and not a bike option. 
Bike transit! 43 from LO to PDX is awful for cyclists due to p
o
All the routes for a bike tr
overstressed and should be made pedestrian o
Macadam cannot support a safe bike lane. 
For every option the line along the riv

ly. Bi

ld be use
ing the bus 

 fo
I ride bicycle
option to tak  Bike path onl
I want trail to b
c
Using the current rail ROW for the trail migh
I wonder how many people would ride to Po

idge.  I ride to Oregon City and the Hwy 43 sh
nd

Sellwood Br ould
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folks that worry about a lack of privacy, etc, I say "don't worry!" Many cities larger than Portland support 
 very few problems.   

at NIMBY neighbors will successfully op e the trail. Trails increase property values, are 
e. We must keep our commitment to this 

ROW except stra ht section south of Sellwood Bridge where streetcar 
eet with no problem.  The trail is the prio

 the trail ASAP. I'm driving now and would itch to biking if I had a safe route. I biked to 
vious job, but I’m not a big jock and I need safe place to ride. 

hould be the highest priority option since a trail is compatible with all and is likely to be the lowest cost 

ver to LO.  The old 

 

is convenient the rail line to a multi-use path (if too small to be a rail 
commuting and recreation 

of hwy 43 where there is additional shoulder width. The 

 John's landing to LO at present. A trail is really needed 
sportation link. It’s impossible and unsafe to bike on Macadam Ave. & 43. 

 
her than through the condos.  So if there must be rail, run it 

 give due consideration to the condo owners. 

W would be the way to go for all options.  Siting the trail as close to the river as possible 
ikes off 

s if possible, as close to river as possible 

upport train and path or areas like the trestles where it 
ell as a 

is 
e rail option.  This is a transportation option that could be 

r another ten years. 

way 43 and as safe as 
d 

bike trails with
m worried thI'

s
pos

afe, and give the public opportunities to get healthy exerci
important trail. 
No conflict- bike trail avoid rail 

s

ig
can be on str rity 
Please build  sw
work at my pre
S
part of any program. 
The greenway trail on the west side of the Willamette could be extended along the ri
trolley track is really too much and not well used.  The greenway trail could use the rail ROW. 
The trail could be a safer bicycling alternative to Highway 43 which is dangerous.  Giving commuters a
bike option can help reduce traffic congestion and it would be a fine scenic corridor that would draw 
riders. 
The use that makes the most sense 
and trail) I believe the spring corridor is a great comparison. If provides 
options for people and with the City of LO's park upgrades the path will be close to a continuous link to 
Oregon City along Old River Road and Parts 
other aspect of this corridor is it would allow universal access since the grades are minimal. This would 
allow all the public to take advantage of this corridor. 
There is no viable option to get from downtown to
to complete this major tran
Trails should be accessible to everyone who wants to use them: I can't help but wonder how many 
people will start biking when gas hits $4/gal, $5/gal, $??/gal. 
Use existing ROW for bike/hike trail.  I understand that there is a rail ROW along Macadam (i.e. between
Macadam and the condos along the river rat
along there.  I also understand that Metro's planners propose to use both.  This is an outrageous and 
unnecessary proposal that fails to
Use the current right of way as a ped and bike path like the springwater corridor. 
Using the rail RO
to maximize scenic/natural experience.  Need to rework interchange at Sellwood Bridge.  Keep b
heavily trafficked street
Very important! There is now no safe route for adults or children to bike from LO to Portland along 43. 
In areas of shorter right-of-way that will not s
would be too expensive to build, consider using side streets and parts of Hwy 43 if needed, as w
compromise for the homeowners who are worried about the impact. 
I favor a (fairly) flat bike path connecting the Sellwood Bridge with Lake Oswego.  I understand that th
could be done fairly quickly but is tied up with th
put in place soon and we would not have to endure the numerous negotiations, condemnations and 
court battles that could delay a combined transit and trail system fo
 I would like to make sure my support of a trail between Portland and Lake Oswego is known. I ride that 
route several times a month. Having a trail that was as fast as riding along High
riding up Terwilliger and down through the cemetery, would make my bike commutes more frequent an
make the ride more possible for many of my neighbors. 

I would really enjoy seeing a bike/pedestrian trail along the trolley route.  Even if it was adjacent to a light 
rail track similar to the route along 205 to Vancouver.  This type of trail would be a very nice connection 
to the Springwater & East Side Esplanade.  
We support a bicycle/pedestrian addition to the rail 
   
Comments with questions about trail options or other ideas 
Run the trail through the Tryon Creek area. Why does it have to be the shortest trip from A to B? 
Probably need some major new parking structures in LO 
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Who would monitor trails at night? Currently tracks are not monitored and transients are often found 
walking tracks. 
Public lavatories, Powers marine, validate existing laws, use case studies, make and test new laws, 
ensure security north south of elk rock tunnel, system response from police, do not build until laws 
validated and test, how to prevent/deter/respond to stop and rob, home invasions, nefarious actions, 

agnet for the homeless, safety concerns for 
human excrement clean up, like springwater corridor 
Who would monitor trails at night? This might be a huge m
residents. 
   
NO BUILD OPTION     
Support no build option 9  
Oppose no build option/need to do 
something 31  
   
OTHER COMMENTS     
I appreciate the opportunity to comment. 
Who conducted the studies? I wasn’t copies of the studies. What is the purpose of this project? Boring 
speaker, not very interactive.  
Two of my coworkers live near me. One takes the bus now but would really like better service. The other 
drives now but would take transit if it were faster and more frequent during the day. I think they any of 
these options would really improve regional transit, contribute to air quality, improve my life personally, 
help the environment and generally be a very good use of my tax dollars. Please have plastic recycling 
at your next event. All those water bottles in the trash, come on you're metro! 
I am extremely cynical that the only other option being considered other than rail. Most of my concern 
was over a comment made by a representative that PDX cit owns the current easement and trolley line, 
before residences were built so it is too bad for the residents. 
John's Landing condo owners are represented by an association that never meets and has never sought 
condo owner input. You need input from the people with rail in our front yards. It looks like Metro has 
rounded up the usual suspects to product the results it wants regardless of the merits think outside the 

 

ould they be? 

lle, perhaps partly a rational reaction to Hwy 43 congestion 

oo few options! I think the problem needs to be tackled by a bigger scope than what was offered tonight 
 a bigger vision that includes more 

o use 

Riverdale-Dunthorpe community and have as 

(rail) box! 
I enjoyed the presentation on May 30th and feel that we have many great people to get the ball rolling 
faster.  I hate studies that end in zip then we just have to start over.  The traffic problem will not get better
unless they start rationing gas or proceed. 
I would like to learn more about this process.  I may be interested in serving on a committee. 
Public opinion would be better with rough cost estimates- construction plus operating.  Rapid bus 
through to West Linn or rail including run to Boones Ferry with Park and Ride there 
If LO wants rapid rail transit between LO and Portland, then extend Milwaukie LRT across the river to 
LO.  That makes sense.  Then it can extend down to West Linn. 
Any rail should connect with Tigard or Tualatin west commuter train. All the SDC funds will go to the 
foothills for years while the rest of LO rots. Keep SDC funds in the area they are generated it. 
Think more holistically. Include West Linn into the task group making recommendations. Alignments do 
not go far enough. 
The possibility of making Hwy 43 a 2 lane all the way to PDX in the morning, and a 2 way on the way 
back in the afternoon. The corridor does not sop in LO - did you consider West Linn to Oregon City. How 
many stations will there be for the streetcar and where w
It will take a wide scale change over the region in buses etc. to serve most commuters. Transit not so 
heavily weighted for CBD employment which is the minority present arrangement. Most LO commuters 
area headed to Beaverton/Hillsboro/Wilsonvi
as well as personal choices. 
T
and from many angles.  I think you must include other options and
ways to tackle congestion.  Just because you have the ROW does not mean that it makes sense t
it. 
My concern is that whatever is done be an amenity to the 
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few negative impacts as possible. I would particularly like to see safer pedestrian and bicycle 
connections. Please understand that the school is the focal point of our community and that Hwy 43 cuts 

is 
need to scrap Metro and start over. / The project 

nd and her cronies in Downtown Lake Oswego and the foothills. The last time I checked LO 
as NOT the center of the universe. 

ulation in the corridor to support this project? 
y the comment that I heard a e eeting (negative) that using the river was 

d to deal with the agen es that control what requirements they have.  
itely require dealin i  public agencies just because there may be 

on't throw in the towel before you start. 
ery little assessment has been presented on the houses that would be condemned to make rail 

is property to good use. 

tland since 1959 to work, changes are here but I have not seen roads 

 

our community in half and makes it dangerous for our children to fully enjoy their neighborhood. 
Ways to keep neighborhood streets from becoming park & ride. 
The unabashed arrogance of Metro and Lake Oswego officials is highly offensive and deplorable. If th
is how Metro defines representation it is clear that we 
itself is myopic and narrowly defined in scope. It is nothing more than a vanity project for Mayor 
Hammersta
w
Is there really enough pop

bRiver- Don't be stopped t th  m
ci"another ballgame" because you ha

Any change in the present will defin
new ones, d

g w th

V
possible. 
It would be very disappointing to not put th
Been a long time coming, but glad the project is underway! 
After driving West Linn/LO/Por
widened to accommodate traffic flow. Sometimes we need to buy out land along the way to 
accommodate the future and current needs. 
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Lake Oswego to Portland Transit and Trail Study 
Small group meeting summary 

 
October 2006 

 
Introduction 
Between September 23 and October 24, Metro hosted twelve small group meetings to share 
information about the Lake Oswego to Portland Transit and Trail Study and to gather input 
about the refinement of bus, streetcar and trail options.  Eleven of the meetings were 
targeted at residents and property owners in specific geographic areas located near the 
Willamette Shoreline Right-of-Way or Highway 43/Macadam Avenue.  One meeting was 
targeted at people interested in the design of a trail alternative.  In total, 122 people attended 
these small group meetings. 
 
