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SouthINorth Tier I Comments 

In early July 1994 the technical analysis performed since the close of the Scoping Period in 
November of 1993 was completed. The findings were first summarized in the July 11, 1994, 
Drcift Tier I Technical Summary Report and the July 19, 1994, Drcift Briefing Document. 
Information pertaining to projected ridership, cost, travel times and preliminary environmental 
and land use issues was released to the public during a series of informal open houses. More 
than 300 citizens attended these meetings which were held in Portland, on Tuesday, July 26, 
1994, in Vancouver, on Wednesday, July 27, 1994 and in Milwaukie, on Thursday, July 28, 
1994. These meetings marked the beginning of a 4-month Tier I selection process. 

On August 24, 1994, the Project Management Group (PMG) , upper level staff from the 14 
jurisdictions involved in the study, released draft Tier I Final Recommendations: Terminus 
A ltematives identifying south and north terminus points to be studied further in the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). Four public meetings to receive public input on the 
draft PMG recommendations and the LRT alignment alternatives to be narrowed, were scheduled. 
These meetings, before members of the SouthlNorth Steering Group, were held in Milwaukie, on 
Tuesday, September 6, 1994, in Vancouver, on Wednesday, September 7, 1994, and in Portland, 
at noon and 5:00 p.m., on Thursday, September 8, 1994. 

This document provides a compilation of comments received from the release of technical data 
in July of 1994 through the close of the public comment period on September 13, 1994. This 

. report is divided into four sections: 

• Summary of Oral Comments. This section contains the minutes from four public 
meetings before members of the SouthlNorth Steering Group held between 
September 6, 1994 and September 8, 1994. 

• Summary of Comment Cards. This section contains all public comments 
submitted from comment cards received during the July 26 - July 28, 1994 
technical workshops, at SouthlNorth Citizen Advisory Committee meetings, at the 
September Steering Group meetings, by FAX, or in the mail. 

• Letters and oilier Written Comments. This section includes copies of all letters 
or documents received or submitted into the record during the comment period 
from July 26, 1994 through September 13, 1994. Letters received through the 
Citizens Advisory Committee meetings have also been included in this section. 

• The Appendix. This section includes sample copies of public notices, study news 
articles, press clippings and other associated material. 

Copies of SouthlNorth Transit Corridor Study Tech Facts, (Tier I technical fact sheets, developed 
for each of the six (6) light rail transit (LRT) alternatives), briefing documents, study newsletters, 
or other informational or technical material can be obtained by contacting the Transportation 
Planning Department at Metro. 



'Section One 

Summary of Oral Comments 
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SouthINorth Transit Corridor Study Public Meeting 

Public Comments Received September 6, 1994 
St Johns Episcopal Church, Milwaukie, Oregon 

5:00 - 8:00 p.m. 

Jim Howell, representing Citizens for Better Transit, spoke in support of an Oregon City southern 
terminus. Mr. Howell and the members of the Citizens for Better Transit believe that stopping 
the light rail line at an auto-dependent shopping mall, Clackamas Town Center, would be a 
mistake and would not provide the ridership that an Oregon City Terminus would. He continued 
by stating that a Clackamas Town Center southern terminus would only add to suburban 
development which would in tum create more automobile trips. Mr. Howell also pointed out 
technical information included in the Briefing Document, which states that ridership would 
double by having an Oregon City southern terminus vs. a Clackamas Town Center terminus. 
Concluding, Mr. Howell stated that going to Oregon City via Clackamas Town Center would not 
be a sensible route to Oregon City (Phase IT Extension Recommendation). 

Ken McFarling spoke in support of utilizing the existing electric rail way tracks to Oregon City. 
He believes it would be the most direct route to Oregon City and very effective in competing 
with the automobile. 

MaJk Luetke, resident of Estacada, spoke in favor of Oregon City being the southern terminus. 
He believes that Clackamas County should be adequately serviced by the light rail system and 
a Clackamas Town Center terminus would not service Clackamas County. Mr. Luextke also 
added that he did not believe the upcoming ballot measure stood a chance of being passed. 

John Hansock, representing the North Clackamas Parks and Recreation District, spoke in support 
of a Clackamas Town Center southern terminus. He and the District support the CTC terminus, 
particularly due to the new Indoor Aquatics Center that was just completed, which will be 
adequately served by a CTC southern terminus. 

Punky Lacey Scott, owner of the Bomber on McLoughlin Blvd. and representing the North 
Clackamas Chamber of Commerce and McLoughlin Blvd. business owners, spoke in support of 
the Clackamas Town Center southern terminus with the Phase IT extension extending down 1-205. 
Ms. Scott expressed opposition to the alignment alternative to Oregon City via McLoughlin Blvd. 
Ms. Scott believes, as well as other McLoughlin Blvd. business owners, that a light rail line down 
McLoughlin have a severe negative impact on the businesses. Access to businesses was her 
major concern with the McLoughlin Blvd. alignment alternative. 

James Justice, Clackamas County resident and business owner. Mr. Justice stated that it was very 
important to the success of light rail that it serve Oregon City due to ridership. He added that 
the industrial base along Highway 224 should not be bypassed by the light rail line. Mr. Justice 
also stated that the alignment alternative decision should be made as soon as possible due to the 



many development and redevelopment projects on hold on McLoughlin Blvd. Mr. Justice's 
support is for a Clackamas Town Center terminus with an extension to Oregon City via 1-205. 

Wendell White, representing the Town Center Village Retirement Community, spoke in support 
of light rail transit with a Clackamas Town Center southern terminus. He believes that the high 
density in the CTC area supports the CTC southern terminus. 

Jack Smith. Mr. Smith was not able to stay to give his personal testimony, but his testimony 
card did reflect that he was in support of a light rail route to Oregon City via McLoughlin Blvd. 
to Clackamas Town Center then to Oregon City. 

Dr. Richard Moore, Director of Oregon Institute of Technology (OIT) Metro Center, spoke in 
support of the Clackamas Town Center terminus. Dr. Moore's testimony was also representative· 
of Dr. Lawrence Wolfe, also of OIT. They believe that the 1-205 corridor route best serves 
regional and county attractions (Aquatic Center, Sunnyside Center, etc.), as well as employment 
centers. They are also in support of a station serving the OIT and the Aquatic Center, as well 
as an extension serving Clackamas Community College south of Oregon City. 

John Muilbead, representing North Clackamas Employers Association, spoke in support of a 
Clackamas Town Center terminus. He also spoke in support of the Phase II extension going to 
Oregon City. Mr. Muirhead stated that he would like to see the line go along Highway 224. Mr. 
Muirhead is definitely not in favor of the light rail line going down McLoughlin Blvd. and, 
referring to the Region 2040 Plan, stated that it would not be feasible to use the McLoughlin 
Blvd. corridor. 

Teny Williams, representing the Marketing Committee of the Economic Development 
Commission, endorsed a light rail line going to Oregon City via 1-205 with a Clackamas Town 
Center southern terminus. Mr. Williams spoke in opposition to a route down the McLoughlin 
corridor. 

James Bean, representing the Business Roundtable, spoke in support of a Clackamas Town Center 
southern terminus with a Phase II extension to Oregon City via 1-205. The Business Roundtable 
unanimously recommend not using the McLoughlin corridor. 

Jill Thorn, Mayor of West Linn, spoke in support of light rail to Oregon City. 

Mary Kellum, representing the Oak Grove-Riverside Community Action Group, spoke in support 
of light rail using the Highway 224 route rather than the McLoughlin Blvd. alignment alternative. 
Ms. Kellum has been attending many of the Region 2040 meetings and believes that growth will 
primarily be in the Happy Valley area, which would support her backing the Highway 224 
alignment alternative. 

Don Sellwood, Milwaukie resident, spoke in support of utilizing the existing PTC alignment for 
the light rail line. 
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Janie Wilson, business owner, expressed concerns that she has with the current MAX line. Her 
business is directly on the line and she has been experiencing problems with MAX riders parking 
in front of her business. She has notified Tri-Met and the City of Portland with hopes of 
developing a parking permit program in her area. She wants the public to be aware of the 
negative impacts a rail line can have on a business. 

Roderick livesay, representing Thomason Auto Group, spoke in support of light rail to Oregon 
City via 1-205. He believes that the line should avoid McLoughlin Blvd. 

Roxy Helton believes that decision-makers should make certain to let citizens know exactly how 
the project will be funded and exactly when the financial impacts will begin to effect tax-payers. 

Mruy Kellum, testifying earlier, added that park-and-ride safety should also be a major issue to 
decision-makers -- people will not utilize the lots unless they are safe. 

The meeting was adjourned at 6:25 p.m. 

bc 
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I 

COMPARISON OF THE PROPOSED LIGHT RAIL LINE BETWEEN MILWAUKIE AND 

CLACKAMAS TOWN CENTER AND THE ORIGINAL "'MAX"' LINE BETWEEN 

DOWNTOWN PORTLAND AND GRESHAM 

MILW - CTC PORT - GRESHAM 

Ridership (av. daily riders) (1) 2,500 (2015) 25,100 (1994) 

CAPITAL COST. (1994 dollars.) $287 million $329 million , 

I 

LENGTH OF LINE 5.4 miles 15.1 miles 

C. COST / MI (1994 dollars) $53.2 million $21.8 million 

C. COST / AV. DAILY RIDER $114,800 $13,107 

(1) Estimated a~ditional ridership in the year 2015 if a SiN 

light rail fine from 179th to Milwaukie is extended to 
i 

I the Clackamas Town Center Area. 

Provided by Citizens For Better Transit, 284-7182 9/6/94 
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AORTA's recommendation for the south/North 
Light Rail termini and--alignment 

* South Terminus - Oregon City 

* North Terminus - 99th Street 

* Oregon City to Milwaukie - Mcloughlin Blvd. 

* Milwaukie to Willamette River crossing - Eas't of McLoughlin 
Blvd., west ,edge of Brooklyn Yards, Powell Blvd. overpass, 
south of SPRR right of way.to Caruthers St., Caruthers 
st. to west side of McLoughlin Viaduct' and north to OMSI 
over the PtC track on a bridge approach structure 

I I . 
* Willamette' River Crossing - Caruthers St. Bridge with 

pedestrian.and bicycle way 

* Down~own - 4th Avenue Subway from Market St. to a 1st and 
Burnside junction with MAX. On the south end the alignment 
is on the surface from the Caruthers St. Bridge approach 
structure to the north edge of 1-405, then north along 
the east side of 4th Ave. to a portal entrance north of 
Harrison St. 

* Coliseum Transit Center to Kaiser Clinic - East side of 
1-5 to Emanuel Hospital, under 1-5 to Kaiser Clinic 

* Kaiser Clinic to Kenton - Two lane Interstate Ave. 

* 

* 

* 

Kenton to Columbia River - Denver St. overpass, PIA, Expo 
Center and Jantzen Beach 

Columbia River Crossing - ~edium level lift bridge with 
pedestrian and bicycle way (tentative recommendation pending 
a review of a bridge opening analyses) 

Vancouver CBD to 99th St. - Main St. to 39th and no 
recommendation between US 99 or 1-5 alignment at this 
time 

Association of Oregon Rail and Transit Advocates 
PO Box 2772,_Portland, Or 97208-2772 

8/31/94 
,. 

Contacts: Jim Howell 284-7182 or Fred Nussbaum 292-5549 
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SouthINorth Transit Corridor StudyPuhlic Meeting 

Public Commen1s Received September 7, 1994 
Shumway Middle School, Vancouver, Washington 

5:00 - 8:00 p.m. 

Representative Jolene Unsoeld acknowledged and commended the public interest in the Study. 
Representative Unsoeld continued with her personal support for the Study and the great 
opportunities she believes the Study places before the region. She also discussed air quality 
concerns related to continued employment groWth within the region. Representative Unsoeld 
noted that language that is currently being developed to go to the senate for linking the south and 
north into one single planning unit. Representative Unsoeld emphasized the power citizens have 
to ensure the continued quality of life by staying involved in the Study to ensure the best possible 
rapid transit system. 

Jan lAIste, local homeowner, spoke in support of a northern terminus to 134th StreetlWSU area. 
Ms. Luste believes that a 134th Street terminus will serve both Washington State University and 
citizens living in the 1-205 corridor. She believes that if the extension to 134th Street is delayed 
it may not happen. 

Roger Cole was unable to be present to give his personal testimony, but his comment card states 
that he has concerns as to whether or not light rail will achieve its objectives. He also has 
concerns regarding the cost of the project -- concerned that ridership will not be high enough. 

MeDill Downey spoke in opposition to light rail. Mr. Downey believes that future problems of 
population and growth are due to the increased number of immigrants coming into the country. 

Tad Winiecki expressed to the panel that he believes light rail to be too costly, too slow and not 
covering enough areas (i.e., Portland airport, train stations and universities). He expressed 
support for an alternate light rail transportation system (People Pod). Mr. Winiecki distributed 
information to the panel illustrating the advantages of the People Pod system. 

Jale' Hansen spoke in support of Mr. Winiecki's People Pod system due to the fact that it would 
not interfere with traffic on the ground. Ms. Hansen had real concerns that the system will not 
be successful and will be a waste of money. 

Lynn Mathers, Director of Finance and Operations at Washington State University, supported a 
northern terminus to 134th StreetlWSU area. Ms. Mathers distributed information to the panel 
outlining reasons that the northern terminus should be at the 134th StreetlWSU area. She 
explained the partnership WSU has with Portland State University and Clark College and the 
importance of students moving between campuses via light rail. 



Lany Martin spoke in opposition to the light rail system. Mr. Martin supports improving the 
current bus system. He believes the cost of the system is too high. 

Jeanne Lipton expressed concerns with the cost of the project. Ms. Lipton also had specific 
concerns with the frequent changes in projected costs. Ms. Lipton believes that the displacements 
illustrated in the Tech Fact Sheet should be more specific. 

Susan Melchert, WSU student, spoke in support of light rail transit in an effort to reduce traffic. 
She also spoke in support of a terminus in the 134th StreetlWSU area, serving the Washington 
State University campus. As for the 1-5 vs. Highway 99 alignment alternative, Ms. Melchert 
spoke in support of Highway 99 alignment through the Hazel Dell area. 

John Spence initiated his comments by stating that he did not receive the Briefing Document in 
a very timely manner -- did not have enough time to review the document thoroughly. Mr. 
Spence continued by stating that he believes the best way to address the future transportation 
problem will be to increase bus service. Mr. Spence believes that a light rail system will be too 
costly for taxpayers. He added that it will be difficult to get people to ride the system -- people 
will continue to use their automobiles. 

Bill Doenecke, representing Vancouver School District, spoke in support of a Vancouver Mall 
terminus. The Vancouver School District has hopes to form a partnership with C-TRAN to 
enhance service to students. They are hoping to implement a student voucher 'fare system. Mr. 
Doenecke added that in addition to the School District, a Vancouver Mall terminus would also 
serve the hospital and Clark College. 

Steven Bartholomaus spoke in support of an enhanced bus system. Mr. Bartholomaus believes 
that the cost of living will be jeopardized by bring light rail to the community. He continued by 
pointing out some of the problems that Portland is having with the current light rail system 
(MAX). 

Dan McFarling, Aloha, Oregon resident, spoke in favor of a 4th Avenue subway, a Caruthers 
bridge crossing with a light rail station at OMS1 and an Oregon City southern terminus via 
McLoughlin Blvd. 

Karen Gocia, Downtown Vancouver Association and member of the SouthlNorth Citizens 
Advisory Committee, expressed her concerns with the No-Build option. Ms. Ciocia believes that 
it would be detrimental to do nothing. Ms. Ciocia did not express any specific position she had 
in regard to any alignment or terminus alternative. However, her hopes are that a light rail 
system, if chosen, would enhance the Vancouver community. 

Kelly Punteney stated that he believes light rail transit is a must for the Vancouver community. 
Mr. Punteney spoke in favor of a tunnel option to cross the Columbia River. However, if a 
tunnel proves to be too expensive, a new 1-5 bridge would be his next choice, accommodating 
rail and auto service. 
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Roy Nunn, west Vancouver resident, expressed concerns in regard to current and future housing 
developments in the Vancouver area. Mr. Nunn explained that many of the units are being 
developed with multiple parking-spaces per single dwelling. He believes that some form of 
regulation should be implemented to minimize the number parking spaces for autos. Mr. Nunn 
also expressed concern with the safety of a light rail system. 

Linda Lee spoke in support of light rail transit. Ms. Lee is dependent on public transportation 
and believes the region should be viewing and utilizing it as an alternative mode of 
transportation. 

.loello Flande~, Cascade Park resident, expressed concerns with the cost of the project. Ms. 
Flanders is a retired citizen and believes that it will be too expensive. She also expressed 
concerns with safety and the project and ridership. 

Kurt Creager, representing the Vancouver Housing Authority, stated that the Housing Authority 
had no specific position on the Study - they believe any terminus option would serve many of 
their housing units. Mr. Creager, personally, spoke in support of the 99th Street northern 
terminus. Mr. Creager expressed the impact the decision will have on their development and 
urged staff to provide the public with as much clarity as possible. 

Bill rudden spoke in support of a Highway 99 alignment alternative vs. the 1-5 corridor. Mr. 
Hidden also spoke in support of a MainlBroadway couplet in downtown Vancouver. 

Barbara Yasson, SouthlNorth Citizens Advisory Committee member, spoke in opposition of the 
No-Build option. Ms. Yasson supports light rail transit with enhanced access to major activity 
centers. She believes the system should be diverse serving residential, retail and commercial 
areas. 

Jeanne Stewart, Vancouver resident, spoke in support of an 1-5 corridor alignment, staying as 
close to the freeway as possible. Ms. Stewart believes that a Main Street alignment would be 
disastrous to her neighborhood. Ms. Stewart also commented on economic benefits a light rail 
line would create for businesses. She believes any business located on the line would gain 
economic benefits. She continued by voicing her support of a light rail system that will benefit 
commuters. In closing, Ms. Stewart spoke in support of a 134th or 179th Street northern 
terminus. 

Philip Arnold spoke in support of an 1-5 corridor alignment. Mr. Arnold believes that an 1-5 
alignment would have the least impact on the area, which is a major concern of his. 

The meeting was adjourned at 7:55 p.m. 

bc 



• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

100 MPH speed, nont-5,[{}O 

point-to-point transportation 
on a 3 dimensional grid. 

Collision proof, safe 
above all traffic. 

rc.vrLC rvuv 

Non-polluting, clean electric power 
gives 400 MPG energy efficiency. 

Faster $ safer and cheaper than 
automobile commuting. 

lightweigh~ aerodynamic, 
passeri'ger capacity, 

advanced composite structure. 

Less million per miie 
cost, lightweight" rob ot 

formed guideway track. 



and why it 

flyer -$3.Q 
tges -$4.~ 

1ges
ages-

powered 
ages-

1ages .. 

pages .. 

pages .. 

.pages" 

jpages-
5 pages 
3pages 
S pages-
9 pages-
3pages 

kor 

Daily commuting is one of our most frustrating, planet polluting, time wasting and energy wasting 
. problems. People Pods(tm) provide a practical. fast, efficient, environmentally responsible and profitable 

public transportation system. Douglas J. Malewlcki. the Inventor. designer and engineer of ROBOSAURUS 
has designed and patented this personal magnetic levitation transportation system. 

People Pods: 
. Promote energy efficiency. 

-requires 1/20th the energy of an automobile. 
400 MPG equivalent!! 
-reduces dependency on foreign oil. 

. All electric. 
-immediate reduction in smog. 
-pod Itself produces zero emissions. 
-entire process produces 1/50th to 1/100th of the pollution of an automobile. 
-extends the earth's life expectancy. 

. Cruises at 100 MPHtoyourdestination. 
-much faster commute. 
-less stressed and more productive employees. 
-no speeding or DUI tickets. 

· Affordable. 
-projected user cost approximately 10 cents per mile. 
-more than competitive with today's overall auto expenses. 

· Electronic sensing, computer controlled and emergency braking. 
-safer than traveling by automobile. 
-reduces insurance costs. 
-risk free of injury/death by intoxicated, incompetent or inattentive drivers. 

· Moves more people per lane per hour than any paved road, train or monorail system. 
-no more 30 mile, one hour commutes. 
-consistently prompt employees. 
-no schedules, inconvenient routes or questionable stations. 

"leaves the remaining surface traffic less congested and more freely flowing. 
-reduces auto and truck energy waste and pollution. 
-decreases product ·in transit· time. 

"Provides non-stop operation on 3 dimensional grid. 
-no traffic lights or pedestrians. 
-no fender benders. 
-no energy wasted on acceleration I deceleration or idle. 

"low" " er installation costs per mile than any paved road, railroad or monorail system. 
-no additional right-of-ways 
-cheaper to build, maintain and use. 
-highly profitable. .. 

"Can be erected f . • " aster than any paved road, railroad or monorail. 
-no more waiting for the ·Construction Ahead-. 
-no more dodging dangerous ·c~ment walls •. 

People Pods IS a registered trademark of Aerovisions, Inc. 
Patents Pending 

., 
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A POLLUTION SOLUTION 
With the use of an efficient vehicle (407 MPG equivalent), using clean electricity for all 
power, pollution caused by commuter transportation can be reduced to insignificant levels. -
AIR and NOISE POLLUTION 
Studies have shown that in Southern California alone, 
automobiles and trucks add an average of 842 tons of 
pollutants to our air each weekday. Automotive engineers 
haVe done an excellent job of controlling the visible portion of 
combUstion by·products (air pollution) and quieting the noise 
of 5,000 explosions a minute In our gasoline powered 
vehicles. 

Most of the noise you hear from a modern car traveling along 
at a steady speed is tire noise. That noise is strictly 
proportional to the weight of the vehicle. Reducing gross 
weight from approximately 3200 pounds to 600 pounds (with 
!wo occupants) will mean a lot less noise. Maglev will 
eliminate the tire noise entirely. Perfect aerodynamic shapes 
wm also reduce secondary noise. 

Each person using a People Pod vehicle instead of an 
automobile will eliminate the pollution contribution of that 
automobile. Opponents may argue that the generation of 
additional electricity for People Pods will create additional 
pollution. This issue must be addressed by looking at the 
huge amount of pollution that People Pods will eliminate. 
One power plant can produce the electrical energy for 
hundreds of thousands of People Pods. Combustion 
engineers can implement sophisticated computer controlled 
systems which bum fuel with . incredible efficiency and 
minimal emissions. This level of sophistication would be too 
complex aod costly if installed on each and every 
automobile. 

~r~ --; . .:L- ' 
/~ 

To obtain the energy efficiency of People Pods vehicles, 
automobiles would have to achieve more than 407 MILES 
PER GALLON I Especially note that People Pods are 
achieving this efficiency while travelling at a steady 100 
Miles Per HourU Based on energy efficiency alone, People . 
Pods caused pollution would be 11 times less than produced 
by a 33.3 MPG car and 18.5 times less than for a 20 MPG 
car. 

Studies have shown that 50% to 90% of an automobiles total 
pollution comes from the first two minutes after the cold start 
of the engine.(7) Only after the engine is warmed up does 
the catalytiC converter begin to do its job. The electrical 
power plant Is not doing a cold start for each People Pod 
user and thus eliminates this major source of pollution. 

Other studies have shown that an idling gasoline engine 
pours out 300 limes as much carbon monoxide into the air as 
one that is running freely. Additionally, covering 10 miles in 
30 minutes (slow, heavy traffic at a 20 MPH average speed) 
causes a car to emit 250% more hydrocarbons than traveling 
10 miles at speed on a traffic free road. (8) An electric 
generating plant, produces power on a constant basis and is 
not subject to the idling or traffic constraints which cause 
excess pollution in automobile engines. 

As you can see, there will be pollution due to the generation 
of electricity, but no matter what method is used, the net 
pollution for People Pod users appears to be 1/5Oth or 
perhaps 1/10Oth of that produced by an automobile for a 
comparative trip. (Fig 6) 

Fast, Non·Polluting Commuting - Figure 6 (drawing by lany Wood) 
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A CONGESTION SOLUTION 
A single people pod lane has a potential capacity of 14,400 passengers per hour. Four lane 
freeways only carry 12,000 vehicles per hour. _________________ _ --HIGH THROUGHPUT WITH COMPUTER CONTROL 
people Pods do not depend on the inconsistent reaction time 
of human drivers. and are not subject to the same 
(jeCeleration limits as today's freeway traffic.' Computer 
tontrol, high g braking capability. and electronic collision 
sensing allow closely spaced traffic density at high speeds. 
AI 100 MPH. a half second spacing Is a separation of 73.3 
teet Emergency deceleration from 100 MPH to a stop. at 6 
g. permits a stopping distance of 55 feet These limits would 
_ a throughput of up to 7,200 vehicles per lane. per hour. 
oepending on occupancy. as many as 14.400 people could 
tie moved per hour. (FIG 4) . 

A COMMUTER'S DREAM. The People Pods system places 
traCk pairs in a grid, covering urban areas. The total number 
of lanes running In any given direction is spread out across 
me grid. area. like small freeway systems. much closer 
together. 

The congestion solution is derived from the total number of 
ranes which can be used to offload freeway traffic. Not only 
dOeS the commuter save time by using a superior solution, 
neways become less congested for commercial and 
tlUSiness traffic, and those who continue to use their vehicles 
wit not compete with commuter traffic. (TABLE 1) 

tfyou cover a 20 by 20 mile area with one mile density grids, 
\lis grid consists of 21 two lane tracks in each direction. or 
42 lanes. This is a theoretical maximum throughput of 42 x 
7.200 vehicles per hour. or 302,400 vehicles per hour. 
RearIStica/Iy, commuters are going to compete for particular 
segments which may become saturated at times. and other 
segments will never saturate. However. saturation is a· 
measure of success. and indicates only that additional lanes 
Should be added. : 

Consider the number of vehicles removed from the freeway 
~ surface streets and the new found value of improved 
lIlroughput on the eXisting highway system. As inexpensive 
as People Pods are. there are still good reasons to use our 
~ system. and the roads ·'Will not only be available but 
vastly improved by having less traffic for those who will use 
-cars and drive commercial vehicles. 

Ir Table 1 - Travel Time Comparisons 
AVERAGE TIME TO TIME TO 

II lRAva METHOD SPEED COMMUTE COMMUTE 

Ii BUS 
25 MILES SO MILES 

20 MPH 75 Minutes 1SOMinutes 
. (manv' stopS) 

AUTO 
Itan..... ted freeway) 

35 MPH 43 Minutes 86 Minutes 

TRAIN 
~rail with stopst 

45 MPH 33 Minutes 67 Minutes 

AUTO 55 MPH 27 Minutes 55 Minutes 
~alspeed) 

PEQPLEPODS 100 MPH 15 Minutes 30 Minutes 
l........i..1lO1l-stop) 
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Commuter Entering for Departure 
Figure 4 (drawing by Lany Wood) 

NON COMMUTER UTlUZATION 
To enhance non-commuting uses, including family travel, we 
envision many optional features for People Pod 
transportation. These features include: 

Computer controlled links of several Pods for a 
small "train'. including inter-pod voice links. This 
accommodates travel with children and traveling 
socially with more than two persons in a group. 
This also permits carrying cargo or large luggage on 
a People Pod journey. 

Special telemetry and stations for cargo only use of 
the People Pod Grid System. for swift courier 
service and direct freight forwarding and expediting. 
Large businesses could easily accommodate their 
own internal stations. 

High speed service direct to hospital emergency 
rooms. 

Many significant new ways of using the People Pods system 
can be envisioned with only a little imagination, 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
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A SAFETY SOLUTION . 
An elevated guideway reduces collision probability to a single dimension. Automated 
controls eliminate risk associated with driver errors. The resulting accident potential is 
easily managed with simple redundant computer controls. -
DRIVER RELIABIUlY Most freeway traffic problems are 
caused by accidents which are caused not by mechanical 
failure. but by human error. People Pods do not have driver 
error as a ~ential cause for failure. Countless deaths and 
waste of human life caused by intoxicated drivers can be 
reduced significantly. 

Crashing or being involved in a crash is an inevitable 
expectation. As a result, the modern automobile has 
necessarily evolved Into a 2,500 pound to 3,000 pound 
average weight mobile barrier of protection for its 170 pound 
average weight human occupant (80% who commute all 
alone each morning). It takes an average engine capacity of 
50 to 100 horsepower to adequately propel these machines. 
Half of Southern Califomia's pollution problem is caused 
beCause Internal combustion powerplants have to be sized to 
accelerate and propel all that protective structural. weight. 
The human occupant represents a mere 5% of gross vehicle 
weight! 

900 835 

800 

700 

FAR GREATER SAFETY The one dimensional aspect of 
this form of track travel also means the pods can 
successfully use simple forward looking sonar/radar sensors 
to automatically apply the brakes in the event of an 
impending collision with the rare but possible failed pod. This 
is not a totally useful feature for automobiles because of the 
ever possible cross-traffic collision. . 

Also note that typical automobile driver's braking is limited in 
Its deceleration capability to about .5 g's - a product of 
vehicle weight on the road surface (called the "normal" force) 
times the coefficient of friction between the tire and the road 
surface. A People Pod on the other hand, could decelerate 
at-several g's (during a computer controlled emergency stop) 
because it could squeeze against the track top and bottom 
surfaces simultaneously with a "normal" force that is several 
times GREATEft than tJ:te WEIGHT of the vehicle. (FIG 7) In 
this instance, an automobile-type, hydraulically operated 
brake pad pair is squeezing both sides of a section of track 
instead of a spinning rotor attached to a wheel and tire. 

600 Braking Distance in Feet from 100 MPH 

500 

400 

300 

200 

100 55 

0 

Typieel Car Best Car People Pod 

People Pod High -g- Braking Capability 
Figure 7 

Public transportation, including trains, which allow people to stand or walk along aisles are necessarily 
Iimited'to 1/8 "g" braking/deceleration (10). This requires 2.670 feet to stop from 100 MPH. 

MORE ON SAFETY - IS 100 MPH TOO FAST 11 Some 
people think that 100 MPH is too fast, too scary, and just too 
dangerous. This is because they have a fear of crashing, 
after aU we must argue that SPEED DOES NOT KILL -
CRASHING KILLS! No one complains that 600 MPH is too 
f~t to fly in an airliner. After all, if its going to crash, its 
go~ng to fall out of the sky. Even if it flies at 55 MPH, its still 
gOing to kill you if it falls out of the sky. So - Why do people 
'~? The answer is simple. People fly because commercial 
:raft have been engineered for safety and the system has 

n proven to be safe. Even in the early days of air travel, 
:sengers were willing to take the risks of air travel 
If ause of the tremendous benefits of high speed 
d ~nSPOrtation. People Pods offer these same benefits at a 

I erent time and place. As modern SOCiety as we know it 
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could not exist without air travel, the same will be said some 
day for the People Pod system. 

Unlike a commercial airliner, People Pods can operate 
independently when other portions of the system fail. Pods 
can travel to their destination without instructions from the 
central computer. Collision avoidance systems are unique 
and independent within each Pod. Rare switching failures 
will result in some traffic redirection 'and commuter 
inconvenience, but not a total grid shutdown. 

Safety is not an item to be trivialized. A substantial portion of 
People Pods engineering will be dedicated to the necessity 
for ultra-safe, reliable operation. 
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A RELIABILITY SOLUTION 
An all solid state Maglev People Pod vehicle requires virtually no moving parts. These 
vehicles will demonstrate exponential improvements in reliability when compared with 
Internal combustion engine powered commuting machines. 

------. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

-
ADDRESSING THE RELIABIUTY QUESTION 
several people introduced to the People Pods concept to are 
concemed about reliability and the ability to keep the system 
cnoving. Since all the Pods are Single file and are locked on 
to the monorail track, it would appear that the whole line 
.would corne to a halt if just a single pod were to fail. This 
appears to be similar to the traffic disaster that occurs when 
a semi tractor trailer rig overturns blocking all lanes to a 
cnajor freeway. Critical engineers further comment that with, 
tor example 250,000 Pods being used each day, the 
probability of at least one machine failing may be near 100%. 

FIRST - THE BUILT IN SOLUTION 
The primary goal of the People Pods system requires a 
complete grid network so you can arrive very close to your 
desired final destination. this same grid system provides 
escape routes in the event that anyone mile segment of 
track is totally blocked by a failed pod. Once the grid exists, 
vehicles would automatically be routed both left and right 
around a blocked section. 

ClEARING A FAILED POD 
The streamlined nose cone of every Pod will include a hard 
rubber tip and the back will have a matching structured target 
push area Thus, one pod could assist a stalled pod to the 
next station to clear the track obstruction. Note that the 
sonar sensing anti-collision device, in cOl"!1bination with the 
phenomenal braking capability prevents any contact at a 
large.speed differential (a ·crash·). 

If a Pod electric ~otor quits working, it would take the trailing 
pod 11 seconds to catch it. Even if the anti-collision system 
faaed. the speed differential would only be 8 MPH at impact. 
(9) (The failed Pod does not slow down more quickly for the 
same reasons it takes very little power to cruise at 100 MPH. 
These reasons include excellent streamlining, low frontal 
area, and low rolling resistance.) 

The trailing Pod has plenty of excess motor horsepower 
available and can easily power one or more failed pods to 
the next station. Given that the anti-collision sensor is 
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working, the trSlling pod merely decelerates slightly, nudges 
up to the failed Pod, and accelerates both Pods up to the 
grid speed of 100 MPH. At the next station, both Pods exit. 
and the failed pod Is directed off at the next station and into a 
maintenance lane. The passenger of the trailing Pod 
continues his commute after the inSignificant delay . 

In the event of a complete grid power outage, an on-board. 
10 pound, bi-polar battery will yield an emergency range of 3 
miles at 100 MPH or even more at reduced speed. 

DISCUSSION OF ELECTROMAGNETIC RELIABIUTY 
Each Maglev People Pod will be driven by a linear induction 
motor and supported by magnetic levitation. Unlike 
complicated internal combustion engines, with a high part 
count and many hot wearing surfaces, this device has no 
moving parts ~nd no friction in its normal cruising mode. 
There are no reciprocating parts being driven by combustion 
to generate a high heat and noise environment. 

This kind of reliability is not possible in internal combustion 
engines. Internal combustion engines have surfaces that 
must contain explOSions, and must therefore be very tight 
and generate significant friction and wear. 

The mean time between failure for an entirely solid state 
propulsion and levitation system is expected to be 
phenomenal once developed to production levels. 

DRIVER REUABIUTY 
Most freeway traffic problems are caused by accidents which 
are caused not by mechanical failure, but by human error. 
People Pods do not have driver error as a potential cause for 
failure. 

RELIABILITY CONCLUSION 
Overall, the People Pods concept can not only survive the 
reliability question, but can make a strong case for itself 
based on reliability as a positive factor for implementation of 
People Pods Grid systems. 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
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.\ AN ECONOMIC SOLUTION - Guideway.Costs 
supportin~ ~ ~iniscule traveling weight means guideway material and construction costs 
also are minimized. .' --[)eIaiIS of the Preliminary People Pod Monorail Track Cost 
,wIySis Report (18) are summarized here. 

suPpORT POLES - Due to the light weight of the People 
pod system, we have selected common street lighting utility 
poleS to provide the necessary structural support. Because 
of the inherent strength of steel tapered tubes, several wind 
::IiIl manufacturers have used this same approach to safely 
support some very large bending moments. 

MONORAIL TRACK - Track itself must meet severe criteria 
for static and dynamic structural strength. deflection and 
cost In addition. prOVision for power transfer to the People 
Pods must be included. as well as pod trapping to the track 
and pod switching. 

CONTINUOUS ROLL FORMING FROM COILS OF SHEET 
STEEL People Pods track could be continuously 
manufactured in place by a large, mobile. computer 
controlled and computer stabilized roll forming machine with 
automatic welding of the seam.(FIG 10) In our case, 
hOWever, the track stays fixed in space while the forming 
machine travels from pole to pole at exactly the speed. the 
product is emerging. Thus, a very strong and stiff monorail 
track could be produced which is simultaneously being gently 
deformed to permanently turn climb and descend as 
necessary to follow the available terrain. The track could 
llso be produced with a built-in precision twist to provide the 
banking needed to more comfortably negotiate high speed 
curves. 

As with welded steel railroad track, we may have to allow the 
!rack to float on the poles to allow for thermal expansion and 
contraction. 

I.ASER ALIGNMENT 
TARGET COIL OF 

One Mile Per Day Track Forming Machine 
Figure 10 (drawing by Lany Wood) 

~ri°r Malewicki has previously invented and engineered a 
f":' 00 Pound, 40 foot tall, fully articulated hydraulic 
""01.(19) 

SWITCHES - It is important to note that as currently 
envisioned, NO portion of our track MOVES. Switching is 
entirely done by components in the POD itself. The reasons 
for this are reliability, safety, and for low maintenance costs. 
Pod based magnetic controlled switching principals were 
demonstrated by the Aerospace Company in 1972.(19) 

Table 7 
People Pod Monorail Guideway Pair 

Preliminary Total Cost Per Mile* 

Item Requirements 

Support Supports located every 20 feet 
Poles (utility poles). 

Monorail Two one mile guideways. 
Guideway 
Passive ~wo high 'speed "exit" switches. 
Switches Four high speed "merge in" 

switches. 
Drop Down Two low speed "exit" switches. 

Stations Two transition to descent. 
Two sections station track. 
Two acceleration segments. 
Two fences. 

Interchange Four 90 deg. turns. 
Four crosstracks. 
Four low speed "exit" switches. 
Two· low speed "merge" 
switches. 
Two 1000' decel segments. 
Two 1000' accel segments. 

Maglev Two miles .050' aluminum 
Passive Strip conduCtor. 

Grand Total 

Total 
Installed 

Cost 
$396,000 

$174,920 

$18,000 

$48,350 

$69,530 

$20,000 

$726,800 

*Coil steel stock was priced at $0.36 per pound in small 1000 
pound quantities.(Aug 1990) To be conservative. the above 
guideway costs were based on steel at $1.00 per pound. 
The calculated beam span to deflection ratio was 3,380 to 1. 
This was based on maximum vehicle loading, all nose to tail, 
parked continuously along the guideway. 

Table 8 - Relative Costs 
PROJECT PROPOSED PEOPLE POD % 

COST COST 
Jamboree Road $13 Million $1 Million 7.7% 

crwo Miles) Per Mile Per Mile (two lane) 
Typical 8 Lane $63 Million $3 Million 4.8% 

Freewav Per Mile Per Mile (six lane) 
Typical Concrete $100 Million + $150,000 0.15% 
FWV. Interchange Each Each 

LA to SF $12.6 Billion $0.9 Billion 7.1% 
125 MPH Train for 500 Miles for 500 Miles 
LA Metro Rail $250 Million $1 Million 0.4% 

Subway Per Mile Per Mile 

Page 12 



•• . -
• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

CASCADING COST BENEFITS 

Admittedly, any other overhead Monorail system has some of the 
inherent safety features of the People Pod system, but none of the 
cascading cosr effecrive benefirs of our system. Specifically, at 
projected costs of $50 to $60 million per mile for the typical ~oo 
passenger Monorail train, we could alternatively erect 50 para1~e~ 
miles of People Pod track spaced at say one mile intervals. 

supposedly, the government is getting ready to spend that kind of 
money for several demonstration Monorail systems. Some of the inherent 
problems with such Monorails (or any other train or light-rail 
vehicles) of large mass passenger carrying capacity are: 

1) They run on a schedule - miss one and it costs you time 
waiting for the next; 

2) These systems must stop at each and every station to let some 
passengers off and new ones on. Besides time lost in just sitting at 
each station, additional time is lost in decelerating to and 
accelerating away from each station. This reduces potential average 
cruise speed. 

3) Such systems are inherently so expensive that it becomes 
illogical to ever contemplate extending and branching the system out 
allover a city in order to make the system useful to all the 
taxpaying populace living in the city. 

4) In addition to the huge initial capital, such systems are 
typically expensive to operate and also usually operate at less than 
initially projected ridership. They inevitably never pay for 
themselves, nor breakeven financially on an annual basis and end up 
subsidized by taxpayers who don't even use the system - forever! 

Wouldn't the same intended money be better spent on developing a 
complete grid that becomes useful to all - no matter where they live 
in the city and no matter where they want to go in the city. A system 
that will be used because their is no waiting, because it gets you to 
your desired destination fasr, at a stea~y 100 MPH, and which will be 
used because it cosrs the user ~ess rhan he would have ro be paying 
for just the gasoline for his car! 

The only real solution is for MASS transportation to become PERSONAL 
transportation! 

~~~ 
2J~4Jr~' 
lL(<i 6 L ~~ ~..J0 . 
~ -' CA c:y 27";LJ 
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~ Washington State University 
_ Vancouver 

July 28, 1994 

Mr. leon Skiles 
South/North Transit Corridor Study 
Planning Department 
Metro . 
600 N.E. Grand Ave. 
Portland, OR 97232-2736 

Dear Mr. Skiles: 

As the chief administrative officers of the involved campuses, we wish to express our support 
for a light rail route connecting the academic institutions: Portland State University. Washington 
State University Vancouver and Clark College. There is now and will continue to be sharing of 
students and collaboration of programs and activities between these three institutions. The 
metropolitan community would benefit by having the PSU campus served by the light rail on the' 
south and WSU Vancouver on the north with Clark College having access in the middle. 

Education is a vital part of our society and this connection will promote our regional educational 
goals. 

Si erey: L ta-1' 
Judith A. Ramaley., 
President 
Portland State University 

cc: Robert Hennessey, C-Tran 

.'"""\ i ./) , ! (Yo . 
.'- ~L/ : ./' J;·f·· 
v' v' / . 
Earl P. Johnson, Ph.D. 
President 
Clark College 

Rick Williams, Citizens' Advisory Committee 

H. A. Dengerink. Ph.D. 
Campus Dean 
Washington State University 

Vancouver 

TEACHING EXCELLENCE. COMMUNITY COMMIH'ENT 

". ..-1 . . .... ;;;,.. .... 
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August 17, 1994 

Ron Bergman 
Director of Public Works 
Clark County 
1300 Franklin Blvd. 
Vancouver, WA 98660 

Dear Mr. Bergman: 

Portland State University 
P.O. Box 751. Ponbnd. OR <fT3J1..('75 I 

I am. writing to you regarding the north terminus of the NortblSouth light rail line. ' While I truly 
understand the problems associated with the overall cost of the project and appreciate the commitment 
made by WasblngtOn residents to fund a major portion of the project, I strongly support connecting the 
line to the Washington State University Vancouver campus. 

Portland State University has been actively involved in the development of the plans related to the 
downtown connection of the line. A PSU stop is good policy for our stUdents, faculty, staff, and 
downtown business partners. For these same reasons and more, it makes sense to connect the North 
end of the line tD both the Clark Community College and Washington State at Vancouver 'campuses: 

a College students and employees are consistent and regular users of transit systems. And since 
many of our SOldents attend night classes, our campuses provide a significant nnmber of riders 
during non-peak hours. 

o As employers demand higher skilled workers and employees seek training and educational 
services, we must provide quick and convenient access to institutions of higher education. 

a PSU and OUI educational partners in Clark Coun.t.y have worked hard to provide coordinated 
and connected educational. services and programs. !.inking these efforts with an efficient 
transportation system will improve our ability to serve students from both Washington and 
Oregon and reduce dDplication of programs. 

As you develop recommendations on the North end of the line. I strongly urge you to connect the 
systcm. to both educational institutiODS located in Clark Cmmty. It will result in increased ridership, 
reduced dependence on the automobile, and provide greater access to educational services. 

._ If you have any questions about my positio~ please don't hesitate to contact me or Lindsay 
Desrochers, Vice-President for Finance and Adm.inistration at 725-4444. 

3;
Best regards,*-
.I th~ey" 

esideot 

Office of the President S03nZS-441 t 
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~ Washington State University 
_ Vancouver 

August 17, 1994 

Mr., Ron Bergman 
Director of Public Works 
Clark County . 

Dear Ron: 

~812 E. Mcloughhn 80ulevarc 
Vancouver, WA 98663-3597 

As we come down to "decision time" with regard to the termini for the light rail transit proposals, I 
thought it might be helpful to remind you and the key decision makers of the planning that 
Washington State University has undertaken that reinforces our use of transit at the new Salmon 
Creek Campus. 

From our earliest planning studies, including the site selection process, the issue of availability of 
transit has been an integral concern. While we understood the physical constraints involved, y.re 
had always hoped that the rail line would actually reach our campus. If studies have determined 
that to be unfeasible, then our goal will be to make the connection between the 134th site and our 

. c,ampus the most convenient and efficient one possible. 

The campus master plan, while not indicating any specific light rail alignments, is based on a 
transit friendly design. In fact, the entrance to the campus'was redesigned specifically in response 
to discussions with C-Tran in order to accommodate bus routing directly on to the campus. 

Our position has always been that we want to find ways to reduce vehicle trips to the campus by 
relying on transit and other transportation demand management programs. We established early in 
the design and programming process that campus parking would be part of a managed system and 
would be availa~le at a cost to our student population. The revenues from those facilities will 
serve to fund supportive programs such as transit pass subsidies for students and shuttle busses 
from the campus to the 134th Street light rail station. 

I am sure you are aware that the WSU Vancouver campus is upper division only, Le., junior, 
senior and graduate level. This has led to discussions with Clark College administrators exploring 
how a light rall connection between the two institutions would reinforce the missions of both. For 
instance, it would facilitate the transfer of faculty, the ability for students to be taking classes at 
both schools and could help expand sharing of higher educational materials, particularly between 
the library facilities. 

TEACHING EXCELLENCE, COMMUNITY COMMITMENT 



We also are hopeful that the alignment decisions made in the future will allo~ a connection 
between WSU Vancouver, Clark College and Portland State University as indicated in the attached 
copy of a letter from the chief administrati ve officers of these institutions and the Light Rail to 
134th Street Information Sheet. There is little doubt that a strong light rail connection would 
further expand educational opportunities for students at all of those institutions. 

Finally, we are firmly convinced that the extension of light rail to 134th Street provides unique 
opportunity to leverage the public dollars that are being invested in the creation of the WSU 
Vancouver campus. The extension of the system to 134th Street will allow us to fulfill the vision 
stated in our master plan which is for a campus that is transit friendly and ultimately, in fact, 
transit dependent. This will allow us to achieve the educational environment that has been 
envisioned by the Legislature, the University and the Board of Regents. Stopping the line 
anywhere short of 134th is, in my opinion, :very short sighted and would bypass a golden 
opportunity to capitalize on the state's investment in higher education at the Salmon Creek 
Campus. 

.1 strongly encourage the. elected officials of our community to insist that the light rail line 
incorporate 134th Street as the northern terminus for the SouthINorth segment. 

H.A. Dengerink, h.D. 
WSUV Campus Dean 

Attachment: Letter of July 28, 1994 
Light Rail to 134th Street Information Sheet 
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DATELINE 

LOCK THE HOUSE, HERE COMES THE TRAIN 
• LINTHICUM, MD. - The idea held great promise. A new train stop tucked in the 
trees behind the Royal Farms store would let Linthicum remain a small town while 
giving its people easy access to the shops, culture and jobs of nearby Baltimore. So 
citizens said yes. But that was a year ago, before inner-city troubles arrived on the 

boxy white train with a blue stripe, before light rail became known as 
"loot rail." Now, this once sleepy community of 7,500 is in an uproar 
over crime. And the loudest voices want the train simply to pass on by. 

Linthicum lies only 9 miles south of Baltimore, adjacent to both the 
city's beltway and Baltimore-Washington International Airport. Even 
so, the town had remained quiet and insulated, fllied with lifelong 
residents, paid-off mortgages, unlocked doors and middle-class neigh
bors looking out for each other. But when the train began arriving 

every 15 minutes, bikes started disappearing from porches, lawn equipment from 
sheds. At the Giant supermarket two stops down, shoplifting increased tenfold. Police 
say heroin addicts from the city began riding the train without paying (it operates on 
an honor system) to burglarize homes of items that could be sold for drugs. Word got . 
around that Linthicum was an easy mark. Several locals were robbed and beaten. 
Then one morning in April, a 24-year-old woman was stabbed in the chest while 
buying a train ticket. She survived, but Linthicum hasn't been the same since. 

Crackdown. A county 
police initiative that be
gan after the·· stabbing 
and is now supplemented 
by the state's Mass 
Transit Administration 
with off-duty police offi
cers has led to the arrest 
of 161 people, mostly 
from Baltimore's inner 
city. The crackdown 
seems to be working. But 
many residents, unaccus
tomed to even minor 
crime, remain afraid. De
spite promises of perma
nent protection, many 
residents distrust the 
MTA and believe that . What rail wrought. The sherifffinds crime on the rise. 
the extra police will de-
part. And crime does continue. Recently, a county cop narrowly escaped injury when 
he.was dragged into ~e path of a train by a robbery suspect he was trying to arrest. 

The Anne Arundel 'County sheriff, Robert Pepersack, says he is comfortable 
riding the train only because he's "a law enforcement official with a 9-mm pistol." 
Closing t.be train stop, Says local resident Elizabeth Plummer, is the only way for 
people to avoid living in a "police state." Members of the Linthicum-Shipley 

· Improvement Association, the citizens' organization that voted a year ago to open 
· the stop, have since voted overwhelmingly to close it. But the MT A, after spending 
• $364 million to establish its light-rail system, says the stop is here to stay. 

State Sen. Michael Wagner insists that only a vocal minority wants the train not to 
stop. "We have to address the problems," he says. "We can't run from them." William 
Hubbard, a member of the improvement association's board; agrees. Yet when he 
circulated a petition calling for the rail service to continue, he gained only 39 
signatures-and lost several longtime friends. Elizabeth Plummer's petition, to close 
the stop, fared better. It has 1,300 names. 0 By GREG FERGUSON 

AI' U.S.NEWS & WORLD REPORT. AUGUST l!>. ( 



Why Bring light-Rail To 134th Street? 
• Washington State University's Vancouver branch is a nonresidential campus, so students, staff, 

faculty, vendors and visitors will all be driving to and from campus. 

• The campus is expected to generate nearly 2.5 million trips a year by 2020. * 

• The new WSU Vancouver branch campus is one of the major activity centers identified by 
Oarle County's Growth Management Plan. . 

• Partnerships between Portland State University, Clark College and WSU Vancouver will mean 
more travel between the Portland-Vancouver area and the new campus. 

• In an effort to be responsive to environmental concems such as air quality and greenspaces, 
WSU Vancouver seeks to limit parking space at Its new campus. 

• Uke the many agencies invoived in the High Capacity Transit Study, WSU Vancouver's goal is 
to serve the community. Providing an effective transportation system is a major component 
of integrating a successful university-with an established community. 

• .~ a minimal level of tI'I:lnsit wvice is provided to the campus, the two percent share of campus trips trIOde by tI'I:lnsit " appears to be 
tetISOIIQbIc. Should a slgnifictmtly higher level of tI'I:lnsit wvia be piovided." it can be expected that the share of ctJmpUS-re1ated trips made by 
tIOnsit willtIcrease. • - WSU Vancouver Draft Supplemental Environtnenta/ Impact Sta~nt.. 

About WSU Vancouver & Its Partnerships 
wsu VanCouverwos formally designated as a branch cam
pus ofWasb1ngton State University In 1989. WSU Vancou
ver provides access to bigher eduCQU~ to the residents of 
southwest Washington who, tradiUonally, have had to 
tmvel away from home to earn a four-year degree. 

Omently operating from a temporwy locaUori on the Clark 
College OuDpus, WSU Vancouver Is In the process of con
strucUng Its own campus, near the 134th st. Interchange. 

A DUJ#or dUferenc:e IJetweaa tIds new CGIIIpU$, cmd the 
one III PuIlauJa .. tIuat WSV VCIIIC'OUWf''' not. raIcIca
tIGl ClP"pu. W1aGt tIuat __ III pnu:tIaIl terms .. 
tIuat all ofWSV VCIIIClINA'CI".r .cu4ents - not to IIICIItfon 
Its.rtllfl, ~ I'fsIton an4 WJUIon - will lie trawl
ling to CIIId fioIa the.rlte on • nguJ4r ..... 

Partnerships 
WSU Vancouver's students, staff and faculty wtlI be travel
Ing not only to and from the new campus, but between 
Otberaunpuses, as part of the many partnerships between 
WSU Vcmcouver and QIeQ colleges and univeIs1Ues. For 
that I1!QSOI1, PorUand State University, Clark College and 
WSU \'ancx)Uver all support a llght-rail connection to WSU 
VQJlc:ouvets new campus.. Some of these partnersh1ps are: 

pgrtIand-Aru UnO' System (PORT AU) - With the 
largest PORTALS system In the area, WSU Vancouver pr0-
vides Portland area llbraries and universiUes with access to 
extensive llbroIy and Journal reference materials. 

Qam College - A1; the area's oniy community college, 
,Clark College Is a natural "feeder" school for WSU Vancou

I ve& Plans are underway for CciIk to offer'a number of 
, classes on the WSUVancouvercampus, and many students 
. Will take classes at WSU Vancouver and Cork College con-

cunently. Student and community acUviUes wtlI continue' 
to be shc%cd, :eq-.n.-mg .:outmucd b'OO:iportation support. 

Center For Columbia Blur HlstoO' - WSU Professor 
Bill Lang, d1rector of the center, will be based at PSU In 
January 1996 to conduct this program folntly. 

Engineering program p.tineahlps - A proposal is 
undeIWay that the fourth year of WSU's Engineering pro
gram be taken at PSU. 

loint ScIences Prqmm - If It proves feasible, WSU 
Vancouver will join fOlC2S with PSU In providing science 
educaUon to students. 

Other Considerations: 
The Growth Management Act 
A1; one of the main activity centeIs IdenUfied for Cork 
County's growth JDanagementplan, the WSU branch cam
pus area is expectlng tremendous growth - and traffic -
a~e and beyond that Drought C?D by the university. 

Projected 
Enrollment 

Potential trips 

1,563 2,698 

generated by 318,852 550,390 
students 

99,908 241,172 381,990 

.. Cultural events, contJnulng educGtIon. CINJIIIIUtIltyactivitla, azmpus ttIurJ, etc.. 

Commute Trip Reduction 
A1; the number of students Increases, so too does the need 
for additional staff and faculty. To conform to the state's 
Commute Trip Reduction Act, WSU Vancouver will have to 
reduce Its employees' Slngle-Occupancy-Vebicle trips. Stu
dents and staff looklng for alternaUve ways to reach the 
campus will be greatly served by a north/south rollllne. 

Environmental Responsibility 
In addition to providing the residents of this region with 
access to quality higher educaUon, WSU Vancouver strives 
to set an example of environmental responslbillty. Wet
lands on the 348-aae campus site wtlI be Ietalned, and, In 
response to community cnnt"emll, th4! un!ve!!1t}' has tclw! 
steps to ensw~ ihat the amount of available land used for 
parking space be limlted. Air quality, too, suffea from too 
many vehicles, so In keeping with Its environmental com
mitment, WSU Vancouver will encourage Its students, staff' 
and faculty to follow Its environmental lead by ut1llzing 
the higb:·capadty transit system. 

Community Access 
A1; the site of numerous community, cultural and continu
Ing eduCQtion act1vlt1es, the new WSU campus will attract 
not only studentS, but many commUnity members - more 
than 10,000 per year-w1sb1ng to take advantage of south
west Washington's oilIy publlc university. . 

• • • • •• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • ". • • • • • 



• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • ---------• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • .\ 
• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

", 

', .. - ::'. 

A consortium of higher education institutions, in the region has examined 
the need for an effective transportation system in relation to the region's' , 
rapidly growing group of residents seeking access to ,higher education. 

Portland State University and Clark College Join Washington 
State University at Vancouver in urging regional transportation 

planners to consider the issues associated with bringing a 
light rail line to 134th Street in Clark County to provide 'access 

to the new WSU Vancouver campus, currently under construction. 
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Your Opinion Counts 
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Your Opinion Counts 
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SouthiNorth Transit Corridor Study Public Meeting 

Public Comments Received September 8, 1994 
Oregon Convention Center, Pordand, Oregon 

12:00 - 2:00 p.m. 

Bill Medak, representing Kaiser Permanente, encouraged further study of a Phase II extension 
to at least 134th Street and the development in the interim of a high quality feeder bus system 
to promote land use to support LRT in that area. Kaiser Permanente also supports an alignment 
in the median of North Interstate Avenue. They support an Interstate Avenue alignment due to 
the service it would provide their North Interstate Services Building. For the southern terminus, 
they support a Clackamas County terminus at or near Clackamas Town Center, which would 
serve the Kaiser Sunnyside Medical Center. Kaiser also supports the PMG recommendation to 
study an extension beyond the Tier I terminus either further east or further south. 

Bob Boileau, architect working with Schnitzer, Zidell Properties, spoke in support of alignments 
that would serve the North Macadam redevelopment area. Mr. Boileau believes that the area has 
great development potential and would correspond with the City of Portland's efforts to increase 
density in the area. Mr. Boileau spoke in support of either a Sellwood Bridge crossing or a Ross 
Island crossing. 

Jennifer Ball, representing Heron Pointe Condominiums located at the northern end of Johns 
Landing, informed the Panel that their organization will be beginning Phase II of their 
redevelopment project. Ms. Ball stated that they support a Ross Island bridge crossing. 
Technical data illustrates that a Ross Island crossing would be the lower cost bridge crossing and 
would also provide higher ridership. If the Ross Island Bridge crossing is not chosen, they would 
then support a Caruthers Bridge crossing. Ms. Ball also added that the Modified Master Plan 
would be disruptive to the residential units and parking, as well as have a negative impact on 
access. The Modified Master Plan is not supported by their residents. 

Dick Banis spoke in support of a subway in downtown Portland due to the fact that it would not 
impact auto traffic. Mr. Harris also believes that a subway could also boost the economy in 
downtown Portland by providing direct access to hotels and retail outlets. 

Don McGillivrae, Board Member of SE Uplift, expressed his disappointment at having the light 
rail line go into downtown Portland. Mr. McGillivrae believes that the line should stay on the 
east side of the Willamette River. He believes a line would be more effective connecting the 
north and south segments of the eastside. Mr. McGillivrae does support a Caruthers Bridge 
crossing, stopping at OMS I and continuing down Brooklyn Yards and along McLoughlin Blvd. 
He also supports an Oregon City southern terminus vs. Clackamas Town Center. 



Don Sterling, Portland resident, urged the Panel to, when making the bridge crossing decision, 
consider a southbound freeway access. Mr. Sterling believes the need for trucks to access the 
southbound freeway from the eastside is essential. 

Stan Lewis, SouthlNorth Citizens Advisory Committee member and representing the Downtown . 
Portland Community Association, expressed support for light rail through the downtown corridor. 
The Association has no specific preferences on alignments at this time, but will forward any 
developing recommendations as they occur. The Association believes that light rail will bring 
many people to the downtown area and are in full support of that effort. 

Jim Howell, representing Citizens for Better Transit, spoke in support of an Oregon City southern 
terminus. Mr. Howell and the members of Citizens for Better Transit believe that stopping the 
light rail line at an auto-dependent shopping mall, Clackamas Town Center, would be a mistake 
and would not provide the ridership that an Oregon City terminus would. He continued by 
stating that a Clackamas Town Center southern terminus would only add to suburban 
development which would in tum create more automobiles. Mr. Howell also pointed out 
technical information included in the Briefing Document which states that additional ridership 
beyond Milwaukie would double by having an Oregon City southern terminus vs. a Clackamas 
Town Center terminus. Concluding, Mr. Howell stated that going to Oregon City via Clackamas 
Town Center would not be a sensible route to Oregon City (Phase II Extension 
Recommendation). 

Marilynne Eichenger, President of Oregon Museum of Science and Industry (OMSI), expressed 
concerns with re-routing the light rail line to the west side of the Willamette River. OMS I was 
developed with the assurance that the SouthlNorth Light Rail would service the facility. In 
addition, Ms. Eichenger and OMSI believe that putting light rail on the east side of the river 
could have a tremendous impact in cutting automobile pollution, thus improving air quality. Ms. 
Eichenger was also in support of a possible connection of OMSI and the Oregon Convention 
Center. 

Lindsay Desorchers, Vice-President for Finance and Administration at Portland State University, 
spoke in support of the process and the PMG's basic recommendation. The University has 
particular interests in getting direct access to the campus. The University is working on a 
Transportation Management Plan. A key feature of the Plan is to encourage people to use public 
transit. In order to implement that, it is essential that the University have a station location on 
campus. In regard to particulars of the Tier I recommendation, the University would support a 
Ross Island Bridge crossing as their first choice. However, they believe that the Caruthers and 
Sellwood bridge crossings would also adequately serve the campus. For Phase II, the University 
would support a connection with the Washington State Campus -- 134th StreetlWSU area 
northern terminus. 

Martin Taylor spoke in support of a west bank alignment crossing the Sellwood Bridge. He 
supports 1ight rail transit on the west bank using the existing right-of-way. In regard to the 
Modified Master Plan, Mr. Taylor believes that modifications should be made to the Miles Court 
area. Should some area other than the west bank be chosen for light rail transit, Mr. Taylor 
recommends that some other form of transportation be implemented to service the west bank. 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
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Keith Bartholomew, Staff Attorney for 1000 Friends of Oregon, spoke in support of an 1-5 
corridor alignment alternative. Mr. Bartholomew believes that while the 1-5 alignment would 
improve travel time, the Interstate Avenue alignment would provide the better opportunity for 
development and redevelopment within North Portland. In regard to river crossing options, Mr . 
Bartholomew stated that a crossing not connecting Riverplace, PSU and OMSI would be a 
mistake. Mr. Bartholomew concluded by stating that 1000 Friends of Oregon is in support of 
the upcoming Bond Measure. 

Scott Sterle, member of the Clark County GOP Central Committee, recommended that 
information be distributed to Oregon and Washington candidates so that citizens could get an idea 
of where they stand on the issue. Mr. Sterle also added that he has enjoyed being a part of the 
process and would like to see the political arena more involved. 

Fred Gerber spoke in support of an alignment on the west side near the Sellwood Bridge. Mr. 
Gerber believes that a trolley line could adequately service the OMSI facility. 

I..eann Macoll expressed concerns with the impact the upcoming Ballot Measure will have on tax
payers. Ms. Macoll was interested in knowing when an increase in taxes would begin. Ms. 
Macoll believes that the Ballot Measure passing will be impossible if citizens do not get good 
information. 

Ernie Munch, representing Red Lion Hotels and Inns, expressed concerns in the area of the 
Columbia River crossing where three of their hotels are located. Red Lion is in support of the 
tunnel option which would have the least impact on their largest facility. A surface alignment 
very close to 1-5 would be their second river crossing choice. Mr. Munch also expressed 
concerns with how light rail transit will service Hayden Island. Mr. Munch encouraged the Panel 
to focus on land use and transportation relating to redevelopment of the Janzen Beach mall. . 

Peter FlY spoke on behalf of the Central Eastside Industrial Council (CEIC). CEIC has been in 
support of a light rail line from downtown Portland to Milwaukie via the Hawthorne Bridge since 
1989. However, since the review of further technical information, CEIC has modified their 
position to include a preference to develop an Eastside Connector during Phase I as part of the 
EIS process. CEIC is also in support of a Caruthers Bridge. In either the case of a Hawthorne 
or Caruthers bridge crossing, CEIC supports the Brooklyn Yard alignment extending east on 
Caruthers to the SP main line to 18th and then continuing south. CEIC believes that a Sellwood 
Bridge crossing would be a significant violation of the Portland Comprehensive Plan and would 
bypass much of southeast Portland. 

The meeting was adjourned at 1:30 p.m. 
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September 8, 1994 

Leon Skiles, Project Manager 
South/North Transit Corridor Study 
Transportation Planning 
Metropolitan Service District 
600 NE Grand Avenue 
Portland, OR 97232 

Dear Mr. Skiles: 

Kaiser Permanente appreciates this opportunity to comment on the proposed termini and 
alignments in the South/North Transit Corridor Study. 

Kaiser Permanente is a major employer in the corridor and a major provider of health care. 
About 8,000 people work for Kaiser Permanente, providing medical care to more than 300,000 
members in the Portland-Vancouver metropolitan area. 

North Terminus 

We encourage further study of a Phase II extension to at least 134th Street and the 
development in the interim of a high quality feeder bus system to promote land use to support 
light rail transit in that area. We are seeking property for a new medical and dental office in the 
Salmon Creek area and would like our employees and members to have the advantage of high 
capacity transit in the future. 

I 

North Alignment 

Over 1,000 people work at Kaiser Permanente facilities on North Interstate, providing medical 
care to more than 20,000 Kaiser Permanente members who live in North and Northeast 
Portland. In 1993 there Were approximately 337,000 visits to the Edgar F. Kaiser Campus and 
about 30,000 to .our North Interstate Services Building at North Interstate and Lombard. 

Kaiser Permanente favors an alignment in the median of North Interstate Avenue. A North 
Interstate alignment could provide a station close to all three of our medical offices on the • 
campus, providing easy and airect access for patients coming to our facilities. This alignment 
would also place a station convenient to residents of the neighborhood. However, we urge 
careful attention to the issue of adequate auto and pedestrian access to the neighborhood. 

A North Interstate alignment with two lanes would cause much less disruption to our medical 
facilities and to our parking facilities than the 1-5 alignment. 

However, we would support this alignment only if the right of way is not significantly widened at 
our Edgar F. Kaiser Campus, as would be required to accommodate four lanes of traffic. 
Widening beyond the current right of way would interfere with operations at our Central and 
West Interstate facilities by reducing access to our facilities for members and staff and for 
deliveries. 

We support an Interstate alignment also because it would serve our North Interstate Services 
Building more directly than the 1-5 alignment. However, we would have some concerns if four 
lanes were needed at that intersection and our property were affected. We understand that· 
decision will be made in Tier II. 

Kaiser Foundation Health Plan of the Northwest 
2701 N.W. Vaughn Street. Suite 300. Portland, Oregon 97210·5398 
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We cannot support the 1-5 alignment, especially in the southem portion of the corridor, because 
we believe it would create vibration, noise, and visual distraction for our East Interstate Medical 
Office. With the tracks and train very close to the rear of our medical facility, these impacts 
could be quite intrusive and would be difficult or impossible to mitigate because of the narrow 
right of way. 

In addition, the perceived and actual security for transit riders would be difficult to manage. 
Furthermore, Kaiser Permanente's facilities would face an increased security risk, especially 
during non-working hours when there would be less activity. We anticipate that we would need 
to increase our security and, while this would perhaps ameliorate some of the security problems 
for us and for transit riders, it would entail an added expense to our members, who would then 
be bearing an inequitable share of the burden of security. 

South Terminus 

We support a Clackamas County terminus at or near Clackamas Town Center, which would 
serve our Kaiser Sunnyside Medical Center. We have nearly 2,000 employees at the campus; 
in 1993 there were approximately 503,000 outpatient visits to the campus and 14,000 inpatient 
stays. To make the best use of the approximately 1,900 parking spaces we have there, we 
would like to be able to encourage both our employees and members to use transit for as many 
trips as possible. Therefore, we would like a station location which provides convenient access 
for our m~mbers. 

We also support the PMG recommendation to study an extension beyond the Tier II terminus 
either further east or further south. 

Thank you for considering our comments as recommendations are being developed. 

~----Michael H. Katcher 
President and Regional Manager 

cc: LeeAnne Wrenn 
Director, Facilities Services 
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HERON POINTE 
JOINT VENTURE 

Mr. Leon Skiles 
Project Manager 
South/North Transit. Corridor Project 
Metro 
600 NE Grand Avenue 
Portland, OR 97232 

Dear Mr. Skiles: 

September 8, 1994 

We are writing to comment on the Project Management Group's draft 
recommendation report for Tier I of the South/North Transit Corridor Study. 
We own the Heron Pointe Apartments which are located between 4970 & 5050 
S.W. Landing Drive. It is the most northern cluster of residential units in the 
John's Landing neighborhood. 

Earlier this year, we converted and sold 36 units in the two buildings 
closest to the river. They are now owner-occupied condominiums. We plan to 
begin Phase· II - conversion of the other 48 units - as soon as the uncertainties 
of the South/North Transit Corridor StUdy are resolved. As you know, the 
Heron Pointe Apartments and Condominiums are in the path of any of the 
design options of a westbank alignment connecting with the Sellwood Bridge. 

With regard to the PMG's recommendation, we are disappointed it does 
not address the Willamette River bridge crossing between Portland and 
Milwaukie. We urge you to make a decision on the bridge crossing in Tier I. 

An earlier draft of the PMG report reconunendedthe Ross Island Bridge 
area for further study in Tier II. This recommendation makes sense for a 
number of reasons .. 

First, a crossing in the vicinity of the Ross Island Bridge would· allow 
service to two key areas: North Macadam and SE Portland neighborhoods. 
The North Macadam district includes large parcels of undeveloped riverfront 
property. Key property owners in that area want light rail service for their 
planned development. Southeast Portland neighborhoods also want light rail 
service and support a McLoughlin alignment on the eastbank to serve their . 
area. And OMSI - a major tourist attraction - could be linked to LRT s~rvice 
with a shuttle. 

900 S.W. Fifth Avenue, Suite 2000 Portland, Oregon 97204 



Mr. Skiles 
September 8, 1994 
Page 2 

Second, a Ross Island Bridge crossing avoids a slow, expensive and 
disruptive alignment through Johns Landing condominiums. In sum, Tri-Met's 
preferred design option. for a westbank alignment - the Modified Masterplan 
Alignment - winds under and around residential units. It disrupts a quiet 
residential area, removes buildings, adds tracks and overhead wires to a 
neighborhood with underground utilities, reduces residential parking, and 
hinders east/west access to the condominiums from Macadam Avenue. 

For these reasons and others, the Modified Masterplan alignment through 
Johns Landing is not supported by the community. 

Third, the alignment for the Sellwood crossing is five minutes slower 
than any of the eastbank alignments, increasing travel time to and from 
Clackamas County and thus discouraging ridership. 

Last, the Tier I technical data dearly lends itself to a Ross Island area 
crossing. As stated by Metro staff, the Ross Island river crossing alternative 
"exhibits similar capital costs, lower operating costs, higher ridership and higher 
cost-effectiveness than the Sellwood Bridge alternative." Metro data indicates 
the Ross Island area crossing would be nearly $1 million per year less expensive 
to operate and serve 300,000 more annual LRT riders than the Sellwood Bridge 
alternative. Over time, that adds up significantly. 

Another crossing option we think warrants consideration is the Caruthers 
crossing. Citizens for Better Transit haS developed a crossing and alignment 
option that is viable and may better serve the Southeast Portland 
neighborhoods. The principal advantage of this crossing is the ability to serve 
OMSI directly. It does not serve fully the North Macadam district, however. 
.In the eyent the Project Management Group is unable to narrow the 
recommendation to one crossing, we recommend the Caruthers crossing as a 
second alternative. 

For these reasons, we urge the Project Management Group, as well as the 
Steering Group and Citizens Advisory Committee, to recommend for study in . 
the Draft Environmental Impa:ct Study (DEIS) a crossing of the Willamette River 
in the vicinity of the Ross Island Bridge. And we request thiS reconu:nendation 
be made in the Tier I decision process. 

Sincerely, 

Eric van Doorninck 
Partner 

Paul Mayer 
Partner 

~~.' 
Michael Heijer I 
Partner 
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A 'SUBWAY VS A SURFACE LINE THROUGH DOWNTOWN PORTLAND 

September 8, 1994 Page 1 of 2 

My name is Richard Harris and I am a member of AORTA, the Association 
of Oregon Rail and Transit Advocates. I moved to Portland last May, 
and one reason I chose Portland is because of your progressive 
approach to public transportation, particularly rail transportation. 

like most 
by rai 1. As 

details, I 
about them. 

the downtown 
the ridership 

For the past nine years I lived in Tokyo, Japan and 
Tokyoites I spent more than two hours every day commuting 
I used the system and studied the technical and physical 
found the 12 subways so interesting that I wrote a book 
Based on what I learned I believe that a subway through 
area will be of much greater benefit to the city and 
than a surface line, and I'll explain my reasons. 

In Tokyo, around 1900, the rapidly expanding streetcar system and the 
exploding use of motor vehicles was creating so much congestion that 
urban transportation consultants from Europe recommended that all 
rail traffic in the central part of the city should be in subways. 
Tokyo agreed and opened their first subway in 1927. But it took many 
years and some help from WWII bombing to eliminate the 42 streetcar 
lines and replace them with subways. 

Today, thanks to that decision, 
the city center, but just barely. 
I had. One Saturday morning about 
to my hospital across the city. 
and the Marunouchi subway line and 
the ambulance, with red lights and 

vehicular travel is possible through 
Let me tell you about an experience 
9 o'clock I had to go by ambulance 

Normally, I used the Seibu railroad 
the trip took 50 to 55 minutes. In 
siren operating, it took us 1 hour 

and 40 minutes, about twice as long. 

The following 
surface line 

are my 
through 

opinions 
downtown 

about the 
Portland. 

advantages of a subway over a 

1. The streets will be free of large rail 
unimpeded passage of autos, busses, trucks 

vehicles, allowing for the 
and emergency vehicles. 

2. LRTs can maintain a reliable schedule in a 
vehi cl es, weathe r condi t ions and eme rgenci es 
fires. 

subway, unhampered by 
1 i ke acd dents and 
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3. A surface rail line will increase the ambient noise level. 

4. A surface line's overhead wiring can be unsightly. 

5. Subways are free of traffic and pedestrian accidents. 

6. Subway passengers are 
summer heat and winter ice, 

protected 
snow and 

from 
rain. 

inclement weather, both 

7. For safety, the public areas in a subway can be closely monitored 
using closed ci rcui t television" and the pictures can be transmitted 
to a remote monitoring site. It would be difficult if not impossible 
to monitor surface lines in this manner. 

8. Subways can have direct entrances into hotels, public buildings 
and department stores. This encourages other businesses to locate in 
these underground areas that can be developed around subway stations, 
attracti ng shoppers and boosting the downtown area's economy. 

Finally, I believe that Tokyo's deci.sion to build subways instead of 
surface lines was a major factor in their remarkable postwar 
recovery. So please keep in mind 
a direct effect on many peoples 
Ginza line opened 67 years 

every day! 

Presented by: 

Ri.chard S. Harri.s 
301 NW Eastman Pkwy., E-216 
Gresham, OR 97030 

ago 

that the decision you make wi 11 have 
lives for many years to come. The 

and today it carries 1,140,000 people 
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A SUBWAY VS A SURFACE LINE THROUGH DOWNTOWN PORTLAND; Addendum. 

Tokyo has two main subway systems; one, called TOEI, is owned by the 
ci.ty and has four subways. The other, a public authority called 
EIDAN, has eight subways. Additionally, there are six more subways; 
a short section with no stations connecting a main subway to a 
private railway, and the others have up to 5-stations. The small 
subways a re owned by pri vate rai I ways and JR East. Thus, by 
definition, Tokyo has 18 subways. These subway lines total 165 miles 
and have 239 stations, 204 of which are under ground. 

The "central part of the city" (paragraph three, page one) is 
commonly understood to be the area circumscribed by the JR (Japan 
Rail) Yamanote loop line. It is 22 miles in circumference and has 29 
stations. Most of the stations are transfer points for the 12 
subways, more than 12 JR lines and more than 12 private railway 
lines. The area would be roughly the same as between the Washington 
Park Zoo and Reed College on a west-east line and from the Sellwood 
bridge to near the Columbia river on a south-north line, or 
approximately 35 square miles. 

SUBWAY RIDERSHIP 
Line Name 
TOZAI 
HIBIYA 
MARUNOUCHI 
CHIYODA 
GINZA 
YURAKUCHO 
ASAKU5A 
MITA 
SHINJUKU 
HANZOMON 
NAMBOKU & #12 
Others 

TOTAL 

(1990) 
Riders/day 

1,246,000 
1,231,000 
1,221,000 
1,184,000 
1,139,000 

753,000 . 
550,000 
466,000 
460,000 
432,000 
100,000 (est. for new lines) 

412,000 
9,194,000 (x365 = 3.36 Billion per year) 
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1945 SE Water Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 97214-3354 
503/797-4000 

September 8, 1994 

Leon Skiles 
600 NE Grand Avenue 
Portland, OR 97232 

Dear Leon: 

The Board of Trustees of OMS I is very concerned over discussions of a 
proposal to re-route the North-South spur of light rail to the west side of the 
Willamette. More than one million people visited OMS I last year alone, and it is 
critical that these people are served by light rail. 

The property was originally developed with the assurance that the North-South 
route would pass by OMSI. 

In addition, putting light rail on the east side of the river could have a 
tremendous impact in cutting automobile pollution. You can imagine the 
number of cars it takes to transport 1,000,000 people. Light rail could 
significantly cut that number, thus improving our air quality. There are many 
other businesses in this area which would benefit as well. Land between the 
Ross Island bridge and convention center is ripe for development. The many 
residents who live and work on the East Side deserve to be connected to the 
light rail complex. 

We strongly urge you to consider this necessary service to residents and 
tourists, as well as to our young people, who use OMS I as a resource. 

Sincerely, 

l!;~~~£:L~ 
MarilynnJ Eichinger, J 
President 
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Portland State University 
P.O. Box 75t. PonJand. OR <I7:?J.rJ .. 07St 

LINDSAY DESROCHERS 
VICE-PRESIDENT FOR FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION 

TESTIMONY ON THE SOUTHINORTH LIGHT RAIL 
OREGON CONVENTION CENTER 

SEPTEMBER 8, 1994 

Members of the Committee, my name is Lindsay Desrochers, Vice-president for Finance 
and Administration at Portland State University. I'm here this afternoon on behalf of 
President Judith Ramaley, 16,000 PSU students, and 1,600 faculty and staff to speak in 
favor of the proposed South/North line. 

PSU has been involved in the development of the South/North line for a long time. As 
Oregon's urban university it is PSU's mission to work to enhance the capacity of the 
metropolitan region to address its concerns. Clearly as this region looks toward continued 
long term growth in population, one concern is adequate public transportation. Another 
reason for PSU's interest in the light rail project relates directly to our need to increase 