Date Area/Focus Location Attendance 
9/23/06 John’s Landing Tour 9 
9/26/06 John’s Landing RiverForum Building 10 
9/28/06 John’s Landing Ankrom Moisan Architects 6 
10/3/06 Trail interests Adult Community Center 67 
10/4/06 Riverside Drive Lewis and Clark 5 
10/5/06 Riverwood Road Lewis and Clark 3 
10/9/06 Elk Rock Adult Community Center 2 
10/11/06 Riverwood/Military roads Private residence 8 
10/12/06 Fielding Road Adult Community Center 1 
10/17/06 Foothills businesses/property 

owners 
Church of Christ 3 

10/18/06 Oswego Point Condominiums 
and Foothills residents 

Oswego Point Community 
Room 

5 

10/24/06 Lake Oswego residents Adult Community Center 3 
   
Meetings in each geographic area of the corridor (John’s Landing, unincorporated areas, 
Lake Oswego) were slightly different, but were followed a similar agenda: 
• Welcome and introductions 
• Identify questions to be answered during meeting 
• Short presentation about study and description of alternatives 
• Discussion of bus, streetcar and trail options in area 
• Response to questions identified 
• Open discussion 
 
John’s Landing meetings 
Meetings in John’s Landing were well attended.  Key discussion points were streetcar on the 
right-of-way or on Macadam Avenue and the trail.   
• Owners of condominiums along the right-of-way expressed concern about the streetcar 

option.  Concerns regarding safety for children and pets in the area and obstruction of 
views by catenaries or fences were expressed by many participants.  

• Many participants reported that bus service was good today and could attract more riders 
with better frequency, signal priority and express service. 
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• Many participants said that streetcar on Macadam would be good for the neighborhood 
and would support area businesses.  Participants were split on whether streetcar would 
improve the streetscape in the Macadam Avenue corridor. 

• Most participants were supportive of trail development on the right-of-way and said that 
splitting fast and slow or bike and pedestrian traffic between the existing greenway trail 
and a new trail on the right-of-way was a good idea.   

 
Trail interest group meeting 
Sixty-seven people signed in at the meeting focused on refining trail alternatives.  Many 
attendees were advocates for a trail on the right-of-way or trails in general; other attendees 
were property owners along the right-of-way with concerns about the legality or impacts of a 
trail option.   
 
Many people said that having a mostly flat, safe and quick bike route between Portland and 
Lake Oswego would enable many more people to bike commute than do today.  They said 
that there were not good routes for biking between Portland and Lake Oswego today.  
When asked about the tunnel and trestle, many people thought that it was a problem that 
could be solved though they acknowledged that it would be challenging. 
 
Other attendees raised questions about whether it was legal to use the right-of-way for a trail.  
They also expressed concern about safety and security issues related to a trail on the right-of-
way.   
 
Unincorporated area meetings  
Participation at the five meetings held in unincorporated Clackamas and Multnomah 
counties varied a great deal with as many as eight people and as few as one person attending 
meetings.  Discussion focused on options that would use the right-of-way with limited 
discussion of bus service on Highway 43.  
 
Concerns about streetcar included: 
• ridership – few people would ride streetcar in this neighborhood 
• noise and vibration impacts 
• invasive – people would be able to see inside houses and yards 
• increased crime and increased presence of “strangers” in the area 
• decreased property values 
• visual impact of catenaries and any walls or fences that would be built as mitigation 
• parking in neighborhood  
• safety of children and pets in neighborhood 
 
Several residents noted that a streetcar would improve connectivity between the isolated 
neighborhoods in Riverdale and Lake Oswego and Portland.  People generally said that bus 
service operated well today. 
 
Some residents raised legal concerns about the construction of a trail on the right-of-way.  
Some said that a trail could be an asset in the area providing better connectivity to Lake 
Oswego and Portland.  Some people expressed concern about non-residents “passing 
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through” the area and about the proximity of the trail to homes.  In many cases, concerns 
about the trail – crime, safety, visual impacts – were similar to concerns about streetcar. 
 
Lake Oswego meetings 
Meetings in Lake Oswego focused on identifying potential locations for a park-and-ride and 
transit center for any transit option.  Trail options were also discussed.   
 
Most participants said bus service was fine during the day, but that it could be improved by 
extending service later on weekend evenings.   
 
Foothills residents expressed concern about locating a transit center and park-and-ride in the 
Foothills area because of limited access into the neighborhood.  Many residents did note that 
a streetcar stop should be located in Foothills.  Many participants said that a transit center 
should be located near the center of downtown Lake Oswego – maybe near State Street and 
Avenue A.   
 
Many participants suggested extending streetcar service south to Oregon City and West Linn 
or across the railroad bridge to Milwaukie.  Some participants said that a park-and-ride 
should be located south of Lake Oswego at Marylhurst or George Rogers Park.  Many 
people noted that, if a park-and-ride was located in Lake Oswego, it should be integrated 
into development at the Albertsons site, in the Foothills area or near Lakeview Village.   
When asked about the trail options, most participants thought that a trail option was a good 
idea.  Many said that pedestrian access across Highway 43 from Foothills to downtown Lake 
Oswego needed to be improved.  
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M         E         M         O         R         A         N         D         U         M 
 

600 NORTHEAST GRAND AVENUE PORTLAND, OREGON 97232 2736 
TEL 503 797 1756 FAX 503 797 1930 

 
 
 

DATE:  April 10, 2007 
TO: LOPAC 
FROM: Karen Withrow 
SUBJECT: Bus survey results 
 
************************************************************************************* 
 
Context 
 
 The survey was developed by Metro in partnership with TriMet’s Marketing Information Department.  

 
 The same company that does all TriMet rider surveys fielded the survey with riders on line 35 on 

January 23-25, 2007. The survey was provided in English and Spanish versions. 
 
 A business-card-size information card was given to riders who wanted more information about the 

project.  
 
 Results were collected and provided to TriMet and Metro by a data collection firm. 

 
Summary of survey data 
 
 A total of 699 surveys were completed. The survey was conducted between Macadam and Boundary 

south to Lake Oswego and included a 75% sample of weekday trips. 
 
 Twenty percent of current line 35 bus riders were aware of the Portland to Lake Oswego Transit and 

Trail Alternatives Analysis project. Almost ten percent were unsure whether they had heard of the 
project. 

 
 Most respondents (58%) were frequent riders making 30 or more trips per month or semi-frequent 

riders (25%) making 13 to 29 trips per month. Occasional riders taking 7 to12 trips per month (8%), 
infrequent riders taking 2 to 6 trips per month (7%) and non-riders taking 1 trip or less per month 
(2%) make up the remainder.  

 
 Occasional riders make the most transfers (54%). 

 
 Just under (46%) of the riders transfer to make a one-way trip to their destination. Of those who 

transfer, 77% make one transfer and 20% make two transfers. 
 
 Of those who transfer, most go to MAX, line 33 (McLoughlin/Freemont) and line 78 

(Beaverton/Lake Oswego).  
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 For those respondents going inbound toward Portland, 40% start their trip in Lake Oswego, 31% 

start in West Linn, and 21% start in Oregon City. Of those going outbound toward Oregon City, 70% 
start in downtown Portland, 12% in Lake Oswego, and 10% in West Linn.  

 
 Of those going inbound, 76% are destined for downtown Portland, 12% are going to Lake Oswego 

and 6% are going to West Linn. Of those going outbound, 45% are destined for Lake Oswego, 26% 
are going to Oregon City, and 22% are going to West Linn. 

 
 The remaining 6-8% of inbound and outbound trips start or end along Riverside Drive (Hwy 43), in 

John’s Landing, in South Waterfront or they continue on Line 35 to Greely.  
 
 Riders rated service items very much like riders who take TriMet’s annual rider survey.   

 
o Frequency of service: very important to 76% 
o Few transfers: very important to 49% 
o Short trip: very important to 29% 
o Park and ride available: very important to 21% 
o Shelter available: very important to 31% 
o Type or quality of vehicle: very important to 20% 

 
 Three respondents completed the survey in Spanish. 

 
Summary of survey comments 
 
 General comments 

 
o Bus should run more frequently and longer in the evening. It should coordinate better with 

other bus service. 
o Bus service needs to be on schedule and more reliable. 
o Transit center should be at State Street with a shuttle from Safeway and more parking. 
o Transit center at Foothills and/or forced transfer would make it hard for some to ride. 
o Rail service makes sense and should happen quickly. 
o Improved bike and pedestrian facilities would be wonderful. 

 
 Comments on Q6*: many requested more frequent service on line 35 and shuttle 154 as well as 

improved connections and more park and ride and shelter facilities. One wanted to rate safety and 
fares, one thought the ride was too expensive and two specifically requested light rail. 
(*Q#6: Rate the importance of the following items with deciding to ride TriMet: frequent service, low 
number of transfers, short length of trip, park and ride available, shelter available, type or quality of 
vehicle.) 

 
 Comment on Q8*: a rider who was aware of the transit study strongly supports use of the Willamette 

Shoreline right of way for mass transit. 
(*Q#8: Have you heard of the Lake Oswego to Portland Transit and Trail Alternatives Analysis 
before today?) 
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Open House Comment Summary 
Lake Oswego to Portland Transit and Trail Study 
June 27 & 28, 2007 
 
 
Metro held two open houses on June 27 and 28. The open houses provided the public with an 
opportunity to receive up-to-date information on the project and to review alternatives for 
improving transportation in the Highway 43 corridor. 
 
Attendees were asked to consider their preferences for each alternative or combination of 
alternatives and to use a feedback form to indicate which options should be studied further. 
 
Two letters and 122 comment forms were collected: 90 on June 27, and 32 on June 28. One 
additional question was added to the comment form for the June 28 open house, and one 
question was expanded to include an additional answer option. These questions have been 
tabulated separately and noted. 
 
Because several questions encouraged respondents to include multiple answers, the 
percentage totals will not necessarily add to 100%. 
 
The open house format encouraged people to review information, ask questions and provide 
feedback. After signing in, participants were invited to watch a pre-recorded power point 
presentation that provided a project overview and a description of the open house format and 
means for participation. Participants were asked to complete a feedback form before leaving.  
 
About 25 informational boards described the Purpose and Need Statement for the project, the 
wide range of alternatives discussed, the narrower range that was evaluated in detail, the 
evaluation results and next steps in the process, including public involvement opportunities. 
Concepts designs and operating framework for the most promising alternatives were shared 
along with evaluation results for BRT, streetcar and No-build options and the associated trail 
concepts.  
 