access to higher education. Clearly, if PSU is to continue to effectively meet the public 
higher education needs of the residents of the metropolitan area, we must be directly 
connected to the light rail system. 

That's why we've worked so hard to show the need for the South/North line to stop at the 
PSU campus. It's good policy for PSU. Light rail is key to our efforts to minimize the 
number of automobiles on campus, piall for future enrollment growth, and implement the 
University District plan that was released in April 1994. It also is good transportation 
policy. PSU is a major destination (5 million visits a year) and many of our students and 
staff commute during non-peak hours, providing consistent ridership levels. A PSU stop 
will also strengthen a transportation link that currently exists with OHSU, one of 
Portland's largest employers. OHSU students and staff currently use a shuttle from PSU 
to reduce automobile traffic in the neighborhood surrounding that institution. 

While we recognize that many decisions have yet to be made, PSU generally supports the 
Tier 1 recommendation of the Project Management Group. Specifically: 

o Bridge Crossing. The recommended Ross Island Bridge crossing would 
serve the PSU campus. Any of the· options studied, except for the 
Hawthorne Bridge, would link the system to Portland State University. 

Office of (he Presidcnt ~(UI7 ,2.:; .. 44 II 



o North Terminus. PSU supports extending light rail to 134th St. and 
Washington State University at Vancouver. We know that's not possible 
given the competing demands for limited funds, so we support the Phase IT 
recommendation. PSU and Washington State University are now working 
on many initiatives that will involve traveling between campuses. Access to 
light rail at both campuses will reduce the number of automobiles in the 
downtown area and facilitate more educational partnerships. 

Our staff will continue to work with Metro staff as the planning process moves forward. 
PSU is committed to a South/North light rail system that not only makes sense for PSU, 
but also for the residents of Clackamas County, Clark County, and our downtown 
neighbors. A stop at PSU is only one part of the solution to the commuting problems 
faced by PSU students, staff, and faculty. Once the alignment decisions have been made, 
we want to work with those involved in the planning of the park and ride lots and to 
ensure coordination of all transportation modes. 

Thank you for the opportunity to participate in this meeting. I commend you for the open 
process you've used to develop the recommendations andthe many opportunities for 
public comment. . 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
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P.O. Box 14251 
Portland, Oregon 97214 

(503) 232-'012 • FAX (503) 232-7399 

September 8, 1994 

TO: 
FROM: 
RE: 

SIN Transit Study Citizen Advisory Committee 
Central Eastside Industrial Council (CEIC) 
Tier one Recommendations 

Central Eastside Industrial Council(CEIC) has formally 
supported a light rail alignment from downtown Portland 
to Milwaukie via the Hawthorpe Bridge since 1989. 

We supported this approach because it: 

o provides service to southeast Portland (almost 
30% of Portland's population); 

o provides service to the Central Eastside (an 
'employment area with a potential for 38,000 
family wage jobs; many employees live in the 
close-in neighborhoods); and 

o provides direct service to OMSI (the region's 
second largest attractor) and the proposed PCC 
Open campus. 

After further review of the technical information being 
prepared by METRO, CEIC Land Use committee and the 
Executive Committee has modified CEIC's position. 

Our clear preference would be the development of an 
Eastside Connector during Phase I as a part of this EIS 
process. If an Eastside connector cannot be developed 
during Phase I, then we support a new Caruthers Bridge. 
In either case, the alignment should extend east on 
Caruthers to the SP main line to 18th, and then south. 

Although the Hawthorne Bridge has significant operational 
barriers, it should be continued forward as the low cost 
option. The Hawthorne Bridge could be developed in Phase 
I and a new bridge developed in Phase II. This would 
provide track for the Central city Streetcar and reduce 
the cost of this phase • 

The Sellwood Bridge would be a significant violation of 
Portland Comprehensive Plan and would bypass much of 
southeast Portland to serve a very small area. 

The Caruthers Bridge would serve the above objectives . 
including direct service to inner-city neighborhoods and 
service to south downtown. . 

Much of our transportation planning, including the sizing 
of the improved McLoughlin Boulevard, has been based on 
the assumption that Southeast Portland will be served by 
a light rail spine. 
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SouthiNorth Transit Corridor Study Public Meeting 

Public Commen1s Received September 8, 1994 
Oregon Convention Center, Portland, Oregon 

5:00 - 8:00 p.m. 

Richard Parker spoke in support of light rail servicing OMSI and southeast Portland. Mr. Parker 
believes that no other facility on the east side could provide as much ridership as the OMSI 
facility. Mr. Parker continued to say that southeast citizens have paid for light rail transit 
everywhere else in the region -- it is time they are directly served. He believes a Hawthorne or 
Caruthers bridge crossing would adequately service southeast neighborhoods. 

Teny Parker spoke in support of an Interstate Avenue alignment to the north and a McLoughlin 
Blvd. alignment to the south. Mr. Parker does not believe that a light rail line should run along 
side a freeway. In regard to downtown Portland, Mr. Parker supports a First Avenue or Front 
Street alignment. Those two alignments would be the quickest routes through downtown 
Portland, bypassing the congested areas of downtown Portland. He also added that the entire line 
should have equal design treatment to the downtown district (i.e, cobblestone streets, etc.). 

Laura Campos, Board Member of the Corbett, Terwilliger, Lair Hill Association, spoke on behalf 
of herself as an individual citizen. Ms. Campos believes the light rail line should be ~ along 
the North Macadam area. Transportation problems have been delaying redevelopment in that 
area. Ms. Campos added that she believes adjacent neighborhoods would also benefit from a 
North Macadam line. 

Ken Novack, President of the Schnitzer Group Properties, spoke in support of a North Macadam 
light rail line. Mr. Novack believes that the Macadam area could be available to meet the City 
of Portland's goals for housing and additional employment. However, only if transit is provided 
for the area. The Schnitzer Group has done modeling, similar to Metro's modeling, which 
concludes that the area would generate approximately 11,000 employees for the area. In addition, 
Mr. Novack stated that light rail in the"Macadam area would create a great deal, of economic 
development and ridership. Schnitzer Group Properties also supports a Ross Island Bridge 
crossing. Mr. Novack urged the Panel not to eliminate a Ross Island crossing. 

Steve Shane, Vice President of Zidell Resources, reiterated Mr. Novack's comments -- believes 
that light rail down the Macadam corridor would enhance redevelopment opportunities in that 
area. Mr. Shane, as did Mr. Novack, emphasized the increased number of ridership a Macadam 
line would provide. Mr. Shane continued by recommending that Macadam should have a 
minimum of 3 light 'rail !:;tations. Mr. Shane also recommended that a connection on the east side 
between the Oregon Convention Center to OMSI sh~uld also be studied. In regard to the bridge 
crossings, Mr. Shane does not believe that a Caruthers Bridge would serve the area. 



Ken McFarlhig, representing of AORTA, presented criteria to the Panel for electric passenger 
railway in urban environments (see attached letter). 

Lany Scruggs, North Portland resident, spoke in support of an Interstate Avenue alignment 
alternative. Mr. Scruggs believes that light rail is the wave of the future and should provide 
visibility, accessibility and hubs for social and retail areas. Mr. Scruggs does not believe that the 
Minnesota alignment alternative would adequately service the area. 

Fred Nussbaum, representing AORTA, spoke in support of light rail transit in the Portland area. 
AORTA is a broad based citizens group which represents the entire state of Oregon. AORTA 
has a comprehensive view of transportation and are interested in promotion of transit and the rail 
alternatives. In particular, they are in support of a Oregon City southern terminus via 
McLoughlin Blvd. In regard to bridge crossings, AORTA would support the Caruthers Bridge 
option. AORTA believes that a Caruthers Bridge would adequately service OMS I, PSU and the 
Brooklyn Yards area. Mr. Nussbaum stated that AORTA is aware of the redevelopment 
opportunities in the Macadam area, but feel that an alternative mode (i.e., Central City Trolley) 
could adequately service that area due to the frequent stops that would be possible with a trolley 
system. AORTA has very strong support for a surface alignment through downtown Portland 
with an emphasis on getting light rail through the downtown area as quickly as possible. 

Teddy Deane spoke in support of a McLoughlin Blvd. alignment with a north-end Ross Island 
Bridge crossing. Mr. Deane stated that a light rail line down Macadam would have sever 
negative impacts on the Miles StreetlMiles Place neighborhood to include a decrease in property 
values and poor liveability. 

Jim Howell, representing Citizens for Better Transit, spoke in support of an Oregon City southern 
terminus. Mr. Howell and the members of Citizens for Better Transit believe that stopping the 
light rail line at an auto-dependent shopping mall, Clackamas Town Center, would be a mistake 
and would not provide the ridership that an Oregon City terminus would. He continued by 
stating that a Clackamas Town Center southern terminus would only add to suburban 
developoment which would in tum create more automobiles. Mr. Howell also pointed out 
technical information included in the Briefing Document which states that ridership would double 
by having an Oregon City southern terminus vs. a Clackamas Town Center terminus. 
Concluding, Mr. Howell stated that going to Oregon City via Clackamas Town Center would not 
be a sensible route to Oregon City (Phase II Extension Recommendation). 

Olec Rasmussen, Vancouver, Washington resident, spoke in support of a mass transportation 
system being installed that would create less air and noise pollution, as well as be the most cost 
effective. Mr. Rasmussen suggested that staff consult experts around the country before investing 
such a large amount of money on a system that may not work. 

Gany Pape~, Chair of the AlA Chapter of Urban Design, expressed the need for an emphasis 
on TOD potential and land use planning. Mr. Papers believes that light rail should be viewed 
as a land use catalyst, as well as a transportation system. Maximum ridership should also be a 
major focus. Mr. Papers continued by stating that light rail should capture as much of the 
population as possible and stations should serve a mixed array of community developments. He 
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continued by stating that he believes there is more ridership and development on the east side, 
while it appears the focus has been on the west side -- the only viable TOD on the west side 
would be the Schnitzer/Zidell properties. Mr. Papers concluded with his support for a downtown 
surface alignment vs. subway. 

John Martinez, Interstate Avenue area resident, spoke in support of light rail going down 
Interstate Avenue. Mr. Martinez is a disabled citizen and expressed the importance of having a 
line that would directly service nearby hospitals. He also added that he believes an 1-5 alignment 
would present more residential displacements. 

Lany Mills, Chair of the Kenton Neighborhood Association, stated that the Association is 
working to enhance the liveability of the Kenton neighborhood which is identified in the Albina 
Community Plan. Mr. Mills expressed concerns that the Association has with crime, growth and 
economical development. Mr. Mills believes that planning and transportation must work hand 
in hand. The Association is in support of an Interstate Avenue alignment with a station in the 
Kenton Business District. Technical information states that the Interstate Avenue alignment 
would be a higher cost with less ridership -- the Association would argue with that. Mr. Mills 
concluded by stating that the MinnesotaIMontana alignment would offer no advantages to their 
neighborhoods. 

David Mye.s-Eatwell, Coordinator for the Kenton Action Plan, spoke in support of an Interstate 
Avenue alignment alternative with a station at the Kenton Business District. Mr. Myers-Eatwell 
stated that north Portland has been perceived as the city's dumping grounds and, if light rail 
transit bypasses the Kenton Business District, that picture will be magnified. It will also result 
in a loss to property and business owners. 

Peter Ford, Southeast Portland resident and SE Uplift Board Member, spoke as a private citizen 
(not representing any organization). Mr. Ford works in the southeast McLoughlin Blvd. area and 
is interested in riding light rail to work. Mr. Ford is in support of the light rail line going down 
the Southern Pacific tracks, through Brooklyn Yards and down McLoughlin Blvd. He is in 
support of a Caruthers Bridge crossing, but would also support a Hawthorne Bridge crossing. 
Mr. Ford supports an Oregon City terminus via McLoughlin Blvd. vs. Clackamas Town Center 
southern terminus. 

Keny Chipman spoke on the proposed river crossings, representing various groups/organizations. 
The Corbett, Terwilliger, Lair Hill (CTLH) Board is in support of a Ross Island Bridge crossing. 
The Sellwood neighborhood does not support a Sellwood Bridge crossing due to t4e disruption 
it would create to their neighborhood and historical areas. The Southern Macadam residents are 
also concerned with the negative impacts a line would create. They are also concerned that their 
neighborhood will be used as a park-and-ride. 

Pat McCurdy, Kenton resident and active member of the City of Portland's Working Group #5, 
spoke in support of an Interstate Avenue alignment alternative through the Kenton Business 
District. The Interstate Avenue corridor has been obsolete and under-used -- an Interstate Avenue 
alignment would promote improvements and community and business growth. Mr. McCurdy 
believes that an 1-5 alignment would bypass his entire neighborhood and would create isolated 



stations. Mr. McCurdy believes that safety should be a major issue in making station location 
decisions. 

Ky Holland, previous Chair for SE Uplift, spoke in support of light rail in southeast Portland. 
Mr. Holland supported a Caruthers Bridge crossing, continuing on down McLoughlin Blvd. 
(possibly focusing on Brooklyn Yards). He opposes any possibility of a Sellwood Bridge 
crossing or the PTC line. 

Steve Satterlee, Southeast Portland resident, spoke in support of a Caruthers Bridge crossing to 
serve inner southeast Portland neighborhoods. Mr. Satterlee also spoke in support of a 
McLoughlin Blvd. alignment and service to OMSI and the east side industrial areas. Mr. 
Satterlee is opposed to a Sellwood Bridge crossing. 

Kathleen Stokes, representing the City of Portland's Working Group #1, stated that most of what 
they support has been expressed in earlier testimony. They are in support of light rail serving 
southeast Portland. They also see an opportunity for development in the north Macadam area. 
However, they do not believe that the SouthlNorth Transit Corridor line should run along the 
Macadam development area. In regards to bridge crossings, the Working Group believes that a 
Caruthers Bridge would best serve southeast Portland, as well as OMSI and PSu. They do, 
however, feel a Hawthorne Bridge crossing would also be feasible. 

Scott Eaton, North Minnesota resident, spoke in opposition to a MinnesotaIMontana alignment 
alternative due to the fact that his property sits in the path of that particular alignment. Mr. 
Eaton supports an Interstate Avenue alignment due to the growth potential, which would be 
forever lost with the MinnesotaIMontana route. Mr. Eaton also agreed with earlier testimony 
regarding consulting international experts on the system. 

Peter Fry, representing himself, spoke in support of light rail transit traveling up the east bank 
to SE 18th and Powell Blvd. and then west to the Caruthers Bridge, which would serve OMSI 
and Pcc. Mr. Fry added additional support for an Eastside Connector being added to the Phase 
II process. Mr. Fry concluded by stating that he does not believe that cost of the study is an 
actual constraint -- he believes it to be more of the cost of development/staff. 

Janie Wilson, business owner, expressed concerns that she has with the current max line. Her 
business is directly on the line and she has been experiencing problems with MAX riders parking 
in front of her business rather than utilizing the park-and-ride lot. She has notified Tri-Met and 
the City of Portland with hopes of pertaining a parking permit in her area. She wants the public 
to be aware of the negative impacts a rail line can have on a business. 

Pam Arden spoke in support of an Interstate Avenue alignment. Ms. Arden believes that the 
Interstate alignment will have a positive impact on the neighborhood. Additionally, Ms. Arden 
added that the Albina Community Plan included the Kenton Business District due to the fact that 
it had a light rail option. Ms. Arden also stated that she believes that the information comparing 
1-5 to Interstate Avenue is inadequate -- staff should ensure that the public received the most 
accurate information available. 
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Marsha Everett, 45-year resident of the Kenton neighborhood, spoke in support of an 1-5 
alignment due to a proposed traffic light which would re-route traffic directly in front of her 

. property. Ms. Everett also expressed concerns with having a direct route to work (downtown 
Portland). In regard to transit locations in the north, Ms. Everett believes that a station should 
be placed at the DMV on Columbia Blvd. rather than Argyle. 

John Carroll spoke in support of a Ross Island Bridge crossing due to the potential economic 
development and additional housing and employment opportunities. Should the Ross Island 
Bridge not be feasible, he would then be in support of a Sellwood Bridge crossing alignment. 

Douglas Klotz, Southeast Portland resident, spoke in support of a Caruthers Bridge crossing down 
McLoughlin Blvd. to 17th or 18th which would bring the line into the southeast Portland area. 
Mr. Klotz believes that this route would be the most cost effective and would provide service to 
the Brooklyn neighborhood and OMSI, and perhaps provide a station crossing Powell Blvd. It 
could also allow the line to, in the future, serve a FosterlPowell line. Mr. Klotz stated that a 
Ross Island Bridge would not serve the Brooklyn neighborhood. In regard to a downtown 
Portland alignment, Mr. Klotz would support a surface alignment with auto access completely 
removed from the Transit Mall. 

Dick Noonan, Executive Vice President of Central Eastside Industrial Council, stated the Council 
had been in support of a Hawthorne Bridge crossing, but has since modified that position to now 
support a Caruthers Bridge crossing. The Council believes that the Caruthers Bridge offers the . 
most advantages with the least amount of impacts and would also service OMSI and PCC, which 
will be in place by that time. In addition, Mr. Noonan supports an Eastside Connector. 

Lois Achenbach asked that Leon Skiles, Panel Member representing Metro, to read her comments 
to the audience. Ms. Achenbach's support is for an Eastside Connector which is no longer under 
consideration. She also supports a Caruthers or Ross Island bridge crossing, with Caruthers being 
her preference. 

Henry Kane stated that he believed a three-minute limit on public comments was not an adequate 
amount of time -- citizens should be able to speak longer, if they wish. Mr. Kane's major 
concern was with the costs related to the Columbia River crossing. Overall, Mr. Kane does not 
fully support the light rail proposal. 

Ingrid Stevens, light rail advocate and member of the City of Portland's Working Group #1, 
spoke in support of a McLoughlin Blvd. alignment with a Caruthers Bridge crossing. In addition, 
Ms. Stevens also supports an Interstate Avenue alignment -- she does not support an 1-5 
alignment. 

The meeting was adjourned at 7:50 p.m. 

bc 
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September 8, 1994 

South/North Steering Group 

I have strongly supported the South North light rail from Vancouver to 
Portland then on to Oregon City by way of the Caruthers Street Bridge by 
OMSI. 

My involvement as a family business owner on the Central Eastside, a 
former Chairman of the Board of the Central Eastside Industrial Council, 
member of the Central City Plan Transportation Committee and presently 
an OMSI Board Member has kept me involved in this light rail issue since 
1989. 

I feel even more strongly now as OMSI has become a reality and is daily 
exceeding all attendance forecasts. Both citizens from Oregon and 
Washington and tourists to the Portland area are attending in greater 
numbers than projected. It only seems logical that the next light rail line 
should serve this $40 million facility. When the facility was moved to the 
present location, it was with the assurance that light rail would stop at 
OMSI. Currently there are over 1 million visitors to this attraction and 
considerably more people including school children and other citizens from 
all over the Portland Metro and Vancouver areas are expected to visit 
OMSI by the time light rail is completed. No other single stop going south 
from Portland could provide as many daily riders to help pay for light rail 
as an OMSI stop. 

In addition to OMSI~ I believe it is now time for the people of Southeast 
Portland who make up the largest population block in Portland have the 
next light rail. The Northeast, Northwest, and Southwest areas of Portland 
have all been part of light rail. While the alternate route down the 
Westside of the river and across the Sellwood Bridge would serve a small 
comer of Southeast Portland, only the Hawthorne Bridge or the Caruthers 
Street Bridge route would serve the Hosford Abernathy, Brooklyn, 
Sellwood, Central Eastside and other southeast neighborhoods. This route 
would greatly relieve the traffic on McLoughlin Boulevard and the most 
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heavily traveled city bridge in Portland, the Ross Island Bridge. This 
route, although presently a few blocks away, is also the only one that may 
be able to serve the Tri-Met facility on 17th Avenue. Yes, the citizens in 
Southeast Portland also voted to have their tax dollars help complete 
Westside light rail. Now it's time that Southeast Portland citizens not be 
left out or bypassed again and that the next light rail line serve them and 
the light rail commitment be kept with OMS!. 

I want to thank you for considering my positions regarding Eastside Light 
Rail. I urge you to keep in mind how important this would be not only to 
the citizens in Southeast Portland, but also to Portland Metro and 
Vancouver area citizens. 

RHP:dmp 

Sincerely, 

R. H. Parker, Jr. 
President 

I 

~ 
f 
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CRITERIA FOR ELEC:TRIC PASSENGER RAILWAY IN URBAN ENVIRONS 
,~ ICII~bh er iJ,.Ay m.tj<or se~'/Y1~i1t) 

Route lengt~-ehould be little greater 
than straight-line distance between end points. 

Speed should be free of severe constraints 
due either to gradient or to curve radii. 
Gradient departing from any station should be descencii.ng or nearly level. 
'iq'1i'.:",t J 1.;t41l ;;.(",> t..;i:,.eeJ1 <:.u('\/e:-; t.'7g ~,},::,Jj1"t, ~ ~i~"..v for" tr';.]:;itie, Jr""''''\ C.E:>c?'t>te:" c> 
Track alignment should avoid short radii curves ~ 
to preclude noise while traversing curves, 
particularly within confined areas. 

So-called acoustical barriers should be sparingly applied, if at all; 
they do far more harm than good. 

In central city, difference in elevations of grades 
should separate railway traffic from off-track traffic. 
Planning should take advantage of grade separation 
by designing central city station platforms sufficiently long 
to permit operating four-car trains, 
as San Diego and Sacramento systems already do. 

Vehicle lanes should be separated from tracks for cars ".Jj6 "?,,Ir' 
by neans rnore effective than painted lines. ~A." wl/~A.."c~L./ .. ~ (~..(('lI't/rf k;.:,t J,~low 
To dissuade vehicle drivers from intruding onto railways, 
pavement within track area should be confined to crossings 
for roads, bicycle paths, and walkways. 
Crossings shouid be at right angles or approximately so. 

Train operation subject to at-grade intersections 
between roads and railways should ocCur only outside 
with sufficient distance between road crossings near 
to accommodate platforms serving four-car trains. 

Environs of stations should be conducive to pedestrian movement 
ana should include diverse facilities of value to patrons, 
so that a substantial number reach their destinations ___ " .-i- ,_ 
without having to transfer to other conveyances!6r wciIk distances . ~i'" \ji' .;t:&;,.",'i 5 ( 
which are inconvenient, or made hazardous by vehicular traffic. 
Secure bicycle lockers should be provided for reasonable periodic charge. 

Route design should enable patrons traveling between central city 
and points far beyond city boundary to avoid urban zone stops. 
Logical procedure may be to separate local and suburban routes: 
That's what proprietors of the privately funded electric railway 
between Oregon City and Portland did, benefitting themselves, their patrons, 
and the taxpaying public, into whose treasury they contributed 
instead of draining it of funds, as highway projects soon came to do. 

These criteria are not necessarily all that I would recommend. 

Kenneth Mcr'ar ling 
7417 S E 20th Av, 97202-6213 
235 7032 
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THE AMERICAN INSTITUTE OF ARCHITECTSI 
PORTLAND CHAPTER 

TO: 

FROM: 
R.E: 
DATE: 

The Citizen's Advisory Committee 
SouthlNorth Transit Corridor Study 
Metro-Transportation Planning 
600 NE Grand Avenue 
Portland, OR 97232-2736 
AIAlPortland Chapter Urban Design Committee 
Alternative Alignments Recommendations 
September 8, 1994 

Dear Committee Members: 

The Urban Design Committee is a volunteer professional group of planners, 
architects and landscape architects which monitors and advocates a quality public 
realm throughout the Portland region. Transit alignments have tremendous urban 
design implications; well positioned stations are critical pedestrian public spaces; 
these stations can energize new and existing mixed use districts; and light rail 
alignments if located properly, can activate transit orientated community 
developments (TaOS) which will help relieve the region's housing, auto congestion 
and pollution woes. 

We have been monitoring the south/north process over the past two years and 
several of our members have detailed knowledge of the issues along the corridor. 
Based on this information and our experience with the successes and failures of the 
Banfield and Westside LRT's, we offer the following comments as you consider the 
recommendations: 

1. TaD potential and land use planning should be more emphasized in 
alignment evaluations. If the region is to address sprawl comprehensively and fully 
capitalize on the massive public investment in light rail, it is imperative to think. of 
light rail as a land use catalyst as well as a commuter devise. Too often alignments 
are selected primarily for ease of implementation, because of right of way 
convenience, political pressure or citizen opposition, literally the path of least 
resistance. Maximum ridership and community development potential must be _ 
equally factored in with the engineering, political and cost criteria. The region must 
capture more population within 112 mile of existing and proposed LR T lines, and 
stations should serve as the mixed use focus of community developments. 

For example: comparing the Eastside vs. the Westside alignments through 
downtown and south, we believe there is more ridership, vacant land and 
community development potential on the East. The Central Eastside and other 
areas along McLoughlin Blvd have great potential to become TODs, yet have 
received superficial study as all emphasis shifted to the Westside. Th~ Central 
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Eastside connector should be included in the current evaluation, especially when 
considering the enormous costs of a new bridge crossing and the possibility of an 
additional $275. million for a downtown tunnel. The only viable TOD potential 
on the narrow, already developed Westside is the Schnitzer riverfront property at 
North Macadam. All alternatives should be evaluated based on objective criteria, 
not political forces. However, if the Westside alignment is pursued, the river 
crossing should occur in order to seIVe the North Macadam District, and at least 
two stations be located and coordinated with a TOD Master Plan for the Schnitzer 
parcel. 

2. Alignments and stations should be positioned to not penalize transit users. 
Significant portions of existing and proposed light rail lines directly parallel major 
highways (approximately 600/0 of SIN alignments). The noise, fumes and difficult 
access make stations along highways completely unfriendly to LRT users. 
Developing mixed use TODs and housing adjacent to highways is very difficult. 
TODs should be 114 to 112 mile from arterial roads or highways. Stations should 
be at least 400 feet from arterials to encourage safe pedestrian access. 

For example: Comparing the 1-5 vs. Interstate Avenue alignments, north of 
downtown, we believe an improved, well designed Interstate has more promise to 
develop pedestrian orientated stations and TODs as land use transitions over time. 

. Stations along 1-5, especially if depressed to highway level, will be unfriendly and 
land use will change little directly along the freeway. Whenever the LRT leaves the 
highway, station and TOD potential must be maximized 

In summary, to further ridership and TOD potential, we recommend the 
McLoughlin Eastbank and the McLoughlin South tenninus, the Highway 99 
Vancouver alignment, the Interstate Avenue alignment, and a downtown surface 
option. We strongly recommend you balance your criteria more than seen on the 
Banfield and Westside: balance ridership with engineering efficiency, balance land 
use potential with transportation planning, balance long-term station and user 
amenity with first time construction costs. We look forward to reviewing TOD 
Master Plans, station designs, and other urban design issues in Phase ll. 

Sincerely, 

.~~ 
Garry Papers, AlA, Chair 
American Institute of ArchitectsIPortland Chapter Urban Design Committee 
cc: Bob Hastings, AlA, Presiden~ AIAlPortland Chapter 

Bill Hart, Director, AIAlPortland Chapter 
Saundra Stevens, Executive Director, AlAfPortland Chapter 
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Southeast Uplift Neighborhood Program 
3534 SE Main Street· Portland, Oregon • 97214· Phone·232-0010 
A non-profit coafttion supporting citizen participation and community development in Southeast Portland. 

September 8, 1994 

Members of the South/North Transit Corridor Steering Group 
Members of the Project Management Group 
Members of the Citizens Advisory Committee 
Staff members 
Metro 
600 NE Grand Ave. 
Portland, OR 97232 

Dear Members of the Steering Group: 

The Southeast Uplift Board of Directors, at its September 1st meeting, voted 
unanimously to: 
1. Endorse the recommendation by Eastside Community Working Group 

(CWG#1) that the tight Rail Transit line cross on a Caruthers Bridge and 
go south along McLoughlin, with the possibility of using the Brooklyn 
Yards. 

2. Oppose any attempt to put the line crossing over the Sellwood Bridge. 
3. Oppose using any portion of the Portland Traction Line. 

Before we address each point in more detail, we would like to bring to your 
attention a statement made by the CWG to our Board in a September 1 
memorandum: 'We are interested in maintaining the quality of life in our 
growing city, and in alleviating the traffic congestion and air pollution that 
are products of unplanned growth. We believe in directing future growth in 
ways that will result in an appropriate scale of transit-oriented development, 
and providing transit access to residents and employers alike, while 
continuing to protect the integrity of our southeast neighborhoods." 

1. Bridge Crossing and Alignment 

We concur with the following rationale made by the Eastside CWG: The 
McLoughlin Alignment "is the alignment that best meets our goals and 
brings more of the benefits of light rail transit to southeast neighborhoods" 
and the Caruthers Bridge option will "best meet... the goals by providing a 
high level of access to the residents and employers of inner southeast 
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neighborhoods. This alternative also appears to provide the most 
opportunities for transit-oriented development by locating stations in the 
OMS! area and possibly the Brooklyn yards ... " 

We have consistently stated our desire to see the line run along the east side 
of the Willamette River to serve, not only our residential, commercial and 
industrial areas, but our exciting new facilities, OMS! and the new Portland 
Community College within our coalition boundaries, and the Convention 
Center, just outside our boundaries, but still of major concern to our 
neighborhoods. 

Our understanding is that when OMS! was still in the design stage at least 
some portion of the approval was contingent on OMSI's including an area for 
a light rail station. As a major regional facility, which likely based part of its 
decision to move from Washington Park to this location on the receipt of 
light rail service, OMS! certainly should merit the consideration of a rail line 
to link it with other facilities of regional scope and importance. 

While we believe ~at the availability of federal funding will be based more 
on cost and ridership than on economic development, we believe a 
paragraph from the 1991 Komar Associates' Report* accurately reflects our 
point of view: "if the primary goal [of a transit corridor development strategy] 
were to use the LRT as an economic development tool in a broad strategy to 
revitalize an area, then the McLoughlin alignment would be a more logical 
selection. A LRT line is not essential to the economic revitalization of North 
Macadam. Major development of the North Macadam area will go forward 
with or without LRT. Also it can be expected that the southern end of the 
Macadam corridor will continue to gradually upgrade. However, if the 
McLoughlin alignment were selected, and supported by major land use policy 
changes around key station areas, including higher densities at stations like 
OMS!, Tacoma and McLoughlin, then a LRT line could help revitalize that 
part of SE Portland." 

2. Sellwood Bridge 

a We suppon the SMll..E Neighborhood Association's desire with respect to the 
alignment and designation of Tacoma as a District Collector in the future. 

We are aware that one argument in favor of crossing at the Sellwood Bridge 
is the limited life span available to that bridge. By leveraging transit funds, 
the argument goes, the region will get not only the rail line, but a new bridge 
for cars, bikes and pedestrians as well. There is another compelling argument 
for this crossing, that a Macadam line has greater development potential than 
an eastside line. 
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The Sellwood-Moreland Neighborhood Association has consistently opposed 
any attempt to increase the transit or traffic designation of Tacoma Blvd. 
Indeed, the neighborhood successfully argued in favor in downgrading 
Tacoma from its current designation as a major City Traffic Street to a District 
Collector Street in the City's Transportation Element of the Comprehensive 
Plan. The Explanation notes that 'The intent of this policy is to appropriately 
classify SE Tacoma Street as a District Collector Street, in order to guide land 
use development patterns along SE Tacoma, and to discourage auto-oriented 
land use development and plan amendments. However, the policy 
recognizes that Tacoma will function as a Major City Traffic Street until an 
alternative bridge location is identified and constructed." 

Neighbors in the SMILE neighborhood of Garthwick have also adamantly 
opposed any attempt to run the LRT line alongside either their northern 
boundary or their western boundary with the river. 

b. We suppon also the desire by our other neighborhoods to have the LRT run 
through their neighborhoods. 

Our argument has already been addressed in #1 above, but it is germane to 
the Sellwood Bridge crossing as well. 

3. Portland Traction Line 

We agree with the arguments and disadvantages in the August 15 Briefing 
Document, Tier I Technical Summary Report. We find the disadvantages 
compelling, particularly those relating to possible environmental degradation 
and the inability to shape and support transit-supportive land use patterns 
and urban development or redevelopment. We do not believe this route will 
be economically and demographically efficient enough to justify using this as 
a route - pretty for commuters, but ineffective as far as the purpose of a rail 
transit line. 

In conclusion, we think you might find interesting the following quote from 
an 10/6/89 letter to Commissioner Earl Blumenauer from Gretta Grimala, 
then Southeast Uplift's President, and Bob Elliott and Linda Bauer, then the 
Land Use Committee Co-Chairs: "The Southeast Uplift Board of Directors 
and Land Use Committee have carefully considered the proposed westside 
alternative route .for the Milwaukie Light Rail line. While we support the 
concept of an of an integrated regional rail system, we are opposed to 
consideration of this alternative route as part of the Milwaukie line .... Both 
North Macadam and Southeast Portland can and should be served by a light 
rail line. However, to attempt to meld two distinct transportation corridors 
into a single corridor where one is destined to lose insures conflict and loss of 
support...Regional experience with the existing light rail line indicates that 
development and redevelopment follow the selection of a transit line 
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alignment. Southeast Portland neighborhoods will benefit greatly from that 
type of economic development. In addition, both the OMSI site and the 
Central Eastside Industrial Area will be enhanced by the service of a light rail 
line. We believe that the eastside alternative routes are more appropriate 
because the line would then serve a significant portion of Portland's 
population which is not already served by an interstate highway .. .southeast 
neighborhoods are indeed excited about the possibilities of increased light rail 
service throughout the region." 

Although this letter was written almost 5 years ago, we still concur - and hope 
to persuade you - that a line along the east side of the Willamette River - in 
this case, along McLoughlin Blvd from a new Caruthers Bridge - is in the best 
interest of the city and the Metro region. 

Thank you very much for the opportunity to respond to this very important 
issue. 

/J SinCer~IY, 
U 1_ // ,?//// 
/C~~~~ 

Tom Gruenfeld 
President 

cc City of Portland Mayor and Council Commissioners 
Presidents, Hosford-Abernethy, Brooklyn, Sellwood-Moreland, Reed, 

Eastmoreland Neighborhood Associations and Central Eastside 
Industrial Council 

Light Rail Transit Corridor Development Feasibility Study for the Proposed 
Milwaukie and Vancouver Corridors with Addendum on Alternative East-West 
Segments for Vancouver-WiUliams Alignments, Prepared for City of Portland 
Office of Transportation by Komar Associates in association with M. 
Abbott & Associates, January and July, 1991. 
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2715 N. Terry St. 
Portland OR 97217 

To whom it may Con rn: 

My husband and 1 fa or the Interstate Avenue loca!on of the S.outh/North 
lightrail. 

". 

We feel that the exist nee of the light rail directly along one of our major 
streets will positively impact tbe business and residential districts which we 
are working hard to evitalize. The Interstate Avef\ue alignment makes the 
most sense. since it i along a direct route from Downtown to Vancouver. 
V.'hile this line will ertainly aJIeviate congestion along the north/south 
traffic corridor. it can itself be an attraction if it provides access to local 
Portland shops and b sinesses that are not usually a:s accessible. 

The Interstate Avenu business corridor grew up around the north/south 
traffic that filled the area when it was one of the primary (cutes to 
Vancouver. Since t e Inte·rstate freeway went through, the ·business 
potential of this area has laid oormant, waiting for a spark to trigger its 
return to a robust co mercial zone. The light rail alignment along 
Interstate Avenue w Id allow this to happen. 

Other alignments for 0 aU the benefits of the Interstate route, along with 
creating new proble s. The primary alternative aUgnment (along 1-5) 
would do nothing to revitalize the North Portland neighborhood. It would 
c·reate problems of ety and comfort for those living along tbe track, since 
tbe train would be idden from the watchful .eyes of the neighborhood. 
Jtedestrian corridors 0 access terminals along this ycute would also be well
hidden and hard' to atrol. In the same manner thilt 1-5 divided and 
drained the life out f the community it bypassed, so would any light rail 
alignment through N rth Portland that does not take a surface route down 
Interstate Avenue. 

Please put your au 
north/south light r 

Sincerely, 

A~~ 
Suzanne Lehr 

behind the Interstate Avclue alignment for 



• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

Your Opin'ion Counts 
Steering Group Puhlic Meetings Septemt'f' 6, T and B, '994 (noon or 

~ g I ~J tfj ~l?L2j ~&-I?d!. ~. ,.'""-....,..,. 

AddressJSlO N ~< GSm aty/State/Zip ~/Q..()AI~ 0!2. 

.--- ... _--_._._---,--- _ ..... --,.. . 

• 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

Your Opinion Counts , 
Steering Group I'uWic Meof(np "'-"-6, T -.18, 19M i-~~ 
Dale Name 1? I ~6lJrj 1-(,7?Ad.t. t Phone fIE 't: G L/ 70-' 

Address 6h5 € B'JJ~tV~/Ja City/Slate/Zip HI tt.iAJ 
Comments (please print) , 
Tum in oonmenIs at Rlgishalion desk. or bx 10 NwAro, 797-1794. 

~ M 57: d: C trv-l,,1I1 'fEM/S;; ~ Pd.t.J I) I:;y/) 



Your Opinion Counts 
Steering Group Puhlic Meetings September 6, T and B, '994 

<Sibr~ 5irrc-\11 e:;. 
~~ ~oo 

~~~~--N~~--W--~~------

Address _____ -----Oty/Staie/Zip, _________ _ 

Comments (please print) 
Tum in commenIs at registration desk or fax t:> Nvilro, 797-1794. 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• • • • • • . -. c;. 

Your Opinion Counts _ ~ 
Steering Group Pu",ic Meetings Septemher 6, T an~ '994 {noon ~ 
DaIa qfs/pt I'bne L(Ji/Of, ~ _ ~'-I' - '1Q33 

Address .sliM SeD First Oty/Staie/Zip PcY'+iM" ge Q7::l:0 ( 

Comments (please print) 
Tum in commenIs at registration c:leskor fax t:> Nvilro, 797-1794 .. 

• ---. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
0. 



• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • · ..... -
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• • .-~.-. 

• • • • • • • e. 
• • • • • • • • • • • 

Your Opinion Counts 
Steering Group Public Meetings $eptem&er 6, 7 and B, 1994 

Dale q ~ <6 - f'-f Name Lt:1-~ ~<'--J T r Phone 

Comments (please print) 
Tum in comments at registration desk or fax to /IIvaro, 797-1794. 

~~~=. Co~~Tand8'1994 (_or~ 
Date/.9J4 tlJ 09 Name I(e.l? McFo;!t f? 0 Phone 2.3 S 703 

<--' 

Address 74/7 S£ 2tJt/J A v' City/Statef]jp~72 02 -6213 

Comments (please print) 
Tum in c:onmenIs at registration deslc.or fax to Nv!JJo, 797-1794. 



• Your Opinion Counts ~ • 
SIMIing Group Pul>/ic -. SepIemIJer 6, T ami" 1994. I_ or li~ : 

Dale qf,~ q) I'bne ----r-~ ~ Phone dl(, l.a -1Q W[ : 
Add"", Gi"16S S v-.l \M.-~ ~ City/SlalelZlp \:.rV0~ 0~ 

Comments (please print) 
Tum in comnenls at registration desk. or fax 10 Nw:lro, 797-1794. 

bAe-r~ ~ 

Your Opinion Counts 
Steering Group Public Meetin. SeptemlJer 6, T anela, '994 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • ®: • • • 
Date q /Q. /Q'1 Name ~ AI('d,~L1'l..b Phone --=.....L-.::;.........:::.~~ 

J~F ~ 

• • • • • • • • 
Address 'f( 0 5 w 'Bqr<xs g) Oty/SICte/Zip_.L.:fo...:.!.-"V1~J-ti...!:!·A-J::::l.-_~~_ 

Comments (please print) 
Tum in commentS at registration desk. or be 10 Mt:Aro, 797-1794. 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
0)-, • •••• ( . 

• 



• • • • • • • • -• • • • • • • • 

Comments (please print) 
Tum in c:ommen1s at regisnation desk or fax 10 Nvatro, 797-1794. 

: .~ 
.--------------------------~--------------------------------• · .... --_I-• • • 
--• -• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

Com~ (pleose print) 
Tum in comments at regislralion desk or. fax 10 Nvatro, 797-1794. 



• 
Your Opinion . Counts e · 
Steering Group PuWic Meetings Sepremher 6, T ancl B, 1994 (noon or p.m.) : 

Date~ - 8 .. if L/ Name J'pfUI /11. fJIIA-t-1I/l e 2- Phone Z gro -' ~ () : 
MJ .... to &'It AI &eeAf/JIUt . a.,/SkRIZip ~ ... -f!Mrl l eJ/.. ~ 721::: 

Comments (please print) 
Tum in comments at registration desk or fax b Metro, 797-1794. 

~' f'-S -fhc 

. l£ GreA-ler 1 r !£we , > 

-:fi 5 ;r;rEersfed:e.. ~BuS 

-----------------

Your Opinion Counts 
Steering Group PuWic Meelinp Sepremher 6, T ancl" 1994 

Date 8 ~%p Name tt§l:¥i ~ Phone 17? 2 .. -;p,"")Q-C:::::s:r 

AddI8SS 3\5 pfJ ~ Citt/Slate/Zip \='Dp. q1--?.Ot1-

Comments (please print) 
Tum in comments' at l89istration desk or fax b Metro, 797-1794. 

• • • • • • • 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • (;i) @: 
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• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

You~ Opinion Counts 
Steering Group Pu&'ic Meetings Septem&er 6, T find B, r 994 

Dale 8~.J-9Y Name OA,)'l!1 H"rs ~ fe.1w f-[( Phone 

Address :J "0 IN, w ~ ll. ~ 0ti/State/Zip P /)f: L} 1.. ( 7 

Comments (please print) 
Tum in comments at registration desk or fax to Metro, 797-1794. 

Comments (please print) 
Tum in comments at registration desk or fax to NvIArO, 797-1794. 



Your Opinion Counts 
Steering Group Puhlic Meetin". Septemher 6, T and 8, 1994 

Dale 1fq Nane CJ9 R Rye 1J..:t.I fJ1(J?V Phone ~:2.::..::=;.D'-~~~_ 

Address 5':25=0 sw L/f7'VL>.t::N6 city/SIate/Zip_~A_IJ..;...)C+( _1'""--L-7;;;;.;;.:J~0-l-/ __ _ 

Comments (please print) 
Tum in convnenls at regisflalion desk or fax b /IIetro, 797-1794. 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • @: 
• • Your Opinion Counts • 

Steering Group PuWic Meerin". Seplemher 6, T and., 1994 (noon or, 5 ~ : 

Dolo Dfp/VJ'f-.. W-er toci( Alone 23/-i'irr5 : 
Address ~[J5 SF· 31 s. t Citt/Slate/Zip f6-rJ- 0 ~ ~ 7 J O;L : 

Comments (please print) 
Tum in commenis at regisflalion desk. or fax b Nero, 797-1794. 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 
01: 
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Your Opinion Counts 
.Steering Group Public Meetings Septemher 6, T and 8, 1994 (noon or'Gr 

Date ¥$~ Name IJ ,;fodJ/l/ . Phone d.36SS-Y5-

Address f/O;p6.JE ~C! d:? QIy/S1ate/Zip /iJJ 97.,1/5-/ . 

Comments (please print) 
Tum in comments at registralion desk or fax b Ntetro, 797-1794. 

k56Ut &~ ~. 

. 'S 



• • Your Opinion Counts : 
Steering Group PuWic Meetings September 6,7 and 8, 1994 (noon or S p~m.J • 

Date j I ¥ Name 5 rt:5tJe- S-A-r I PJt,0~ Phone '17/-$'7 <JS'" : 

Address 3~D~ Se- L( t:'f3 e-- Citt/State/Zip .f't, /2.-<,"f:-~D, c.> /d. q7 2....:): 

Comments (please print) 
Tum in oomments' at tegistralion desk or fax b Mero, 797-1794. 

-
\ /'J F A V 012- D cF t!.- A-f2- J T76s~; - "5' ~ 

• • • • • • • • • 
1/(/ N ~)Z. S (}v ;-rf-{$ 74-$ r- Po Je. -r-t-A /l/ /:) • 

• • 
/f/ j;/ &, I-F ,6 c) ~ /'f-I) d.l)- S t. S T79- -r / 67 ~ . tJ ~~ rt., 7ZI.o;: 

/1 e- 5 J4 'Y" D M 5 l -I- . ~ rL-eJ 0 k- L Y.Al • 
• 114-' t2-D 5 V I ~) /V I r'/. • 

••• 
~: 



• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

Your Opinion Counts . 
Sleering Group Puhlic Meetings Septemher 6, T and 8, 1994 (noon or 

eo.. Cl,j.p;/rir tm. Ule~· EE) . PI-~~~ 
_ 7;?-d- 5lJ"dAC{ # 33G? Oty/SlalelZip 8]:{2a4

J 
Oil ~ 

Comments (please print) 
Tum in comments at regishalion desk or fax b Metro, 797-1794. 

Your Opinion Counts ~ 
Steering Group PuWic Meetings . Seplemher 6, T and 8, 1994 (noon or ~ 

Date 8 ~§ 94 Name ~cxrlt w« &f(JN Phone 33/ - 032J 

Address Sl>~3 Nl !YJ,AlAieS<1'f4 Oty/State/Zip /kf-{~ d? 17flir 

Commen~ (please print) 
Tum in convnenIs at regishalion deslc.or fax b Nmo, 797-1794 •. 

oa.fi ,,/ ik L LRrc J.. t!od eg/ f{, <kf 
I 
m/~tde, t/k f/ro/k dtffefl,J?NltU k-i-wee4./ k /)1I)1j.JPSO-h 

CfMJ LJler::dale rpl:ONS .is No{ :2!JA/;-I/GuJi f'A.Louy 
i6 $IJ.Ctt' ~U thee ;»it?iJ-f1i.J.i 1 !tJ/.fS-ierfh d'eudojl -

fYletJf ..ft.d= tlze- 6ljh1-<v.~ I'Me} tfrCc:e4d~.h/e, /!i. . 
:I.s+ers.1-et-fe- Ave..- rDcE--e- -wou(d praV,&e. Gfj) 



Your Opinion Counts _ 
$leering Group PuWk Meetings Septem6er 6, T....,., J994 (noon of9 
Da1e 1-8 -'1'i Name ~M. Af?-""'VEN Phone z.'SCj-q<f""7_<" 

Comments (please print) 
Tum in comments at registration desk-or fax 10 Metro, 797·1794. 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • @: • 
Your Opinion Counts 
Steering Group I'II",ic Meetinp Septemher 6, T anclB, 1994 

Da1e 1/ctjqt! . Name . -:SQ="'~e tr\ uJ/{.5i{?V\ Phone .;J3/-Q7 

J>dJ .... YJfl NEO~*b Ort/9dellJp e~of<. Q7..:J.i .. S 

Comments (please print) 
Tum in commentS at registration desk. or fax 10 Metro, 797·1794. 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • @l 
• 



• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

!!~~~~~gsCo~6,Tcmd.' r994 C-orG) 
Dale '1- 6--9'-'\ ~DW-l ~WLL Phone 2Z,B-72-]h 

Address eth Sw ·~~"'-'N ~VO aIy/Slate/Zip,_B~'uJ1;{:~_, __ j-k.J-r-=;20;;..,o\S=~ __ 

Comments (please print) 
Tum in comments at registration clesk.or fax 10 Nwikro, 797-1794. 

~-... -----.---~.--.-.. -------~----------------

Your Opinion Counts 
Steering Group PuWic Meefinp SeptemIJer 6, T and 8, 1994 (noon ~ · . __ ._. Date 9-g-9t} NameM·«oLv WU-e±:-t"= Phone =:::;.2-.=.ffI~7~=-=_ 

• • • • • • • • •• • • • • • • • • • • • • 

AddI8SS I forb f..{ LU, vi.-( 5 Oty/Slate/Zip PDX,. ~tJ;;>"'( 7 

Comments (please print) 
Tum in comments at registration desk or fax 10 Nwikro, 797-1794. 

r Do NOT W~A..JT ROUTe Ttl ±hrou.?-= tJQ-r~ J:"rterS{de.. 
'L wovJ..&' F~ *2-- . cL\OY\3--Fb . 



• Your Opinion Counts 
Steering Group fluh'ic Meetings Septemher 6, T and 8, 1994 

Dote9 SEPC{:{. Name Dlc.k'. ~OcNAN Phone 

Address ~ E I-e aw~~p ________________ _ 

• • • • • • • 
Comments (please print) 
Tum in comments at registration desk. or fax b Metro; 797-1794. 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GJi 

• • 
Your Opinion Counts : 
Steering Group flu"'" Meetings Sepfemher 6, T and 8, 1994 (noon S p.m.) • 

Dolo 1-t-~'i Name VOlfj I Ct. s K to 1--.... Phone 2.J 3- : 

Address 2G 30 SE 1-3 v-ollJ~ -Citt/State~ Poy-.+{, ~ 01<: 17 Zo-b. 

• • • • 6 r--/'d .. 4 Q -Iv CV7J 5 .f' • 
./ . 

• • • • • • • • • • 
- -. 
(@): 



Your ·Opinion Counts 
Steering Group Pu&lic Meetings Sepfemher 6, T and B, .'994 {noqn 0 5 p .... } . 

,', "1-/ (/ 1{X7 .. d i· /).!" / ' .. / £,-Y'; 
Date 'sitIf ; r)/, IlL? Name &[.7/3 OC~ f20/J ~{.H .. t-/ Phone -.::;...J.;;;...t/..~:-;r..o.:::;~ ~~~ 

Address ~t:'C7S AI£; 1/; 'it: 1-111~, Oty/State/Zip !6r 110 1'7a{ iJVe 9 /~/.5-.LI)t' 

Comments (please printl 
Tum in convnents at registration desk. or fax b /II'Sro, 797-1794. 

4 1Jl ~..I 1 
till{.{ ... £. WIJ-t..Ji , 

METRO 

Recycled paper 
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~0.:~~i.~9pinipn . 
. Steering ~r Pu",ic Meetings Se~herGnd .,'1994 

Date q/'t{Q4 Name !U1nc1. 5t~ A.one 't-I- 0 • 

;!Add~ . ;·;"3&~. 2 . 5~ 6£' ()q dfUcj .: r-.::_ ... · .. ':,.7f:ieJzj.:p··/:p)y,~,·Ut/'t~·qJjj:.,:>::;,,:: 
7J -", .... '. ( '.. '. .... :., • 

• 

Your· Opir1ion cOUtltS;"':~'; 
.SleeIl'nJlJfGn,. PuWic Mtleflll~ 



Section Two 

Summary of Comment Cards 



••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Summary of Comments Received During Tier I Open Houses (July 26 - July 28, 1994) 

7/26/94 Scott Kaden, 2221 SE 37th Ave, Ptld, OR 97214 

7/26/94 Janie Wilson, 6011 NE Oregon #6, Ptld, OR 97213 

7/26/94 John Hammond, 3105 NE 25th, Ptld, OR 97212 

7/26/94 S.D. Garbarino, 7821 SE 36th, Ptld, OR 97202 

7/26/94 Pillard Rhyne, 2644 SE 50th, Ptld, OR 97206 

7 

Thinks it's very important to serve all 
"attractors" . Portland State Univ.! 

Wants to see Transit Station Permit 
Zones, to protect business and 
neighborhoods from MAX riders parking 
in needed business and residential 
parking. Make Vancouver Line go 
through Vancouver to Vancouver Mall 
and back down 1-205 with a Portland 
Airport extension, so it comes full circle 
back to Portland. Make it so people in 
Gresham can more easily get to 
Vancouver and visa-versa. Strongly 
suggests re-doing the Ross Island Bridge 
for reasons. 

Concerned that the project will be done 
right, avoiding irreversible slide into a 
"metropolitan wasteland", created by too 
much reliance on auto travel. 

1. Forget the CBD/Subway idea. Too 
much $. 2. Likes the Ross Island Bridge 
crossing best. 3. Route via McLaughlin, 
W / A Station at 

De-prioritize auto transportation; above 
ground option for downtown good for 
visibility, convenience; remember PSU; 
new bridges should have "copious" room 
for bikes and peds; don't narrow 
downtown PDX Mall sidewalks 

SouthINorth Transit Corridor Study Tier I Technical Findings - Open House Comments As ofJuly 29, 1994 



7/26/94 Susan M. Brown, 9615 N. Kellogg, Ptld, OR 97203 Go to OR City for South Terminals; don't 
go through Oaks Bottom (wildlife area); 
cross at Sellwood Bridge. Go to Clark 
Cnty Fairgrounds (would increase 
ridership a lot). Doubts a downtown 
subway would be advantageous b/c of 
cost. Prefers 1-5 as more pedestrian 
friendly. 

7/26/94 Gary J. Hancock, 1805 N. Ptld Blvd., Ptld, OR 97217 Wants to see Portland and Vancouver 
Line go through Kenton Bus. Dist. in 
either option. Prefers Interstate Route. 
All bridges should be biker/walker 
friendly. Plan for Airport to St. Johns 
Cross town lane for future. Don't give up 
on infill and higher density housing in N. 
Portland! Also, allow housing 
commercial parks and heavy industry to 
better mix. 

7/26/94 Douglas Klotz, 2630 SE 43rd Ave., Ptld, OR 97206 Maintain Brookly Yard and/or SE 17th 
Ave alignment from Clinton South to 
Holgate. Will have higher ridership. 
Maintain downtown sidewalks as wide as 
possible. Don't add auto access lanes 
anywhere except hotels and parking 
2ara2es. 

7/26/94 Troy Bowers, 121 SW Salmon, Ste 1020, POX, 97204 1. For Vancouver to 179th- Choose 1-5 
alignment due to faster rides, more 
ridership, lower costs. Access to 
commerce available through bus/walking 
from transit stations. Surprised over 
Portland to Vancouver- thought Interstate 
would be more attractive. Access to East 
and West of 1-5 is imp. 

SouthlNorth Transit Corridor Study Tier I Technical Findings - Open House Comments As ofJuly 29, 1994 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 



• •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
" " 2. Choose surface alignment for 

downtown PDX, minimize existing 
surface traffic through design. Make 
more user friendly. Four minute delay is 
not an impact for most CBD destination 
commuters. 

South/North Transit Corridor Study . Tier I Technical Findings - Open House Comments As of July 29, 1994 



" 

" 

7/26/94 

7/26/94 

7/27/94 

" 

" 

Christopher Bruer, 9924 SE Stanley, Milwaukie, OR 
97222-4249 

Tom Tucker, 8812 NW Springville, Ptld, OR 97231 

Thomas Friedman, 2818 SE Blairmont Dr., 
Vancouver, WA98684 

3. McLaughlin alignment superior for all 
reasons except loss of 50 sites. Prefers 
Caruthers Bridge Crossing most, Ross 
Island second. Caruthers serves OMS!. 

4. Option 2 88th Street Terminal seems 
to be best. Seems wise to extend beyond 
the downtown Vancouver area for extra 

areas. 

Very informative. How can I help? 

Wants to see computer models/map 
showing projected accessibility for 
pedestrians who walk 112 mile max. 
Should be used to select route and transit 
stations. Consider mixed use zoning 
changes up to 1/2 mile from routes to see 
if analysis changes from merely 
projecting current zoning use into the 
future. Mixed use housinglbusiness is 
best to use/locate rail and to provide 
places for people to live w/o having to 
drive to etc. 

Go to Clark Cnty Fairgrounds to alleviate 
congestion due to cars leaving/entering 1-
5 at 134th. Have service lOOps Lg. 
double alignments with peak hour split 
service 7.5 mins. departure from 
terminals w/ 15 mins departures from 
5th. On split line, keep option open to 
run trains from cc to Hillsboro direct (no 
passenger transfers). Definitely keep 1-
205 

SouthlNorth Transit Corridor Study Tier I Technical Findings - Open House Comments As of July 29, 1994 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 



••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
7/27/94 Marvin Benson, 310 E. 20th St., Vancouver, W A Prefers downtown Vancouver alignment 

98660 to main St, allowing access to on-street 
parking. Would use Lightrail from 
Vancouver to Westmoreland in Portland. 

7/27/94 Tim Gould, 2022 E. 6th St., #8, Vancouver, WA Low draw bridge across Columbia should 
98661 be used for MAX entrance to Vancouver. 

Route should then, from transit center, 
run NORTHBOUND on Main Street, 
while the SOUTHBOUND line runs on 
Washington St. This continues to 
McLoughlin. From here it should go 
either 2-way on Main or coupled on one-
way lines on Main and B-way to 39th. 
The Northern terminal should be no 
further from 88th to Hazel Dell. Would 
rather see the line go through Vancouver 
Mall to serve residents than continuing 
beyond 88th street. If funds allow, a split 
withlone end at 88th St. and one at 
Vancouver Mall is preferred. 

7/27/94 Sue J. Connard, 2501 NE 57th, Vancouver, WA Vancouver CBD to 179th- Favors the 1-5 
98663 option Eastside. 

Portland CBD Alternative- Continue 
study for subway. 
Interstate 5/1nterstate Ave.- Favors 
Interstate Ave 2 lane. 
N. Study Terminus- LR to 88th St. 

SouthJNorth Transit Corridor Study Tier I Technical Findings - Open House Comments As of July 29, 1994 



7/27/94 Doug Ballou, 3109 NE 96th St., Vancouver, W A Favors Vancouver alternative to 179th St. 
98665 at the Clark County Fairgrounds over the 

Vancouver Mall alternative blc a route 
from the airport up 205 to the Mall will 
eventually serve that area and easily be 
extended to 1-5/1-205 interchange at l34th 
Street and connect with the 1-5 North 
route. Favors small shuttle buses that 
frequently move through neighborhoods 
to tie in with lightrail, rather than Park 
and Rides. 

7127/94 Rob Dreyfuss, 2104 NW l27th, Vancouver, WA 98685 Do it! First up to 88th St. Further later 
on. There is no alternative to LRT. Go 
up Highwav 99. 

7/27/94 Don Cannard, 2501 NE 57th, Vancouver, WA 98663 Use existing 1,..5 Corridor wherever 
possible. Subway down to PDX. Thinks 
we're at the point where LRT and High 
speed RR should be under one agency to 
be most efficient. Good idea. Do it. 

7/27/94 Oliver Hidden, 2610 Kauffman, Vancouver, W A 98660 Do it before it gets too expensive and 
Federal and State money dries UP. 

7127/94 Hal Teethof, P.O. Box 1602, Battle Ground, WA Should have done this years ago. 
98604 Definitely needs to tie in to Vancouver 

Mall. 
*Should also be run to Battleground and 
take advantage of existing RR right of 
way before it gets away from RR/Travel 
use. 

SouthlNorth Transit Corridor Study Tier I Technical Findings - Open House Comments As of July 29, 1994 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 



••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
7/27/94 Greg Emetaz,5820 Montana Ln, Vancouver, W A 1. Strongly supports Interstate Ave. 

98661 alignment for North/South LR line. 
Would promote retail and housing 
development along Interstate Ave by 
bringing large numbers of pedestrians. 
Would also make the interstate more 
pedestrian friendly. The 1-5 alignment is 
at best fast and at worst dangerous. 
Putting the line through a virtual 
wasteland will not stimulate growth, will 
not be pedestrian friendly, and will be a 
vacuum waiting for crime. 

2. Also, place the SR 500 alignment 
along FourthPlain for the same reason. 

7/27/94 Ken McGowen, 2420 NE 189th, Ridgefield, WA 98642 Prefers the 179th (Fairgrounds) 
Terminus. Second choice is 134th St. 
Terminus. Why not a LRT Station near 
Klineline Salmon Creek Park? Believes 
the route should be 1-5 (on the east side) 
for closer access to the commercial 
facilities. The Columbia River crossing 
should be high span over the navigation 
channel. 

7127/94 Max Johnson, 401 E. 22nd St., Vancouver, W A 98663 Strongly supports the Lightrail. Feels 
that it should go at least as far North as 
WSU campus (134th), and along Old 99 
Hwy. 

7/27/94 No name provided Prefers 1-5 to serve businesses. 
Suggests more interconnections in bus 
runs so you don't have to go downtown. 
CTran needs to service more multi-family 
areas such as North of Vancouver Mall. 
Prefers both North and South and 
Vancouver Mall. Please shorten 
North/South and include the Mall. 

SouthlNorth Transit Corridor Study Tier I Technical Findings - Open House Comments As of July 29,1994 



7/27/94 Kurt Weagner, Address illegible Would like a more careful look at 99th 
St. terminus as opposed to ·88th as Park 
and Ride access is considerably better at 
99th, given work now underway. 
Priority selection should be based on 
lifecyc1e 0 and M cost, not capital cost up 
front. 

7/27/94 Sarah Baldwin, 4304 Mc Callister, W A 98671 "As the mileage of service changes in 
either state, the percentage of funding has 
to be changed so neither state is paying 
for service in another state." 

7/27/94 Roland Emetaz, 5324 Idaho Ct, Vancouver, WA 98661 Is pro Lightrail. Suggests letting people 
know that it will cost taxpayers less to 
build the rail than it will to expand and 
repair freeways. Believes many people 
don't realize the long term cost savings. 

7/27/94 R. Jongeward, 8012, NW Bacon Rd., Vancouver, WA Continue to keep us informed! Excellent 
98665 mtg, informative, well organized, good 

materials and maps! 
Wonders if population projections into 
2010 justify eliminating the 205 corridor. 
Doesn't think there would be much 
difference between an East or West 1-5 
route. 

7/27/94 Hazen Hyland, 2721 NE 15Oth, Vancouver, WA 98686 In my opinion, the 1-5 corridor is the 
most feasible option. It should definitely 
extend to 179th St. in order to serve the 
vast influx of riders coming from the 
north, east, and west areas. With "wsu" 
swine in now it is critical. 
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7/27/94 Frank Funk, 11916 NE 99th, Vancouver, WA 98682 "The plan for Clark Cnty does not meet 

the need. It is designed for shoppers, not 
commuters. If it can't serve the 
commuters, don't waste the tax-payers 
money. Running through the core of 
Vancouver is a waste. Better to stay with 
all bus transportation. Railroads are in 
the business of making money. Use these 
railroad abandoned right-of-way. Use 
Lewis and Clark Railway. 

7127/94 Everett Cook ,300 NW 95 Circle, Vancouver, WA Great presentation. Thinks transit line 
98665 along 1-5 North is best. Terminus at 

Vancouver Mall would cover best future 
growth. Believes we need progress past 
proposals to the actual engineering and 
rightaways. 

7/27/94 Kurt Creager, 500 Omaha Way, Vancouver, W A Terminal at 88th St. seems to have best 
98661 long range operating and maintenance 

cost-benefit. This will be most 
affordable. Will also allow for expansion 
to 179th later. 

7/27/94 Jack Wiberg, 2717 NE 99th, Vancouver, WA 98665 Is against putting in a Mass Tran Line in 
Vancouver. 
If a Mass Tran Line must be put in, 
suggests it goes as far as 134th, b/c of the 
new college soon to be built. 

7/27/94 Warren Grams, 2807 NE 99th, Vancouver, WA 98665 Suggests running it to 134th St., North of 
Vancouver, at least for now. 

7/27/94 Patty Kerns, 2800 NE 46th St., Vancouver, WA 98663 Excellent charts and friendly helpers. 

7127/94 Jim Howell, 3325 NE 45th Ave., Portland, OR 97213 Please see attached for extensive 
comments. 
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7/27/94 Anthony Birch, 1800 E McLoughlin, Dean of Clark College strongly supports the use of 
Administrative Service, Clark County College, the 1-5 corridor North to at least 134th St. 
Vancouver, WA for the light rail. The college has a head 

count of 11,000 students, plus many 
visitors and facility users. WE also need· 
easy connection to WSU-V Salmon Creek 
to serve all the students going back and 
forth. 

7/27/94 Shari/Steve Hildreth, 667 K St., Washougal, WA Is a member of the Clark County Bicycle 
98671 Advisory Committee. Very concerned 

that the needs of bicyclists be addressed--
especially commuters. 
Also, concerned· that major employment 
centers in Clark County be serviced by 
bus and/or Lightrail. Feel that the service 
in east county is lacking, even though it is 
where the county's largest employers are 
situated. Favor any proposal that will 
benefit east county. 

7/28/94 Lillie Moore, 4001 SE JCB, Milwaukie, OR 97222 "Please do not go along Johnson Creek 
Blvd." Says it's too narrow, crooked. 
Suggests placing it along the old transit 
roadway. Suggests putting a high hedge 
in between the two to muffle the noise 
and keep it scenic. 

7/28/94 Lynn Sharp, 10906 SE 54th Place, Milwaukie, OR Is very concerned about the environment 
97222 if the Clackamas Town Cntre Terminus 

and Harmony Road alignment are chosen. 
South of Harmony Road route will have 
"significant adverse envrionmental 
effects" on the new N. Clackamas 
REgioinal Park and the district will fight 
as. alignment. 
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7/28/94 Judith Ervin, 18140 Stonewood Dr., Gladstone, OR LRT must extend to Oregon City, at the 

97027 v.ery least. Wants more study done 
before further comments can be made. 

7128/94 Name and address illegible 1. Be sure to go to Oregon City via J-
205. 
2. Go below Clackamas Town Center 
where you have 3 alternate routes (short 
distance). 
3. Suggests listening to Clackimas 
County Citizens for Light Rail. 

7/28/94 John Kauffman, 11105 SE Home Ave., Milwaukie, OR If there is not enough money for Oregon 
97222 City, at least extend it to Town Center. 

Concerned about the use of Washington 
St. and the "bridge" over 224 at the 
shopping center. 

7/28/94 Forris Frick, 11658 SE 35th, Milwaukie, OR 97222 Section leading down Washington St in 
Milwaukie would cause major problems 
with traffic and access to Milwaukie high 
school. Better flow would be to keep this 
spur on 224 and Railroad Ave. 

7/28/94 GeraIs Nielsen, 10031 sF: 70th, Milwaukie, OR 97222 1. Keep in mind that eliminating even car 
trips to the LR station should be priority, 
especially when the line runs through 
areas zoned HDR today. 
2. The Clackimas Town Center terminus 
seems the logical point out of milwaukie. 

7128/94 Brian/Cathy Belt, 2303 SE Lindenbrook Ct., Don't want to. see Portland Traction line 
Milwaukie, OR 97222 used for Lightrail. Use it for a bikelwalk 

path. Hook up with Springwater 
Corridor. 

7/28/94 Tom Dietz, Milwaukie, OR Informative. Sounds expensive. 
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7/28/94 Glen Laubaugh, 4903 SE Meldrom, Jennings Lodge, Reduce costs of bridge crossings by 
OR 97267 making LRT use same bridge sub-base 

and build new bridge upon the concrete 
supports. This cuts down underwater 
work. 
Surprised elevated line not considered. 
Stations downtown way too close to even 
be considered an option there. 

7/28/94 Jennifer Pettit, 16250 SE Arista Dr., Milwaukie, OR Would like to see Clackamas Town 
97267 Center area covered. Thinks the Oregon 

City8 to Clackamas Town Center to 
Milwaukie to Portland route is most 
sensible. 
Would like to see the PTC line dropped 
formally. 

728/94 Jay Watts, 9844 SE Talbert Dr., Clackamas, OR 97015 A majority of growth will take place in 
East Clackamas county. This is why the 
Eastern most alignment should be 
selected. A Town Center or 1-205 option 
would prevent riders from driving 
through existing problems intersections to 
park and ride. 

7/28/94 Roxy Hilton Averill, 4320 SE Boardman Ave., 1. First choice: 1-205 to Oregon City 
Milwaukie, OR 97267 from Clackamas Town Center. Supports 

highest level of growth and ridership 
potential as well as enough places to park 
and ride. 
2. Second choice: Milwaukie to Oregon 
City via McLaughlin. 

7/28/94 Sharon Coverstone, 12111 SE Grove Loop, Milwaukie, Route 28 should run later at least until 10 
OR 97222 p.m. (to go to Aquatic Center and CTC) 

and on Saturdays. Have LRT go by 
Linwood to Mil. Marketplace 
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7/28/94 Richard Moore, 23434 SE Hwy 224, Boring, OR Great presentation! The Oregon City via 

97009 205 terminus offers the greatest potential 
for future expansion. A terminus at 
Milwaukie is a complete diservice to 
Clackamas County. A terminus at 
Oregon City is essential, but has the 
greatest potential for support of riders via 
205. Suspected comments made by Tri-
Met staffwhich suggested that one route 
was better than another. 
I believe there are a number of riders 
who would travel from 
Beaverton/Hillsboro to Clackamas Town 
Cntr. Has this been considered? 

7/28/94 George Giroux, 3738 SE 8th, Portland, OR 97202 Several of the McLaughlin alignments 
through the Brooklyn neighborhood will 
cause displacements that will expose 
houses to the blaring noise of the 
expressway. My hope is that sound walls 
will be constructed to protect and 
preserve the livability of the 
neighborhoods. Also, these sound walls 
should be aesthetically appealing on the 
neighborhood side- not just the traffic 
side! Sound walls are made more 
appealing by using interesting building 
materials, and by addign planters for 
greenery. Don't use poured concrete! 

7/28/94 Jan Schreiber, Milwaukie, OR 97222 Tunnels are expensive. Can we deal with 
the land and river issues w/o raising 
hackles? 
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7/28/94 Larry Bush, 112 Pinewood Ct, Oregon City, OR Doesn't believe the Macadan route on the 
97045 West side of the Willamette River is a 

viable option: 
1. The Sellwood bridge would require 
complete replacement to carry LRT. 
2. The intersection at the West end is 
unsuited for rail traffic. 
3. There is insufficient space on 
Macadam. 
3. LRT should extend all teh way to 
Oregon City, blc this is the transportation 
hub at the south end of the Urban growth 
boundary. 1-205, 99-E, Macadam & 
Hwy 213 intersect at the county seat. To 
serve Clackamas County, you must serve 
Oregon City. 

7/28/94 Edwin Belles, 8800 SE Ceusey, Apt. C-I06, Portland, Sees no justification for the VAncouver 
OR 97266 134-179 section from a ridership 

perspective. Strongly urges tracks to 
Clackamas Town Center! Doesn't see 
enough ridership for tracks to the west 
side. Believes the river crossing should 
be determined by best cost effective study 
balanced by most rapid transit. 
Wonders if elevated tracks would offer 
advantages? ? ? 

7/28/94 Barbara Smith, 9465 SE Ridgecrest Ct., Happy Valley, Prefers the 1-205 corridor to N. 
OR 97206 Vancouver. Please make certain the 

"special study areas" are specifically 
determined clarified for the November 
ballot!. 

7/28/94 Roger Cole, 6709 NE Hwy 99, Hazel Dell Concerned about the impacts of Lightrail 
to his business and property. Asked for 
specific information about the nature of 
the impacts currently identified. 
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7/28/94 Kurt Creager, Vancouver Housing Authority Recommends that 88th St. is selected as 

the terminus, but that the necessary right-
of-way and park and ride lot locations to 
support extension to the 179th extension 
are acquired. Said, "If you do't tie up the 
land now, it will be gone when you need 
it later." 

7/28/94 Ted Lock, no address given Believes the terminus should be 179th, to 
serve the County Fairgrounds, b/c of the 
trend for that area to be used year-round 
for many events. Wonders how the 
Fairgrounds were treated in the modeling 
of South/North. 

7/28/94 Barbara Jo VAn Kregten, 2208 NE 49th St., There is a definate want and need for the 
Vancouver, WA 98663 Lightrail to go to WSU rather than 

Vancouver Mall. 

7/28/94 Richard Hansis, 4552 NE 19th; Portland, OR 97211 Please route the Lightrail north on 1-5 to 
134th. 

7/28/94 Sue Kusch-Tepper, 3902 NE 55th, Vancouver, W A Yes, we need Lightrail to Salmon Creek, 
98661 WSU. In light of traffic congestion, 

population growth, and environmental 
concerns, is there really a choice? 

7/28/94 Patrick Greene, P.O. Box 5428, Vancouver, WA A student at WSU, looking forward to the 
98668 new Salmon Creek campus. Says a 

Lightrail to this location would be great. 
Says it would also reduce traffic problems 
along the 1-5 corridor between Hazel Dell 
and downtown Portland. Lives northeast 
of Orchards, but would prefer Lightrail 
out of the 1-5 area. Suggests a future 
addition to cross Vancouover by way of 
the SR 500 corridor. 
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7/28/94 Steve Massont, 1926 F St., Vancouver, W A 98663 Believes Lightrailline should be built to 
the new WSU campus, encouraging 
education in Clark County, and helping to 
keep 1-5 from getting more congested. 

7/28/94 Jennifer Miltenberger, 15102 SE Stevenson Dr., Believes Lightrail would be best going to 
Vancouver, WA 98684 the new WSU campus. Believes this 

would take a lot of traffic off the 1-5 
freeway. It would benefit higher 
education in a way for more students to 
enter WSU, and give local businesses 

. 
more money. 

7128/94 Judi Thompson, 15310 NE 78th St., Vancouver, WA Believes a timeframe for WSU is more 
98682 critical than the Mall. 

7/28/94 Juanne Connors, 27406 NE 1556th Ave., Battle Believes the C-Tran buses do an adequate 
Ground, WA 98604 job of transporting people from 

Vancouver to the Mall, and that it would 
be a waste of money to duplicate this 
route with Lightrail. Believes a Lightrail 
to WSU is essential because of the soon 
increasing growth. 

7/28/94 Paul Powell, 1101 NE 130th, Vancouver, WA 98685 Believes it would make sense to have a 
Lightrail terminal (north-south) between 
134th and 179th Streets, in Vancouver, 
on the 1-5 Corridor. 

7/28/94 Pamela Thorp, 301 NE 45th St., B23, Vancouver, WA Says a new line to the new WSU campus 
98663 would be very beneficial. 

7/28/94 Sheri Stemple, 2420 SE Norelius Dr., Vancouver, WA Also sees need for Lightrail to WSU 
98684 (Difficult to read address) campus, not only because it would serve a 

lot of people, but also because it would be 
convenient. 
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7/29/94 Pam Hilberg, 10400 NE Stutz Rd., #13, Vancouver, "Having the Lightrail run north along 1-5 

WA 98685 to the new WSU campus sounds like the 
better idea to me. It would facilitate 
Portland area residents farther north and 
service more Vancouver residents 
wanting to travel south (who live farther 
north." 

7/29/94 Susan Mellhert, 2707 E 30th St., Vancouver, W A Says commuter traffic is the problem. 
98661 Mass transit line following the 1-5 

commuter run would be the most efficient 
and effective answer. 

7/29/94 Kathleen Burrage, 2011 Brandt #95, Vancouver, WA "Please route the Lightrail project along 
98661 the 1-5 corridor to the new WSU campus 

in Salmon Creek." Adds that the Mall 
area is already overbuilt, and it's 
adequately served by C-Tran. 

7/29/94 Carl Weishaar, 14016 NE 200th Ave., Brush Prairie, Please see attached for extensive 
WA98606 comments. 
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MEMORANDUM 

.June 7, 1994 

'I'D: 

FROM: 

RE: 

5 SIN Corridor Communi·ty Working Groups, ~/N Corridor 
Citizens Advisory Committee, Community Associations, 
El~cted Officials, Staff and Consultants • 

.J~ell' for Citizens For Bette~ Tr~nsit 
South/North Light Rail Transit Corridor Study 
CWG's Report: "The White Paper" May 27, 1994 draft 

CBWand other transit advocate groups have suggested many 
ideas for the SIN Light Rail Corridor over the past several 
years. Some of these have been included in this "White Paper" 
but many have n.:>t. The purpose of this memo is to document 
these suggestio_1:i so they can be incorporated in the final 
["eport and be cOllsidered for further. analysis. 

Our overall objective is to ensure that the final proposal 
[or the SIN Light Rail Line will meet the fOllowing

l 
design 

standards whichlwe consider essential. i 
! 

* It becomes an integral and necessary part of a comprehensive 
regional transit system. 

~ It will provide fast and efficient service, 
* It is designed to attract high ridership. 
* It will. provide sufficient long term passenger c~pacity. 
* It will adequately 'serve the communities and neighborhoods 

along its route. 
* Its construction and operation will be cost effective. 

SOU1.'IIERN CORRIDOR - ALIGNMENT OP1.·IONS 

* Mcloughlin- Alignment. The option we request for consideration 
begins at the east end of_tQe Caruthers Street Bridge, crosses 
over a realigned PTC track, under the McLoughlin Viaduct, 
follows Caruthers Street to the SP main line where the alignment 
remains adjacent to the west side of the SP main line on acquired 
right of way to Brooklyn Yards crossing 12th Avenue at grade 
and Powell Blvd. on the the existing railroad overpass. At 
the Brooklyn Yards, the alignment would be located at the 
west edge adjacent to Tri-Met's property, divert easterly 
under the Holgate Street Viaduct and then back again to the 
west edge of the yards to McLoughlin Blvd. where it would 
parallel McLoughlin's east edge to the County line. 

*Issues: 
The "White Paper" states that "Tri-Met engineers have indicated 
that. serving this ~lignment with the ("Caruthers") bridge 
option would.be highly problematic because of the need to 
bridge SP mainline tracks". The alignment we propose does 
not "bridge" the SP mainline tracks and we believe there is 
110 reason to do so. 
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Freight rail access to the SP main line should not be a problem. 
The PTC alignment can be shifted to the west to pass under 
the light rail line as it descends from the Caruthers Street 
Bridge, the Lone Star Cement Co. spur track can ,be relocated 
from Caruthers Street and connected to the PTC apd the Darigold 
Creamery spur can cross the LRT track at grade. 

Consideration should given soon to grade separating 12th Avenue 
at the SP main line tracks since this will probably be required 
when these tracks are upgraded to High Speed Rail standards. 
If this .is done prior to SiN construction, this at grade LRT 
crossing could also be eliminated. 

'l'heavailabi:l-ity,-of-~right-of-waY'-along' McLoughlin for light---'
rail should not be'an issue. If current plans to widen McLoughlin 
impact light rail, they should be revised, or better yet scraped, 
since the added road capacity will diminish the effectiveness 
of the LRT. 

*Stations: 
Light rail stations should be located on the Caruthers Street 
Bridge approach, at 12th Avenue, Center Street, Holgate Blvd., 
Harold Street, Bybee Blvd. and Tacoma Street. These stations 
would serve OMSI, Ladd's Addition, the Hosford-Abernethy, 
Brooklyn, Westmoreland, Eastmoreland and Ardenwald Neighborhoods 
and the Brooklyn Rail Road Yards if they are redeveloped in 
the future for other uses. 

*"CARUTlIERS" Bridge: 

The Caruthers Street Light Rail Bridge we recommended last 
June (see attachment 1) envisioned a western bridgehead above 
and west of Moody Street and Harbor Way on SW Caruthers Street 
":ast of Front Street. 'rhe station that would serve the South 
W.:.tterfront District would be elevated on the bridge or its 
appr.oach and would serve the South Riverfront District as 
well as provide transfer connections with the Riverfront 
Trolley and Lake Oswego Bus liries. 

*Issues: 'J 
It se,ems that building a bridge in this location w6,ld impact 
river-front development less than some of the other 'river 
crossing sites being considered since it is in an area already 
impacted by the towering Marquam Bridge. , I 

ObOT I S concern ,:lbout seismic and hazardous waste il>E ues are 
hot unique to this site and will have to be dealt with along 
the entire corridor. 

Downtown Portland 

*Sub-surface Alignment: 

Given the obvious long range capacity problems of any surface 
alignment through Downtownr-a sub-surface alignment would 
have to be carried, forward for further analysis. (attachment2) 
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*4th Avenue' Sub-Surface Alignment: 

'l'he alignment passes under Front and· 1st Avenue adjacent to 
the north side of 1-405 and enters a portal somewhere petween 
the 4th Avenue off ramp and the East side of 4th Avenue at 
Market Street. The subway remains under 4th Ave~ue to Burnside 
where it turns east to a portpl at 1st Avenue where the alignment 
connects to the existing MAX line, thence sharing track to 
the east side of the Steel Bridge. (see· attachment 3) 

*Issues: 

'l'he sta~ement rega::dir:tg the 4th Avenue Subway AlignF-ent in 
"The Wh~te PaI:er lt ~s ~ncorrect. We have beenassure~ that 
a 4th Avenue lilignment will be . studied if sub-surface alignments 
are carried fo:rward. This is not the same as, It ••• the. S/NTCS 
may ·elect to r'ee);{amine alignments within the down torn core 
if significant flaws are discovered on existing representative 
alignments". <r1ow can a study "elect It anything?) . . 

The alignment we recommend does not ~xtend to the Union Station 
Area because it would be an out of direction diversion to 
serve an area better served by bus and trolley. The station's 
function as an intercity transportation hub will probably 
be moved to the Eastside when High Speed 'Rail is fully 
implemented. 

Cross traffic at Everett Street and 1st Avenue may be unduly 
delayed due to' high LRT vq~~mes during peak hours. If this 
is deemed a problem, traffic destined to the Steel Bridge 
could be diverted under the existing light rail approach ramp 
avoi~ing any at grade crossing of the light rail tracks. 

Please see attachment 4 for other 4th Avenue Subway issues. 

*Stations: 

We recommend that all stations in the CBD accommodate at least 
4 car trains (400 ft.) and have as a minimum, access at each 
cnd. 

The 5 downtown stations we propose are Portland State, 
Government Center, Pioneer Square,· Oak Street and Old Town. 
Old Town and possibly Portland State could be· surface stations 
while the others would be sub-surface. (see attachment 3) 

Northern Corridor 

*Alignment Options: 

Between the Steel Bridge and Emanuel we pr9pose an alignment 
U",t cr.osncf.i Jn1:.cn::;tatc l\vcnuc on <l str.ucturc th<lt: would a.l!iO 

accommodate the Coliseum/Arena Station, then crosses Occident 
and Hassalo.at grade, runs under and along the east edge of 
1-5 to either an at grade or below grade crossing of the 
Weidler-Broadway couplet. A station would be located between 
or just north of this couplet. The alignment· then follows 
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_the east edge ofI-S to a station at Emanuel Hospital that 
would also serve the Eliot Neighborhood. 

We favor the- 2 lane Interstate Avenue Alignment.optioh north 
of Emanuel Hospital._ 

*Issues: 

The Coliseum-Arena Station would be the hub station of the 
entire system. serving both ·the Elw and SiN LRT corridors~. 
It probably should be a 4 track 2 or .3_.platform 400 ft. covered 
station. 

This station- could also serve a multi-moda'l transportation 
center for the High'Speed Rail and intercity buses that could 
be constructed onca site between the Coliseum and the River 
immediately north of the station. (see attachment 5) 

The du~l problem of serving the local transit needs of the 
neighborhoods along -Interstate Avenue and the through transit 
needs of the 'Jancouver commuters with LRT could be addressed 
by providing beth local and express stops along Interstate 
served by alte~nating "A" and "B" trains during rush hours. 

I\n .. :astsidc r .. .i.qht nail connection 

Hopefully the City and ODO'!, will have determined what to do 
with the Eastbank Freeway before this project ge~sl started. 
If the freeway is removed or downsized, an Eastside LRT 
connection in in the general alignment of Water Avenue could 
be added to the system. This would greatly enhance the 
productivity of the entire SIN corridor as well asl provide 
access to the what could be extensive new river-front 
development. 

Another opportunity that could effect the SIN LRT Project 
would be the opportunity to utilize unneeded_ capacity on the 
Marquam Bridge for light rail, eliminating the need to build 
a new bridge. (see attachment 6) 

- II -
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• lIigh clear span (suspension) bridge 

• No lift span operation delays 

• Serves {,SU " South l\uditoriu", Viotr1et 

• Provides new SE-SW pedestrian & bicycle l;inkage 

o l\voids costly lIawthorne Dr1dge l1ght. rail and 
earthquake rciufurccmout r<:trofit. 

JMII 6-17-93 
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Attachment 2 

SOME COMPELLING REASONS TO BuILD A DOWNTOWN SUBWAY , 
AS PART OF THE SOUTH/NORTH LIGHT RAIL PROJECT 

System Capacity ,\ 

The capacity of a surface alignment is limited to two 
car trains at a'minimum of three minute headways. Assuming 
standing loads, this is only 6640 passengers an hour in'each 
direction at rush hour. 

This is ,approximately half of the Bus Mall's current capacity. 

A subway with 400 foot stations can carry up to 40,000 passengers 
.111 houl' 111 c'.Il;I,1 dil'ccLioll, L.ian.lc .L i.lllcu Ule t.:"'P''J.ci.l;.Y_,.~,L,~Ia.~, 
IItl:; Milll. 'l'hi~; i::; possihle becllusc it clln accommodate four 
car trains operated at GO second intervals. . 

As more lines are added to the system, more throughltriPs 
to and from destinations outside of downtown will be made • 
Unlike auto commuters that can divert around downtown traffic 
on freeways, through-town transit commuters will b~lsharing 
space on the trains with downtown commuters. 

'l'he Mall's bus handling capacity will be diminished if it 
has to also accommodate light rail. 

,In the future, the Barbur, Macadam and possibly the 
Powell-Foster Lines entering Downtown from the south would 
each require an additional suiface alignment or more likely 
a subway. How much would this cost then? 

Patronage 

Patronage would be greater on a system with a downtown subway 
because travel tines would be substantially reduced, especially 
on through trips. 

Operating'Costs 

Speeding.up train movements through downtown, the densest 
part of the system would also save sizable ongoing operating 
expenses. 

Laying tracks on 5th and 6th will not only require tearing 
up much of the Mall again but will greatly disrupt bus 
operations and the travel patterns of most downtown commuters 
during the entire construction period. Constructing a 5th 
Avenue subway would create the same problems. 

Street Access 

All auto acce.ss to 5th and 6th would be lost with a surface 
alignment. This might have a negative impact on businesses 
and could create security problems due to reduced street activity 
at night. 

Jim Howell, for Citizens For Better Transit, 284-7182 5/5/94 
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Attachment 4 

SOMI:: l\DVAN"!'AGES OF A FOUR"!'U AVENUE SUBWAY 

For the South - North LRT Alignment through Downtown 

, ~ 

1. It would attract the ~ighest ridership becaqsJ ~ts stations 

would be located at the center of the eight block wide 

Downtown Business District and it would provi~el the fastest 

running time through DowntowJl. 

2. Its construction does not involve tearing up the Transit 

Mall or interfering with bus transit operations~ 

3. It would be the least costly subway option to build because: 

a. it is the shortestr~(18 blockS), 

b. it requires only 3 underground stations, 

c. being a former railroad alignment, it might require 

fewer utility relocations, 

d. it does not require any major property acquisitions. 

4. Its 3 block long southern portal can be built between 

Harrison and Market Streets because Mill and Montgomery 

are not through streets at Fourth avenue. 

5. Its northern portal does not require any street closures 

because it would be located below Burnside Street at the 

existing track grade on F"irst Avenue. 

G. It would be the least costly option to operate through 

Downtown because it would be the fastest, shortest route 

with the fewest turns and stations. 

7. It would serve Portland State university, the South Urban 

Renewal Area and the South Riverfront Area •. 

8. It provides for the least costly connection to the future 

Barbur Bouleva~d Light Rail Line. 

."Jim Howell, fOJ~ Citizens Por. Better. Tr()nsit, 284-7182 5/11/94 
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,.JLL-29-1994 11:50 FROM BENNETT/PORTER & ASSOC. 

July 29, 1994 

SouthlNorth Transit Conidor Study 
Planning Department 
Metro 
600 NE Grand Ave. 
Portland, OR 97232·2736 
(503) 797-1794 fax 

To whom it may concern; 

_TO 7971794 P.01 

The following are my comments regarding the proposed South/North Max line. 1 will try to arrange 
the comments in groups which apply to a specific sUbject. Since nobody wants to read a book on this 
subject, I will keep each topic sho~ but rest assured, I have a lot more to say about these subjects. 

General Comments - I am not in favor of a North/South Max line. I believe that far more good will 
be done for the general population in the Portland/Vancouver Metro area if several·-things are done to 
improve the freeways before any additional Max lines are added. I further believe that the estimated. 
costs far exceed any potential good that wi1l be gained, either in improved transit or in environmental 
~~~ - -

My understanding of the current Tri-met system is (hat it does not come close to paying for itself. It
is subsidized by taxing businesses - which in turn ends up costing the non-users of the system. I don't 
have all the figures yet, but this opinion is based on the following information. From what I have 
gathered from calling the Tri-met information line, the total -rid;ership on all bus and- max lines is about 
57 million rides per year. The operating budget was reported recently in the Oregonian as being around 
130 million dollars. That means that it costs around $2 pcr ride, yet the riders pay around $1 per ride. 