Evaluation results included measures such as ridership, travel time, economic development 
potential, capital costs and operations and maintenance costs. A visual simulation offered 
participants the ability to envision what Bus Rapid Transit (BRT), streetcar and a trail could look 
like at various points along the corridor. In addition, redevelopment concept drawings were 
provided in John’s Landing and Lake Oswego where studies show the greatest development 
and redevelopment potential exists if a streetcar is built.   
 
Throughout the evening, staff from Metro, TriMet, City of Portland, City of Lake Oswego and the 
Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT) engaged with participants, providing information 
and answering questions. Staff offered written materials, encouraged completion of feedback 
forms and connected participants with Project Advisory Committee (LOPAC) members who 
were present to hear from and talk with citizens in preparation for their upcoming 
recommendation to the project Steering Committee about what alternatives should advance for 
further study. 

Lake Oswego to Portland 6/27-28/2007 
Transit and Trail Study  

1
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On average, how often do you travel through the project area? 
 

Once a w eek, 
25%

A few  times a 
month, 14%

Less than 
once a month, 

6%

Everyday or 
most days, 

57%

More than half of respondents 
indicated that they traveled through 
the corridor every day, and over 
80% of respondents said that they 
traveled through the corridor once 
a week. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
How do you usually travel through the project area? 
 

107

33

22

17

2

1

0 20 40 60 80 100 120

Personal car or truck

Bus

Bicycle

On foot

Commercial vehicle

OtherWhile almost 90% of respondents 
report using a personal car or truck 
to travel through the project area, 
substantial subgroups indicated that 
they also use the bus (28%), bicycle 
(18%), and/or walk (14%). 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Why do you usually travel through the project area? 
 

82

47

37

33

29

7

0 20 40 60 80 100

Shopping or errands

Attend special events

Commute to w ork

Business related travel

Other

Get to schoolRespondents described their 
reason for travel as largely based 
on shopping, errands, and 
attending specific events. A 
minority, roughly 1/3 of 
respondents, use the corridor for 
business or as part of a daily 
commute. 
 
Other popular reasons included 
recreation, exercise, and church. 
 
 
What do you like about the BRT alternative? What concerns you about it? 
 
Respondents were predominantly attracted to BRT because of its lower initial costs and a 
perception that it would pose fewer impacts to existing neighborhoods and Highway 43. BRT 
was also favored because of the perception that using BRT along Macadam would free up the 
Willamette Shoreline right of way for the development of a superior regional walking and biking 
trail. 
 

Lake Oswego to Portland 6/27-28/2007 
Transit and Trail Study  

2
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Participants perceived BRT as a proven technology, and a more flexible option than streetcar. 
Respondents felt that it could be easily integrated into the existing system and adapted to fit 
future needs when and if ridership trends change.  
 
Several respondents felt that BRT would be generally superior to the current bus service, 
providing faster service, higher capacity, and amenities that would benefit the entire transit 
system.  
 
Respondents expressed the most concern that BRT would fail to adequately address traffic and 
congestion issues. Some people felt that that BRT would cause congestion to increase and 
others noted that busses would still be subject to traffic problems regardless of special 
treatments. There were also several concerns that adding BRT would not suffice as a long term 
solution. Some felt that BRT would not address existing transit system deficiencies and may 
lead to a reduction in other local transit services. 
 
While respondents liked BRT’s lower initial costs, they were also wary of the higher cost of 
operations and maintenance.  
 
Respondents were skeptical that BRT will serve to attract adequate ridership and felt that it 
would not be a suitably enticing transportation alternative. BRT was also perceived as being a 
slower option than Streetcar. 
 
Several respondents perceived that BRT would pose greater environmental impacts, including 
pollution, noise, and damage to roads. Some respondents were also concerned that BRT would 
lead to increased traffic danger and would have implications for station safety and crime. 
 
What do you like about the streetcar alternative? What concerns you about it? 
 
Participants were impressed with the streetcar’s ability to lessen air pollution and minimize 
environmental impacts associated with auto-dependent transportation options. Respondents 
also liked the clean and modern design of the streetcar, as well as the smooth ride and scenic 
views that it provided. It was also noted that the romantic allure of the streetcar system could 
help to promote the region’s tourism economy while simultaneously improving development 
opportunities along Macadam Avenue and in Lake Oswego. 
 
Respondents expressed excitement about the streetcar’s compatibility with regional 
transportation plans and were interested in an increased emphasis on multi-modal (i.e:  bike 
lanes next to streetcar rails) forms of public transportation. 
 
Respondents felt that the streetcar would provide a safer and more reliable alternative to 
conventional bus and could help increase suburban ridership. Respondents felt that the 
streetcar could help to reduce traffic on Highway 43 while providing a fast and comfortable 
commute into downtown. 
 
A significant number of participants opposed the streetcar system primarily because of the 
potential impacts to neighborhoods and the capital costs associated with its development. 
Residents who live in and around the project area expressed concern with noise and 
construction impacts. Many residents felt that a streetcar would negatively impact property 
values, ruin the view for many riverfront condo owners, and adversely affect parking lots along 
the streetcar alignment. 
 

Lake Oswego to Portland 6/27-28/2007 
Transit and Trail Study  
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A number of participants asked or a more cost effective transportation solution instead of a 
regional streetcar system. Many asked for more bike and pedestrian trails, trolleys, and trains in 
stead of a streetcar. Several residents noted that a streetcar was often incompatible with these 
other modes and that the city should place a greater emphasis upon bike and pedestrian 
projects. Others felt the city should pursue more pressing capital projects such as sewer repair. 
 
Many participants were concerned about the capacity of a single track system and questioned 
whether the tunnel would be able to accommodate additional streetcar tracks. Several 
respondents felt that the streetcar was unsafe, slow, costly, and inefficient. 
 
Which streetcar design option do you prefer through John's Landing? 
 

31%

69%

Operate streetcar on
Macadam Avenue
though this w ill slow
streetcar travel times
and have some traff ic
impacts

Operate streetcar on
the Willamette Shoreline
right of w ay w here it
may pass closer to
homes and further from
businesses

At the June 27 open house, when 
given the two options above, 
respondents selected the 
Willamette Shoreline option by a 
2:1 margin.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

55%

7%

38%

Operate streetcar on Macadam
Avenue though this w ill slow
streetcar travel times and have
some traff ic impacts

Operate streetcar on the
Willamette Shoreline right of w ay
w here it may pass closer to
homes and further from
businesses

Operate streetcar on a
combination of the Willamette
Shoreline right of w ay and
Southw est Macadam Avenue

In contrast to the June 27, open 
house, respondents at the June 28, 
open house overwhelmingly 
favored using Macadam or both 
Macadam and the Willamette 
Shoreline. Only 7% of respondents 
from the second open house 
favored operating the streetcar on 
the Willamette Shoreline right of 
way. 
 

Lake Oswego to Portland 6/27-28/2007 
Transit and Trail Study  

4

242 Lake Oswego to Portland Transit and Trail Study Alternatives Analysis Public Comment Report, September 2007



Which location do you prefer for a streetcar terminus and park and ride location in Lake 
Oswego? 
 

Albertson's, 
40%

Trolley barn, 
24%

Other, 22%

Safew ay, 27%

Several respondents indicated that 
they did not care about the park 
and ride location, while several s
that they didn’t care for the choic
offered. (Most did not offer 
alternatives.) Other suggestions 
included stops at: the Foothills, 
south of George Rogers park, West 
Linn, Lakeridge High Area, and 
Cook Station.  

aid 
es 

eceived 
d 

 
 
Which alternative or combination of alternatives do you think should be advanced for 
further study? 
 

Streetcar, 41%
Neither, 7%

Both BRT and 
streetcar, 27%

Bus Rapid 
Transit (BRT), 

30%

While the streetcar alternative 
received the most support overall, 
the three build alternatives r
nearly equal support at the secon
open house. 

 
Which trail option do you think is the most viable candidate for further study?* 
 

Other

New  trail 
segments in 
the John's 

Landing and 
Lake Osw ego 
Areas that rely 
on local street 
and transit (i.e. 

bike on 
streetcar) to 

A trail on a 
combination of 
the Willamette 
Shoreline right 
of w ay and 
local streets 

(w ith streetcar 
on the 

Willamette 
Shoreline right 

A trail on the 
Willamette 

Shoreline right 
of w ay only 
(w ith BRT on 
Highw ay 43)

The “other” responses heavily 
favored some form of trail, but most 
suggested improving the existing 
trail and avoiding the Willamette 
Shoreline right of way. Two 
respondents requested that 
bicyclists be separated from 
pedestrians, and there were two 
requests for preserving the 
excursion trolley. 
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Is there anything else that you would like the project team to consider? 
 
These comments and suggestions were broken down by category. Those comments marked 
with asterisks (*) are those that came up more than once: 
 
Trail 
!" Consider the trail as an integral part of 

the plan ******** 
!" Willamette Shore track should be 

converted to a bike path ** 
!" Separate pedestrians from bicycles ** 
!" Build just a bike path * 
!" Don’t let streetcar preclude the path 
!" Require foot and bike traffic to board 

the streetcar to transit the difficult 
"segment 1" portion 

!" The corridor is too narrow for bikes 
and trails 

 
Streetcar 
!" Keep trolley service * 
!" Rail doesn’t belong in mixed traffic  
!" Extend streetcar to Kruse Way 
!" Consider whether streetcar is for 

encouraging development or traffic 
reduction 

!" Avoid single track if possible 
!" Include increased walking and transfer 

times when estimating travel time 
!" Consider streetcar security – use 

trained operators 
 
BRT 
!" Run BRT only during rush hour 

 
Stops 
!" Protect neighborhoods from park and 

ride related traffic/impacts ** 
!" Add a stop at Avalon and the Who-

Song Restaurant site 
!" Limit stops in John's Landing 
!" There are safety issues associated 

with Briarwood Station 
!" Consider station security 

 

Alternative Solutions 
!" Improve existing services *** 
!" Reconsider Willamette River options ** 
!" Reconsider reversed lanes options * 
!" Reconsider bus service on Terwilliger  
!" Promote carpooling as another option 
!" Create a new lane 

 
Other Considerations 
!" Consider an east bank option with a 

crossing to Lake Oswego ***** 
!" Use streetcar to the Sellwood Bridge, 

then BRT to Lake Oswego * 
!" Keep technological growth in mind * 
!" Consider I-5 the dominant north/south 

corridor * 
!" Approach the project from a 

completely integrated regional plan * 
!" Keep the public informed/continue to 

gather input * 
!" Consider privacy and the proximity of 

right of way to condos and homes * 
!" Consider drainage issues on Fielding 

Road 
!" Create economic development in 

downtown Lake Oswego 
!" Do not decide until the new 

[Sellwood?] bridge is built 
!" Preserve space along the Willamette 

for recreation and parks related 
activities 

!" Consider effects on businesses 
!" Consider long term use of heavy rail 
!" Set fiscal priorities against other 

projects
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How did you hear about this open house? 
 