East Side Max -1 live in Vancouver now, but from 1981 to 1991, my wife and r lived in the Portland 
area, first in West Moreland/Sellwood and later in Oregon City/carver. My memory is faint on this. 
but I seem to remember that the East Side Light Rail project cost something less than $500 million and 
that included rebuilding the Banfield. By my way of think.ing, the only part. of that project that was 
worthwhile was the rebuilding of the Banfield. 

On riding a ttain vs driving a car - At the open h()use in Vancouver, last \Vednesday, I got int.o a 
discussion with one of your people about my opinion that the only \\'orthwhile part of that project \vas 
{he rebuilding of the Banfield, and your girl argued with me that "the Banfield is already over capacity 
..... I made the point that "Yes, it's over capacity. but still people don't ride Max. They'd rather sit 
on the freeway in bumper to bumper [rafie than ride on that train .. _" "ou see my point. It d(>esn't 
matter how many train lines you build, as long as people have a choice, they'll take the freeway. 

New York C.ity has a sub-way, which carries a lot of people each day. The difference-is that New York 
City has 10 million people and isn't that much bigger in land area than we are. They have a muc.h 
higher population density, and driving isn't an option. People who live in New York City apartments 
don't have garages, they don't have places to park, and they don't have gas stations. They don't have 
any alternatives. They have to use public transportation - taxis or subway or pus, or stay at home. 



TO '/';:I'(l't'=/4 P ~ 02 

People here aren't under that same restriction, and they have grown up with the concept of driving 
themselves. Unless you eliminate an of the parking lots and put in parking meters on every available 
parking location in the whole metro area, it will stilI make more sense for most people to drive 
themselves. 

Bonds - The proposed 470 million dollar bond measure (the ftrst of many, I assume) that will be on the 
ballot. A bond is simply an authorization to increase property taxes. Does the name "~easure 5" ring 
a bell? That was a pretty clear message thatpcople don't want their property taxes increased. 

Freeway traffic - It is unbelievable to me that the 1-5 freeway., which has 3 lanes all the way from 
Salem North to the I-84, should then be squeezed to 21anes for about 2 miles from Lombard to Delta 
Park, then expand out to 4 lanes till Jansen Beach, only to be quickly squeezed back to 3 lanes going 
over a bridge (a bridge which goes up and down at times, stopping all traffic.) 

The 1-5 has been under ,almost constant construction since my wife and I moved to Ponland in 1981,' 
'yet it has never been brought up to modern standards in this section. It is better now than it ever has 
been, yet you people are proposing a 3 billion dollar rail.line instead of fixing an Qbvious problem in 
the existing freeway system .. 

Looking at the 1-205 freeway, it is 3 lanes from Vancouver all the way South to Oregon City, then it 
switches to two lanes. Each morning and each evening, there is traffic backed up and running much 
slower than the limit in these two lane sections, but the three lane sections work very well (unless there 
is an accident.) The Glen Jackson bridge is a model of how a bridge should be built. Why isn't a 
proposal put forth to revise. the 1-5 bridge to be a fixed span like the Glen Jackson: 

Ridership - From what I have been told, the total rjdership on Tri-met is around 125,000 rides per day, 
with around 24,000 of those being on Max. Since all of the bus lines that used to go East/West have 
been re-aligned to run North/South so· that riders who want to go East/West have to catch a bus going 
to Max, go East/West on Max, then catch another bus to their tinaJ destination, the ridership on Max 
is artificially higher than it woul.d be if there were alternatives to going EastiWest. I don't fault your 
logic in aligning {he routes this way, but even with that alignment, there are far, far, far, far more 
people riding on the freeways and on the surface streets than ride on Max. Therefore, even with your 
projections of 62,000 riders per day, this is just the tip of the rider problem and 3 billion dollars is too 
much to spend on a system that only handles a small fraction of the problem. 

In conclusion, 1 have requested additional information on costs, ridership, traffic patterns and capacities 
of the freeway system, etc. I expect [hat some of my views will change based on more complete 
informatioTl, but I don't expect it to change so much that. I will l~wor the proposed project. 

Carl Weishaar 
14016 NE200th Avenue 
Brush Prairie, Wa 98606 
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Letters and Other Written Comments 
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MEMORANDUM 

June 7, 1994 

'1'0: 5 SIN Corridor Community working Groups, ~/N Corridor 
Citizens Advisory Committee, Community Associations, 
Elected Officials, Staff and Consultants. 

FROM: Jikell, for Citizens For BetteE Tr~nsit 
RE: South/North Light Rail Transit Corridor Study 

CWG's Report: "The White Paper" May 27, 1994 draft 

CBWand other transit advocate groups have suggested many 
ideas for the SIN Light Rail Corridor over the past several 
years. Some of these have been included in this "White Paper" 
but many have n0t. The purpose of this memo is to document 
these suggestio.l~; so they can be incorporated in the final 
L"<:!port and be cOl1sidered for further. analysis. 

Our overall objective is to ensure that the final proposal 
for the SiN Light Rail Line will meet the following, design 
standards whichlwe consider essential. i ',I 

! 
* 
-A 

* 
* 
* 

* 

It becomes an integral and necessary part of a comprehensive 
regional transit system. 
It wIll provIde fast and efficient service, 
It is designed to attract high ridership. 
It will provide sufficient long term passenger c~pacity. 
It will adequately serve the communities and neighborhoods 
along its route. 
Its construction and operation will be cost effective. 

SOU'l'IIERN CORRIDOR - ALIGNMENT OPTIONS 

* Mcloughlin Alignment. The option we request for consideration 
begins at the east end of_~Qe Caruthers Street Bridge, crosses 
over a realigned PTC track, under the McLoughlin Viaduct, 
follows Caruthers Street to the SP main line where the alignment 
remains adjacent to the west side of the SP main line on acquired 
right of way to Brooklyn Yards crossing 12th Avenue at grade 
and Powell Blvd. on the the existing railroad overpass. At 
the Brooklyn Yards, the alignment would be located at the 
west edge adjacent to Tri-Met's property, divert easterly 
under the Holgate Street Viaduct and then back again to the 
west edge of the yards to McLoughlin Blvd. where it would 
parallel McLoughlin's east edge to the County line. 

*Issues: 
The "White Paper" states that "Tri-Met engineers have indicated 
that serving this ~lignment with the ("Caruthers") bridge 
option would.be highly problematic because of the need to 
bridge SP mainline tracks". The alignment we propose does 
not "bridge" the SP mainline tracks and we believe there is 
no reason to do so. 

- 1 -



7-18-94 R. Van Orden Use surface alignment in downtown Portland. Surface is less 
2021 SW Main costly to implement. Surface add to the quality of life (more user 
Portland, OR 97205 friendly). Wintage trolleys would be useless wI subway. Portland 

is dreary enough in the winter--subway would make it worse for 
riders. 

7-18-94 Larry Mills Expressed concern that meetings must be coordinated better. 
1406 N. Winchill 
Portland, OR 97217 

7-18-94 G. Anderson Build the system down interstate. 
6507 N. Montana 
Portland, OR 97217 

7-18-94 Barry Daigle Concerns for economic impact to the surrounding area. Question-
2714 NE Siskiyou Isn't there a difference between the 1-5 and Interstate Avenue 
Portland, OR 97212 options when considering what sort of businesses and commercial 

traffic will be attracted to the area? 

7-18-94 Carolyn T. Dinsmore Vancouver ridership considerations: 1. $75 -$125/month for 
2856 N. Emerson Ct. downtown parking. 2. Wear and tear for the car and me for that 
Portland, OR 97217 daily 10-20 mile trip. These are both better than 1.6 min. 

7-18-94 Victor Vencill The possible New bridge location at Watts & Buffalo street should 
6302 N. Michigan have traffic island at Buffalo & Mississippi; Montana; Maryland; 
Portland, OR 97217 Watts & Montana; Mississippi; Missouri. This should decrease 

problems. 

7-18-94 Glenn Havener Need more explanation of "Annual Bus 0 & M Savings, What 
2045 N. Skidmore Terrace goes into a no-savings figure for 1-5 alignment vs. a $.06 million, 
Portland, OR 97217 and what are the differences in bus operation that make this money 

difference? 

7-18-94 Judy Griffen Concerns: 1. Quit sending 4 notices. 2. If gates are safer than 
3022 N. Ainsworth Street signalized, why are talks still about signalized? 3. Third line of 
Portland, OR 7217 should be changed to Interstate not 1-5 (tech facts) 4. 3-day 

notice is NOT acceptable . 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
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7-27-94 Donald Hull I prefer the route on Interstate A venue. A station at Overlook 
3954 N. Castle Street Blvd will serve more residents than the Kaiser Clinic. 
Portland, OR 97227 

7-27-94 Shari & Steve Hildreth We favor any proposal that benefits east county, but we are 
667 K Street concerned with that the needs of the bicyclist commuters have 
Washougal, WA 98671 NOT been addressed. 

7-27-94 Jim Howell Objective is to ensure the final proposal for the SIN LR will meet 
3325 N.E. 45th Ave the design standards outlined in the attached letter. 
Portland, OR 97213 

7-27-94 J. Johnson LRT should go north via 99 to 134th Ave. Could not find out 
2106 N.E. 134th Ave. where LRT will cross Columbia river or where it will come into 
Vancouver, W A 98684 downtown Vancouver 

7-27-94 Jim Johnson Supports the 134th Street with the HWY 99 alternative. 
515 Washington Street 
Vancouver, W A 98660 

7-28-94 Lory Olson Supports the 1-5 corridor to 134th street and to WSU campus. 
2701 NE 91st Way 
Vancouver, W A 98665 

7-28-94 Richard Hanses Please route LR north on 1-5 to 134th street. 
4552 NE 19th 
Portland, OR 97211 

7-28-94 Barbara JoVanKregten There is a definite want and need for the LR to go to WSU rather 
2208 NE 49th Street than Vancouver Mall. 
Vancouver, WA 98663 

7-28-94 Patrick Greene Supports LR to Washington State University at Salmon Creek and 
PO BOX 5428 not by way of 1-5. 
Vancouver, W A 98668 



7-28-94 Sue Kusch-Tepper Supports LR to Washington State University. 
3902 NE 55th 
Vancouver W A 98661 

7-28-94 Steve Massart Supports LR to Washington State University because it will 
1926 F Street support education in Clark County. 
Vancouver, W A 98663 

7-28-94 Jennifer Miltenberger Supports LR to Washington State University because it will take a 
15102 SE Stevenson Dr lot of traffic off of the streets. 
Vancouver, W A 98684 

7-28-94 Judi Thompson Time frames would be more critical for WSU than the mall. 
15310 NE 78th Street 
Vancouver, W A 98682 

7-28-94 Juanne Connors Opposed to LR because there is already an adequate C-Tran 
27406 NE 155th Ave #1 system. Don't need to spend money. 
Battleground, W A 98604 

7-28-94 Paul Powell It would make sense to have a LR terminal (N/S) between 134th 
1101 NE 130th Cr. streets, in Vancouver, on the 1-5 corridor. 
Vancouver, W A 98685 

7-28-94 Pamela Thap It would be very beneficial if the transit were to go through the 
301 NE 45th St #B23 new WS campus. 
Vancouver, W A 98663 

7-28-94 Sherri Stemple I believe there is a need for the light rail to go to the WSU 
2420 SE Norelins Drive campus. It will serve a great number of people and will be very 
Vancouver, W A 98684 convenient. 

7-28-94 Pam Hilberg Having LR run North along 1-5 to the new WSU sounds like a 
10400 NE Stutz Road #13 better idea. 
Vancouver, W A 98685 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
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7-28-94 Susan Mellhert Supports the LR along 1-5. 
2707 E. 30th Street 
Vancouver, WA 98661 

7-28-94 Kathleen Burrage Supports the LR along 1-5. 
2011 Bandt #95 
Vancouver, WA 98661 

7-29-94 Carla Olson Supports the LR along 1-5 to 134th street. 
2701 NE 91st Way 
Vancouver, W A 98665 

7-29-94 Ole & Debbie Rasmussen This project in my opinion is out of line in cost and not 
100 S. Devine Road competitive with other transportation methods. 
Vancouver, WA 98661 

7-29-94 Evan Dust Supports 1-5 for the alignment choice because disruption to 
on behalf of Cameron Warren business on Hwy 99 would be too great. He is a strong supporter 
PO BOX 9610 of LR even if it only attracts 10% ridership. 
Vancouver, W A 98666 

7-29-94 Thomas N. Hoffman Concerns for parking and opportunities of ridership. 
13354 SE River Road 
Milwaukie, OR 97222 

8-1-94 R. Van Ordan Cross the Willamette River at the Hawthorne bridge. I) Least 
2021 SW Main costly alternative and 2) OMSI and Central Eastside need the 
Portland, OR 97205 light rail access for continued growth and development 

Use Alt #2 for 1-5 alignment it's cheeper more efficient. 

7-28-94 Washington State University Chief Administrative Officers all support the LR that connects the 
Ramaley, Johnson, Dengerink academic institutions (PSU, WSU, and Clark College) 
1812 E. McLoughlin Blvd 
Vancouver, W A 98663 



Date Name & Address . Comments 

7-29-94 Multnomah County Include the Sellwood Bridge/Johns Landing alignment in the Tier Two 
Department of Environmental Services analysis. We believe the Sellwood Bridge should be advanced as a 
Transportation Division multi-modal facility to include light rail transit, bicycle, pedestrian and 
1620 SE 190th Ave. automobile modes with a replacement structure to the existing 
Portland, OR 97233 Sellwood Bridge. 

8-2-94 William Swanger Keep light rail off Washington Street (in Vancouver). 
204 West 37th Street 
Vancouver, W A 98660 

8-3-94 Dellan Redjou, President Would like to see light rail come into Clark County on the 1-5 
Hazel Dell /Salmon Creek Business Association Corridor up to 134th Street - would prefer that it continue to 179th 
8002 NE Highway 99, #99 Street. 
Vancouver, W A 98665 

8-8-94 Gary Coe, President See attached copy of CEIC Policy: 
Central Eastside Industrial Council (CEIC) 
POBox 14251 • MilwaukielPortland Light Rail 
Portland OR 97214 

8-8-94 Vern Rifer, President See attached copy of DCA's principles: 
Downtown Community Association (DCA) 
POBox 8435 ·Principles in Siting the SIN Light Rail Alignment Through and to 
Portland OR 97207 Downtown Portland 

8-9-94 North-Northeast Business Association Concerns with the North end of alignment in regards to service, 
(NNEBA) station, traffic, business impact, tier II. See letter for details. 
POBox 11565 
Portland OR 97211 

8-9-94 Nancy Berthurem Bond Measure - Better places for money ... human needs first. 
1725 N Schofield St Cars/traffic - stop penalizing drivers ... driving is necessary for some 
Portland OR 97217 people 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
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8-9-94 Leonard Kilpatrick Against SIN LRT ... bankrupting the system. 
7069 NE Rodney Ct 
Portland OR 97211 

8-10-94 Schnitzer Investment Corp. ... your recommendation should adopt the Sellwood Bridge option and 
Kenneth M. Novack support the use of transit infrastructure development which maximizes 
3200 NW Yeon Avenue development densities and best achieves City, regional and State 
Portland, OR 97210 objectives. (see letter for points to consider) 

8-11-94 Steven Shain, Vice President ... your recommendation should adopt the Sellwood Bridge option and 
Zidell Resources, Inc. support the use of transit infrastructure development which maximizes 
3121 SW Moody Avenue development densities and best achieves City, regional and State 
Portland, OR 97201 objectives. (see letter for points to consider) 

8-16-94 Marc Anderson Applauds bi-state cooperation. 
12619 NE 43rd Ave Likes the futuristic approach to mass transit. 
Vancouver WA 98686 Is future growth along 1-5 or 1-205 ... that should determine site 

location. 

8-16-94 David Toore For SIN LRT ... questions proposed route by Clackamas T.C. (already 
5830 SE Tikki Ct well served) 
Milwaukie OR 97267 Concentrate near larger residential pockets not commercial & 

industrial. 
Likes station downtown Milwaukie. 

8-17-94 H.A. Dengerink, Ph.D. For SIN LRT ... 
WSUV Campus Dean Strongly suggest better alignment/access/location routes between 
Washington State University Portland State University, Clark College, and the new Washington 
1812 E McLoughlin Blvd State University (Salmon Creek) Campus for student class exchange. 
Vancouver WA 98663-3597 (See attachment for argument) 

8-17-94 Ernest R. Munch Objections to the proposed surface alignment as it approaches the 
Architect !Urban Planner proposed Columbia River Bridge. (further comments from the Draft 
111 SW Oak Street, Suite 300 White Paper) 
Portland, OR 97204 



8-18-94 James D. Mullins Enjoyed presentation at Green Meadows. 
Blair, Schaefer, Hutchison & Wolfe Suggested routing: 
1014 Franklin St Route to upper Main St. near McLoughlin Blvd., east passed Clark 
POBox 1148 College over to Vancouver Mall. 
Vancouver WA 98666-1148 

8-23-94 Steve Cogan, Ass't Vice President ... we believe the most acceptable northern alignment would be that 
Real Estate Acquisition which parallels the 1-5 freeway, as opposed to Interstate Avenue route. 
Corporate Facilities Group At this time, we have not been able to focus on the southern leg of the 
Fred Meyer project. 
PO Box 42121 
Portland, OR 97242 

8-30-94 Kurt-Alexander Zeller For SIN LRT and for future into suburbs ... 
7035 SW Gable Pkwy More concentration on speed of transit to lure more riders out of cars. 
Portland OR 97225 When planning the routes consider future development and extend to 

those points to precede development to avoid the system being 
outdated before it's finished. 

8-30-94 Thomas J. VanderZanden, Director Congratulations on SIN study being on schedule. 
Department of Transportation and Development Special appreciation to Richard and Leon/outstanding job. 
(DOT) Now it's time for, others to do their part. 

8-30-94 Judy Riddell For SIN LRT ... 
13202 SE Forest St Concerned about monies allotted at this time. 
Vancouver W A 98684 Less emphasis on Park-n-Ride ... more feeder routes, more 

personneilless high tech and higher priority to safety before/after 
boarding. 

9-1-94 Marishi (See attached for venting) 
921 SW Washington #750 Suggests cleaner buses (natural gas/electricity), more attractive buses, 
Portland OR 97205 better 24-hour service 7-days a week, low-cost bus passes for all, stop 

subsidies to parking lot concessionaires, stop promoting MAX as 
savior of transit, stop studying and use money for more service . 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
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9-5-94 Joella Flanders Against SIN LRT .. No to paying more taxes on this monstrosity for a 
12619 SE McGillivray lifetime. 
Vancouver W A 98684 

9-6-94 Mary Davis TRI-MET ... accountability is imperative. Board (& staff) should be 
8225 SE 63rd Ave elected for accountability and for higher success rate of future funding 
Portland OR 97206 measures. 

9-6-94 Leonard Gard, President FAVOR McLoughlin alignment 
Sellwood Moreland Improvement League Opposition: vigorous to Oaks Bottom route (see attachment for 
(SMILE) argument) 
8210 SE 13th Ave Opposition: to West Bank route (see attachment for argument) 
Portland OR 97202 Opposition: to any Ross Island bridge inclusion/crossing 

Suggestions for bike paths 

9-7-94 Mike Nelson, President For SIN LRT ... on Minnesota Ave. NOT Interstate Ave. 
W.E. Nelson Co. Insufficiency of data vs construction imposition/impact on businesses 
Interstate A venue Association along Interstate Ave. needs to be better addressed before being able to 

accept that route. How could it be viable to the future of Interstate? 

9-8-94 James H. Gibbs Against SIN LR T ... 
6814 NW Dogwood Dr Concerned it will bring an undesireable element/crime of citizens into 
Vancouver WA 98663 their neighborhood. 

Suggested route: east to vicinity of Vancouver Mall 

9-8-94 Steve Alusman Favors Oaks Park route as best (draw for ridership). 
1461 NE Paropa Against McLoughlin route. 
Portland OR 97230 

9-8-94 Rick H. Parker, Jr. For SIN LRT ... via Caruthers St. bridge by OMSI (draw for 
United Finance Co. ridership). 
515 E Burnside (see attached argument and praise) 
Portland ,OR 97214-4487 

9-8-94 Peter Conner Ford Serve the People rather than economic development. Take the direct 
3815 SE 31st Ave. rout-it's faster. This is important work. A well located, route will 
Portland, OR 97202 serve the community for a long time. I wish you well. 



9-8-94 Brad Halverson Concerned that we do not have enough information to make an 
4227 N Court Ave alignment decision. The budget estimates don't explain clearly. 
Portland, OR 97217 

9-8-94 Suggests that the LR should be extended from Longview to Salem and 
provides four alternative routes. 

9-8-94 Rex Burkholder Concerned that the integration of bicycles and transit is completely 
PO Box 9072 absent for the Tier I Technical Summary Report. See attached for 
Portland, OR 97207 specific recommendations. 

9-8-94 Joe Beemer Why spend the big money for any new bridge over the Willamette? 
2030 SE Stephens Could keep the new SIN alignment on east side; Have a station on E. 
Portland, OR 97214 side to transfer to existing max line to downtown. 

9-8-94 Michael H. Katcher Supports the SIN LR T proposal and outlines specific concerns 
Kaiser Foundation Health Plan regarding No. Terminus, Alignment, and So. Terminus in the attached. 
2701 NW Vaughn Street STE 300 
Portland OR 97210 

9-8-94 CCCLR Supports the L TR to Clackamas County see attached document. 
16420 SE McLoughlin Blvd 
Milwaukie, OR 97267 

9-8-94 Tom Gruenfeld, President board of directors voted unanimously to 1) endorse CWG #1 (City of 
Southeast Uplift Neighborhood Program Portland) recommendation that light rail cross on a Caruthers Bridge 
3534 SE Main Street and go south along McLoughlin - 2) oppose any attempt to cross at 
Portland, OR 97214 the Sellwood Bridge - 3) oppose any portion of the Portland Traction 

Line. 

9-8-94 Garry Papers, Chair Central Eastside connector should be included in the current evaluation 
American Institute of ArchitectslPortland or if westside alignment is pursued, river crossing should occur in 
Chapter Urban Design Committee order to serve North Macadam District. Recommend the 
315 SW Fourth Avenue McLoughlin East bank and Mcloughlin South terminus, Hwy 99 
Portland, OR 97204 Vancouver alignment, Interstate Ave. and a downtown surface option. 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
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9-8-94 van Doorninck, Mayer, Heijer Support bridge crossing in the vicinity of Ross Island Bridge to allow 
Heron Pointe Joint Venture service to two key areas: North Macadam and SE Portland 
900 SW Fifth Ave, Suite 2000 neighborhoods. Do not support a west bank alignment (Modified 
Portland, OR 97204 Master Plan alignment through Johns Landing). 

9-8-94 Timothy W. Wilson Supports Oregon City terminus via McLoughlin alignment. This 
329 N. Church Street would "bring over four times as much new ridership into the system 
Silverton, OR 97381 for only one-third the capital cost. 

9-8-94 Michael Nagel Supports 1-5 alternative. Cites reduced cost and devastation to Hwy. 
12517 NE 20th Avenue 99 businesses. 
Vancouver, W A 98686 

9-8-94 Rodney Bates Favors 1-5 alignment. Loves light rail. 
701 E. 27th Street 
Vancouver, W A 98663 

9-8-94 Dee Denton Lake Oswego Chamber of Commerce Board of Directors supports the 
Executive Director Sellwood Bridge crossing. 
Lake Oswego Chamber 

9-8-94 Eric Trued Supports light rail overall. Doesn't prefer 1-5 or Hwy. 99 -- either is 
606 Flint Way okay as long as along 1-5 corridor. Thinks tunnel under the Columbia 
Vancouver, W A 98664 is best crossing idea. 

9-8-94 Michael H. Katcher Supports further study of a Phase II extension to at least 134th, and an 
President & Regional Manager Interstate Avenue alignment in the median. Support CTC terminus in 
Kaiser Permanente the south. 
2701 NW Vaughn Street, Suite 300 
Portland, OR 97210 

9-8-94 Central Eastside Business Council Modified position of last five years to support Eastside Connector 
P.O. Box 14251 during Phase I, or a new Caruthers Bridge. East side, in any case, 
Portland, OR 97214 should be served. 



9-8-94 Marilynne Eichinger Supports light rail service to OMSI. Will improve air quality and 
President, OMSI reduce traffic. 
1945 SE Water Avenue 
Portland, OR 97214 

9-8-94 Lindsay Desrochers Generally supports PMG recommendation for Tier I -- a Ross Island 
Vice President for Finance and Administration Bridge crossing. Also supports light rail to 134th in the south. 
Portland State University 
P.O. Box 751 
Portland, OR 97207 

9-9-94 John K. Spence Supports "No-Build" alternative, and "bus-only" lanes. Scrap entire 
20800 NE Baskeyt Flat Road project. Waste of taxpayer dollars and will not solve traffic problems. 
Battle Ground, W A 98604 

9-9-94 Mike McManus Against McLoughlin alignment - would negatively impact property 
Gary Worth Mercury Lincoln values, businesses, car dealers. 
19360 McLoughlin Blvd. 
Gladstone, OR 97027 

9-9-94 Marilyn Neuner Supports terminus in the Clackamas area and a Caruthers crossing 
5950 SE Tibbetts (includes OMSI, PSU, downtown). Serve as much of east side as 
Portland, OR 97206 possible. 

9-12-94 Bruce Kettner Against using PTC along Ashton, citing safety (lots of children in 
18617 SE Ashton Lane neighborhood), visual impacts, property devaluation, and construction 
Oak Grove, OR 97267 

. . 
Support McLoughlin or 1-205 alternative. Inconvemences. 

9-12-94 Daniel and Gina Maloney Support light rail through Johns Landing -- citing creation of an urban 
7031 SW Virginia Avenue village to help accommodate projected growth, and the lowest cost f 
Portland, OR 97219 the bridge crossings. 

9-12-94 Marlen Anderson Opposes any light rail alignment running through Sellwood residential 
923 Linn Street neighborhoods. Cites safety. Supports McLoughlin alignment to Hwy. 
Sellwood, OR 224. 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
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9-12-94 Sandy Carter Opposes a southern tenninus at Clackams Town Center. Ms. Carter 
21645 Willamette Drive believes that the southern tenninus should be Oregon City. She 
West Linn, OR 97068 emphasises the need to go all the way to Oregon City now -- if we 

wait it may never happen. There is a great need to link suburban 
communities. 

9-12-94 Alice L. Schlenker Unanimously adopted a position supporting the Sellwood Bridge 
Chair, Lake Oswego Redevelopment Agency option for light rail transit. LORA believes the bridge is the most 
P.O. Box 369 benefitical to their community, as well as the north Macadam 
Lake Oswego, OR 97034 redevelopment area and Johns Landing. 
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2715 N. Terry St 
Portland OR 97217 

To whom it may Con rn: 

My husband and I fa or the Interstate Avenue local ·on of the S.outh/North 
lightrail. 

,. 

We feel that the exist nee' of the light rail directly along one of our major 
streets will positively impact tbe business and residential districts which we 
are working hard to vitalize. The Interstate Avenue alignment makes the 
most sense. since it i . along a direct route from Downtown to Vancouver .. 
\\'hile . this line will rtainly alleviate congestion along the north/south 
traffic corridor, it can itself be. an attraction if it prO'lides access to local 
Portland shops and sinesses that are' not usually a:s accessible. 

The Interstate Avenu business corridor grew up around the north/south 
traffic that filled the area when it was one of the primary routes to 
Vancouver. Since t e Inte·rstate freeway went through, the business 
potential of this area bas laid dormant~ waiting for a spark to trigger its 
return to a robust 00 mercial zone. The light rail alignment along 
Interstate Avenue w Id allow this to happen. 

Other alignments for 0 aU the benefits of the Inter~tate route, along with 
creating new proble s. The primary alternative aUgnment (along 1-5) 
would do nothing .to revitalize tbe North Portland neighborhood. It would 
create problems of ety and comfort for those living along the track, since 
tbe. train would be idden from the watchful eyes . of the neighborhood. 
Pedestrian corridors 0 access terminals along this YGute would also be welI-
hidden and hard' to trol. In the same manner that 1-5 divided and 
drained the life out f the community it bypassed, so would any light rail 
alignment through N rth Portland that does not take a surfa~ route down 
Interstate Avenue. 

Please put your 8U rt behind the Interstate Avclue alignment for 
northfsouth light ra L 

Sincerely, 

;k~~ 
Suzanne Lehr 



~TRO 
4aOUTH/NORTH STUDY 
4tTTN: LEON SKILES 

JROM: CHRISTOPHER ARROYO, MD 
2200 NE 159TH AVE 

~ VANCOUVER, WA 98684 • 
i 

would like to comment on the proposal to extend light rail into Clark County. 
hile light rail would accomplish facilitating and spurring growth in the 
ounty, I don't think that it will alleviate traffic problems much along the 1-5 
orridor because the traffic is not bad now and traffic will expand to fill 

tlhe capacity available. I do support the concept of public transportation, 
~owever, and would like to suggest an alternative to light rail. That 

i
lternative is expanded use of conventional rail lines for rapid commuter 
rains. I hold out as an example the Metra system in the Chicago area. These 
rains are clean, fast, and convenient and use existing ri~ht-of7way. A.similar 
ystem could be run along the North-South tracks that serV1ce Un10n Stat10n. 

tlmtrack already uses these tracks for limited service. Service could be 
ttxpanded with dedicated trains. This would require building new stations and 

~
OSSiblY upgrading track or adding spurs, but would not require building any new 
ridges or right-of-way. It also would help foster regional train travel up the 
-5 corridor. Downtown servic from Union Station could be provided cheaply with 

~uses, or with a light rail connection. • • • • • • • • • • • • ~ 
• • • • • • • • ~ • • ~ 
• • • • • • • • • • 



• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

CRITERIA FOR EI..E:CrRIC PASSmGER RAILWAY IN URBAN ENVIRONS' 
~ fCltt bh <!if. (JAY m'-j.or setM~t' 

Route length.phould be little greater 
~ straight. -line distance between end points. 

Speed should be free of severe constraints 
due either to gradient or to curve radii. 
Gradient departing fran any station should be descending or nearly level. 
Tl:f"~Vt~ J ... tal2.:..t$ tc::irvuJl <.(.uv~. l4i7~ ~'l-&"'1J. -1,. .l:{folCl (Dr h-tj'l$it;D~ Jrir",r CL~t?r>Unt~ 
Track alignment should avoid short radii curves ' 
to preclude noise while traversing curves, 
particularly within confined areas. 

So-called acoustical barriers should be sparingly applied, if at all; 
they do far roore harm than good. 

In central city, difference in elevations of grades 
should separate railway traffic fran off-track traffic. 
Planning should take advantage of grade separation 
by designing central city station platforms sufficiently long 
to penni t operating four-car trains, 
as San Diego and Sacramento systems already do. 

Vehicle lanes should be separated fran tracks for cars :ljJjJ ~~v-
by means roore effective than painted lines. ~;.t.'" tJJ~A.""c",I.:t .. , ?;..(lfttff.( k~ft J,~o", 
To dissuade vehicle drivers fran intruding onto railways, 
pavement within track area should be confined to crossings 
for roads, bicycle paths, and walkways. 
Crossings should. be at right angles or approximately so. 

Train operation subject to at-grade intersections 
between roads and railways should occUr only outside of central 
wi th sufficient distance between road crossings near stations 
to accannodate platforms serving four-car trains. 

Environs of stations should be conducive to pedestrian roovanent 
and should include diverse facilities of value to patrons, 
so that a substantial number reach their destinations _ .. f 
without having -to transfer to other conveyances/or walk distances -. qiltllP ,Ji:4r/';,rry) ( 

which are inconvenient, or made- hazardous by ve1ri.cular traffic. 
Secure bicycle lockers should be provided for reasonable periodic charge. 

Route design should enable patrons traveling between central city 
and points far beyond city boundary to avoid urban zone stops. 
Logical procedure may be to separate local and suburban routes: 
That's what proprietors of the privately funded electric railway 
between Oregon City and Portland did, benefitting themselves, their patrons, 
and the taxpaying public, into whose treasury they contributed 
instead of draining it of funds, as highway projects soon came to do. 

These criteria are not necessarily all that I would recommend. 

Kenneth McFarling 
7417 S E 20th Av, 97202-6213 
235 7032 
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CASCADING COST BENEFITS 

Admittedly, any other overhead Monorail system has some of the 
inherent safety features of the People P~d system, but none of the 
cascading cosr effecrive benefirs of our system. specifically, at 
projected costs of $50 to $60 million per mile for the typical ~oo 
passenger Monorail train, we could alternatively erect 50 paral~e~ 
miles of People Pod track spaced at say one mile intervals. 

Supposedly, the government is getting ready to spend that kind of 
money for several demonstration Monorail systems. Some of the inherent 
problems with such Monorails (or any other train or light-rail 
vehicles) of large mass passenger carrying capacity are: 

1) They run on a schedule - miss one" and it costs you time 
waiting for the next; 

2) These systems must stop at each and every station to let some 
passengers off and new ones on. Besides time lost in just sitting at 
each station, additional time is lost in decelerating to and 
accelerating away from each station. This reduces potential average 
cruise speed. 

3) Such systems are inherently so expensive that it becomes 
illogical to ever contemplate extending and branching the system out 
allover a city in order to make the system useful to all the 
taxpaying populace living in the city. 

4) In addition to the huge initial capital, such systems are 
typically expensive to operate and also usually operate at less than 
initially projected ridership. They inevitably never pay for 
themselves, nor breakeven financially on an annual basis and end up 
subsidized by taxpayers who don't even use the system - forever! 

Wouldn't the same intended money be better spent on developing a 
complete grid that becomes useful to all - no matter where they live 
in the city and no matter where they want to go in the city. A system 
that will be used because their is no waiting, because it gets you to 
your desired destination fast, at a stea~y 100 MPH, and which wi~l be 
used because it cosrs the user ~ess than he would have to be paying 
tor just the gaso~ine for his car! " 

The only real solution is for MASS transportation to become PERSONAL 
transportation!" " 

~~~ 
.<J~4;;~< 
ILf4bL ~~ ~ 
~ .J CA C; Z7)lj 
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U"(,'I, lrK .. Sep 6 '94 9:53 

CO:N1CLING FISKUM & McCORWCK 
Suite 2000 

Standard Insurance Center 
900 SW Fifth Avenue 

Portland, Oregon 97204-1268 

Telephone (503) 294-9120 
Telecopier (503) 294-9152 

TELECOPY /FACSIMILE COVER LETTER 

DATE: September 6, 1994 

TO: Cam Warren 

FIID.1: Three Oaks Developme~t Co. 

FAX #: 254-2796 

OFFICE #: 256-2002 

FROM: Jennifer Ball 

CLIENT #: 95099 

MA'ITER #: 2 

P.Ol/04 

We are transmitting a total of 4 pages, including this page. If you do not 

receive all pages, please call O~ as soon as possible at the following 

number: (503) 294-9120. 

Our 24-hoUI automatic facsimile number is: 

(503) 294-9152 

COM:MENTS: Attached is some information about the meeting tonight. If you have any 
questions.l please call me or we can talk at the meeting this evening. I really appreciate 
your help! 



U-f"J, Inc. Sep is '94 

PROJECT MANAGEMENT GROUP 
DRAFT RECOMMENDATION 

FOR' 
TIER I OF 

9:53 

SOUTHlNORTH TRANSIT CORRIDOR STUDY 

P.02./04 

Summary: The Project Management Group (pMG) proposes to pursue the 
South/North Corridor Project in two study phases: _ 

• Phase I would consider a light rail transit project between the 
Clackamas Town Center (CTC) area and the 99th Street area in Clark 
County. 

• Phase II would consider an extension of the Phase I LRT Project south 
to Oregon City and north to the 134th Street/WSU area. 

The PMG recommends two phases for the project because: 

• The amount of capital funds potentially available at tlus time are 
insufficient to construct a LRT line serving Oregon City, CTC, Milwaukie, 
Portland, Vancouver and 134th Street/WSU area. 

• The phased approach has a better chance to ultimately serve the 
proposed termini. . 

Southern Terminus: The Clackamas Town Center is recommended to be the 
Phase I South Terminus to be studied in the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (DEIS). The specific location of the tenninus within the CTC area is 
not yet determined. A special study will be formed to detennine the location 
of the terminus, park-and~ride location and alignment designs. 

Phase II to Oregon City: The PMG does not make a recommendation about the_ 
Phase n extension to Oregon City. The options are: 

a) south from Milwaukie along McLoughlin Boulevard; or 
b) south from eTC along 1-205. 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
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LI-I"i, Inc. Sep 6 ''.:14 

TALKING POINTS 
for testimony 

at Metro Public Meeting 
September 6 

5 - 8 p.m., Tuesday, September 6 
St. Jolms Episcopal Church ' 
2036 SE Jefferson St., Milwaukie 

9:54 P.03/04 

Both oral and written testimony can be submitted. TIle deadline 
for written testimony is September 13 at 5 p.m. Written 
testimony should be addressed to Leon. Skilc;~$, South/North 
Transit Corridor Study, Metro, 600 NE Grand Ave., Portland, OR 
97232. ' 

Talking Points: 

• State your name and business or address an.d your affiliation with 
Clackamas County Citizens for Light Rail' (CCCLR)/ a coalition of more than 
70 businesses, individuals and organizations in Clackanlas COlUlty. 

• The CCCLR supports light rail in Clackamas County that goes to, Oregon 
City via, Clackamas Town Center and 1-205. This is the route that best serves 
the entire COWlty. 

• The PMG's recommendation of a terminus at Clackamas Town Center for 
Phase I is a move in the right direction because it: . 

• Serves the area in the county where much of the growth is expected 
to occur; 

• It serves major county and regional attractions which help boost 
ridership in peak and off-peak hours: Clackamas Town Center, Oregon 
Institute of Teclmology /Metro Center, Clackamas Community 
College/Harmony Road Center, the new Notth Clackamas Aquatic 
Center and Kaiser Surmyside Medical Center; 

-OVER-

16420 SE McLoughlin Boulevard 
Milwaukie, Oregon 97267 

Phone: 294-9120 
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• Serves major employment areas including tvfilwaukie and Clackamas 
industrial areas along Highway 224 and the Town Center vicinity; 

• Has broad community support for an alignment that serves the 
Town Centerl,including from: North Clackamas Chamber of 
Commerce, North Clackamas Employers Association and the 
Surmyside/I-205 Corridor Association. 

• Phase II, the proposed extension to Oregon City .. should be 'defined as a 
link between CTC and Oregon City. McLoughlin Boulevard should be 
eliminated from Phase IT consideration as soon as possible. 

• According to Metro data, the 1-205 route from the Town Center to 
Oregon City will be less expen~ive to build than the McLoughlm route. 

• Identifying the preferred alignment to Oregon City will allow the 
COtmty and cities to plan for light rail. It is likely Region 2040 policies 
will call for more infill development -- it makes sense to plan that 
around a future LRT line to boost ridership. 

• The location of the terminus at the Town Center will be affected by 
the alignment for an Oregon City exte!\$ion - if the alignment is along 
1-205, the CTC terminus should maybe veer south. 

• Highway and road projects, such as the Sunrise Corridor 
interchange .. will be affected by the alignment decision for the Oregon 
City extension. Plaruring for LRT now will result in better coordinated 
LRT and road projects. 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • '. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
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Gina S. Whitehill-Baziuk 
600 NE Grand Avenue 
Portland, OR 97232-=2736 

Dear Gina: 

June 12, 1994 

As discussed during the June 9, 1994 south/North Transit Corridor 
study Citizens Advisory Committee Meeting, please see that 
Committee members ~re provided copies of the two attachments. 

Thank you for attending to this matter, 

Sincerely, 

/)IV1~ 
Martin V. Taylor 

Attach(2) 



June 10, 1994 

Rick Williams, Chairman 
SouthjNorth Transit Corridor study 
citizens Advisory committee 
600 HE Grand Avenue, 
Portland, OR 97232-2736 

Ref: June 9, 1994 Meeting Agenda Item Ho. 3 
John's Landing - Opportunities and Constraints 

Dear Rick: 

Thank you for allowing me to attend your meeting and speak to the Committee. 
As you may recall, you said if I would provide Gina S. Whi tehill-Baziuk 
information it would be made available to the Committee. 

The attached April 22, 1994 letter directed to Kathleen Maloney includes most 
comments and concerns I expressed at last nights meeting. 

As you are aware, the City of Portland has been holding Community Working 
Groups and soliciting input from interested parties. I believe they have 
listened to us and our concerns have influenced the preliminary reports and 
design decisions. I also believe that Gerald Fox felt that he had addressed 
all impacts that could reasonably be mitigated with the nModified John's 
Landingn alternative, but I am convinced that he overlooked a. very important 
and legitimate issue. 

By placing light rail on the surface adjacent to Macadam between the tunnel 
at Pendleton and the station at Boundary the only direct access to Macadam 
the Willamette Shores condominiUDl complex has is taken. The attached letter 
expands on this concern. 

Extending the Pendleton tunnel north to just south of the Boundary station 
would allow this access to be retained. I believe eliminating taking of this 
access is an important design consideration. Use of the surface above the 
tunnel for parking is an additional benefit of tunneling. 

Please be reminded the tunnel would not be an expensive bore such as that 
currently underway on the west side, but a relatively inexpensive cut and 
cover operation. The cost of extending the tunnel should be added to the 
Modified John's Landing alternative when your committee makes the decision 
regarding which alignment to study during Tier II since the additional 
expense might make a river crossing north of John's Landing even more 
attractive. 

Sincerely, ~ 

~~or, Resident 
5630 SW Riverside Ln. #23 
Portland, OR 97201 

(503)243-6831 

Attachment 

• • • • e 
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Kathleen Maloney 
Regional Rail Program 
City of Portland 

April 22, 1994 

1120 SW 5th Ave., Room 702 
Portland, OR 97204 

Ref: Community Working Group 2 
SIN Transit Corridor Study 

Dear Kathleen: 

Corrected April 26, 1994 

Thank you for the opportunity to attend public meetings and being 
allowed input related to the South/North Transit Corridor Study. 

:I support the concept of light rail transit, but feel that the 
Portland Urbanized Area will not be best served by placing the 
Central Portland/Milwaukie ali~ent through John's Landing. 

:I was encouraged by the April 14, 1994 Metro Citizens Advisory 
Committee's action to include additional river crossing options. 
up to that- point, :I felt that it had pretty well been determdned 
that a west bank alignment through John's Landing would be approved 
for the·Tier :I:I Study because: 

1. The Hawthorne Bridge is narrow and frequently out of service 
when raised for river traffic. 

2. The existing Sellwood highway bridge is developing structural 
problems and must be replaced. 

a. Decision makers will not confirm the following opinion 
publicly, but I feel the opportunity to construct a joint 
Transit/Highway bridge has been a factor up to this point 
when various alignments have been studied since a multi 
purpose bridge will cost less to construct than two 
bridges and additional funding sources would be 
available. . 

The John's Landing Master Plan is an acknowledged planning front 
runner that provides campus style living areas while allowing 
access to and enjoyment of the Willamette River for both residents 
and the public in general. To disrupt John's Landing in order to 
allow similar development adjacent to it's northern boundary would 
seem to be inconsistent. 

A river crossing north of John's Landing that would allow light 
rail to serve the area south of Central Portland that is ripe for 
redevelopment and also allow development along the east bank would 
be a win win alignment. As needs not served by the existing bus 
system arise in John's Landing, the streetcar alignment approved by 
the City of Portland as a design project could be constructed to 
serve the additional transit needs. 



If a decision (unfavorable to the residents east of Macadam at 
John's Landing) is made to place the light rail alignment along the 
west bank south to the Sellwood Bridge, the preliminary design 
alternates prepared by the consulting firm of Fletcher, Farr and 
Ayotte must be addressed. George Crandall graciously allowed me 
the opportunity to review the material presented at the April 13, 
1994 City of Portland Community working Group 2 meeting. Please 
consider the following comments and observations: 

Modified Master Plan Option B (Adjacent to Macadam) 

As proposed, this alignment departs from existing rail right of way 
and has a station on the south side of Boundary close to Macadam. 
The station location is far enough east of Macadam to accommodate 
traffic turning movements at the Macadam/Boundary intersection, yet 
close enough to the Water Tower shopping center to encourage 
customer and employee use of light rail. 

A tunnel is proposed under Pendelton to mitigate impact on the 
Macadam/Pendelton intersection and to allow access to the River 
wind housing complex. This tunnel is less than 400 feet long, so 
special ventilation will not be required •. 

In my opinion, Option B is the preferred alignment' if light rail is 
to pass through John's Landing. However, the plan should be 
modified to mitigate parking and circulation issues. The Pendleton 
tunnel should be extended north an addition 700 feet for the 
following reasons: 

1. River Ridge and Willamette Shores parking adjacent to Macadam 
would be preserved. 

2. The landscape buffer between housing and Macadam street noise 
would be maintained. 

3. The additional noise created by light rail would be mitigated 
since it would be underground. 

4. Existing primary access at the north boundary of Willamette 
Shores would be preserved. Without this, the· only legal 
access is through River Ridge property, by agreement. 
Secondary'access would be east along a narrow 20 foot Portland 
Sewer Basement (Ordinance 145365, Parcel 11, Calendar 842) 
then winding through commercial property to Boundary. This 
substandard path is not legal access and it certainly is not 
safe. 

'!'wo grates, or protected daylighted openings, in the cut/fill 
constructed 1,100 foot tunnel would create three tunnels less than 
400 feet long, eliminating the need to provide an expensive 
ventilation system. 

Decision makers say that if light rail passes through John's 
Landing a transit district will be approved that would reduce 
Macadam from it's current Principal Arterial classification, thus 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 



• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

eliminating the need to widen it further. Since Macadam is 
situated in a narrow corridor restrained by the river and steep 
hillside, I am confident it will need additional width in the near 
future since there is no other place for commuter traffic to 
travel. The need to widen Macadam in the future supports placing 
light rail underground the entire length it is adjacent to Macadam, 
so right of way needed for widening will not be encroached upon. 

Modified Master Plan Option C (Existing Rail R/W through Housing) 

As proposed, the light rail will remain on existing rail alignment 
through the John's Landing housing complexes. This option greatly 
impacts the river oriented quality of life planned for and 
implemented in the John's Landing Master Plan. In addition to 
disruption of resident's use and enjoyment of their homes, there 
would be serious impact on enjoyment of the greenway by pedestrians 
and bicyclists. 

Option C anticipates cut/fill construction tunnels through the 
Landing, River Wind, River Point, Bank Side and River Ridge, while 
only the southern portion of Willamette Shores would be protected 
by a tunnel. Most of Willamette Shores river frontage would have an 
open rail line that would create a physical and visual barrier to 
enjoyment of the river. The determination that a tunnel is not 
required along the portion of existing alignment that is presently 
on a trestle is not acceptable since a 42 inch high barrier Would 
have to be placed on the west retaining wall (See Section CC of the 
consultants preliminary design cross sections). This would block 
the river view for most of the Willamette Shore homes. xt would 
also create a concrete wall adjacent to the greenway, which would 
be an incompatible visual blight. 

The two planned tunnels greatly exceed 400 feet each, so an 
expensive ventilation system would have to be included, even if the 
tunnel length was not extended to include Willamette Shores 
frontage. 

Xf a cut/fill constructed tunnel is built (See Section AA of the 
consultant's preliminary design cross sections), it Would have long 
term impact on homes located adjacent to the alignment, especially 
those close to the south boundary of Willamette Shores (There is 
only 44 feet between Willamette Shores and Bank Side homes at this 
location) 

1. Proximity will create noise and vibration even if expensiv~ 
dampers are used to mitigate this impact. 

2. The mature trees between Willamette Shores and Bank Side would 
be removed and could not be replaced since the 3 foot cover 
over the tunnel would not allow trees to be planted. 

Utilities would be disrupted. Facilities in the sewer easement 
(Book 1251, page 1472) will have to be relocated. 

This alignment is on a landfill (Conditional Use Permit CU 78-69, 
Book 712, Page 495) requiring additional design considerat,ions. 



," 

protection from Willamette River seepage would have to be provided. • 
A 100 year flood would place light rail out of service and require 
extensive repair and clean up after the water recedes. 

The station proposed for this alignment does not serve,' or would it 
encourage, shopping at the Water Tower. Passengers would have to 
disembark in, and walk through residential neighborhoods to reach 
this shopping destination. 

In summary, there are many reasons that Option C would have serious 
impact on enjoyment of the willamette River by both the homeowners 
and the public in general. If the Tier II decision is made to place 
the light rail alignment on the west bank south to the Sellwood 
Bridge, Option B, modified to place the portion of alignment 
adjacent to Willamette Shores underground, would be acceptable and 
would be compatible with John's Landing goals. It is ciear tome 
that, if it is needed, the decision to place public transit along 
Macadam rather than through the residential campuses was reached 
years ago when the John's Landing Master Plan was approved. Width 
for this oPtion was reserved at that time. Therefore, time should 
not be spent revisiting an unsuitable alignment along the existing 
rail through well planned river oriented housing. 

Sincerely, 

.AVV { ~~ \J -),~" 0 
Martin v. Taylor, Res~~ 
5630 SW Riverside Lane, No. 23 
Portland, OR 97201 

(503) 243-6831 
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.NORTH CLACKAMAS 

•
EMPLOYERS ASSOCIATION 

Fred Meyer Inc . 

• 
HoImOn Distribution Center 
Kaiser Permonente 

•
Monufaclurers Tool Setvice 
OecoCorp. 

• 
Oregon Cutting Systems 
Oregon Transfer Company 

•
PACC 

· Precision Castports Corp. 

•
Roy·S Food·Setvice 
Rudie Wilhelm warehouse Co. 

e Sofewoy Stores Inc. 
Three Oaks Development 

•
TNT f Reddowoy Truck Line 
United Grocers e Wam Industries 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • e 
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June 10, 1994 

South/North Steering Group 
c/o Andy Cotugno 
Metro 
600 NE Grand Avenue 
Portland, OR 97232-2736 

Dear Steering Group Members: 

RECEIVED ~~ 

liLc.r- • 
/ r -;-~ 
/. W 

At a recent meeting of the North Clackamas Employers' 
Association (NCEA), March 24, 1994, our members heard 
presentations from Metro, Tri-Met, Citize~s For Light 
Rail, and Clackamas County regarding alignment/route 
options for light rail service to Milwaukie, the 
Clackamas Town Center, and Oregon City. 

It is our understanding that Metro, in cooperation with 
Tri-Met, Clackamas County and eleven other regional 
agencies and local jurisdictions, is conducting the 
South/North Transit Corridor Study which will'identify 
the region's next major transit improvement following 
completion of the Westside Light Rail Transit (LRT) 
project. A decisionn will be reached this fallon which 
mode, alignment alternatives and study termini options 
will be selected for further study. The NCEA offers the 
following recommendation for consideration by the 
Steering Committee. 

The location of the South/North Capacity Transit Corridor 
will have an important impact on our NCEA membership of 
over 35 businesses in North Clackamas. We represent 
thousands of employees. Directly connecting the City of 
Milwaukie to the Clackamas Town Center and the City of 
Oregon City would best serve a majority of employers in 
the North Clackamas area. 

Therefore, the North Clackamas Employers' Association 
recommends that based on existing local and regional 
transportation plans and existing and projected land use
and transportation improvements, light rail transit from 
Milwaukie to the Clackamas Town Center and Oregon City 
via 1-205 is our preferred mode, alignment and termini 
choice. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
~oste~n, Chair 

North Clackamas Employers' Association 

Jim Osterman. Chairman. Oregon Cutting Systems. PO Box 22127. Portland. OR 97269-2127. Phone 653-8881 
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SCHNITZER INVESTMENT CORP. 

FAX MESSAGE 

3200 N.W. YEON AVENUE 
P.O. BOX 10047 
PORTLAND. QREGON 97210 

PHONE: 
TELEX: 

. (503) 224-9900 
360144 

DATE: 

TO: 

cc: 

FROM: . 

FAX: 

AUgust 10, 1994 

Richard Brandman, (797-1797) 
Leon Skiles (797-1797) 
Barrow Emerson (823-7576) 

(503) 323-2804 

Steve Shain, zidell companies (228-6750) 
Bob Boileau, SERA Architects (228-6913) 

Kenneth M. Novack 

Total number of paqes ~4~ __ , includinq cover page 

MESSAGE: 

RUSH DELIVERY TO RBCIPIENTS 

Re: position on LRT South Wilamette River crossinq Alignment 

NOTE: If you do not receive all of the pages, please 
call (503) 321-2600 as soon as possible. 
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HEHOltA.DUX 
VIA J'ACSlJaLE 

I4J 002/004 

TO: Ric ard Branaman, Assistant Planning Director (797-1797) 
Le n Skiles, Project Manager (797-1797) 
Brow Eme son, city of Portland/PMG (823-7576) 

FROM: x ... "' ............ M. Novack, President, schnitzer Investment Corp. 

PATE: August 10, 1994 

SUBJ: Position on LRT South Willamette River crossing Alignment 

The purpose of this memorandum is to express to you the joint 
concerns that Schnitzer Investment Corp. and the Zidell Companies 
have regarding staff recommendations and those to be adopted by the 
south/North Project Management Group for the LRT south Willamette 
River Crossing Alignment. We believe the alignment decisions 
should be driven by meshing land-use planning decisions with 
transportation requirements-- and that the data used to date 
substantially underestimates the density of North Macadam 
development and inadequately weighs the m~ltiple city, regional and 
state objectives for housing, in-fill development and urban growth 
containment. consequently, this is to urge that your 
recommendation should adopt the Sellwood Bridge option and support 
the use of transit infrastructure development which maximizes 
development densities and best achieves City, regional and State 
objectives. 

Schnitzer Investment Corp. and Zidell Companies have been Working 
collaboratively for over eight years on redevelopment issues for 
our properties on the west bank of the willamette River upstream of 
the Marquam Bridge. This has included substantial planning efforts 
with the various governmental entities ·as well as the North Macadam 
Development Council (which represents some 28 property owners and 
their 125 acres). We have examined market opportunities for 
significant office development and residential development to meet 
the density development objectives expressed by the city of 
Portland and population growth projections forecast by the region. 
We are currently pursuing development density options which_ 
represent investments at our sites in excess of $200 million -
and, in fact, if higher densities suggested as targets by some are 
pursued, this investment will exceed well over $300 million. 

Redevelopment of our sites will be occurring over the near term. 
For example, this past month Schnitzer entered into a voluntary 
consent Order with OEQ to implement remedial cleanup of a portion 
of our property along Moody Avenue, in preparation for substantial 
redevelopment. We anticipate cleanup to take place during August 
and September. 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
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Page Two 
AUgust 10, 1994 

The North Macadam District is defined in the 1988 City of Portland 
Central ci ty Plan as the area in the City wi t.h the greatest 
redevelopment potent.ial. It is com.prised of approximately 115 
acres of vacant and transitional use property adjacent to downtown, 
John's Landing and with e~tensive Willamette River frontage. 

The region is a rare opportunity to combine regional light rail 
ridership objectives with private development interest towards a 
common vision for transit-oriented development. 

We urge that the following points be considered in your 
deliberation; and, if so considered, we believe they will guide you 
to the selection of a Sellwood Bridge/lightrial alignment that is 
beneficial to both Tri-Het, John's Landing and North Macadam: 

CUrrent studies understate ridership in the North Macadala area 
by not properly reflecting the potential ridership using a 
model based on transit-oriented development. This property, 
developed to encourage transit, would provide the highest 
total light rail transit ridership alternative. 

• The alignment will encourage development patterns and 
densities which support the livable city program, city of 
Portland and state of Oregon development goals. 

The alignment should provide the maximum redevelopment 
opportunities with private investment along the entire length 
and should create increased land values and higher density at 
every opportunity. 

• The Sellwood Bridge Alignment is the only option that provides 
local traffic and congestion relief on both the east and west 
banks, on Macadam and north McLoughlin. 

• The Sellwood crossing Alternative offers the narrowest river 
crossing. The Sellwood Bridge design option is sited with 
favorable topography which allows shallower grades, minimizes 
impacts to adjacent river facilities. This will also require_ 
lower naviqational clearances at this location than the other 
alternatives. 

Sellwood Bridge Alignment costs include three additional 
stations, consistent with the additional alignment:. length, and 
a level of problem solving and impact mitigation in John's 
Landing that is not found elsewhere along the other 
alignments. 

,.. 
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The Sellwood alignment utilizes segments of low cost right-of
way along Willamette Shore and the old Jefferson Branch rail 
line which· has been reserved with the expectation of future 
transit service. The Sellwood Bridge crossing also results in 
track removal from among the John's Landing Condominiums and 
reduces need for subsequent investment to maintain or upgrade 
the Willamette Shore corridor. 

Twice as many business and residence displacements (60) would 
occur with the Hawthorne, Carruthers and Ross Island 
Alignments as compared to the Sellwood Alignment (30). 

At a minimum, Metro transit plans for the North Macadam area 
should include the following: 

• The alignment should be viewed from an urban design 
perspective as well as transportation engineering position. 
This will allow long range land-use planning to work in 
conjunction with transportation planning and inVOke the 
principles of transit supportive development. 

• The alignment should maximize east-west pedestrian access to 
and across the LRT line. 

• Plan all transportation circulation and structures at street 
grade to allow maximum pedestrian and view corridors up and 
down the river. This would not allow for the bisection of the 
property, which would result in reduced density. 

The Metro staff and the Project Management Group have committed 
substantial time and effort in developing a sound basis for 
reaching a rial alignment decision. We believe that this effort 
should include updating your information on the land-use and other 
public policy efforts underway locally as well as cognizant of 
actual private redevelopment efforts now ongoing-. Please feel free 
to call me if we can provide you with additional information or 
other assistance regarding- the information submitted in this 
letter. 

BB/TFZ/RJN/ClftW 
rjn\081094.dly 
00: steve Shain, zidell Companies 

North Macadam Development council Members 
SERA Architects 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
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3121 S.W. Moody Avenue - Portland. Oregon 97201 
(503) 228-8691 - ,-8OQw547-9259 
RCA Telex 283985 - FAX: (503) 228-6750 

Richard Brandman 797-1797 

Leon Skiles 797-1797 

Barrow Emerson 823-7576 
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• FROM: Steven Shain 

! COMPANY: Zidel1 Resources, Inc • 

DATE: August 11, 1994 . -
!-----------------------------------~-/-------------------------------------------------fI 

• WE ARE TRANSMITTING A TOTAL OF 'f' PAGES, INCLUDING THIS COVER SHEET. 
• PLEASE CALL IF YOU DO NOT RECEIV8AU. PAGES. 

: 
: : 
: 
: COMMENTS: 

: 
• : 
• : 
• : 
• : 
• 

ORIGINAL DOCUMENTS: _ Will follow via regular mail. 

_ Will follow via express delivery. 

x Will not follow. 

RE: Position on ~T South Willamette River crossing Alignment 

RUSH DELIVERY TO RECIPIENTS 
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TO: 

FROM: 

DATED: 

SUBJECT: 

ZlDELL 

MEMORANDUM 
VIA FACSIMILE 

Richard Brandman, Assistant Planning Director flc.n-l797) 
Leon SIdles, Project Manager" (m-l797) " .. 
Barrow Emerson, City Port1andlPMG (823-7576) A ~ 
Steven L Shain, Vice President, Zidell Resources, Inc~ 

August 10, 1994 

Position of LRT South Willamette River Crossing Alignment 

P.02 

The purpose of this memorandum is to express to you the joint concerns that the Zidell Companies 
and Schnitzer Investment Clrp. have regarding Metro staff recommendations and those to be 
adopted by the South/North Project Management Group for the LRT South Willamette River 
Crossing Alignment. We believe the alignment decisions should be driven by meshing land-use 
planning decisions with transportation requirements - and that the data med to date substantially 
underestimates the density of North Macadam development and inadequately weighs the multiple 
City, regional and State objectives for housing, in-fill development, transportation, and urban growth 
containment. Clnsequcntly, this is to urge that your recommendation should adopt the Sellwood 
Bridge option and support the use of transit infrastructure development which maximizes 
development densities and best achiC\lCS City, reaional and State objectives. 

The Zidell Companies and Schnitzer Investment Corp. have been working collaboratively for over 
eight years on redevelopment issues for our properties on the west bank of the Wi1lamette River 
upstream of tbe Marquam Bridge. This has included substantial planning efforts with the various 
governmental entitles is well as the North Macadam Development Council (which represents some 
28 property owners and their 125 acres). We haw examined market opportunities of significant 
offi~development and residential development to meet the density development obj~ ~essed 
by the City of Portland and population growth projections forecast by the region. We are currently
pursuing development density options which represent substantial investments at our sites in excess 
of $200 million - and, in fact, if higher densities suggested as targets by some are pursued, tbis 
investment will exceed well over $300 million. 

Redevelopment of our sites will be occurring over the near tenn. For example this past month, 
ZideU has requested ovel&ight by the Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) to pursue 
environmental investigations, through DEQ's Voluntary Cleanup Program. These environmental 
investigations presages substantial redevelopment. 

'" 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • -. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
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The North Macadam District was defined in the 1988 Oty of Portland Central City Plan as the area 
in the City with the greatest redevelopment potential. It is oomprised of approximately 115 acres of 
vacant and transitional use property adjacent to downtown, John's Landing and with extensive 
Willamctte River frontage. 

This region has a rare opportunity to combine regional light ran ridership objectives with private 
development interest towards a common vision for transit-oricnted development. 

We urge that the following points be considered in your deb"beraUon; and, if so oonsidered, we 
believe they will guide you to the selection of a Sellwood Bridgelligbt rail alignment that is beneficial 
to both Tri-Met, the Corbett, Terwilliger, Lair Hill neighborhood (ClUl), and North Macadam: 

• Current studies understate ridership in the North Macadam area by not properly reflecting 
the potential ridership using a model based on transit.oriented development. This property, 
developed to encourage transit, would provide the highe$t total light rail transit ridership 
alternative. . 

• The aligmnent will encourage development patterns and densities which suppon the livable 
city program, City of Portland and State of Oregon development goals. 

• The alignment should provide the maximum redevelopment opportunities with private 
investment along the entire length 8nd should encourage increased land values and higher 
density at every opportunity. 

• The Sellwood Bridge Alignment is the only option that will provide local traffic and 
congestion relief on both the east and west banlcs, on Macadam and North McLouglin. 

• The Sellwood Crossing Alternative offers the narrowest river crossing. The Sellwood Bridge 
design option is ,jted with favorable topography which allows shallower grades, m;n;mi7£S 
impacts to adjacent river facilities. This will also require lower navigational cleatances at this 
location than the other alternative$. 

• SeUwoodBridge Alignment costs include three additional stations, consistent with the_ 
additional alignment length, and a level of problem solving and impact mitigation in CILH 
that is not found elsewhere along the other alignments. 

• The Sellwood alignment utilizes segments onow cost right-of-way along Willamette Shore and 
the old Jefferson Branch rail1ine which has been reserved with the expectation of future 
transit service. The Sellwood Bridge crossing also results in track removal from among the 
John's Landing Condominiums and reduces need Cor subsequent investment to maintain or 
upgrade the Willamette Shore Corridor. 

• Twice as many business and residence displacements (60) would occur with the Hawthorne, 
Carruthers and Ross Island AJigmnents as compared to the Sellwood Alignment (30). 
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At the minimum, Metro transit plans for the North Macadam area should including the following: 

• The alignment sbould be viewed from an urban design perspective as well as transportation 
engineering position. This will allow long range land·use planning to work in conjunction 
with transportation planning and invoke the principles of transit oriented development. 

• The alignment should maximize east-west pedestrian access to and across the LRT line. 

• Plan all transportation circulation and structures at street grade to allow maximum pedestrian 
and view corridors up and down the river. This would not allow for the bisection of property, 
which would result in reduced density. 

The Metro staff and the Project Management group have oommitted substantial time and effort in 
developing a sound basis for reaching a rail alignment decision. We believe that this effort should 
include updating your infonnation on the land-use and other public policy efforU underway locally 
as well as cognizant of actual private redevelopment efforts now ongoing. Please feel free to call me 
if we can provide you with additional information or other assistance regarding the information 
submitted in this letter. 

BB/SLS/lm 

cc: Ken Novak, Schnitzer Investment Corp. 
North Macadam Development Council Members 
SERA Architects 
David Knowles 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
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Leon Skiles 
South/North Transit Corridor Study 
Metro 
600 N.E. Grand Ave. 
Portland, OR 97232 

Dear Mr. Skiles: 

..... -. - .. ----~ -- .--- ~---------- .. ------------.------..,---~- -_.,. - - .-------......... -

503 737 1734;# If 1 

August 16, 1994 

This is in response to the public notice regarding South/North Transit Corridor Study 
Public Meetings which appeared in The Oregonian. I will be unable to attend these 
meetings, but as a daily user of mass transit would like to offer these observations: 

.. It is critical to plan 20 to 30 years in the future, not just for today. Clark 
County is growing VGry rapidly and its mass transit needs are also growing. 
This futuristic approach will provide much more benefit to taxpayers than a 
current snapshot approach. 

* Siting of the proposed light rail service into Clark County should be 
determined by location of users (or potential users). Are they located along the 
Interstate 5 corridor, or along the Interstate 205 corridor? Will they be located 
there in the future? Are there people currently not using light rail or other mass 
transit who could be encouraged to use it based on location and convenience? 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. I applaud the spirit of cooperation involved 
in this very important bi-state effort. 

Yours truly, 

Marc Anderson 
12619 N.E. 43rd Ave. 
Vancouver, WA 98686 
(206) 576-8107 home 
(503) 464-5775 work 
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~ Washington State University 
_ Vancouver 

August 17, 1994 

Mr., Ron Bergman 
Director of Public Works 
Clark County . 

Dear Ron: 

~ 8 , 2 E. McLoughlin BOule·,a~::: 
'/ancouver. WA 98663·~597 

As we come down to "decision time" with regard to the termini for the light rail transit proposals, I 
thought it might be helpful to remind you and the key decision makers of the planning that 
Washington State University has undertaken that reinforces our use of transit·at the new Salmon 
Creek Campus. 

From our earliest planning studies, including the site selection process, the issue of availability of 
transit has been an integral concern. While we understood the physical constraints involved, we 
had always hoped that the rail line would actually reach our campus. If studies have determined 
that to be unfeasible, then our goal will be to make the connection between the 134th site and our 
campus the most convenient and efficient one possible. 

The campus master plan, while not indicating any specific light rail alignments, is based on a 
transit friendly design. In fact, the entrance to the campus was redesigned specifically iIi response 
to discussions with C-Tran in order to accommodate bus routing directly on to the campus. 

Our position has always been that we want to find ways to reduce vehicle trips to the campus by 
relying on transit and other transportation demand management programs. We established early in 
the design and programming process that campus parking would be part of a managed system and 
would be available at a cost to our student population. The revenues from those facilities will 
serve to fund supportive programs such as transit pass subsidies for students and shuttle busses 
from the campus to the 134th Street light rail station. 

I am sure you are aware that the WSU Vancouver campus is upper division only, i.e., junior, 
senior and graduate level. This has led to discussions with Clark College administrators exploring 
how a light rail connection between the two institutions would reinforce the missions of both. For 
instance, it would facilitate the transfer of faculty, the ability for students to be taking classes at 
both schools and could help expand sharing of higher educational materials, particularly between 
the library facilities. 

TEACHING EXCELLENCE. COMMUNITY COMMITMENT 
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We also are hopeful that the alignment decisions made in the future will allow a connection 
between WSU Vancouver, Clark College and Portland State University as indicated in the attached 
copy of a letter from the chief administrative officers of these institutions and the Light Rail to 
134th Street Information Sheet. There is little doubt that a strong light rail connection would 
further expand educational opportunities for students at all of those institutions. 

Finally, we are firmly convinced that the extension of light rail to 134th Streetprovides unique 
opportunity to leverage the public dollars that are being invested in the creation of the WSU 
Vancouver campus. The extension of the system to 134th Street will allow us to fulfill the vision 
stated in our master plan which is for a campus that is transit friendly and ultimately, in fact, 
transit dependent. This will allow us to achieve the educational environment that has been 
envisioned by the Legislature, the University and the Board of Regents. Stopping the line 
anywhere short of 134th is, in my opinion, very short sighted and would bypass a golden 
opportunity to capitalize on the state's investment in higher education at the Salmon Creek 
Campus. 

I strongly encourage the elected officials of our community to insist that the light rail line 
incorporate 134th Street as the northern terminus for the SouthINorth segment. 

H.A. Dengerink, h.D. 
WSUV Campus Dean 

Attachment: Letter of July 28, 1994 
Light Rail to 134th Street Infonnation Sheet 

• • •• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • -. 
• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
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AuguSt 17, 1994 

Ron Bergman 
Director of Public Works 
Clark County . 
1300 Franklin Blvd. 
Vancouver, WA 986~O 

Dear Mr. Bergman: 

Portland State University 
P.O. Box 751. I>ortbnd. OR W!J.Tl .. 0751 

I am writing to you regarding the north tennimIs of the North/South light rail line. While I truly 
understand the problems associated with the overall cost of the project and appreciate the commitment 
made by WashingtOn residents to fund a major portion oftbe project., I strongly support connecting the 
line to the Washington State University Vancouver campus. 

Portland State University has been actively involved in the development of the plans related to the 
downtown connection of the line. A PSU stop is good policy for our stUdents, faculty, staff, and 
downtown business partners. For these same reasons and more, it makes sense to connect the North 
end of the line tD both the Clark Community College and Washington State at Vancouver campuses: 

o College students and employees are consistent and regular users of transit systems. And since 
many of our students attend night classes, our campuses provide a significant mnnber of riders 
during non-peak hours. . 

o As employers demand higher skiUed workers and employees seek tra.ining and educational 
services, we must provide quick and convenient access to institutions of higher education. 

o PSU and our educational partners in Clark County have worked hard to provide coordinated 
and connected educational services and programs. I inking these efforts with an efficient 
transportation system will improve our ability to serve s1ndem:s from both Washington and 
Oregon and reduce duplication of programs. 

As you develop recommendations on the North end of the line, I strongly urge you to connect the 
system to both educational institutioDS located in Clark Comity. It will result in increased ridership, 
reduced dependence on the automobile, and provide greater access to educational services. 

.. _ If you have any questions about my position, please don't hesitate to contact me or Lindsay 
Desrochers, Vire-President for Finance and Admjnistration at 725-4444. 

Best· rcganIs, 

3;'''' Jj th~eYt 
. ident 

Office of the Pre~idc:nt S03nZS-4411 
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Why Bring light-Rail To 134th Street? 
• Washington State Unlvers1tYsVancouver branch Is a nonresIdential campus, so students, staff, 

faculty, vendors and visitors will all be driving to and from campus. 

• The campus Is expected to generate nearly 2.5 million trips a year by 2020 • .. 

• The new WSU Vancouver branch campus Is one of the major activity centers Identified by 
Clark County's Growth Management Plan. 

• Partnerships between Portland State University, Clark College and WSU Vancouver will mean 
more travel between the Portland-Vancouver area and the new campus. 

• In an effort to be responsive to environmental concerns such as air quality and greenspaces, 
WSU Vancouver seeks to limit parking space at Its new campus. 

• Uke the many agencies Involved In the High Capacity Transit Study, WSU Vancouver's goal Is 
to serve the community. Providing an effective transportation system Is a major component 
of Integrating a successful university with an established community. 

• "Assuming' a minima/1M of tromlt SM'Ia Is DtOVidtd to tht cmnpus, the two percmt share of CtJmpus trips mode by trons/t •• appears to be 
reasonable. Shoufd a signifiCtJntly higher IMI of transit urvict be provided ••• it can be expected that the share of campus-related trips made by 
tronsit will Increase. • - WSU VallCtJlMr Draft Suppltmenta/ Environmental Impact Statement. 

• • 
About WSU Vancouver & Its Partnerships 
WSUVancouverwas formally designated as a branch cam
pus ofWashlngton State UnlveIs1ty In 1989. WSU Vancou
ver provides access to higher education to the residents of 
southwest Washington who, traditionally, have had to 
travel away from home to earn a four-Year degree. 

Cumntly operotlng from a tempol'QIy locatlon on the Clark 
College Campus, WSU Vancouver Is In the prOcess of con
structlnglts own campus, near the 134th st. Interchange. 

A mGjor cUtferenft 6etwftn this ...... ccunpru, OM the 
one In Pullrruua Is thcat WSV VOftCOlWa' Is not 0 raf4en. 
t10l cmnpru. Whot thot mecm.r In pnu:tfaJl terms Is 
thor GIl ofWSU Vanc:ouwr's stu4ents - not to mention 
Its notr, ~ Ylslton caner wn40n -1rill1le trrn'e'
ling to caner ftoonI the site on 0 reguJor 1HuIs. 

Partnerships 
WSU Vancouver's students, staff and faculty will be travel
Ing not only to and from the new CQlDpus, but between. 
other campuses, as part of the many partnerships between 
WSU Vancouver and area colleges and universities. For, 
that reason, Portland State University, Clark College and 
WSU Vancouver all support a llght-rall connection to WSU 
Vancouvers new campus. Some of these partnerships are: 

Portland-Ana Ubno-smem (PORTALS) - With the 
largest PORTALS system In the area, WSU Vancouver pr0-
Vides Portland area llbraries and unlvers1t1es with access to 
extensive library and Journal reference materials. 

(lark Colltg. - M the area's only community college, 
Clark College Is a natwal ofeeder8 school for WSU Vancou
ver. Plans are underway for Ocuk to offer a number of 
classes on the WSUVancouvercampus, and many students 
will take classes at WSU Vancouver and Clark College con
cUrrently. Student and community actlvltles wUl continue 
to be shared, requirlng continued transportation support. 

(enter for Columbia Blur History - WSU Professor 
Bill Lang, director of the center, will be based at PSU In 
January 1996 to conduct this program Jointly. 

Engineering program partnenhl. - A proposalls 
underway that the fourth year of WSU's Engineering pro
gram be taken at PSU. 

" lolnt Sdeo"' Program - If it proves feasible, WSU 
Vancouver will Join forces with PSU In providing science 
education to students. 

•• 
O'ther Considerations: 
1'be Crowth Management Act 
M one of the main actiVity centers identified for Clark 
County's growth management plan, the WSU branch cam
pus area Is expectlng tremendous growth - and traffic -
above and beyond that brought on by the university. 

• • • • • • • • 1,563 10,265 • 

I Poltentilal trips 
generated by 318,852 

students 

• • • • 
61,378 99,908 241,172 381,990 • 

• • • •• Cuflllra/ tvetllJ, continuing ftlucotJon, community actMtIes, compus tours, ltc.. .• 

Commute Trip Reduction 
M the number of students Inaeases, so too does the need 
for additional staff and faculty. To conform to the state's 
Commute Trip Reduction Act, WSU Vancouverwill have to 
reduce its employees' Slngle-Occupancy-Vehlcle trips. Stu
dents and staff looking for alternative ways to reach the 
campus will be greatly served by a north/south rail line. 

• • • • • EnvIronmental Responsibility • 
In addition to providing the residents of this region with .' 
access to quality higher education, WSU Vancouver strives 
to set an example of environmental responsibillty. Wet- • 
lands on the 348-aae campus site will be retained, and, In· • 
response to community concerns, the university has taken 
steps to ensure that the amount of available land used for • 
parldng space be limited. .Air quality, too, suffers from too 
many vehicles, so In keeping with its environmental com- • 
mltment, WSU Vancouver will encourage its students, staff • 
and faculty to follow its environmental lead by utlllzing • 
the high-capadty transit system. 

Community Access 
M the site of numerous community, cultural and continu
Ing education actlvltles, the new WSU campus will attract 
not only students, but many community members - more 
than 10,OOOperyear-wish1ng to take advantage ofsc:Mh
west Washington's only publlc university. . 

• • • • • L-____________________________________________ ~. 
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August 17, 1994 

ERNEST R. MUNCH 
ARCHITECT URBAN PLANNER 

1] 1 S.w. OAK STREET, SUITE 300 
PORTLAND, OREGON 97204 

PHONE: (503) 224-1282 
FAX: 224-7931 