70

29

27

20

18

16

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80

Postcard from Metro

New spaper

Neighborhood new sletter

Email

Other

Word of mouthThough a majority of attendees 
learned about the open houses via 
a postcard from Metro, some 
indicated they heard about the 
open houses at LOPAC meetings, 
neighborhood meetings, and 
through the Boy Scouts. 
 
 

 
Do you have any comments about the format of tonight's open house? Is there anything 
we could do differently in the future? 
 
Comments regarding format were generally favorable with numerous commendations to the 
helpful staff, informative materials, good location, and publicity. One commenter encouraged 
more such open houses in the future. 
 
Respondents made several suggestions regarding format. There were several requests for a 
more formal discussion and a public Q & A session, with one commenter asking for 
opportunities to hear directly from the public. Respondents suggested involving more members 
of the media, city officials and youth. One comment suggested making the handout materials 
available at the beginning instead of at the end. 
 
One comment encouraged more care in the use of acronyms and abbreviations. A respondent 
from the first open house noted that the PowerPoint presentation was too quiet, and another 
asked for the ability to pause the video presentation.  
 
One respondent suggested that it would be useful to gauge the willingness of the public to pay 
for specific projects, while another suggested addressing the issue of access for the elderly and 
handicapped. One person requested the ability to provide input online 
 
A minority of comments indicated that the format hard to follow and that the displays looked 
rushed. Three indicated that they felt the outcome of the open house seemed predetermined. 
One commenter felt that the information was not being presented fairly and another felt that the 
overall goal of the project was unclear. 
 
One respondent felt that the second open house was in a bad location. There were two 
requests for more food. 
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Appendix – Full comments 
 
Why do you usually travel through the project area? 
 
“Other” responses: 

!" Exercise 
!" MAC Club 
!" Post office 
!" Work out walking and jogging on 

existing path 
!" Go to church and meetings 
!" Church-West Linn 
!" Recreation 
!" Recreation 
!" Whatever-medical (OHS), work 

errands 
!" Airport 
!" Tennis and golf 
!" Traffic alternative 
!" Church every Sunday 
!" Bicycle to appointments 

!" Sight seeing 
!" Visit friends, relatives 
!" Dr's appointment 
!" Live there 
!" Family visits 
!" Fun 
!" Sellwood, SE Portland 
!" Recreation 
!" Social 
!" To get to NW, NE, N 
!" Live in area 
!" Recreation 
!" Exercise 
!" Exercise 
!" Recreation 

 
What do you like about the BRT alternative? What concerns you about it? 
 
!"Concern= ridership is presently pretty low 
!"See #10 
!"Less expensive to implement, less impact on Hwy 43, any used to buses, shorter commute than 

existing, longer commute than streetcar, higher environmental impact 
!"Convenient alternative transportation to travel project areas, save $ on gas and parking time. 
!"Add a few buses, forget the transit, the transit will increase crime 
!" I like that the trail might use the rail alignment. I don’t like the higher operating costs and being stuck 

in traffic. 
!" It would solve some of the congestion problems on Hwy 43, especially during rush hours. 
!"Express option to downtown move cars off the road 
!" I think it is not needed i use the PDX trail around the city on bike all the time! 
!"Good bus alternative approach-fast and efficient, direct 
!"May release congestion. It is a beautiful trip, will be enjoyed. More rapid than street car. May improve 

walking and bicycle riding access. 
!"Less impact on our neighborhood, less initial cost. more flexible, noisy buses, high over head-low 

ridership 
!"Less impact on neighborhood, cost more, flexible, noisy traffic 
!"Access from the current bus routes-would shuttle service operate? 
!"Cheap to build 
!"Not a sufficient improvement over existing, not matter what is done, traffic inevitable will interfere. 

Relies on oil based product, air pollution, etc. 
!" I don’t see how it benefits the people (citizens) in LO except the town gets further crowded 
!"Cost concern that congestion on 43 will make ridership very low. 
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!" It would seem to be the best alternative with little impact on existing residential areas. There is 
already a path existing which reaches to near the Sellwood Bridge. The only path needed would be 
from the bridge to Lake Oswego. Improve the existing path not a new one!! 

!"BRT-less cost, less disruption to citizen home owners 
!"BRT includes upgrades in amenities and scheduling and enhances the systems which would 

encourage those who don’t have to ride the bus to give it a chance. Transferring to other modes is 
eliminated from beginning to end (which is not yet a science) an a real time consumer, #35 now 
connects very smoothly with all long distance modes (airport, trail and bus) don’t forget W.L in your 
planning since you are using our numbers as justification 

!"Lower capital costs, better for neighborhoods 
!" It would expand, is it feasible. Current system with faster service. 
!" Inexpensive alternative but do people want to ride the bus? 
!"The effect on the Fielding Road neighborhood is not as severe 
!"Less cost to build and maintain. concern about increasing traffic congestion 
!"Likes: lower cost, keeps vehicle out of residential neighborhoods. Dislikes: would still have 

congestion. 
!"Bus route because it can operate on existing roads with less costly charges 
!"This is not viable without trail option. damage to road by buses. Must use Terwilliger for bike safety 
!"Low initial cost and construction, but it ends up costing a lot to operate and may not solve the 

problem. 
!"More of the same 
!" I am 100% in favor of the streetcar project. We need a trail with the streetcar and a ped/bike bridge 

over the Willamette at the current railroad bridge so we can connect to the great trail system on the 
east side. I think it would aid our transportation to Portland, bring new housing density to Lower 
Foothills which would be great support for our Fielding retail district-we want the streetcar!! The bus is 
not a good option. 

!"Meeting 5 or 6 will significantly reduce traffic on Hwy 43 
!"Can't see that it would be any faster than Bus #35 
!"What concerns me is that the last 25 years i also was involved such as this one: what they thought for 

today is quite not working no matter what calculations were done. what predicts that 25 years from 
now these decisions will be the answers for then, then the technology keep evolving drastically as we 
speak! 

!"Stuck with cars in traffic 
!"Concerns: limited by the same traffic jams as cars even with the Queuing lanes at lights 
!" I take the bus when going to the airport. It's a long haul 
!" I much prefer the streetcar- I ma much more likely to ride it then the bus. 
!"Little capital invest 
!"Concern is that BRT replacing current local service will leave all the people who work at the homes in 

Dunthorpe with fewer stops. The queue jump lanes don’t seem very helpful. 
!"Station safety, creation of more congestion, real for public to subsidize costs. 
!"At first i thought this was the answer but have changes my mind. Concerns: wont solve the problem 
!"BRT does not solve any underlying issues. At most it would purchase a few years but i doubt it is 

attractive enough transit option to induce people to forego their cars. 
!"Best option, other than no build which is the best 
!" I work in Tualatin and go thru the LO traffic jam from 43 2 times per day. The jam is here in LO not on 

43.  Please require CNG buses only! I live near the route and diesel fumes are known to greatly 
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increase cancer rates. Biodiesel, clean diesel, hybrid diesel, not matter, still particulate issue! Please 
see So Cal study, only CNG please! 

!"Seems most practical and cost effective 
!"Neither 5 or 6 it will not ease traffic on 43. 
!"Buses are limited by traffic volume. Even enhanced signaling will only provide minimum benefits. For 

whatever reason, most people dislike bus travel. 
!" I like the idea of more frequent buses with special rights over the rest of traffic, but think these should 

be regular buses also that make more stops. Many of us older people who don’t drive use the bus for 
local stops within Lake Oswego 

!"Concerns: It won’t work once Stafford Basin is built out and even more auto traffic squeezes onto 43. 
Plus LO will densify faster than you're predicting-land values demand it. More costly in long run as oil 
prices increase. Slower than streetcar. Like: Leaves WSR corridor open for bike path, including 
tunnel. 

!"Doesn’t affect my property but moves more people than currently. Really I have no concerns with this 
alternative. 

!" If you can prove increased ridership as a result of the BRT alternative I am for it. But it is my opinion 
people living in Lake Oswego and working in PDX wont use public transportation 

!" I like the better access from my dwelling. Increased versatility as future needs change. Far less 
disruptive to existing neighborhoods. Far less costly than streetcar. 

!"Lower cost, less impact on shoreline and adjacent land owners 
!"Like: lower cost, frees up Willamette Shore ROW for trail. Dislike: more bus traffic congests 43. 
!"The route duplicates other/Tri Met service on Macadam/Route 43 while no service is provided along 

Terwilliger to Lewis and Clark college, the largest community centers and employers between Lake 
Oswego and Portland 

!"Not much. I don’t think it would solve congestion problems or provide an attractive alternative to 
automobile travel. However I don’t think that an either or should be necessary. We will probably 
eventually need both. 

!"Build on good existing system-proven 
!" I have nothing against bus, but in this case there are disadvantages: sharing a two lane road (43) with 

automobiles, travel time is 6 mins slower than auto, roadway (non dedicated) travel, invites 
pedestrian/auto accidents. Overall travel time is compromised, I would not chose this option. 

!"Serves the most people including West Linn and Oregon City. Allows use of track for trail 
!"Don’t like BRT. It doesn’t seem like much of an improvement over existing bus travel. BRT is still 

subject to traffic accidents and bottlenecks. High pollution in heavy traffic. 
!"Makes sense, won’t be selected (concern) 
!"There would still be heavy traffic problem in rush hour, particularly evening express buses would be 

faster than present 
!"Buses still prone to get stuck in regular traffic. Like Lower cost to build. 
!"Cost, ability of future technologies and fuel alternatives to come into play 
!" I rode the bus Portland to Lake Oswego for 24 years on a 5 day per week basis. Time from market st 

to LO 25 mins to 2 hours depending on traffic, bus slowed by sheer number of cars especially 
between Sellwood Bridge and Lake Oswego. It is not feasible to significantly reduce bus transit time 
below what can be achieved now. 

!" I like that it would lower the cost off the ROW trail. It will have significantly lower ridership and longer 
transit time compared to the streetcar option 

!" I like how it is less expensive than the street for to put up. but that's the initial cost. What concerns me 
is that it would take a lot to keep up. 
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!"Like: cost concern: where do people (commuters) shed cars to start trip. How many transfers are 
required to get to destination? Bus Fly by lanes suggest there is still considerable traffic on road. How 
do you get people from high income areas to ride? 

!"How will it work if you cant add lanes for BRT 
!"Lack of residential impact and no degradation of west side service to west linn/downtown 
!" It costs less in the beginning but eventually costs more in annual maintenance. 
!"Well first of all buses don’t always where they where they need to go 
!" It costs less but it could be very dangerous 
!" It uses existing transportation corridors little if any impact on neighborhoods. 
!" It is better than current bus service concern-still limited by traffic congestion 
!" I don’t like it. show me a BRT the public really likes! I think it will bog down between the special lanes. 

It is incompatible with the rail systems. Puts lots of buses thru S. waterfront. Costs more to operate. 
!"Extend the hours. I love all the improvements in the BRT alternative, but the largest improvement is 

missing. Extended bus operation hours would be amazing and enable many more people to use the 
bus. Extending bus times would also be great for safety as many people who go to the bars are 
forced to drive back when the bars let out and the bus service shuts down. 

!"Less cost (initial and operating)_ 
!"Pollution-too slow 
!" I am a proponent of public transportation and for bicycles. 
!"Maintains the privacy and calmness of the river for those of us who live on the river 
!" I like its increased rider capacity and speed. My concern is slowdown caused by congestion. 
!"Still involved in congestion 
!"Not best choice for moving lots of people quickly given Macadam congestion 
!"Seems to be biased [?] on streetcar 
!"BRT will always be subject to delays because it depends upon Hwy 43. Lack of consistency means it 

is not as reliable as it should be. 
!"No streetcar please - right next to my condo 
!" If it’s the current bus line on Hwy 43 - then ok. Express buses like greyhound (prob take more time) 
!"A separate bike trail along the old right of way. The pedestrian trail on the river has become a very 

dangerous area for anyone walking! Bikes need their own trail!! 
!"Not as intrusive to residents 
!" I am a huge bus rider and an employee of OHSU. Any BRT system is an improvement over standard 

bus travel, especially the traffic light control! The cost is better but they still burn fuel ... no way around 
that! 

!"Like: cost; also PDX needs to invest in improvements to bus system. Not: this is not a good corridor to 
introduce BRT to the region. 

!" It appears flexible according to ridership demand 
!"Nothing - its a limited option - Concern: if its the only option given, with the future development in L/O 

and West Linn, we'll need to maximize capacity. 
!"1) Less critical capital expenditure (not sure I agree with your operating cost analysis for future.) 2) 

Least impact on residences. 3) Greatest flexibility for future changes to meet unanticipated needs. 
Prefer no build alternative or BRT. 

!"Using 
!"Good job we need it because of the population. More and more people move to Portland, too many 

cars on the street. 
!"That it is going to cost more to operate and be slower than rail. 

Lake Oswego to Portland 6/27-28/2007 
Transit and Trail Study  

11

Lake Oswego to Portland Transit and Trail Study Alternatives Analysis Public Comment Report, September 2007 249



!" I am concerned that the BRT does not leave any room to combat increased congestion in the future 
and instead just side steps the issue. 

!"No major improvement 
!"No, it does not remove traffic from Hwy 43 
!"Exclusive bike use on the Willamette Shores Trolley right of way. 
!"Like: allows exclusive bike use of W.S.R.R.O.W.; eliminates streetcar through residential backyards. 

Concerns: people won't use it; no development potential 
!" It keeps transit on the existing highway rather than destroying livability along the rail route, it 

preserves the rail ROW for a world-class bike/ped trail. 
!"Fast, direct, comfortable. Not frequent enough. 

 
What do you like about the streetcar alternative? What concerns you about it? 
 
!"The streetcar would be an awesome transportation option. The core infrastructure (rail right of way) is 

presently in place. Concern=too slow. you could drop the river wood, Briarwood, boundary and 
Nevada stops. This thing needs to move!! 

!"See #10 
!"More fun to ride, faster commute, less environment impact, more impact on existing homes but 

necessary with mitigation. 
!"Best 
!"No go, cost to prohibitive, fix sewer system first 
!" I like the higher ridership and development potential. I'm concerned that streetcar seems to make trail 

so expensive. Would like to see some cheaper trail options. 
!"Concerns: cost of project changing the John's landing area to build double track sections; electric 

posts and wires through park by Sellwood Bridge, closeness to private homes; rails on "A" street 
losing one for cars and parking by Safeway or Albertsons 

!"Love the alternate transport option 
!"This is the best solution: get cars off street 
!"Well throughout logical makes use of existing "trolley car" concept. Must have now for the future, 

thank you 
!"Like very much. Have enjoyed using it, but for fast traffic it would not be successful. 
!"Continuous to downtown PDX, clean, quiet, it will not be held up if there is an accident on 43. Bus is 

very noisy and seems to attract undesirable people. 
!"Right of way disrupts neighborhood no flexibility. high initial cost and lots of construction 
!"Do not want a streetcar 
!"The Safeway terminal on 5th Street-what it would look like-the impact to the residents of the east end 

condo association locate behind the retail shops-parking, safety etc. 
!" I would enjoy a mass transit system option to the city. I would also use a bike trail if built as it is 

currently not safe to ride on Macadam. 
!"Seems to be best for reducing auto traffic and congestion. How necessary is it to have bike, running 

trail adjacent? 
!"Energy efficient, lower operating cost. more future potential, think people prefer riding streetcar, rather 

than bus 
!"Cleaner, more scenic, should attract more ridership, connection with existing streetcar or extension 

thereof, more comfortable, will reduce traffic on Hwy 43. 
!"Same as above 
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!"Seems more oriented towards the future the streetcar would not be affected by congestion on 43 
assuming using Willamette Shoreline right of way. I believe it will be an asset to LO 

!"We don’t like it as it would completely ruin the view from our condo! If this option is exercised it would 
seem that the John's landing Master Plan alignment would be best. It would help both the condo 
owners and improve the situation for business development. It isn’t necessary to build a new pathway 
just improve the existing trail along the river! 

!"Concerns: Affect on citizen's home/condo owners life style. Devaluation of property owners major life 
investment-quiet view of river-one of Portland's major features. A streetcar in front of our condo would 
totally ruin our view which we spent many $ to have! 

!"Topography etc. Maybe this an expensive alternative. These finances could be spent more wisely on 
other more cost effective projects. 

!"Concerns about putting the trail, on Fielding Road. I think the road is not wide enough it goes right 
through a neighborhood-there are a lot of children  on that street-it has no sidewalks-concerns about 
flooding-road was under 8ft of water in, 1996. 

!"Good transportation, final location 
!" I like this idea. Is there enough room for a bike trail and pedestrian trail. 
!" I do not like this alternative. Problems include using Fieldman Road as a trail. This would adversely 

affect privacy of residents and posed traffic hazard to pedestrians and bicyclists. The street is mostly 
not illuminated, is narrow and has blind curves. Traffic during recreational and commute hours 
typically ranges between 8 to 20 vehicles per hour. 

!"Having its own line with no car traffic makes this option more reliable. It is also a much more 
environment friendly transportation option. This option is also the only one that can connect to the 
existing streetcar system of downtown Portland, no need to change lines, etc... 

!"The streetcar system is faster and its connections to Portland downtown to Airport are advantageous. 
Also will minimize air pollution tremendously. I am a 100% in favor of the streetcar project. 

!"Nothing. Concern-cost to build and maintain-disruption of living environment. 
!" I like nothing. Concern that it would invade privacy of residential neighborhoods, no matter what the 

route. Cost is very high. 
!"Not viable without trail. Time to deliver usable trail. 
!" I like everything about this option. Though initial cost is high, it is well worth it. 
!"Creative...high capital cost 
!"More leisurely ride, avoid highway traffic 
!"Same as above, but streetcar could have a romantic side to be used: thus tourism attraction because 

it is a future-rama transport-for daily living. 
!"Different road bed-higher reliability -i love the idea of the trail also. 
!"Great! Concerns: I wish it would stop by the Riverdale area since that area is isolated from state bike 

or foot routs. Being able to board with a bike would facilitate foot/on bike traffic from that 
neighborhood. Be sure to provide for foot trail and bike commuter use!! Even if bikes/pedestrians 
were required to board the streetcar to avoid problems/costs associated with "segment 2" be sure to 
provide for bike commuters and pedestrians. 

!"Best alternative-more efficient, faster, most comfortable 
!"Strongly support this alternative. I know that I would ride it instead of many car trips, bot for 

commuting and pleasure trips. 
!"Convenience to downtown, unruly passengers (drunks, homeless) 
!"Speed, reliability, plus trails have a cachet about them that buses don’t have. Making them more 

appealing to suburbanites. Concern about the tunnel trying to accommodate both train and trail. 
!"Overly expensive a "tool" to support terrible land use decisions at both the Portland and Lake Oswego 

ends. The streetcar should never be built 

Lake Oswego to Portland 6/27-28/2007 
Transit and Trail Study  

13

Lake Oswego to Portland Transit and Trail Study Alternatives Analysis Public Comment Report, September 2007 251



!"More efficient-connects to downtown existing lines makes sense, beautiful scenery for everyone! If if 
goes along Macadam it will take our parking spaces. Not sure what it will do to our property values. 
Wish I did not have to look at electric wires between me and river. 

!" I like it a lot. It actually expands the capacity of the corridor and can be exciting enough project to get 
people out of their cars and into a meaningful environmentally sounds option. 