Mr. Stewart Gwinn, Planner 
Office of Transportation 
Room 702 
1120 SW 5th Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 97204 

Dear Mr. Gwinn 

RECEIVED 
~ tl (:. .') "" ~n94 .I,~ _ t} L t. I;'] 
~ £} t·" 
~-Cf-t~----

For nearly two years representatives of Red Lion Hotels and Inns have 
been attending meetings, hearings and workshops concerning the SouthlNorth 
LRT Project In addition, we have had a number of conversations regarding the 
project with staff from the cities of Portland and Vancouver, Metro and Tri-Met 
For the past year, Red Lion has been extremely concerned about the proposed 
surface alignment as it approaches the proposed Columbia River Bridge. As 
now planned, the approach would be elevated and come within 30 feet of two 
wings of guest rooms of their Columbia River facility, with disastrous results. 

The alignment would threaten the entire hotel complex in two ways. The 
elevated track would fonn a barrier, making physical and visual access to the ' 
hotel from 1-5 more difficult Additionally, the nearness of the elevated LRT 
structure would make 40% of the guest rooms useless. The central facilities of 
the hotel including its extensive meeting rooms and banquet facilities are 
balanceQ with the total number of existing guest rooms, and can not be supported 
unless the current occupancy rate is maintained. 

In short, while Red lion has been generally supportive of the rail project 
in the past, the company would be better Without LRT if the current surface 
alignment is maintained. Red lion also feels that, if implemented, the LRT 
project must be coordinated with an imprOVed circulation system on the island, 
and opportunities for joint development. 

To this letter 1 have attached comments on the City of Portland's draft 
"White Paper" ,concerning the SouthlNorth Light Rail Project These comments 
explain the Red Lion's objections to the proposed surface alignment, and we wish 
to have them included in the final draft of the paper. I have also attached a copy 
of a letter which we addressed to Commissioner Blumenauer and Mr. Cullerton, 
on June 30, 1993, regarding the above concerns. Neither Metro or the City of 
Portland have responded to that letter. 



As the SouthlNorth process moves from Tier I to Tier II and beyond, Red 
Lion is left to wonder if and to what extent the City and the region will address 
the issues on Hayden Island, or consider an alternative alignment in that area. A 
written reply from you or someone else in authority, explaining your plans 
would be extremely helpful to Red Lion and its neighbors. 

Thank you for your consideration the above points. If you have any 
questions, please call me. You may address your reply to either me or Tommy 
Henry, Sr. VP Design/Construction and Procurement. 

Very truly yours, 

ie Munch 

cc: 4 Cullerton, METRO 
Commissioner Earl Blumenauer, City of Portland 

to' 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
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e RED LION HOTELS & INNS 

June 30, 1993 

Commissioner Earl Blumenauer 
City of Portland 
City Hall 
1220 SW 5th Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 97204 

Mr. John Cullerton 
Project Manager 
South/North Corridor Study 
Metro 
600 NE Grand Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 97232-2736 

Re: Light Rail Transit on Hayden Island 

Messrs. Blumenauer and Cullerton: 

Representatives of Red Lion Hotels and Inns attended the June 15th 
Community Workshop, regarding potential LRT alignments and stat;on 
locations in North Portland, and on Hayden Island.. We found the 
meeting very informative and wish to restate some of the comments 
and suggestions we made at that time. 

First and most importantly, we are supportive of the implementation 
of light rail transit in the north corridor, but our desire isOto 
have it constructed with minimum short and long term negative 
impacts. We also realize the introduction of LRT is an opportunity 
to reorient some development on Hayden Island toward public 
transportation. To those ends we make the following requests: . 

1. Our prefere~ce, as stated at the meeting, is for the tunnel 
crossing, provided the technical problem of passing under 
the Red Lion facilities can be resolved. 

2. The second alternative, should the LRT alignment be above 
grade, is to keep it immediately adjacent to 1-5 and the 
existing Interstate Bridge. To do anything less would 
literally render unusable over 40% of our guestrooms in our 
eastern most wings., 

3. That OOOT and the city of Portland be involved reviewing and 
possibly modifying vehicle access to and from I-5, and 
vehicle circulation on the island. Traffic and transit 

THOMAS W, HENRY, A.LA. • SENIOR VICE PRESIDENT' DESIGN & CONSTRUCTION 
.• __ 0._ .•. nn"., ,~I'\r.\ L:n£ ",,,,,, 1. .•• ,,,,,,,.t::\ .cnn ,.,n1 
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access to the island should be coordinated to ensure 
efficiency of movement, and- to maximize development 
potential. At present, there are some deficiencies in the 
traffic system. The introduction of the LRT project 
represents an opportunity to correct these problems and get 
the access right for the next twenty to thirty years. 

This review should also include transit transfers and feeder 
service on the island. 

4. That Metro and the CitYcof Portland work with the property 
owners on Hayden Island- to maximize t~c FOte~tial for the 
redevelopment of land close to the LRT station. 

In closing, we would like to restate our willingness to work with 
the various jurisdictions and other property owners toward the 
successful implementation of a project in the north corridor. 
Please feel free to call upon our General Counsel, Beth Ugoretz, 
our conSUltant, Ernie Munch, or myself, if we can assist in any 
way. 

and Procurement 

TWH:J 

cc: David J. Johnson, President and Chief Executive Officer, 
Red Lion Hotels and Inns 

Beth Ugoretz, Sr. Vice President and General Counsel, Red Lion 
~tels and Inns -

~nie Munch, Architect/Urban Planner 

t·, 

,. 
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Comments on Draft "White Paper" for South North Light Rail Transit 
Corridor Study 

Northern Corridor-Columbia River Crossing Options: 

o Impact on the Red Lion, Columbia River Hotel. (Replace the 
existing with the following) Red Lion Hotels and Inns has repeatedly 
expressed strong objection to the proposed alignment of the bridge 
approaches across their property. As now planned, the approach would be 
elevated and come within 30 feet to the two wings of guest rooms. 

The alignment would threaten the entire hotel complex for two reasons. 
First, the elevated track would form a barrier, making physical and visual 
access to the hotel from 1-5 more difficult. Second, the close proximity of 
the elevated LRT structure would make the guest rooms in the two wings 
difficult to rent. The central facilities of the hotel including its extensive 
meeting rooms and banquet facilities are balanced with the total number of 
existing guest rooms, and can not be supported unless the current 
occupancy rate is maintained. 

Red Lion Hotels and Inns favors the tunnel alternative, which could pass 
directly under the Columbia River Red Lion. They have also joined the 
owners of the Mall and the house boats in asking Tri-Met, Metro and the 
City of Portland to study an alignment immediately adjacent to 1-5. 

The Red Lion and other businesses and residents on Hayden Island are also 
concerned about construction impacts and requirements for construction 
staging areas for the river crossing. 

(Delete New Hayden Island 1-5 Ramps and Hayden Island 
Circulation: Auto, Bicycle, Pedestrian. Replace with the foilowing:) 

o Hayden Island Access and Circulation, Auto Transit 
Pedestrian and Bicycle. The construction of LRT must be coordinated 
with other transportation and access issues including: the establishment of a 
public street system on the island; local transit service; pedestrian 
connections between both ends of the island and within retail areas; and 
revisions to the freeway access ramps. 

Jantzen Beach Mall and other areas on the island are used as a parking area 
for people attending events at PIR and the Expo Center. Residents and 

,-" 



businesses on the island have expressed concern that this practise will 
increase with the construction of LRT. 

The Office of Transportation is proposing an island circulation study which 
would be completed at the end of Tier II. This study will be important to 
select a proposed alignments. Discussions with ODOT, Tri-Met and Metro 
are on-going. 

o Redevelopment Opportunities on Hayden Island. (add the 
following) In addition, negotiations for the sale of the Jantzen Beach Mall 
are currently underway_ Whether or not the ownership changes, it is likely 
that the mall will be extensively remodeled before, or as, LRT is 
constructed. 

... 
• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
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Auqust 1!), 1994 

Deb Wallace 
Project Managor for High capacity Transit 
C-TRAN 
2425 N.E. 65th Avenue 
Vancouver, WA 98661 

Re: Alignment of proposed light rail system in 
Clark county 

Dear Deb: 

~III::J. ""'T....,~I I TT ___ , • __ ~ __ 

1'!ON"!.p C. flI.hIR 
.. 'J'UK.IUINI :1'. J I. H.IINlIlhN 

I)AVllll.:, HUTCIUlKlN 

OI'COUNSI>I. 

)OIiN t·, WYNN!: 

1C)2()-I9M 

VANCOll\'1iR l{J(i. 693·.58&J 
PORTLANl> 503 • 2e5 • "IO~ 

I very muoh enjoyed your presentation at Green Meadows. 

1: have reviewa:d the: information you provl,ded. I also havo 
some familiarity with the entire question of how the Clark county 
end of the north ..... south light rail line' should be aligned. No 
solution is perfect. My personal opinion, however, is that the 
most sensible of the available options is to route the light rail 
line to the upper Main Street area near McLoughlin Blvd. and then 
route i teast past Clark College' and out to the Vancouver Mall 
terminus. 1 believe this ali9nment offers the. best available 
combination of maximum potential ridership and least cost. 

Thank you for your continuing efforts •. 

Sincerely yours, 

d~ 
James D. Mullins 

JDM: 
l\miae\Wllllctcc.ltrl 
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• Mr. Andrew Janssen ' , ~-
• Light Rail Alignment Design Consultant 
• TRI-MET 
• 710 NE Holladay Street 
• Portland, OR 97232 • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

Dear Andrew: 

This letter is clarify Fred Meyer's preferences in regards to the alignments being studied for the 
North/South MAX light rail project. Mter further internal discussion, we believe the most 
acceptable northern alignment· would be that which parallels the 1-5 freeway, as opposed to 
Interstate Avenue route. At this time, we have not been able to focus on the southern leg of the 
project. . 

As you are aware, Fred Meyer has a number of stores in the proposed North/South MAX 
corridor. Over the years, these stores have become valuable assets to the neighborhoods and 
communities in which they are located. While we are certainly supportive of the MAXltransit 
concept, we must also ensure that our customers, now and in the future, continue to enjoy a safe 
and convenient place to shop. 

In that light, we would be appreciative of periodic meetings with your North/South project team 
as the details of the project become a little clearer. This project could have a tremendous 
positive effect on regional transit, and we look forward to the opportunity in working with the 
project team. 

Thank you for your consideration, and please do not hesitate to contact me if you or your team 
members have any questions. 

Very truly yours, 
FRED MEYER, INC. 

s., ogan 
Assistant Vice President 
Real Estate Acquisition 
Corporate Facilities Group 
(503) 797-3117 

cc: Tri-Met Board of Directors 

iVways strive to offer CUStomers the service, selection, qu~ity and price that satisfies them best."-Fred G_ Meyer, Founde:_1886-197~ _____ _ 
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Leon Skiles, Project Manager 
South/North Transit Corridor Study 
Metro -- Transportation Planning 
600 NE Grand Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 97232-2736 

Dear Mr. Skiles: 

"'!"> - 0 if' t~Ub J ,94 

7035 S.W. Gable Parkway 
Portland, Oregon 97225 

27 August, 1994 

I will be unable to attend any of the public meetings for the 
South/North Transit Corridor Study next month. I would therefore 
like to take this opportunity to express in writing my support for 
the building of a south/North light rail line. Although my own, 
primary direction of travel in the Metro region is East-West (I do 
travel several times a week South-North between here and Salem, but 
that is another story), a large number of people do travel daily 
between downtown Portland and suburbs to the south and north, and 
our region desperately needs some way to provide those people with 
both an alternative to using the automobile and incentives to use 
that alternative. Light rail service that would be both fast and 
convenient (as opposed to merely extant) could meet both of those 
needs. 

I am not qualified to venture an opinion as to which alignments 
might offer the most attractive features of accessibility to 
ridership and speed of transit, though I do think it would be a 
serious mistake not to give a lot of emphasis to the latter. In 
my opinion, transit planners tend to focus too narrowly on the 
former and forget the latter; most people I know will not get out 
of their cars if their cars still can get them where they wish to 
go even as little as ten minutes faster than public transit. What 
will attract people to light rail more than anything is the sight 
of rail cars whooshing by at speeds twice what auto commuters are 
managing on the highways at rush hour. 

I will, however, offer an opinion on terminus points. Build the 
whole thing. People don't live in downtown Vancouver; there's no 
point in ending the light rail at some point a mile across the 
Columbia. Build it all the way out to the housing developments 
where those commuters would first climb into their cars, because 
once they're in them, a lot of them won't get back out. Better 
yet, build it out into the Clark County fields that WILL be housing 
developments by the time the thing is finished. The same is true 
of the southern terminus; it ought to be at least in Oregon City, 
if not in Canby or Estacada. To get people truly attached to light 
rail most effectively, the light rail must slightly PRECEDE 
development. 
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CLACKAMAS 
"(QI:~Iil:\"\I\ COUNTY 

Department of Transportation & Development 

August 29, 1994 

Andy Cotugno 
Planning Director 
METRO 
600 NE Grand Avenue 
Portland, OR 97232-2736 

Dear Andy, 

THOMASJ. VANDERZANDEN 
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 

TRANSPORTATiON DEPT. 

AUG 30 1994 

Congratulations to 
study on schedule. 
complete, it is up 
part. 

you and your staff for keeping the South/North 
Now that the technical phase of Tier 1 is 

to the rest of us to follow through and do our 

Please convey my appreciation to each member of your staff who 
put in all of the extra time and effort. In particular, I think 
that Richard and Leon have done an outstanding job managing the 
South/North study and deserve special recognition. 

Sincerely, 

Thomas J. VanderZanden, Director 
Department of Transportation and Development 

902 Abernethy Road • Oregon City, OR 97045-1100 • (503) 655-8521 • FAX 650-3351 
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Citizens \dvisory Committee 
Metro 
600 N.- E. Grand Ave. 
Portland, Ore. 9 ·232 

Gentlemen: 

' .... '. "' •. ~., .1;. 

. Sept. 5 1994 

All the news media points to the fqct thqt, like it or not, ~ll 
citizens from Cl~ckqmqs to Clqrk County will be forced to ~ccept 
light rqil qnd ~ll the costs it will entqil. 

You hqve not given q thought to the f~ct thqt the incomes of retired 
homeowners qre not rising, in f~ct they ~re decre~sing bec~use the 
interest rqtes on our investments h~ve fqllen so f~r in the lqst few 
yeqrs. The school districts keep building schools ~nd r~ising our 
tqxes, the price of property keeps rising which qffects our insurqnce 
rqtes, yet we only get qn insufficent qmount (like $10 q month) which 
is to cover our cost of living. Your cqlculqtions ~re ~lwqys inqde
quqte to finish q job, qnd rqther thqn leqveit hqlf finished, you 
mqnqge to get ~ gr~nt or loqn from the federql -government to complete 
the project. ~ll the property owners do not have extrq sources of 
income from which we c~n drqw when we need it. 

You will not get huge numbers of people to ride the light rqil .. We 
could go to thest~tion just qcross the 1205 bridge to boqrd for down
town destinqtions, but it is not worth h~ving our cqr broken into 
while we or gone, or to ride with the rude element which seems to 
boqrd qround Lloyd Center. Rudness qnd dqnger is increqsing everydqy. 

Just when downtown Vqncouver shows q promise of re-vitqlizing, building 
the light rqil through it would be q disqster to the merchqnts who qre 
trying to open new businesses there. 

No, we do not wqnt light rqil to come to Clqrk County. I do not wqnt 
to hqve to pqy tqxes on this monstrosity for the rest of my lifetime. 

truly your~s, 
~~ .. ct'eA~ 

,.. .. iI'Io .. ~ -:-"-"--
Joellq Flqnders 
12619 S. E. McGillivrqy 
Vqncouver, w~. 98684 
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s M I L E 
SELLWOOD MORELAND IMPROVEMENT LEAGUE 
8210 S.E. 13TH AVENUE • PORTLAND, OR 97202 
STATION (503) 234-3570 • CHURCH (503) 233-1497 

September I, 1994 

Mr. Leon Skiles 
Project Manager 
South/North Transit Corridor Study 
Metro 
600 N.E. Grand Ave. 
Portland, OR 97232-2736 

Re: Portland to Milwaukie LRT AIi~nment 

Dear Mr. Skiles: 

SEP 

I want to report that the Sellwood-Moreland Improvement League has 

taken a position on light rail alignment from Portland to Milwaukie. 

On August 3, 1994 SMILE's Board unanimously recommended to the 

general membership that it adopt a motion that SMILE favor a McLoughlin 

alignment over either a PTC alignment through Oaks Bottom or a west bank 

alignment. The general membership adopted the same unanimously. 

There is a vigorous opposition in our neighborhood to an alignment 

through Oaks Bottom. Oaks Bottom is one of the last remnants of once 

extensive Willamette River wetlands. It is a fragile environment that hosts 

some 140 species of "birds, many mammals. fish. and other living things. No 

one would know the effect of a light rail alignment through Oaks Bottom until 

after its construction and the operation of trains. 

We have seen the fact-finding of the Tier 1 Technical Summary, and 

the PTC alignment is clearly inferior to a McLoughlin alignment. Those facts 

show that the PTC alignment would have fewer riders, slower travel time, 

higher operation and maintenance and capital costs. and higher operating costs 

per rider. It is close to the river and does not serve southeast neighborhoods 

to the east of SMILE. A McLoughlin alignment better serves those 



neighborhoods. 

I understand that an agreement is close and funding available to 

construct a bike and pedestrian trail next to the PTC tracks through Oaks 

Bottom. This would be an extension of the Springwater Corridor trail. If 

light rail goes through Oaks Bottom. the trail. instead of being next to the 

rails and close to the riverbank. will be placed at the bottom of the bluff that 

overlooks Oaks Bottom. I believe bicyclists and walkers favor a trail close to 

and overlooking the river. 

SMILE also opposes a west bank alignment. Such an alignment would 

cross the river at or near the Sellwood Bridge, and then turn south to follow 

the PTC tracks between Sellwood and Garthwick. Such an alignment would 

cut through or be next to Sellwood's most historic area. The railroad tracks 

between McLoughlin and Boring have been abandoned. resulting in the 

Springwater Corridor. It is possible that the PTC tracks west of McLoughlin 

may someday be abandoned. To dedicate that rail right-of-way to a greenway 

would greatly benefit our area. It would help to tie Sellwood and Garthwick 

together. Light rail would be a permanent barrier. 

Finally, though no motion has been adopted on river crossings for a 

McLoughlin alignment. I want to report my concern and the concern of others 

regarding a crossing in the proximity of the Ross Island Bridge. Ross Island 

is ecologically tied to Oaks Bottom. Herons nest on Ross Island and feed at 

Oaks Bottom. Ross Island must be protected from any degradation. 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
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INTERSTATE AVENUE ASSOCIATION 

September 2. 1994 

Leon Skiles 

South/Nonh ConidoT Study 
Metro 
600 N. E. Grand Ave. 
Portland. OR. 97232 

Mr. Skiles: 

The Interstate Avenue Association supports a light rail alignment on Minnesota avenue and nOt on 
Interstate avenue. The Interstate Avenue Association represents the business interests along and 
adjacent to Interstate avenue. 

OW' organization has studied the materials and presentations generated by both the MellO staff and 
tht:: City ofPottland Regional RailProgrctm staff. Clearly. the speed of this project's decisionptocess 
has compromil>'eIi the sufficiency of thedara and lhus analysis of the impacts and options. We believe 
mat the alignment analysis proposed for Tier 2 is minimally necessary for making the best alignment 
deci.c;ion during TIer 1. 

This lack of articulated vision of tbese impactS potentially affecting businesses is a signi1icant factor 
in our position. We feel that we lack a clear perspective on such issues as consttuction impacts,local 
transpOttation issues. and future development impacts. Without a more clear perspective of these 
things it is impossible to see anything but the detrimental effect on businesses resulting from an 
lnterstate avenue alignment. 

This is not to say mat a more sufficient analysis would precipitate a different recommendation from 
oW' group. liowever. the absence ofbeuer impact analysis and plans for transit telared development 
leaves the impression that an Interstate avenue alignment would hun local business and add little in 
the furure. 

If a final decision is made to accept an Interstate avenue alignment, this organization expresses a 
strong desire to see plans for addressing the impacts to existing businesses and a plan identifying 
resources mat would contribute to a viable development strategy paralleling our goals. as outlined in 
the Albina Community Plan. 

Sincerely; 

~/fv/~' 
Mike NeIsoo 
President 
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Metro SouthlNorth Study 
Attention: Mr. Leon Skiles 
600 NE Grand Ave. 
Portland, OR 97232 

Dear Mr. Skiles; 

.... 
I'". rc.r-~ 

~ ;.'""' ~. 
' .. ~ '-

September 7, 1994 
Vancouver, WA 

. n 1G9' ,J 
'" !i ~f 

We live at 6814 NW Dogwood Drive, Vancouver, W A 98663. Please accept two 
comments regarding the proposed south/north light railway line from Clackamas to 
Vancouver. 

(1) My family is opposed to building any rail line to Vancouver. We read in the 
newspaper recently the experiences of a suburban commtmity near Baltimore, Malyland. 
This community at first wanted a light rail line :from BalDmore to their community. 
However, within six months of its completion, the community residents were clamoring to 
have the rail line shut down. The new rail line brought with it a massive influx of 
undesirable people and a drastic increase in crime to the suburban community north of 
Baltimore. We fear the same influx of crime into Vancouver should the new light rail line 
be constructed 

(2) Should you ultimately decide to construct the rail line, we'd like it routed only as far 
nOI1h as downtown Portland; or if you must route it to Vancouver, then routed east to the 
vicinity of V ancouver Mall. The majority of future growth in Vancouver/Clark Comty 
will take place on the northeast side of tOwn, so that is where you should route the light rail 
line. 

Thank you for your time and consideration of our views. 

Phone (206) 693--6970 



• • • • .------• • 
• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

. -,,: 

- - --- - .-._-.- - .- .. - "_ ... ---"._- - '------------_. - -,--._------.--
-, ,--,---._-- ._. ---- ..• - ---- .... - --.-----.---.---.--------~--~---- .. -- --.----------~-

i 
I 

I -' 



• • • • • • 
: '::1 

• • 
• j 
• 1 

• I • • • .' • • • • • • • • 
l~~~~ 

• • • • • ., 
• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • ., 
• • 

September 8, 1994 

South/North Steering Group 

I have strongly supported the South North light rail from Vancouver to 
Portland then on to Oregon City by way of the Caruthers Street Bridge by 
OMS!. 

My involvement as a family business owner on the Central Eastside, a 
former Chairman of the Board of the Central Eastside Industrial Council, 
member of the Central City Plan Transportation Committee and presently 
an OMSI Board Member has kept me involved in this light rail issue since 
1989. 

I feel even more strongly now as OMSI has become a reality and is daily 
exceeding all attendance forecasts. Both citizens from Oregon and 
Washington and tourists to the Portland area are attending in greater 
numbers than projected. It only seems logical that the next light rail line 
should serve this $40 million facility. When the facility was moved to the 
present location, it was with the assurance that light rail would stop at 
OMS!. Currently there are over 1 million visitors to this attraction and 
considerably more people including school children and other citizens from 
all over the Portland Metro and Vancouver areas are expected to visit 
OMSI by the time light rail is completed. No other single stop going south 
from Portland could provide as many daily riders to help pay for light rail 
as an OMSI stop. 

In addition to OMSI, .I believe it is now time for the people of Southeast 
Portland who make up the largest population block in Portland have the 
next light rail. The Northeast, Northwest, and Southwest areas of Portland 
have all been part of light rail. While the alternate route down the 
Westside of the river and across the Sellwood Bridge would serve a small 
comer of Southeast Portland, only the Hawthorne Bridge or the Caruthers 
Street Bridge route would serve the Hosford Abernathy, Brooklyn, 
Sellwood, Central Eastside and other southeast neighborhoods. This route 
would greatly relieve the traffic on McLoughlin Boulevard and the most 

• EXECUTIVE OFFICES • 
515 East Burnside· Portland, OR 97214-1183 • (503) 238-6464 
PO Box 4487 • Portland, OR 97208-4487 • FAX (503) 238-6483 
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heavily traveled city bridge in Portland, the Ross Island Bridge. This 
route, although presently a few blocks away, is also the only one that may 
be able to serve the Tri-Met facility on 17th Avenue. Yes, the citizens in 
Southeast Portland also voted to have their tax dollars help complete 
Westside light rail. Now it's time that Southeast Portland citizens not be 
left out or bypassed again and that the next light rail line serve them and 
the light rail commitment be kept with OMS!. 

I want to thank you for considering my positions regarding Eastside Light 
Rail. I urge you to keep in mind how important this would be not only to 
the citizens in Southeast Portland, but also to Portland Metro and 
Vancouver area citizens. 

RHP:dmp 

Sincerely, 

R. H. Parker, Jr. 
President 

• • • • • • • • • • ,. 
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• WORKING FOR SAFE, 

SANE, AND SUSTAINABLE 

TRANSPORTATION 

• 

• P.O. Box 9072 

PORTLAND, OREGON 

97207-9072 

• 
503/226-0676 

I>ate:Septenruber8,1994 
To: North South Transit ConidorTechnical Advisory Committee 
From: Rex Burkholder, Bicycle Transportation Allianc~ \ \l L-. 
Re: Draft Briefing Document: Tier I Technical Summary Report 

Thank you for the opportunity to review the Draft Briefing Document: Tier I Technical Summary Report. We are 
concerned that the integration of bicycles and transit is completely ah5ent from this document PJease have these 
comments read into the record. 

By being designed to be bicycle accessible, a light rail station, or any destination for that matter, has a service area 
nine times as great as a destination accessed primarily by foot traffic (a circle 3 km in radius rather than 1km). Bike 
accessibility is accomplished by ensuring bicycle access to a statiolHlppropriate bikeways on all access roads
and by providing sufficient quantities of secure, convenient bicycle parking at the station. For example, 50% of 
all transit trips in the Netherlands begin on a bq:le. Even in this country, without a tradition of cycling, national 
and IocaI polls have found that 20% of adults would ride a bike at least once a week if they had good bikeways and 
secure parking. aties such as Corvallis and Davis, California already experience high bicycle ridership-respectively 
8% and 25% of work trips--l:x::cause they have excellent bicycle facilities (Davis also severely restricts auto 
parking). 

Planning for bicycles makes a lot of sense for economic, air quality, and effiCiency reasons, 20 bicycles can be 
accomodated in the s{XlCe required to park one car. In the Philadelphia area, studies carried out during 
consideration of options under the Congestion Mitigation! Air Quality portion of the Interrnodal Surface 
Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 found that the air quality benefit of providing even small numbers of secure 
bicycle parking facilitiesfar exceeds the benefit gained from large amounts of expenSive, difficult to locate Park-n
Rides for automobiles. As our experience with MAX demonstrates, Park-n-Rides have a very limited return-air 
pollution is not significantly reduced (cold starts being the source of the majority of pollutants), and the lots 
themselves create significant barriers to foot and bicycle traffic as well as being extremely limited in capacity. 

Due to right of way constraints, light rail is usually located at the edge of neighborhoods and is not easily accessed 
by foot In developed urban areas, providing automobile parking is not an option. WIthout an alternative, ridership 
levels are depressed or parking essential to businesses neighboring a station are monopolized by commuter 
parking. Making stations bicycle accessible and providing secure bicycle parking offers a low-cost solution to these 
problems. All stations should have plenty of free bicycle parking (a charge may be in order ifbicycle parking is 
monitored, perhaps by a concessionaire) and be easy and safe to bicycle to. 

Specific Recommendations: 

• Include plentiful, secure bicycle parking at all light rail stations, especially in urban areas 
(for example, the lloyd Center MAX stop is out of walking distance -but within easy cycling range-of the 
neighborhoods to the north and south; yet, there is no bicycle parking at alQ. 

• Make bicycle access to stations a high priority. Work with local jurisdictions to ensure that all roads 
leading to a light rail station have appropriate bicycle facilities, e.g. bike lanes on arterials and collectors with 
ADTs of over 3000. 

• Replace Park-n-Ride capacity with high quality bicycle parking. As discussed above, Park-n
Rides fail to achieve any their purp:>ses, i.e., improving air quality and increasing ridership at a reasonable cost 
There are many designs for secure, space and cost-effective bicycle parking. 

Ridership levels and cost ~r rider should take into account the increased service area created by good bicycle 
access as well as the savings from replacing Park-n-Rides with bike facilities. Such a correction will help ensure 
that light rail goes where the people are rather than to vacant land in search of automobile parking, as is the case 
with the eastern terminus of MAX. 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
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September 8, 1994 

leon Skiles, Project Manager 
South/North Transit Corridor Study 
Transportation Planning 
Metropolitan Service District 
600 NE Grand Avenue 
Portland, OR 97232 

Dear Mr. Skiles: 

Kaiser Permanente appreciates this opportunity to comment on the proposed termini and 
alignments in the SouthINorth Transit Corridor Study. 

Kaiser Permanente is a major employer in the corridor and a major provider of health care. 
About 8,000 people work for Kaiser Permanente, providing medical care to more than 300,000 
members in the Portland-Vancouver metropolitan area. 

North Terminus 

We encourage further study of a Phase II extension to at least 134th Street and the 
development in the interim of a high quality feeder bus system to promote land use to support 
light rail transit in that area. We are seeking property for a new medical and dental office in the 
Salmon Creek area and would like our employees and members to have. the advantage of high 
capacity transit in the future. 

North Alignment 

Over 1,000 people work at Kaiser Permanente facilities on North Interstate, providing medical 
care to more than 20,000 Kaiser Permanente members who live in North and Northeast 
Portland. In 1993 there were approximately 337,000 visits to the Edgar F. Kaiser Campus and 
about 30,000 to our North Interstate Services Building at North Interstate and lombard. 

Kaiser Permanente favors an alignment in the median of North Interstate Avenue. A North 
Interstate alignment could provide a station close to all three of our medical offices on the 
campus, providing easy and airect access for patients coming to our facilities. This alignment 
would also place a station convenient to residents of the neighborhood. However, we urge 
careful attention to the issue of adequate auto and pedestrian access to the neighborhood. 

A North Interstate alignment with two lanes would cause much less disruption to our medical 
facilities and to our parking facilities than the 1-5 alignm~nt. 

However, we would support this alignment only if the right of way is not significantly widened at 
our Edgar F. Kaiser Campus, as would be required to accommodate four lanes of traffic. 
Widening beyond the current right of way would interfere with operations at our Central and 
West Interstate facilities by reducing access to our facilities for members and staff and for 
deliveries. 

We support an Interstate alignment also because it would serve our North Interstate Services 
Building more directly than the 1-5 alignment. However, we would have some concerns if four 
lanes were needed at that intersection and our property were affected. We understand that' 
decision will be made in Tier II. 

Kaiser Foundation Health Plan of the Northwest 
2701 N.W. Vaughn Street, Suite 300. Portland. Oregon 97210-5398 
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We cannot support the 1-5 alignment, especially in the southern portion of the corridor, because 
we believe it would create vibration, noise, and visual distraction for our East Interstate Medical 
Office. With the tracks and train very close to the rear of our medical facility, these impacts 
could be quite intrusive and would be difficult or impossible to mitigate because of the narrow 
right of way. 

In addition, the perceived and actual security for transit riders would be difficult to manage. 
Furthermore, Kaiser Permanente's facilities would face an increased security risk, especially 
during non-working hours when there would be less activity. We anticipate that we would need 
to increase our security and, while this would perhaps ameliorate some of the security problems 
for us and for transit riders, it would entail an added expense to our members, who would then 
be bearing an inequitable share of the burden of security. 

South Terminus 

We support a Clackamas County terminus at or near Clackamas Town Center, which would 
serve our Kaiser Sunnyside Medical Center. We have nearly 2,000 employees at the campus; 
in 1993 there were approximately 503,000 outpatient visits to the campus and 14,000 inpatient 
stays. To make the best use of the approximately 1,900 parking spaces we have there, we 
would like to be able to 'encourage both our employees and members to use transit for as many 
trips as possible. Therefore, we would like a station location which provides convenient access 
for our members. 

We also support the PMG recommendation to study an extension beyond the Tier II terminus 
either further east or further south. 

Thank you for conSidering our comments as recommendations are being developed. 

~-------Michael H. Katcher 
President and Regional Manager 

cc: LeeAnne Wrenn 
Director, Facilities Services 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
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Mr. Leon Skiles 
Project Manager 

September 9, 1994 

South/North Transit Corridor Project 
Metro 
600 NE Grand Ave. 
Portland, OR 97232· 

Dear Mr. Skiles: 

We are writing to comment on the Project Mana,gement Group's draft Tier I 
recommendation for the southern terminus of the South/North Transit 
Corridor Study. Our coalition, Clackamas County Citizens for Light Rail 
(CCCLR), is a group of more than 70 businesses, individuals and 
organizations which share a common vision for light rail transit in our 
community. 

CCCLR supports light rail to Clackamas County. We believe the route that 
will best serve our community is one that heads east from Milwaukie to 
Clackamas Town Center, then south to Oregon City roughly along 1-205. 

CCCLR believes the ultimate light rail terminus in Clackamas County should 
be Oregon City. As the population and employment base in the Town Center 
area and in the eastern part of Clackamas County continue to grow, it will be 
increasingly important to link it to Oregon City - the county seat. In 
addition, the likelihood that high-speed rail will stop in Oregon City gives 
further reason for light rail service there. 

The PMG's recommendation for a Phase I southern terminus in the vicinity of 
the Clackamas Town Center is a step in the right direction because it: 

• Serves the area in the county where much of the growth is expected 
to occur; . 

• Serves major county and regional attractions which help boost 
ridership in peak and off-peak hours including Clackamas Town 
Center, Oregon Institute of Technology/Metro Center, Clackamas 
Community College/Harmony Road Center, the new North Clackamas· 
Aquatic Center and Kaiser Sunnyside Medical Center; 

16420 SE McLoughlin Boulevard 
Milwaukie, Oregon 97267 

. Phone: 294-9120 



• Serves major employment areas including Milwaukie and Clackamas 
industrial. areas along Highway 224 and the Town Center vicinity; and 

• Has broad community support for an alignment that serves the 
Town Center, including from North Clackamas Chamber of Commerce, 
North Clackamas Employers Association and the Sunnyside/I-205 
Corridor Association. 

We have two concerns about Phase IT of the South/North Transit Corridor 
Project as written. 

First, there are no guarantees or commitrrients that Phase IT will be realized. 
We hope you will not foreclese the possibility of including an extension- to 
Oregon City along I-205 in Phase I. If additional funds are available or if 
other portions of the light rail corridor don't reach the current cost estimates, 
we recommend an extension to Oregon City be included in Phase I. 

Second, the Phase IT extension to Oregon City needs to be clearly defined as 
soon as possible. CCCLR strongly supports an extension from Clackamas 
Town Center to Oregon City along I-205. Defining the extension corridor as 
soon as possible will allow the county and cities to plan now for light rail. It 
is likely Region 2040 policies will call for more infill development, so it makes 
sense to plan that around a future LRT line to boost ridership. In the event 
the urban growth boundary is expanded, it will likely occur around or east of 
the I-205 area. 

The route to Oregon City also affects the location of the terminus at the Town 
Center. If the alignment is along I-205, the Town Center terminus perhaps 
should veer south. Highway and road projects, such as the Sunrise Corridor 
interchange, will be affected by the alignment decision for the Oregon City 
extension. Planning for LRT now will result in better coordinated LRT and 
road projects. 

Our coalition doesn't believe it makes sense to build a light rail extension to 
Oregon City via McLoughlin Boulevard for several reasons: 

• The McLoughlin corridor - McLoughlin Boulevard, River Road and 
Oatfield Road - has successful bus lines, but lacks the potential of a 
grid system to permit the three bus routes to collapse easily into a 
single MAX line with feeder bus service. Thus, light rail on 
McLoughlin would merely duplicate existing -- and perhaps even 
diminish - reliable bus service. 

• The absence of regional attractions along McLoughlin· would mean a 
lack of off-peak ridership on McLoughlin. Off-peak ridership helps 
make a route more cost-effective. . 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 



• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

• Traffic impacts on McLoughlin as a result of light rail could l,lurt 
existing, profitable local businesses that depend on auto access and 
high visibility. 

Thank you for taking our views into consideration. 

Sincerely, 

CLACKAMAS COUNTY CITIZENS FOR LIGHT RAIL 

(Supporters as of 9/7/94) 

Precision .. Castparts 
Thomason Auto Group 
Oregon Institute of Technology 
J&M Body Shop 
TNT /Reddaway Truck Line 
John Link Pontiac 
Oregon Cutting Systems 
Bob Frink Chevrolet 
Punky Scott, The Bomber Complex 
Rytel Wholesale, Inc. 
Three Oaks Development Co. 
Ron Tonkin Dodge 
Portland Neon Sign 
Olson Brothers Texaco 
Edward Scipio Hair Designers 
Rudie Wilhelm Warehouse Co. 
Stein Oil Co., Inc. 
PACC Health Plans 
Bill Brod 
Wam Industries 
Oak Grove Chevron 
Dick Ballard Remodeling 
Smoked Monkey's Board Shop 
Bentley's Mfg., Inc. . 
Jane Lokan 
Les Schwab Tire Center 
Terry Joy, Farmers Insurance 
BF Rental Center 
Michael Lisk, Farmers Insurance 
A Cut Above Hair Design 
Bob Foglio 
Central Homes 
Crafter's Lane 
AI's Records-Books-Music 
Able Radiator Repair 
J. Black Designs 
John H. Hudson Properties 
Warren & Koessler Properties 
Robert Garbarino 

Gary Worth Lincoin-Mercury-Hyundai 
McLoughlin Center Insurance 
U-Save Auto Rental 
Ray's Food Service 
North Clackamas Employers 

Association 
Pogy's Sandwiches 
Armstrong Buick 
Town & Country Chrysler/ 

Mitsubishi 
Ralph Groener 
Auto Shine Plus 
Travel & Cruise Center 
Liberty Marine 
Melvin & Marlene Ness 
Don Morisette 
V Bar V Western Store 
Gladstone Motors 
Antonio's Restaurant 
Rem Bam 
Healthy Child Food Care 
Coffee Bistro 
Jeanine V. Szidon, Oregon Title Ins. 
Goodyear 
Brian Grover, Baker Insurance 

Agency 
Steves· Scuba Center 
Michael Schiele 
Steven Myers 
Tom's Outboard Repair 
F.W. Johnson 
Oregon Quality Printing 
Postal Annex 
Hamilton's Appliance & TV 
Evan Whitaker 
Tebo's Restaurant, Inc. 
Fred & Patricia Jensen 
Michelle Ritter 
Cindy Oja 
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Southeast Uplift Neighborhood Program 
3534 SE Main Street • Portland, Oregon • 97214 • Phone 232-0010 
A non-profit coalition supporting citizen participation and community development in Southeast Portland. 

September 8, 1994 

Members of the South/North Transit Corridor Steering Group 
Members of the Project M~nagement Group 
Members of the Citizens Advisory Committee 
Staff members 
Metro 
600 NE Grand Ave. 
Portland, OR 97232 

Dear Members of the Steering Group: 

The Southeast Uplift Board of Directors, at its September 1st meeting, voted 
unanimously to: 
1. Endorse the recommendation by Eastside Community Working Group 

(CWG#l) that the Light Rail Transit line cross on a Caruthers Bridge and 
go south along MCLoughlin, with the possibility of using the Brooklyn 
Yards. 

2. Oppose any attempt to put the line crossing over the Sellwood Bridge. 
3. Oppose using any portion of the Portland Traction Line. 

Before we address each point in more detail, we would like to bring to your 
attention a statement made by the CWG to our Board in a September 1 
memorandum: 'We are interested in maintaining the quality of life in our 
growing city, and in alleviating the traffic congestion and air pollution that 
are products of unplanned growth. We believe in directing future growth in 
ways that will result in an appropriate scale of transit-oriented development, 
and providing transit access to residents and employers alike, while 
continuing to protect the integrity of our southeast neighborhoods." 

1. Bridge Crossing and Alignment 

We concur with the following rationale made by the Eastside CWG: The 
McLoughlin Alignment "is the alignment that best meets our goals and 
brings more of the benefits of light rail transit to southeast neighborhoods" 
and the Caruthers Bridge option will "best meet ... the goals by providing a 
high level of access to the residents and employers of inner southeast 

:1-;;:Brentw~:::ood-~OarIi~I&\iijit~~e:;;~~;::;:::iEmJHatl:mr.ii=.::;C;:E;;:NT;;E;;:;R=. :;:cre=s=tcn-==Ke=n;=ilw=Orth==. :;;Eas=tm==Orel==an=d=. F;:os=ter=-:::pow==eU=.=H=ost=O=rct.,=A=be=m=eth=y=.=KerrJ=i=-. -la-ur~elh~ur-st • 
• Lents • MonlaVilla • Mt Scott-Arleta· Mt Tabor· Pleasant Valley· Reed • Ridlmond • Sellwood-Moreland· S. Tabor· Sunnyside· Woodstock· Arden.wald 



neighborhoods. This alternative also appears to provide the most 
opportunities for transit-oriented development by locating stations in the 
OMSI area and possibly the Brooklyn yards ... It 

We have consistently stated our desire to see the line run along the east side 
of the Willamette River to serve, not only our residential, commercial and 
industrial areas, but our exciting new facilities, OMS! and the new Portland 
Community College within our coalition boundaries, and the Convention 
Center, just outside our boundaries, but still of major concern to our 
neighborhoods. . 

Our understanding is that when OMS! was still in the design stage at least 
some portion of the approval was contingent on OMSI's including an area for 
a light rail station. As a major regional facility, which likely based part of its 
decision to move from Washington Park to this location on the receipt of 
light rail service, OMS! certainly should merit the consideration of a rail line 
to link it with other facilities of regional scope and importance. 

While we believe 1hat the availability of federal funding will be based more 
on cost and ridership than on economic development, we believe a 
paragraph from the 1991 Komar Associates' Report"" accurately reflects our 
point of view: "if the primary goal [of a transit corridor development strategy] 
were to use the LRT as an economic development tool in a broad strategy to 
revitalize an area, then the McLoughlin alignment would be a more logical 
selection. A LRT line is not essential to the economic revitalization of North 
Macadam. Major development of the North Macadam area will go forward 
with or without LRT. Also it can be expected that the southern end of the 
Macadam corridor will continue to gradually upgrade. However, if the . 
McLoughlin alignment were selected, and supported by major land use policy 
changes around key station areas, including higher densities at stations like 
OMSI, Tacoma and McLoughlin, then a LRT line could help revitalize that 
part of SE Portland. If 

2. Sellwood Bridge 
~ 

a We support the SMll..E Neighborhood Association's desire with respect to the 
alignment and designation of Tacoma as a District Collector in the future. 

We are aware that one argument in favor of crossing at the Sellwood Bridge 
is the limited life span available to that bridge. By leveraging transit funds, 
the argument goes, the region will get not only the rail line, but a new bridge 
for cars, bikes and pedestrians as well. There is another compelling argument 
for this crossing, that a Macadam line has greater development potential than 
an eastside line. 
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The Sellwood-Moreland Neighborhood Association has consistently opposed 
any attempt to increase the transit or traffic designation of Tacoma Blvd. 
Indeed, the neighborhood successfully argued in favor in downgrading 
Tacoma from its current designation as a major City Traffic Street to a District 
Collector Street in the City's Transportation Element of the Comprehensive 
Plan. The Explanation notes that "The intent of this policy is to appropriately 
classify SE Tacoma Street as a District Collector Street, in order to guide land 
use development patterns along SE Tacoma, and to discourage auto-oriented 
land use development and plan amendments. However, the policy 
recognizes that Tacoma will function as a Major City Traffic Street until an 
alternative bridge location is identified and constructed." 