!"Way too expensive, far too invasive on neighborhoods. not equitably oriented. 
!" I would like to see it extend to Oregon City as a future plan. Now is the time to notify re the right of 

way. 
!" I recommend cut and cover through the Riverwood area 
!"Streetcars more attractive. Smoothness of ride allows reading and work en route. Faster and more 

energy efficient-less expensive to operate. Concerns: mixing streetcars and general traffic (rail has 
less flexibility to avoid traffic situations) prefer dedicated ROW. Single tracks limit operational flexibility 
(timing limits volume, safety issues) 

!"The swaying of the streetcar makes it almost impossible to ride for anyone who is handicapped or old 
and has a balance problem 

!"Mostly like, don’t like the wasteful Safeway loop that adds 5 min to my commute (transferring from the 
36); don’t like it on the railway ROW if this results in a discontigous or unruly steep bike trail. Less 
polluting (at least locally) and more amenable to utilizing green energy (e.g. wind, solar, tidal). Like 
speed! Like smoother ride for working on laptop/reading. Happy to pay extra for this mode. 

!"Really very little because it will run right behind my house and probably result in more noise, more 
people and a loss of privacy, security and property values. My concerns are simply once again noise, 
privacy and loss of property values. 

!"What concerns me is the noise construction and how it will impact my property values and quality of 
life (peacefulness) on my home and on my property. The tracks run thru my back yard. 

!"Bisects a city park, quiet residential neighborhoods. Concerns regarding costs to establish. Single use 
with poor time utilization. Potentially not cost effective. 

!"Faster, less impact on street traffic 
!"Like: speed and comfort of travel. Dislike: Low compatibility with trail cost is high. 
!"The added costs are not warranted due to the limited route and required connectivity with other transit 

to reach the downtown Portland transit mall. 
!" In general I like it. As a resident of "Old Town" neighborhood, I am concerned about traffic through 

neighborhood, cars parking on our streets, and tear down of our local commercial district to build park 
and ride. (Albertsons terminal.) 

!"Concerns: doubt ridership figure presented, doubt development potential projected, believe cost will 
exceed estimates. Your power point show 2 tracks at the Riverwood Rd station but the right of way is 
not wide enough to accommodate 2 tracks. 

!" If is on an existing right of way, dedicated to streetcar traffic, it is a little faster (but not much) thank 
auto, modern streetcars are quiet, almost noiseless, right of way can easily fenced less potential for 
pedestrian and no auto accidents, 3 min saving in travel time is very poor, need a min of 50 mph 
speed. 

!"Prefer trail in Willamette Shore track or bike and walking. Trail could go up Riverwood Rd and Hwy 43 
to across the trestle over the water come back at Powers Park. Stop at Riverwood rd (or streetcar will 
not work because there is no parking on this narrow street and people from Dunthrope will not walk 
up steep Military rd to get home. 

!"Streetcar has dedicated ROW (already owned by government consortium) Streetcars are smooth-
riding, comfortable (unlike buses). Timing is more dependable with streetcar. Streetcars are more 
attractive to tourists and visitors 

!"Nice looking, except overhead lines. Safety, amount of transfers, cost (concerns) 
!"Only particular alternative is streetcar 
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!"Prefer streetcar, i like the inside lanes for a streetcar on Macadam so stations can be cleared. Double 
tracks for 2 way traffic with no waits would be worth the extra cost. Can the line be extended down the 
tracks that go from the Willamette/43 west through town. That would be great (for a next phase) 

!"Not subject to regular traffic tie ups but can block whole system if one train breaks down. Dont like 
trail moving to streets if trolley line used for streetcar. Especially fielding which is narrow and could 
present additional hazards. 

!"Ridership. clean-modern look. Cost-without a major contribution from the federal government, it is 
cost prohibitive. 

!"Like streetcar uses existing track and is small like Portland streetcar-Dunthorp residnets will tend to 
oppose. Affecting political feasibility. Alternative Macadam-cross at new Sellwood Bridge-recross to 
west bank at Oswego on RR right of way or go down east side to Milwaukie in existing railroad right of 
way. The railroad can be dealt with successful if you trade something they badly want for concessions 
here. I have done it for Metro. 

!"Much greater ridership, experience and faster transit time. I am not overly concerned, but i 
acknowledge the higher cost. My trade-off preference between BRT and streetcar would come down 
to whichever allows for the ROW bike/ped trail 

!" I like how the streetcar will probably transport more people and that it will cost half as much to keep 
up as the BRT. What concerns me is the initial cost. 

!"Like: speed. Concern: cost, terminal impact on local traffic. 
!" I won’t support it. We are already adding too much density to Downtown LO. This would drive higher 

density development. Park and ride centers proposed are a disaster, should not be placed in 
downtown. Foothills study didn’t want there but it makes more sense than Albertsons and Safeway. 

!"Concerned about lack of parking for West Linn riders. Transfers imply a degradation of service 
regardless of activity. 

!" It costs less over time but deals a greater financial blow in the beginning. 
!" It sounds the best because its electric and its looks sweet plus it is probably the safest. 
!" I like it because it can get you places faster, but it can be a very dangerous thing 
!"Don’t like the impact on the houses or the proposed alignments through neighborhoods. If streetcar is 

chosen the alignment should stay solely on highway 43, or over bridge to Milwaukie transit center 
!"Smog free, fast, takes lots of people doesn’t preclude expanded bus service. concern-single track 

limits capacity. 
!" It is an obvious use of the rail ROW. LO deserves to be on the rail system. However it must be 

protected from traffic. No mixed traffic on Macadam I think the streetcars are too small for 10,00/day 
on single track. hardly anyone says rail should never go to LO 

!"Concern: lane loss on 43. 43 needs expansion, especially towards downtown not lane loss. 43 
expansions will have to happen eventually, now would be a good time to do it to minimize costs. going 
through residential areas is a bad idea. barber blvd or river transit much better ideas. Milwaukie to LO 
much better idea as well. 

!" I like nothing about this alternative. please use the right of way for bicycle path. any commuter rail 
should connect with Wilsonville/Beaverton rail as well as serve west linn and the west end of LO. 
Crossing the Willamette and connecting to light rail is another option that is better than this plan, 
which will only increase traffic on 43 as people drive to station where is everyone going to park? 

!"Quicker 
!"Like the streetcar coming on to Macadam - improves development opportunities and fosters new 

businesses and slows traffic on Macadam ... improves neighborhood (east and west of Macadam) to 
transit as it is not embedded inside private property and uses existing R.O.W. 

!" I am a proponent of public transportation and for bicycles. 
!"Option D (Macadam Ave outside lanes) is good, as it would not impact parking areas belonging to 

condos east of Macadam 
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!"This is really the only option to help economic development in John's Landing. SW Macadam Ave. 
(outside lanes) diagram D. This is the only option I could support. I will NOT support a streetcar that 
does not go down Macadam in the John Landing area with outside lanes. D to Bancroft. 

!"Smoother, highest ridership. Attracts riders. 
!"Faster. Tunnel problems 
!"More people more quickly 
!"Too expensive 
!"More consistency in operation, better ridership. Cost. 
!"No streetcar please - right next to my condo 
!"Operate streetcar on Macadam Avenue though this will slow streetcar travel times and have some 

traffic impacts. Extend from Bancroft. That streetcar might be able to be a mass people mover on 
existing Hwy 43. Safety factor people getting on and off??!! (I guess like downtown PDX.) 

!"Nothing - I dislike the streetcar anywhere. The wires, the tracks, the poles, the amount of hardware is 
ugly. 

!" It would run [?] through our condo development with fences dividing our parking lot and bldgs. 
!"Concerned about increased activities (walking, bikes, streetcar) since tracks bisect our parking lot. 

Walkers and bicycles should be separated. 
!"My only problem w/streetcars are the huge costs associated w/light rail. If every piece of rail must be 

replaced, how long will it take to pay the bill? In the long run, trains are more efficient and quieter ... I 
choose trains. 

!"Good: consistency w/regional transit investments. Bad: cost, speed, single-tracking 
!"Not a lot. It does seem stable and predictable but I am concerned it won't have the ridership 

projected. 
!"Best option - Dunthorpe crowd may do a NIMBY cry. We need to pay NOW to make tunnel wider and 

more forward. If the westside can put a tunnel 300 feet underground - we can do this to L/O. Trolley is 
better than light rail. 

!"Direct access on "new" car at somewhat faster time. However, this is not worth the disruption to either 
street or residential areas. Alternative "D" least disruptive. 

!"Cutting thru private property (even considering using the already owned r/way) the people all along 
the route and esp L.O. will tie this up in courts and $$$ rather than give up privacy or even one inch of 
property. 

!"Time if done faster. 
!" I think it is really great - especially the future capacity. I can't think of any drawbacks. 
!" I like the reliability of it and also the fact that it alleviates strain from 43 actually creating shorter travel 

times for both people in cars and those riding the light rail. 
!"Uses existing road/least intrusion to Willamette Shores homeowners 
!"Safety. Imposition on privacy. Sound pollution - vibration. Like option "D" - outside lanes. 
!"Will improve traffic flow and use land already set aside for it. 
!"Doesn't address need for high speed bike travel. Design option D avoids encroaching into condo 

parking lots. [Operate] from Bancroft through Miles Place. 
!"Like: faster and more reliable; help comm/resid. development on Macadam. Concerns: tracks run 

through sev. condos and homes; incompatible with bike trail usage. 
!"Every other streetcar route in Ptld is accompanied by zoning that can benefit from the streetcar. A 

streetcar along this area of single-family and residential only development has only negative impacts, 
and no development potential. Operating a streetcar on Macadam doesn't work from Willamette park 
southwards. 
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!"Looks good, more comfy. Significant disruption in QOL for condo owners. Significant decrease in real 
estate values. SW Design option D. 

!"Southwest Macadam. Bancroft exit. "D" outside lanes. 
 
Which location do you prefer for a streetcar terminus and park and ride location in Lake 
Oswego? 
 
“Other” responses: 
 
!"Foothills 
!"None 
!" I would leave this up to Lake Oswego 
!"None 
!"Near park and ride 
!"Should be close to adjacent park and ride 
!"Undecided 
!"South of Geo Rogers Park-lots of empty 

space to enlarge present lot. 
!"West Linn 
!" If no future connections to Tualatin or West 

Linn then Safeway (future extension); if 
Willamette in future, then Albertsons. 

!"Luscher Farm/Lakeridge High area (up 
McVey) 

!"No park and ride 
!"Old commuter rail stops in LO cook station 
!"Don't care 
!"NA to me. 
!"Don't care 
!"No choice very good. 
!"Safeway is way out of the way. 
!"No opinion 

 
Which trail option do you think is the most viable candidate for further study?* 
*This question was added for the June 28 open house. 
 
“Other” responses: 
!"Use existing trail along Willamette and connect to trail to LO near Mills 
!"Use existing trail along Willamette and connect to trail to LO near Mills 
!"Existing Willamette Greenway. NOT a trail on the Willamette Shoreline right of way only. 
!"Keep the current trolley on right of way w/streetcar down Macadam on outside lanes excursion 

trolleys 
!"To be studied further please 
!"Divide walking path from bikepath 
!"Separate walkers from bicyclists 
!"Or, utilize WSL ROW and existing trail in certain segments 
!" Improve current greenway trail 
!" Just as long as there is a trail 
!"Any trail is a good idea 
!"Keep tourist trolley 
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Is there anything else that you would like the project team to consider? 
 
!" It's critical that we find a way to incorporate a trail into the plan. This is #1 priority. We need a trail 

system on the west side of the river (like Springwater corridor). This is more important than either 
BRP or streetcar! 

!" Neighborhoods bordering proposed park and ride alternatives must be %100 protected from any 
traffic using the adjoining Park and Ride i.e no entrance/exit through a neighborhood for those 
vehicles using the park and ride. 

!" Car pool-is simple approach 
!" I think it is very important that the trail for each alternative be included in DEIS work. It has potential 

to serve region where transit will mainly serve those along the line. 
!" No BRIARWOOD STATION- for bus or streetcar! Briarwood is a curvy, partly one way street-visibility 

not too good as far as oncoming traffic - more traffic would only cause many accidents. 
!" Allowing for an expansion to West Linn and Oregon City we'd like to see the street car into Portland 

in the next 5-10 years 
!" Continue the great work-keep up the pace. Keep up the publicity informing everyone as you move 

ahead. My LO home will appreciate the value exponentially with your efforts. 
!" Is there even enough space without sacrificing picnic, walking and park like area? Keep space for 

picnicking, walking and a very nice (large) park area. 
!" No streetcar 
!" Extension of streetcar to the Kruse way area in LO 
!" The Safeway terminus would spur more economic development in downtown LO 
!" Please consider that they're (Fed Gov) developing alternative fuel (economic and clean air protection 

device) and working on it currently. And majority people want to keep/drive their own car. 
!" It would seem a waste of money to build a new pathway! The existing trail is wonderful, just improve 

it!! 
!" Many $ have been spent on the Greenway Trail, it is one of the most beautiful walks/rides in the city. 

It's a waste to spend $ on a duplicate trail where one already exists. Why not improve existing and 
widen it? what happens to pedestrians when biker have a straight away shot with no speed controls? 

!" IF LO chooses to do streetcar, etc in their own area please leave West Linn and bus line 35 alone 
(certainly dont cut back) BRT is preferable. 

!" Bike and Ped trail through right of way 
!" A drainage problem on Fielding Rd causes the road to flood north of Briarwood several times per 

year. This would severely impede people commuting between LO and Portland 
!" Bike trail to Lake Oswego 
!" The bicycle trail 
!" How about eliminating any option that does not include a trail as integral to the system. I thought 

"ICETEA" provided federal funds for trails like this. Without trail added to streetcar prefer. 
!" Including may be problematic (according to poster), but please consider it. 
!" Use the Willamette River instead 
!" Bike path only 
!" Public transportation from West Lake area and Lake Forest area to Safeway transit. also later service 

on #36 and #37 
!" The best alternative would be lay another lane or two-for auto or the bus. Yes to think very carefully 

on the 2025 year to technology and mode of living as it changes from the 30's-40/45's-60's, then 80's 
to now-through severe wireless technology. 

!" Requiring foot and bike traffic to board the streetcar to transit the difficult "segment 1" portion would 
minimize resistance from the neighborhood. Although i would really like the streetcar and bus TC to 

Lake Oswego to Portland 6/27-28/2007 
Transit and Trail Study  

18

256 Lake Oswego to Portland Transit and Trail Study Alternatives Analysis Public Comment Report, September 2007



be in the same place (Safeway terminus) i am concerned about the possibility of increased traffic 
congestion in an already difficult area. Having the Albertons Terminus means that the streetcar would 
be isolated from car congestion and as a result have a more dependable schedule. If i were king i 
would choose the Albertsons terminus and i move the bus TC to Albertsons. I would provide bike and 
walking paths on segments 1 and 3. On segment 1 i would have bikes and peds (possibly with pets) 
board the  streetcar. You could have a separate car for bikes and peds with pets or strollers. 

!" Streetcar with trail in Willamette shore right of way. 
!" Don’t run the streetcar thru the condos at John's Landing 
!" Streetcar is first priority, Both BRT and Streetcar i think will need the both eventually. 
!" Disband this current team. Begin again with people (without self interest), evaluate land use in the 

area objectively. Only approach in the future is with true complete integrated regional plan 
!" After listening to everyone-make a decision popular or not. 
!" Safeway loop and Albertson's terminus would be great 
!" Drop it. No build #1, BRT #2, Streetcar no, no both, 
!" Please block traffic from/to Old Town if Albertson's is turned into a park and ride 
!" Bike path as alternative to everything else. 
!" Previous streetcar specifically used PIS development tool; here only a limited area is being 

considered for development. It seems as if philosophy has shifted to this as a traffic reduction device. 
!" Bus Rapid Transit during rush hours, regular buses the rest of the time, but running more frequently, 

and later in the evening on weekends. 
!" Streetcar unless precludes bike path (continuous). The auto free bike path is the most important part 

of this. Bus rapid transit wont work as traffic increases (and BRT makes 43 even wider and more 
dividing) Plan on eventual extension up McVey to Palisades (and high school. Aramere. etc). Where 
ROW narrow, consider running trail over or under streetcar. 

!" Reconsider river taxis 
!" Taxes to LO residents 
!" More input from people in close proximity to streetcar line 
!" What are plans for park and ride trolley or Safeway locations 
!" Bus service along Terwilliger was rejected without understanding that Lewis and Clark currently 

generates 4900 bus trips every week between campus and downtown. 
!" Impact on Old Town neighborhood if Albertsons is redeveloped. 
!" Enhanced bike paths. Check out the Broke-Gillman Trail in Seattle and model development along 

that line. 
!" For a successful transit system that people will floor to it must be fast, frequent (10 min, thin 

headway), secure and people and vehicle safe. 
!" Consider bike/foot path in Willamette Shore track 
!" Small jitney buses around Oswego-but not necessarily in connection with this project. 
!" Long term heavy rail-Portland to Yamhill county via Oswego, Tualatin 
!" Keep bike lanes separate as much as possible...place with streetcar where "doubling up" is 

necessary. 
!" Albertsons is very public and not dangerous. Enhancement of roads coming from I-5 as an 

alternative 
!" Look at partial or total east bank option until cross to Oswego at railroad bridge 
!" It is very important for increasing bike ridership to put the bike trail on grade or as close to grade as 

possible-ROW will be great for the trail! 
!" No 
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!" Trying to sandwich in construction for bikes and trails is ridiculous considering the already existing 
constraints for trying to maximize through put of the existing corridor. 

!" Project team should consider tying into Eastside max line in Milwaukie. This makes fiscal sense. 
Prioritize this against new sewer interceptor (100-150 million) new water supply system, new city hall, 
SAFECO purchase and community center. 

!" Serious consideration of use of bridge for Stuppher road to connect Lake Oswego to Milwaukie Light 
Rail line 

!" Safety 
!" Don’t want streetcars, trails are okay. if streetcar, keep it on Highway 43 only. increase frequency of 

buses on existing bus routes. also add/extend hours of operation. if any new corridor is added it 
should  be for a trail not streetcars. 

!" Use the master plan alignment. Don’t put rail in mixed traffic. need to use larger cars or 2 streetcars 
to get capacity on single lanes. value engineering the trail, so the cost can be reduced. 

!" River transit, Milwaukie to Lake Oswego line, Boones Ferry line 
!" Bike trail. run across the river at RR bridge. Cross the river to connect with light rail connect to 

Wilsonville-Beaverton line. lots of people do not want to go just to Portland connectivity and safety as 
well as speed is important/ 

!" Eliminate Trolley barn, need more info. Trails for biking to Portland 
!" Streetcar considerations [?] cross-section D  Prefer streetcar SW Macadam or John's Landing 

Master Plan 
!" Consider the nature of our neighborhood on the river - especially privacy and proximity of right of way 

to condos, homes - do not use right of way for streetcar - it won't help our John Landing businesses 
!" Do everything possible to make bicycling through the corridor rapid and safe. Separate pedestrians 

from the bicycles. 
!" Continue to consider importance of bicycle use thru the corridor - very important as car congestion 

increases and global warming increases 
!" Is there any way to keep old trolley?? Grandkids love it!! What about effects on businesses ie their 

parking lots. We also DO NOT want to lose bike trail from downtown to Sellwood Bridge. 
!" Hopefully nothing would be decided until the new bridge is built! 
!" As a bike rider, the more time I spend on private "bike only" trails means I live longer and am not a 

cross on the road. To bike from Oregon City to OHSU is NOT easy. Hwy 43 is very tough ... you must 
travel on the east side. 

!" Please avoid single tracking if possible. 
!" I-5 as the TRUE primary south north corridor. 
!" Many people now live in what was once an exclusive right away. Now any solution will adversely 

affect someone. We must look for a solution that provides the greatest good for greatest number of 
people. This is a regional problem. 

!" 1) BRT has greatest flexibility. 2) Reconsider - reversed lanes options for traffic flow mgmt. 
!" No build. 
!" Stop at Avalon and Who Song Rest -side 
!" Why can't we have a streetcar and trail with reversible lanes? 
!" I think the trail is necessary and the federal matching money is too great to pass up 
!" I believe it is very important to design the stations, track, etc. so the old time trolleys could also 

operate on the line as they do now! And to the Lloyd Center! 
!" A combination of streetcar to Sellwood Bridge, then Bus Rapid T. to L.O. - use trail for bike commute. 
!" Combo of streetcar (Macadam, outside lanes) to Sellwood Bridge and BRT from LO to DT. Possible 

limiting stops through John's Landing and exclusive bike use of WSROW. 
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How did you hear about this open house? 
 
“Other” responses: 
 
!"Attended LOPAC meetings 
!"Home owners Association 
!"Since the start by involvement 
!"LOPAC Meeting 
!"LO City Newsletter 
!"LO City Newsletter (Hello LO) 
!"City Hall called 
!"Meetings 

!"Attendance at LOPAC meetings 
!"Hello LO monthly news 
!" I'm on the mailing list 
!"LO down 
!"Scouts 
!"Scouts 
!"Boy scouts 

 
Do you have any comments about the format of tonight's open house? Is there anything 
we could do differently in the future? 
 
!"Very well done. Thank you so much for being available for comments. Condemnation for all the 

betterment of all but a few. 
!"Could not hear opening power point on slide show would like to have seen a personal presentation 

where questions could have been asked. 
!" It would have been helpful to see the multi page handouts near the beginning instead of at the end. 
!"Format was good, a lot of work has gone into planning alternatives without much considerations to 

costs involved-8,7000 riders on buses would easily solve a lot of problems and would be less 
expensive. Buses are more flexible if need be routes can be extended or changed where as rail is 
"set" 

!"The presenters were very informative and helpful! 
!"Great, could see lots of pictures and handouts to study 
!"Well-publicized great location, great staffing, layout! Do more of these. LO Review, local radio and 

TV, Mayor, city council should all be aware and involved. 
!"Excellent for general and over all possibilities. See #10. No new homes or businesses in area 

between 43 and Willamette 
!"Great job 
!"Great-very informative and great talks too 
!"There is bus line (Tri-Met) operating currently. They may increase more route/line in the future, i think 

that would do the purpose of Public Transportation. 
!"Good job 
!"Like the format 
!"Very informative 
!"Very informative 
!"Seems that there was no organization or sequence to follow? "free for all". More space at air photos. 

What about extension to West Linn and Oregon City? 
!"Thank you for doing it. 
!"Should have been a Q&A session with all being able to hear Q&A 
!"No, you could not done differently. You guys have put-in an enormous talent, time and expertise into 

this project. I congratulate your for your task. Not an easy project to undertake. 
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!" It's great 
!"Be sure to define abbreviations: many people don’t know what "BRT" stood for. I wish that there was 

a way to provide input via the internet like the Sellwood Bridge Project provided. 
!" It confirms my concerns that this has been an "exercise" toward a pre-determined and conclusion. A 

local example of government waste and traffic subsidy too excess. 
!"Offering an opportunity to have questions answered is great-sending post cards and other info was a 

good idea. 
!"Fine 
!"Stalked presentation, false assumptions, half truths, understated capitol, operating costs, impact on 

neighborhoods not fairly stated or considered. Quit building the [lilly?] 
!"Feedback results. Consider the goal-is it reduction of traffic or_? Not really Clear. And if so, will it? Or 

will it make it worse. Don’t care which streetcar, traffic jam is in LO. Need to extend thru LO.  Thanks 
for great comms! 

!"Should have been a formal meeting where people could questions and everyone could hear answers. 
!"Good as is 
!"Figure out how to get more young people involved. Asses people's willingness to pay for these 

projects-for example would you vote for an assessment of $x per look assessed valuation over 20 
years (could do on this form or in a separate survey of one of the "stations") 

!"Well-conducted metro people were very helpful. 
!"Would these options be usable by senior citizens and/or handicapped. would they carry bikes, 

wheelchairs, etc? 
!"Good job on charting, staff had answers to most questions 
!" I particularly enjoyed the computer programs showing existing and potential stops, etc. Excellent 

presentation. Also liked the comparisons (cost, time, etc) of all alternatives. 
!"Very nice 
!"Please coordinate efforts with Hwy 43 culvert plans. Lisa Hamerlynch is City rep on this task force. 
!" I liked how you set this up. It was just a little small. 
!"Couldn’t believe the number of "typos" on your charts-looks like you had a rush job. the whole things 

looks like the committee is ready to push ahead even thought the "big picture" looks flawed. 
!" I don’t believe there is support for this project, but we didn’t get to hear from the public at the open 

house. Compare cost of streetcar and tying into Eastside max and tell us! 
!"More food 
!" I think you guys have already made up your mind that you are going through with this expensive 

boon-doggle that serves very few people, and will only add to congestion and parking problems in 
station area. 

!"Well done, very informative. Good maps. 
!"You handled it very well. However, PLEASE - no streetcar along Willamette Shoreline right of way. 
!"Thanks to Metro staff - very helpful and pleasant 
!" It was good. The small video LCD monitor needs to allow a pause button. 
!" It was great - very well organized 
!"Location - Terrible - 
!"Thank you for your time and consideration - great format 
!"Very nice 
!"Those PDOT maps were great! I really hope whoever made them got a huge raise. So informative! 
!" I noticed that a lot of helpers were lobbying for certain alternatives. Also the trolley scenario didn't list 

all advantages. 
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!"Good 
!"Stay or river and do not spend money on new track. No real reason to go to Macadam Rd. 
!"Possibly a more formal discussion 
!"Worked fine 
!"Great job. Maybe serve pizza and beer. 
!"Done very well. 
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Public Hearing Comment Summary 
Lake Oswego to Portland Transit and Trail Study 
July 16, 2007 
 
 
Metro held a public hearing before the Steering Committee for the Lake Oswego to Portland 
Transit and Trail Alternatives Analysis to provide the public with an opportunity to testify about 
the project alternatives for improving transportation in the Highway 43 corridor. Attendees were 
given three minutes each to share their thoughts, opinions and advice about which alternative or 
combination of alternatives should be studied further.  
 
Project staff provided a short introductory presentation to share the project purpose and need 
statement, and outline the alternatives evaluated in detail. The alternatives evaluated included 
Bus Rapid Transit (BRT), streetcar and no-build options and the associated trail concepts. 
Evaluation results included measures such as ridership, travel time, economic development 
potential, capital costs and operations and maintenance costs. 
 
To announce the hearing, ads were placed in the SW edition of the Oregonian as well as the 
Clackamas Review, Lake Oswego Review, Oregon City News and West Linn Tidings. 
Postcards and newsletters were mailed to property owners along the corridor and to interested 
parties. Messages were sent in Metro Councilor newsletters and to Metro’s e-newsletter list of 
more than 4,500 people.  
 
Twenty-one people testified at the hearing, including property owners along alignment, area 
developers, a Lake Oswego city councilor, frequent attendees at monthly project advisory 
committee meetings and interested citizens.  
 
Eighteen of those who testified wholly supported streetcar while three supported neither BRT 
nor streetcar. Of those who supported streetcar, several offered specific suggestions for further 
analysis.  
 
Public Testimony Themes 
Those who favored streetcar expressed the following as reasons for their support: 
 

• More reliable schedule than buses 
• Faster, more efficient service with modern vehicles 
• Higher ridership than other options studied 
• Provides new capacity in the corridor by using the Willamette Shoreline rail right of way 

rather than Highway 43 
• Creates a great connection to the tram and OHSU campuses (and jobs) 
• Adds another transit option to the regional system thereby providing new transit 

connections 
• Uses less energy and creates less pollution, not dependent on oil 
• Safe environment for riders and pedestrians 
• Encourages dense development while limiting the amount of parking needed in 

downtown Lake Oswego, something that will be supported by developers 
• The area provides a great fit for streetcar and there are many supporters, could lead to a 

“jewel development” 
• Streetcar will work hand-in-hand with existing goals and discussions on development for 

downtown Lake Oswego and the Foothills area 
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• Tremendous development potential exists within existing zoning codes 
 
Those who favored streetcar offered these suggestions for consideration as alternatives 
advance for further study: 
 

• Run streetcar in the outside lanes of SW Macadam Avenue and not on the Willamette 
Shoreline right of way or the John’s Landing Master Plan alignment as these would 
degrade quality of life, views and parking for condo owners in that area. 

• Run in the outside lanes of SW Macadam Avenue even though this adds some travel 
time compared to running all the way on the Willamette Shoreline right of way because it 
provides the best redevelopment opportunities in the John’s Landing area and has less 
impact on condo owners and the river 

• Use a lane of Highway 43 for exclusive southbound streetcar and the Willamette 
Shoreline right of way for exclusive northbound streetcar to increase speed and remove 
capacity limits introduced by single-track streetcar along portions of the Willamette 
Shoreline right of way 

• Run single-track only streetcar on the Willamette Shoreline right of way during peak 
hours to provide fast, reliable service and enhance current bus service on Line 35 

• Extend streetcar further south because without this it may not provide significant benefits 
over the no-build scenario 

• Consider an additional streetcar station at SW Pendleton Street 
 
No one who testified offered support for BRT because it shows no significant ridership increase, 
it has high operating cost and it gets stuck in the same traffic as automobiles do.  
 
Three of those who testified favored neither streetcar nor BRT. Concerns cited included security 
along the streetcar line and transfers being required for people traveling north from West Linn or 
Oregon City. Two people offered different suggestions for addressing congestion in the corridor:  
 

• Turn the Willamette Shoreline right of way into a reversible High Occupancy Toll lane 
that would allow cars to travel at 45 mph in the peak direction.  

• Create a commuter rail connection to Milwaukie over the railroad bridge between Lake 
Oswego and Milwaukie 

 
Trail 
Of those who supported streetcar, most also stated specific support for a trail connection 
between Portland and Lake Oswego. One of those who supported neither transit option also 
expressed support for a bicycle and pedestrian trail.  
 
A representative of the Bicycle Transportation Alliance noted that this corridor is on the 
organization’s top-ten list of areas where a trail link is critically needed. They believe that there 
would be approximately 4,000 daily users of a trail and want to see the trail advance continue 
for further study along with the transit options. Specifically, they support efforts to refine design 
ideas in a way that leads to lower capital costs.  
 
Several individuals in support of streetcar operating on SW Macadam Avenue through John’s 
Landing expressed support for a trail along the Willamette Shoreline right of way in that area. 
Another person suggested that streetcar “bike cars” be considered for tight spots along the 
Willamette Shoreline right of way, in order to reduce costs.  
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