Neighbors in the SMILE neighborhood of Garthwick have also adamantly 
opposed any attempt to run the LRT line' alongside either their northern 
boundary or their western boundary with the river. 

h. We support also the desire by our other neighborhoods to have the LRT run 
through their neighborhoods. 

Our argument has already been addressed in #1 above, but it is germane to 
the Sellwood Bridge crossing as well. 

3. Portland Traction Line 

We agree with the arguments and disadvantages in the August 15 Briefing 
Document, Tier I Technical Summary Report. We find the disadvantages 
compelling, particularly those relating to possible environmental degradation 
and the inability to shape and support transit-supportive land use patterns 
and urban development or redevelopment. We do not believe this route will 
be economically and demographically efficient enough to justify using this as 
a route - pretty for commuters, but ineffective as far as the purpose of a rail 
transit line. 

In conclusion,. we think you might find interesting the following quote from 
an 10/6/89 letter to Commissioner Earl Blumenauer from Gretta Grimala, 
then Southeast Uplift's President, and Bob Elliott and linda Bauer, then the 
Land Use Committee Co~hairs: "The Southeast Uplift Board of Directors 
and Land Use Committee have carefully considered the proposed westside 
alternative route .for the Milwaukie Light Rail line. While we support the 
concept of an of an integrated regional rail system, we are opposed to 
consideration of this alternative route as part of the Milwaukie line .... Both 
North Macadam and Southeast Portland can and should be served by a light 
rail line. However, to attempt to meld two distinct transportation corridors 
into a single corridor where one is destined to lose insures conflict and loss of 
support ... Regional experience with the existing light rail line indicates that 
development and redevelopment follow the selection of a transit line 
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alignment. Southeast Portland neighborhoods will benefit greatly from that 
type of economic development In addition, both the OMSI site and the 
Central Eastside Industrial Area will be enhanced by the service of a light rail 
-line. We believe that the eastside alternative routes are more appropriate 
because the line would then serve a significant portion of Portland's 
population which is not already served by an interstate highway ... Southeast 
neighborhoods are indeed excited about the possibilities of increased light rail 
service throughout the region." 

Although this letter was written almost 5 years ago, we still concur - and hope 
to persuade you - that a line along the east side of the Willamette River - in 
this case, along McLoughlin Blvd from a new Caruthers Bridge - is in the best 
interest of the city and the Metro region. 

Thank you very much for the opportunity to respond to this very important 
issue. 

/l SinCere_ly, 

U 1_ ;) !{h-ft~ 
Tom Gruenfeld 
President 

cc City of Portland Mayor and Council Commissioners 
Presidents, Hosford-Abernethy, Brooklyn, Sellwood-Moreland, Reed, 

Eastmoreland Neighborhood Associations and Central Eastside 
Industrial Council 

Light Rail Transit Corridor Development Feasibility Study for the Proposed 
Milwaukie and VanCOU'DeT Corridors with Addendum on Alternati'De East-West 
Segments for Vancou'DeT-WiZlliams Alignments, Prepared for City of Portland 
Office of Transportation by Komar Associates in association with M. 
Abbott & Associates, January and July, 1991. 
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THE AMERICAN INSTI11JTE OF ARCHITECTSI 
PORTLAND CHAPTER 

TO: 

FROM: 
RE: 
DATE: 

The Citizen's Advisory Committee 
SouthlNorth Transit Corridor Study 
Metro-Transportation Planning 
600 NE Grand Avenue 
Portland, OR 97232-2736 
AIAlPortland Chapter Urban Design Committee 
Alternative Alignments Recommendations 
September 8, 1994 

Dear Committee Members: 

The Urban Design Committee is a volunteer professional group of planners, 
. architects and landscape architects which monitors and advocates a quality public 
realm throughout the Portland region. Transit alignments have tremendous urban 
design implications; well positioned stations are critical pedestrian public spaces; 
these stations can energize new and existing mixed use districts; and light rail 
alignments iflocated properly, can activate transit orientated community 
developments (fODS) which will help relieve the region's housing, auto congestion 
and pollution woes. . 

We have been monitoring the south/north process over the past two years and 
several of our members have detailed knowledge of the issues along the corridor. 
Based on this information and our experience with the successes and failures of the 
Banfield and Westside LRT's, we offer the following comments as you consider the 
recommendations: 

1. TOD potential and land use planning should be more emphasized in 
alignment evaluations. If the region is to address sprawl comprehensively and fully 
capitalize on the massive public investment in light rail, it is imperative to think of 
light rail as a land use catalyst as well as a commuter devise. Too often alignments 
are selected primarily for ease of implementation, because of right of way 
convenience, political pressure or citizen opposition, literally the path of least 
resistance. Maximum. ridership and community development potential must be 
equally factored in with the engineering, political and cost criteria. The region must 
capture more population within 112 mile of existing and proposed LRT lines, and 
stations should serve as the mixed use focus of community developments. 

For example: comparing the Eastside vs. the Westside alignments through. 
downtown and south, we believe there is more ridership, vacant land and 
community development potential on the East. The Central Eastside and other 
areas along McLoughlin Blvd have great potential to become TODs, yet have 
received superficial study as all emphasis shifted to the Westside. Th~ Central 

315 S.W. Fourth Avenue 
Portland. On:gon 97204 
Telephone 503.223.8757 
Facsimile 503.220.0254 



Eastside connector should be included in the current evaluation, especially when 
considering the enormous costs of a new bridge crossing and the possibility of an 
additional $275. million for a downtown tunnel. The only viable TOD potential 
on the narrow, already developed Westside is the Schnitzer riverfront property at 
North Macadam. All alternatives should be evaluated based on objective criteria, 
not political forces. However, if the Westside alignment is pursued, the river 
crossing should occur in order to serve the North Macadam District, and at least 
two stations be located and coordinated with a TOD Master Plan for the Schnitzer 
parcel. 

2. Alignments and stations should be positioned to not penalize transit users. 
Significant portions of existing and proposed light nUl lines directly parallel major 
highways (approximately 60% of SIN alignments). The noise, fumes and difficult 
access make stations along highways completely unfiiendly to LRT users. 
Developing mixed use TODs and housing adjacent to highways is very difficult. 
TODs should be 1/4 to 1/2 mile from arterial roads or highways. Stations should 
be at least 400 feet from arterials to encourage safe pedestrian access. 

For example: Comparing the 1-5 vs. Interstate Avenue alignments, north of 
downtown, we believe a,n improved, well designed Interstate has more promise to 
develop pedestrian orientated stations and TODs as land use transitions over time. 
Stations along 1-5, especially if depressed to highway level, will be unfiiendly and 
land use will change little directly along the freeway. Whenever the LRT leaves the 
highway, station and TOD potential must be maximized 

In summary, to further ridership and TOD potential, we recommend the 
McLoughlin Eastbank and the McLoughlin South terminus, the Highway 99 
Vancouver alignment, the Interstate Avenue alignment, and a downtown surface 
option. We strongly recommend you balance your criteria more than seen on the 
Banfield and Westside: balance ridership with engineering efficiency, balance land 
use potential with transportation planning, balance long-term station and user 
amenity with first time construction costs. We look forward to reviewing TOD 
Master'Plans, station designs, and other urban design issues in Phase n. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Gany Papers, AlA, Chair 
American Institute of ArchitectsIPortland Chapter Urban Design Committee 
cc: Bob Hastings, AlA, President, AIAlPortland Chapter 

Bill Hart, Director, AIAlPortland Chapter 
Saundra Stevens, Executive Director, AlAIPortland Chapter 

,. 
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HERON POINTE 
JOINT VENTURE 

Mr. Leon Skiles 
Project Manager 
South/North Transit Corridor Project 
Metro 
600 NE Grand Avenue 
Portland, OR 97232 

Dear Mr. Skiles: 

September 8, 1994 

We are writing to comment on the Project Management Group's draft 
recommendation report for Tier I of the South/North Transit Corridor Study. 
We own the Heron Pointe Apartments which are located between 4970 & 5050 
S.W. Landing Drive. It is the most northern cluster of residential units in the 
John's Landing neighborhood. 

Earlier this year, we converted and sold 36 units in the two buildings 
closest to the river. They are now owner-occupied condominiums. We plan to 
begin Phase IT - conversion of the other 48 units - as soon as the uncertainties 
of the South/North Transit Corridor Study are resolved. As you know, the 
Heron Pointe Apartments and Condominiums are in the path of any of the 
design options of a westbank alignment connecting with the Sellwood Bri~ge. 

With regard to the PMG's recommendation, we are disappointed it does 
not address the Willamette River bridge crossing between Portland and 
Milwaukie. We urge you to make a decision on the bridge crossing in Tier I. 

An ear!ier draft of the PMG report recommended the Ross Island Bridge 
area for further study in Tier IT. This recommendation makes sense for a 
number of reasons .. 

First, a crossing in the vicinity of the Ross Island Bridge would· allow 
service to two key areas: North Macadam and SE Portland neighborhoods. 
The North Macadam district includes large parcels of undeveloped riverfront 
property. Key property owners in that area want light rail service for their 
planned development. Southeast Portland neighborhoods also want light rail 
service and support a McLoughlin alignment on the eastbank to serve their . 
area. And OMSI - a major tourist attraction - could be linked to LRT s~rvice 
with a shuttle. 

900 S.W. Fifth Avenue, Suite 2000 Portland. Oregon 97204 
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Mr. Skiles 
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Page 2 

Second, a Ross Island Bridge crossing avoids a slow, expensive and 
disruptive alignment through Johns Landing condominiums. In sum, Tri-Met's 
preferred design option- for a westbank alignment - the Modified Masterplan 
Alignment - winds under and around residential units. It disrupts a quiet 
residential area, removes buildings, adds tracks and overhead wires to a 
neighborhood with underground utilities, reduces residential parking, and 
hinders. east/west access to the condominiums from Macadam Avenue. 

For these reasons and others, the Modified Masterplan alignment through 
Johns Landing is not supported by the community. . 

Third, the alignment for the Sellwood crossing is five minutes slower 
than any of the eastbank alignments, increasing travel time to and from 
Clackamas County and thus discouraging ridership. 

Last, the Tier I technical data dearly lends itself to a Ross Island area 
crossing. As stated by Metro staff, the Ross Island river crossing alternative 
"exhibits similar capital costs, lower operating costs, higher ridership and higher 
cost-effectiveness than the Sellwood Bridge alternative." Metro data· indicates 
the Ross Island area crossing would be nearly $1 million per year less expensive 
to operate and serve 300,000 more annual LRT riders than the Sellwood Bridge 
alternative. Over time, ~t adds up significantly. 

Another crossing option we think warrants consideration is the Caruthers 
crossing. Citizens for Better Transit has developed a crossing and alignment 
option that is viable and may better serve the Southeast Portland 
neighborhoods. The principal advantage of this crossing is the ability to serve 
OMS! directly. It does not serve fully the North Macadam district, however. 
.In the eyent the Project Management Group is unable to narrow the 
recommendation to one crossing, we recommend the Caruthers crossing ~ a 
Second alternative. 

For these reasons, we urge the Project Management Group, as well as the 
Steering Group and Citizens Advisory Committee, to recommend for study in 
the Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS) a crossing of the Willamette River 
in the vicinity of the Ross Island Bridge. And we request this reconu:nendation_ 
be .made in the Tier I decision process. 

Sincerely, 

Eric van Doorninck 
Partner 

·Paul Mayer 
Partner 
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Timothy W. Wilson 
329 North Church Street 
Silverton, Oregon 97381 

SouthlNorth Transit Corridor Study 
Planning Department 
Metro 
600 NE Grand Avenue 
Portland, OR 97232-2736 

RE: TIER I PUBLIC MEETING COMMENTS 

Mr. Washington, SIN Steering Committee, and Staff: 

Srn cr 1 2 1994 

September 8, 1994 

This constitutes my comments in regard to which LRT alternatives should advance from Tier I to 
Tier II of the SouthlNorth Transit Corridor Study. I believe that Oregon City via McLoughlin 
constitutes a more logical South Terminus than does Clackamas Town Center. 

Ridership Estimates 

At the September 6 Milwaukie Public meeting, a Mr. Jim Howell commented that the incremental 
LRT ridership increase of a route extension from Milwaukie to erc (2500) is half the incremental 
LRT ridership increase of a route extension from Milwaukie to Oregon City via McLoughlin 
(50oo)[figures taken from the second data line of the table on the bottom of page 2, TeeD Facts, 
TIer.1 Tecnnical SummaIy, South Study Terminus (End Point) Alternah'v~ August 15, 1994]. 

Carrying Mr. Howell's comparison forward to Total Corridor ridership [line 3 of the same table], 
the incremental Total ridership increase of a route extension from Milwaukie to erc 
(600) is less than one-fourth the incremental Total ridership increase of a route extension from 
Milwaukie to Oregon City via McLoughlin (2550). Additional LRT ridership increases represents 
pre-existing bus ridership substituting LRT for bus. 

Compared to an extension from Milwaukie to erc, an extension from Milwaukie to Oregon City 
via McLoughlin would bring over four times as much new ridership into the system for only one
third more capital cost. 

1-205 Express Bus 

In looking at data line 3 of the Summary of Measurement Criteria. South Study Terminus 
Alternatives on page 3 of Tecn Facts, Tier.1 Tecnnical SummaIy, Soutn Study Terminus (End 
Point)Allemativ~ August 15, 1994; it is counter-intuitive that extension ofLRT from Milwaukie 
to Oregon City via McLoughlin would reduce the households within the Oregon City 45 minute 
envelope to 56,610 from 60,370 ifLRT operates between Milwaukie and Oregon City faster than 
bus (which I have been assured that it does). 



South/Norlh Transit Corridor Study 
Tier I Public Meeting Comments 
September 8, 1994 
Page 20f3 

I presented this question to the "question room" at the Milwaukie public meeting and was provided 
an answer by phone the next day by Mr. Dan Reardon of project staff. Apparently some 
alternatives, but not the Oregon City terminus alternatives, included projections of the operation of 
an 1-205 express bus from Oregon City to Portland International Airport via CTC and Gateway. 
Because of the inconsistency in treating the 1-205 express bus projections, Oregon City wrongly 
appears to be less accessible with LRT than without it. In fact, the extension of LRT to Oregon 
City increases its accessiblity, but the decreased accessiblity resulting from deleting the 1-205 
figures offsets that increase and makes it wrongly appear as a decrease. 

Although Mr. Reardon's response was limited to my specific question on household accessibility, 
it would logically apply also to both employment accessibility and to Total ridership. The 1-205 
express bus projections should either be included or excluded for all South Terminus alternatives. 
This would provide a more consistent basis of comparison with other alternatives, and should 
improve the ridership yeiId per capital and LRT operating dollar to the benefit of both taxpayers 
and farepayers. 

Summary 

I appreciate your courtesy in reading and considering my comments, and hope that you will include 
the Milwaukie - Oregon City via Mcloughlin light rail segment as a Phase I element of the 
South/North Transit Corridor Study advancing into Tier n. 

Sincerely, 

.<..} ('.",·.t \ 

Timothy W. Wilson 
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COSTS AND RIDERSHIP ATTRIBUTED TO LRT EXTENSION SOUTH OF MILWAUKEE 

Milw> OC Milw> CTC CTC>QC Milw > CTC > OC 

(via McLoughlin) (via 1-205) (combined) 

LRT Ridership increase 5000 2500 3350 5850 

Total Ridership increase (new business) 2550 600 1550 2150 

LRT increase/Total increase (new business) 51.00% 24.00% 46.27% 36.75% 

Incremental capital ($ millions) 598 457 558 1015 

Incremental operating ($ millions) 0.48 0.07 2.64 2.71 

Capital $millionl1000 new business 234.51 761.67 360.00 472.09 

Operating $million/1000 new business 0.19 0.12 1.70 1.26 
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OSWEGO 
CHAMBEROFCO~CE 
47 N. State Street POBox 368 Lake Oswego. OR 97034 636.3634 

September 8, 1994 

TO: South/North Liqht Rail Steering Committee 
Attention: Leon Skiles 

FROM: Dee Denton 
Executive Director 
Lake Oswego Chamber of Commerce 

The Lake Oswego Chamber of Commerce Board of Directors have 
reviewed all proposed river crossings for the South/North 
Light Rail System and it was agreed by a unanamous vote to 
endorse the Sellwood Bridge Crossing. 

The Sellwood Bridge Crossing would provide the greatest 
opportunity to utilize the existing rail line between Lake 
Oswego and Portland and thereby meet future commuting demands 
of the southwest area. 
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Eric Trued 6o{ PI in t ;/Jay Vancouver 

Sept. 8, 1994 

Leon Skiles 
South/North 'rransit Corridor Study 
Project Manager 
Transportation Planning, Metro 
600 NE Grand Ave. 
Portland OR 97232-2736 

Dear Mr. Skiles, 

washington 98664 

I have followed transportation issues for at least 
ten years now. I believe that the light-rail project is 
vital to the well-being of the Portland-Vancouver area. 

Public transportation, to be effective, must be clean, 
quiet, and comfortable. Light rail provides this. Buses 
are not clean, quiet, and comfortable. They are noisy, they 
lurch around, which is tiring, and, although they are 
generally clean, one out of three isn't good enough. 

As far as the route goes, any route is fine with me 
as long as it runs along the 1-5 corridor. Like the paper 
says, it can be extended later. The important thing is to 
get the basic route in place. I do somewhat question the 
branch route on the Washington side to Vancouver Mall. 
While it would be nice for Vancouver Mall, I don't know 
about the intersection between the branch and the main line. 
I can't see people waiting around. for the connecting train. 
People are willing to wait for five minutes. Unless the 
trains run five minutes apart, do you really think a lot 
of people will use this route? I would look at it as an 
entirely independent project from the north/south line, 
with the intersection as a bonus. 

I see light rail as a kind of horizontal elevator. 
Elevators do not have branch lines. 

As far as the crOSSing of the Columbia River is 
concerned, I would favor a subterranean route. It will 
probably have to be built sooner or later anyway; it 
might as well be built now. Good luck. 

Sincerely yours, 

t~j~ 
Eric 'rrued 
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September 8, 1994 

Leon Skiles, Project Manager 
South/North Transit Corridor Study 
Transportation Planning 
Metropolitan Service District 
600 NE Grand Avenue 
Portland, OR 97232 

Dear Mr. Skiles: 

.-. 
~W~(~, 

I<AlSER PERMANENTE 

Kaiser Permanente appreciates this opportunity to comment on the proposed termini and 
alignments in the South/North Transit Corridor Study. 

Kaiser Permanente is a major employer in the corridor and a major provider of health care. 
About 8,000 people work for Kaiser Permanente, providing medical care to more than 300,000 
members in the Portland-Vancouver metropolitan area. 

North Terminus 

We encourage further study of a Phase " extension to at least 134th Street and the 
development in the interim of a high quality feeder bus system to promote land use to support 
light rail transit in that area. We are seeking property for a new medical and dental office in the 
Salmon Creek area and would like our employees and members to have the advantage of high 
capacity transit in the future. 

North Alignment 

Over 1,000 people work at Kaiser Permanente facilities on North Interstate, providing medical 
care to more than 20,000 Kaiser Permanente members who live in North and Northeast 
Portland. In 1993 there were approximately 337,000 visits to the Edgar F. Kaiser Campus and 
about 30,000 to our North Interstate Services Building at North Interstate and Lombard. 

Kaiser Permanente favors an alignment in the median of North Interstate Avenue. A North 
Interstate alignment could provide a station close to all three of our medical offices on the 
campus, providing easy and airect access for patients coming to our facilities. This alignment 
would also place a station convenient to residents of the neighborhood. However, we urge 
careful attention to the issue of adequate auto and pedestrian access to the neighborhood. 

A North Interstate alignment with two lanes would cause much less disruption to our medical 
facilities and to our parking facilities than the 1-5 alignment. 

However, we would support this alignment only if the right of way is not significantly widened at 
our Edgar F. Kaiser Campus, as would be required to accommodate four lanes of traffic. -
Widening beyond the current right of way would interfere with operations at our Central and 
West Interstate facilities by reducing access to our facilities for members and staff and for 
deliveries. 

We support an Interstate alignment also because it would serve our North Interstate Services 
Building more directly than the 1-5 alignment. However, we would have some concerns if four 
lanes were needed at that intersection and our property were affected. We understand that 
decision will be made in Tier II. 

Kaiser Foundation Health Plan of the Northwest 
2701 N. W. Vaughn Street, Suite 300, Portland, Oregon 97210-5398 
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We cannot support the 1-5 alignment, especially in the southern portion of the corridor, because 
we believe it would create vibration, noise, and visual distraction for our East Interstate Medical 
Office. With the tracks and train very close to the rear of our medical facility, these impacts 
could be quite intrusive and would be difficult or impossible to mitigate because of the narrow 
right of way. 

In addition, the perceived and actual security for transit riders would be difficult to manage. 
Furthermore, Kaiser Permanente's facilities would face an increased security risk, especially 
during non-working hours when there would be less activity. We anticipate that we would need 
to increase our security and, while this would perhaps ameliorate some of the security problems 
for us and for transit riders, it would entail an added expense to our members, who would then 
be bearing an inequitable share of the burden of security. 

South Terminus 

We support a Clackamas County terminus at or near Clackamas Town Center, which would 
serve our Kaiser Sunnyside Medical Center. We have nearly 2,000 employees at the campus; 
in 1993 there were approximately 503,000 outpatient visits to the campus and 14,000 inpatient 
stays. To make the best use of the approximately 1,900 parking spaces we have there, we 
would like to be able to encourage both our employees and members to use transit for as many 
trips as possible. Therefore, we would like a station location which provides convenient access 
for our members. 

We also support the PMG recommendation to study an extension beyond the Tier II terminus 
either further east or further south. 

Thank you for considering our comments as recommendations are being developed. 

!JiIiiEJ----Michael H. Katcher 
President and Regional Manager 

cc: LeeAnne Wrenn 
Director, Facilities Services 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
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P.O. Box 14251 
Portland. Oregon 97214 

(503) 232-1012 • FAX (503) 232-7399 

September 8, 1994 

TO: 
FROM: 
RE: 

SjN Transit study Citizen Advisory committee 
Central Eastside Industrial Council (CEIC) 
Tier One Recommendations 

Central Eastside Industrial Council(CEIC) has formally 
supported .a light rail alignment from downtown Portland 
to Milwaukie via the Hawthorpe Bridge since 1989 . 

We supported this approach because it: 

o provides service to southeast Portland (almost 
30% of Portland's population); 

o provides.service to the Central Eastside (an 
employment area with a potential for 38,000 
family wage jobs; many employees live in the 
close-in neighborhoods); and 

o provides direct service to OMSI (the region's 
second largest attractor) and the proposed PCC 
Open campus. 

After further review of the technical information being 
prepared by METRO, CEIC Land Use Committee and the 
Executive Committee has modified CEIC's position. 

Our clear preference would be the development of an 
Eastside Connector during Phase I as a·part of this EIS 
process. If an Eastside Connector cannot be developed 
during Phase I, then we support a new Caruthers Bridge. 
In either case, the'alignment should extend east on 
Caruthers to the SP main line to 18th, and then south • 

Although the Hawthorne Bridge has significant operational 
barriers, it should be continued forward as the low cost 
option. The Hawthorne Bridge could be developed in Phase 
I and a new bridge developed in Phase II. This would 
provide track for the Central City streetcar and reduce 
the cost of this phase • 

The Sellwood Bridge would be a significant violation of 
Portland Comprehensive Plan and would bypass much of 
southeast Portland to serve a very small area • 

The Caruthers Bridge would serve the above objectives 
including direct service to inner-city neighborhoods and 
service to south downtown. 

Much of our transportation planning, including the sizing 
of the improved MCLoughlin Boulevard, has been based on 
the assumption that southeast Portland will be served by 
a light rail spine. 
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OREGON MUSEUM OF SCIENCE AND INDUSTRY 

1945 SE water Avenue 
Portland. Oregon 9n14-3354 
503/797-4000 

September 8, 1994 

Leon Skiles 
600 NE Grand Avenue 
Portland, OR 97232 

Dear Leon: 

The Board of Trustees of OMSI is very concerned over discussions of a 
proposal to re-route the North-South spur of light rail to the west side of the 
Willamette. More than one million people visited OMSI last year alone, and it is 
critical that these people are served by light rail. 

The property was originally developed with the assurance that the North-South 
route would pass by OMSI. 

In addition, putting light rail on the east side of the river could have a 
tremendous impact in cutting automobile pollution. You can imagine the 
number of cars it takes to transport 1,000,000 people. Light rail could 
significantly cut that number, thus improving our air quality. There are many 
other businesses in this area which would benefit as well. Land between the 
Ross Island bridge and convention center is ripe for dev~lopment. The many 
residents who live and work on the East Side deserve to be connected to the 
light rail complex. 

We strongly urge you to consider this necessary service to residents and 
tourists, as well as to our young people, who use OMSI as a resource. 

Sincerely, 

!It fk~J4~ &:L~ 
Marilynn] Eichinger, J 
President 
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Portland State University 
P.O. Box 75), PeXliand. OR <f1?J.rJ. .. 07S1 

LINDSAY DESROCHERS 
VICE-PRESIDENT FOR FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION 

TESTIMONY ON THE SOUTH/NORTH LIGHT RAIL 
OREGON CONVENTION CENTER 

SEPTEMBER 8, 1994 

Members of the Committee, my name is Lindsay Desrochers, Vice-president for Finance 
and Administration at Portland State University. I'm here this afternoon on behalf of 
President Judith Ramaley, 16,000 PSU students, and 1,600 faculty and staff to speak in 
favor of the proposed South/North line. 

PSU has been involved in the development of the South/North line for.a long time. As 
Oregon's urban university it is PSU's mission to work to enhance the capacity of the 
metropolitan region to address its concerns. Clearly as this region looks toward continued 
long tenn growth in population, one concern is adequate public transportation. Another 
reason for PSU's interest in the light rail project relates directly to our need to increase 
access to higher education. Clearly, if PSU is to continue to effectively meet the public 
higher education needs of the residents of the metropolitan area, we must be directly 
connected to the light rail system. 

That's why we've worked so hard to show the need for the South/North line to stop at the 
PSU campus. It's good policy for PSU. Lightrail is key to our efforts to minimize the 
number of automobiles on campus, plan for future enrollment growth, and implement the 
University District plan that was released in April 1994. It also is good transportation 
policy. PSU is a major destination (5 million visits a year) and many of our students and 
staff commute during non-peak hours, providing consistent ridership levels. A PSU stop 
will also strengthen a transportation link that currently exists with OHSU, one of . 
Portland's largest employers. OHSU students and staff currently use a shuttle from PSU 
to reduce automobile traffic in the neighborhood surrounding that institution. 

While we recognize that many decisions have yet to be made, PSU generally supports the 
Tier 1 recommendation of the Project Management Group. Specifically: 

o Bridge Crossing. The recommended Ross Island Bridge crossing would 
serve the PSU campus.. Any of the options studied, except for the 
Hawthorne Bridge, would link the system to Portland State University. 

(>nin: of rile President ::!(UI72::;-·Hll 



o North Teoninus. PSU supports extending light rail to 134th St. and 
Washington State University at Vancouver. We know that's not possible 
given the competing demands for limited funds, so we support the Phase IT 
recommendation. PSU and Washington State University are now working 
on many initiatives that will involve traveling between campuses. Access to 
light rail at both campuses will reduce the number of automobiles in the 
downtown area and facilitate more educational partnerships. 

Our staff will continue to work with Metro staff as the planning process moves forward. 
PSU is committed to a South/North light rail system that not only makes sense for PSU, 
but also for the resident$ of Clackamas County, Clark County, and our downtown 
neighbors. A stop at PSU is only one part of the solution to the commuting problems 
faced by PSU students, staff, and faculty. Once the alignment decisions have been made, 
we want to work with those involved in the planning of the park and ride lots and to 
ensure coordination of all transportation modes. 

Thank you for the opportunity to participate in this meeting. I commend you for the open 
process you've used to develop the recommendations and the many opportunities for 
public comment. ." 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
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TRANSPOATATiOfJ DFPT. 

Project Manager 

John K. Spence 
20800 N.E. Baskeyt Flat Rd. 
Battle Ground~ Wa. 
98604 
206-687-2691 
9/9/94 

Transportation Planning~ Metro 
600 N. E. Grand Ave. Portland~Oreg. 
97232-2736 

SEP 1 2 i994 

A coalition of people with vested interests~ liberal 
planners~ and a few well meaning but easily swayed citizens have 
labored for over two years to produce a briefing document that 
should now be burried. This -Tier 1 Technical Summary Report
was designed to prove that light -rail along a South-North 
corridor will take care of future transportation problems in the 
Portland-Vancouver area. 

The report now should die a natural death without a 
tear being shed before the projected Tier II wastes more tax 
dollars. Because the light -rail concept failed to be objective 
and to address the need for diversified transportation modes 
other than one just for commuters~ and because it distorts 
ridership projections~ and because of the huge costs~ it 
contains~ all the necessary ingredients to ensure a 
declining quality of life and-increased tax burden without 
rewards. 

Bill Bennett notes that if you make a bad casserol 
~ no amount of additional seaso~ing will improve the taste. This 
is true of the light -rail concept. 

Now since the first step of thellandated 
requirement to study transportation has been completed~ it is 
time to address the other two alternatives namely: -No Build
and -Express Lanes for Bus Traffic.-

This time let~s state a clear understandable 
objective such as ~ -To determine the best alternative to 
alleviate future transportation problems along the South-North 
Corridor with due consideration to least cost and suitability of 
service.-

This could well result in the selection of the -No 
Build- alternatives which would then let natural forces go to 
work and get government out of the business of planning our 
lives. If another bridge is needed it should be built and 
Hatfield~ Unsoeld~ and others must not decree an additional 
bridge is not an option. 

The United States has achieved the highest 
standards of living in history while individual freedoms and 



achievments were rewarded. It is only since government has 
restricted this freedom and has increased taxes on achievment 
that quality of life for .ore and more people is on decline. 

Co •• ittees studying Express Lanes and No Build would do well 
to keep this in mind. 

John K. Spence 

9£~-----

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
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From: 

Questions? 

To: 

Company: 

Address: 

Date: 

Time: 

Bruce Kettner 

Call (503) 656-1915 
Fax (503) 656-1915 

Leon Skiles 

South/North Transit Corridor 
Study 

600 NE Grand Ave 

September 12,1994 

1:00 a.m. 

,FAX Transmission 

18617 SE Ashton Lane 
Oak Grove, OR 97267 

797-1794,797-1757 

Portland OR 97232-2736 

, Pages: 1 (including this one) 

Message: Our home is located on Ashton Lane between Meldrum and Glen Echo. 
One of the proposed routes for the North/South MAX extension would utilize the 
Portland Traction corridor which runs down our street. This plan would have a huge 
negative impact our neighborhood in the following ways: 

1. Safety - There are many children in our neighborhood and we are concerned for 
their safety both during construction of the light rail and operation of trains. 

2. Visual - Our street is beautiful and secluded, lined with tall trees, bamboo and 
blackberry bushes providing privacy and a country setting. Much of this vegetation 
would be need to be cleared for the light rail changing the face of the neighborhood 
to be industrial in nature. 

3. Devaluation - Our realtor, Jonathon Heins, has predicted that property values on 
our street would be reduced drastically if the light rail were to be built. While 
proximity to a light rail will increase property values at least 2 blocks away, 
properties such as ours will suffer huge losses since they would be directly 
impacted by the project. 

4. Construction Inconveniences - Noise and obstructions on our street during 
construction could be extensive and long. 

For the above reasons, we object strongly to the consideration of light rail passing 
along Ashton Lane and urge the consideration of using McLoughlin or 1-205 for the 
North/South corridor resulting in little negative impact to residential neighborhoods. 

Sincerely 

Bruce and Linda Kettner 

.. 
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SEP 12 '94 01:20PM DAVID EVANS & ASSOC PORTLAND 

Metropolitan Service District 
600 N. Grand Ave. . 
Portland, Oregon 

Att: Leon Skiles 

RE: South-North Alignment 

Dear Mr. Skiles, 

Daniel and Gina Maloney 
1031 S.W. Virginia Ave. 
Portland, Oregon 97219 

September 12, 1994 

P.l 

My wife, Gina, and I have been a part of the CommunitY Working atoup (CWG21 associated 
with the proposed light rail alignment as it would pass through the John's Landing area. The 
group has met since the spring of this year and has produced a position paper that describes 
the group's stand should the light rail alignment occur on the west side through our' 
neighborhood. The group was mainly comprised of property owners who would be severely 
affected should the light rail occur in a right-of-way that was proposed by Tri-Met . 
engineering a;taff. This alignment produced the most vehement objections by the CWG· and 
rightly so, a$ the proposed alignment threaded it's way through. and around the existing 
condominium complexes that line the river. During one of the sessions an alignment was 
proposed that would not affect the condo owner's but would have a great affect on the main 
art~rial that is Macadam Ave. Simply put, the alignment would occur In the middle of 
Macadam Ave. 

While the Group supported this alignment as well as the criteria outlined in the position 
paper this largely biased group would only support this alignment IF the light rail crossed the 
river at the Sellwood bridge. 

Gina and I feel that the light rail MUST come through John's Landing. 

We believe that this alignment will be the catalyst to create an urban village that will help 
fulfill the region's goal of accommodating 500,000 new inhabitants and reduce the impact 
of the automobile; especially on this already bifurcated narrow strip of land. We also believe 
that this alignment would be the most cost effective alignment; allowing a crossing of the 
Willamette River at the narrowest and least expensive opportunity. This alignment would 
heal the two halves of John's Landing and aHow Macadam Ave to function as a grand 
boulevard instead of the major arterial that it is. 

Gina and I believe that the Involved agencies should follow the logic of the SellWOOd 
crossing and the Macadam Ave alignment as well as the Feasibility Study for Light Rail 
Transit Corridor Development of 1991 which concludes that "only the Macadam alignment 
would be compatible with the transit corridor economic development str'ategy." 
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September 12, 1994 

Leon Skiles, METRO Planner 
600 N.E. Grand Avenue 
Portland, OR 97232 

Dear Mr. Skiles: 

I met you briefly outside St. Johns church last week as the South-North meeting was 
dispersing. I regret missing my· opportunity to speak on behalf of including the Oregon City leg 
of the Corridor in the initial grant proposal. 

As a West Linn resident and alternative transportation advocate, I believe it is imperative to 
stand by the original vision of the South-North concept, which was to link suburban 
communities (whose commuters now clog State Highways 43 and 99 and Interstates 205 and 
5) to the urban center of Portland. I live on Highway 43 and can bear witness to the daily 
ingress and egress by citizens whose communities' density does not yet justify Tri-Met's 
version of transit but nevertheless surpasses the rush hour capability of local highway and 
arterial systems. We don't need more lanes or more roads: we need more options. 

Communities such as West Linn, Oregon City, Gladstone, and Canby are becoming the focus of 
increasing development and redevelopment. Local jurisdictions recognize that the growth that 
is eating up their last empty lots brings 
problems ... not the least of which is a paralyzed transportation infrastructure and more cars, 
each incrementally reducing our mutual quality of life. 

Many citizens of West Linn believe that the move to end the South-North project at Clackamas 
Town Center is just confirmation of the metro area's tendency to forget us. Many of us were 
looking happily forward to being able to escape current logjams by riding light rail into Portland 
before the end of the century. I fear that elimination of the Oregon City terminus at this stage 
will mean that I may not see it in my lifetime. Certainly, there are no assurances that Federal 
policy or allocations will be constant. Now is the time to do it, if ever. 

People need this link: young people, carless people, old people, people of conscience who 
choose to leave their vehicles at home, disabled and economically disenfranchised people. Our 
infrastructure cries out for relief. Portland and Vancouver will benefit greatly. 

A Town Center terminus might serve the merchants In that area, but will not break the surface 
of the service needs of the rest of suburban and rural east Clackamas County and West Linn. 
Clackamas County has waited its turn. It is time for METRO to stand and deliver. 

Sincerely, 

~C~/·· 
Sandy cart~ 
21645 Willamette Drive 
West Linn, OR 97068 

c.c~ 

655-0649 
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Leon Skiles 
Project Manager 

September 12,1994 

South/North Transit Corridor Study 
Metro 
600 NE Grand Avenue 
Portland OR 97232-2736 

Dear Mr. Skiles: 

The Lake Oswego Redevelopment Agency e'LORA") has unanimously adopted 
a position supporting the Sellwood Bridge option for the light Rail Transit 
('IJ..R'IVI) Corridor River Crossing. LORA, composed of the members of the 
Lake Oswego City Council, believe that the Sellwood Bridge LRT is most 
beneficial to our community, as well as the north Macadam redevelopment area, 
and John's Landing. 

In addition, the Sellwood Bridge option brings LRT further south so that at that 
point in the future when light rail is extended to Lake Oswego and West Linn, 
the cost of that project will be considerably less. 

While the LORA/City is cOgnizant that the concentration of population is not 
now evident, in the Dunthorpe/Lake Oswego/West Unn area, our singular 
transportation route (Highway 43) is congested and the ongoing pursuit of 
alternative transportation modes is needed, particularly, in light of the potential 
development expected in this area. 

We appreciate your consideration of our position. 

Sincerely, 

~c£---
Alice L. Schlenker 
Chair 
Lake Oswego Redevelopment Agency . 

AlS/sms 

c: Members of the Lake Oswego Redevelopment Agency 
The Honorable Jill Thorn, Mayor, City of West Linn 

380 "A" AveIll.l.e • Post Office Box 369 .. Lake Os",:"ego, Oregon 97034 .. (S03) 635-0235 • FAX (503) 635-0269 

TOTAL P.02 
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7-14-94 

7-14-94 

7-14-94 

7-14-94 

7-14-94 

7-14-94 

7-14-94 

COMMENTS INCORPORATED AFTER SEPTEMBER 13, 1994 

RECEWED JULY 14 - SEPTEMBER 15, 1994 

Cynthia Atkins 
North Clackamas Aquatic Park 

Concerned with the lack of Tri-Met accessability to the area in the evenings 
and weekends especially for the disabled. 

SE Harmony Road 
Portland, OR 97222 

James Flick 
26112 NE 219th Place 
Battle Ground, WA 98604 

D.E. Hilberg 
20223 NE 89th Avenue 
Battle Ground, W A 98604 

Stacy Walters 
412 E 22nd Street 
Vancouver, W A 98663 

Mike Suttie 
30901 NE 72nd Avenue 
LaCenter, W A 98629 

Judy Statler 
21915 NE 189th Street 
Brush Prairie, W A 98606 

George Martin 
304 West K Street 
Battle Ground, W A 98604 

Concerned with over crowding. 

HCT should include the Portland International Airport using the 205 bridge 
rather than 1-5. 

Concerned with congestion and cost. 

Concerned with increase in taxes and congestion. 

She lives too far from the area to use the system. 

Cut down on travel. 



7-14-94 Carman Martin Liked the presentation. 
304 West K Street 
Battle Ground, W A 98604 

7-19-94 Paul Gaman Liked the presentation. 
7526 E. Maple Ave. 
Vancouver, W A 98664 

7-19-94 Miles A. Mattson Favors toll bridges as Parcial Solution. 
15701 NE 129th Street 
Brush Prairie, W A 98606 

7-19-94 David A. Clark Concerned about the cost. 
PO OBX 716 
Brush Prairie, W A 98606 

7-19-94 Marla Koch Concerned with the increase in congestion. 
Streamlining Services 
8219 NW 13th Court 
Vancouver, W A 98665 

7-19-94 Dan Euliss Concerned with the impact on business and industry. 
9507 NE 83rd Court 
Vancouver, W A 98662 

7-19-94 Michael D. Hoover Confined growth. 
2001 NW 19th @ Vaughn 
Portland, OR 97201 

7-19-94 Yuonse D. Lee Concerned with the impact on industry. 
416 NE I 12th Avenue 
Vancouver, W A 98684 

7-19-94 Lars Amlie Concerned about the cost. 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
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8-2-94 Dixie Olson No comments. 
Clark County Counicl on Aging 
2503 SE Polairmont #17 
Vancouver, W A 98684 

8-2-94 Leann A Murray Concerned about the increase of crime. 
C.O.A. 
8100 NE Darkway Drive # 175 
Vancouver, WA 98662 

8-2-94 Betty B. Plank Concerned about the noise, confusion, and crime. 
AAA-Clark County 
3909 Clark Avenue 
Vancouver, WA 98661 

8-2-94 Vi Rohwer Concerned wehter it will be available to the largest population. 
6015 NW Lincoln Avenue 
Vancouver, W A 98665 

8-2-94 Tale Hansen Concerned about congestion in problem areas. 
6112 Kansas Street 
Vancouver, WA 98661 

8-2-94 Linda Kelly It will be difficult to get the locals to change. 
PO BOX 5000 
Vancouver, WA 98661 

8-2-94 Dr. Dygebt Concerns to the envirnment. 
8407 SE Evergreen HWY 
Vancouver, WA 98664 

8-2-94 Virginia Hansen Should be better for polution. 
4704 NE Lockwood Creek Road 
LaCenter, W A 98662 

8-2-94 Juanita LeBlanc No transportation (pubic). 
10701 NE 38th Avenue 
Vancouver, WA 98686 



8-2-94 A.W. Planbeck Concerned with availability and cost. 
15209 S.E. 35th Street 
Vancouver, W A 98684 

8-2-94 Beverly Steller Concerned that it won't be available to East County where it is needed. 
1477 K Street 
Washougal, WA 98671 

8-2-94 B. Isaacson Concerned for the wild life refuge. 
PO BOX 973 
Vancouver, W A 98666 

8-2-94 Bill Johnston Supports LR wNan Mall tenninus along HWY 99. 
1313 Main Street 
Vancouver, W A 98666 

8-2-94 Jerry KoIke Supports LR wl179th tenninus along 1-5. 
310 East A Street 
Battle Ground, WA 98604 

8-2-94 Tony Bacom Supports LR w/179th teminus along 1-5. 
7007 Corriegidor Blvd. 
Vancouver, W A 98664 

8-2-94 Tom Curry Supports LR w/134th terminus along I-5--Concerned about cost to the residents 
650 N. Devine Road and how much Oregon is going to commit financially. 
Vancouver, WA 98661 

8-2-94 Ed Geiger Supports LR w/179th terminus along 1-5. 
9615 SE 13th street 
Vancouver, W A 98664 

8-2-94 Stephanie Downey Supports LR along 1-5. (Undecided on terminus) 
8700 NE Vancouver Mau Drive 
Vancouver, W A 98662 
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8-2-94 Jodi Schaffran Supports LR (Undecided on terminus and route) 
8700 NE Vancouver Mall 
Vancouver, W A 98662 

8-2-94 M.L. Lowe Supports LR wl179th terminus. (Undecided on route) 
4305 NE 26th Court 
Vancouver, W A 98662 

8-2-94 Mike Tay Supports continuing the current bus system and expanding ridership befor any 
PO BOX 528 other options are considered. 
Vancouver, W A 98666 

8-19-94 Janet Borst Supports LR w/88th Terminus along I-5--Beware of tunnels-people have 
912 Main Street claustrophobia t,o dome degree. 
Vancouver, W A 98660 

8-19-94 John Marks Supports LR w/179th terminus along I-5--Concerned with the increase in crime 
PO BOX 1367 due to easy access. 
Vancouver, WA 98666 

8-19-94 David Kirchner Supports LR wl179th terminus along I-5--Expand ridership by going as far 
12033 SE 17th Street North as possible. 
Vancouver, W A 98684 

8-19-94 Kristin Gottfieb Supports LR w/179th terminus along I-5--Go to East County now instead of 
PO BOX 61777 adding it later for more money. 
Vancouver, W A 98666 

8-19-94 Roy Brown Supports LR wNan Mall terminus along 1-5. 
PO BOX 1995 
Vancouver, W A 98660 

8-19-94 Phil Jackson Supports LR w/134th terminus along 1-5. 
3610 NW 135 Circle 
Vancouver, W A 98685 



8-19-94 Ott Gaither Supports LR w'/134th terminus along 1-5. 
17704 NE 65th Avenue 
Vancouver, W A 98686 

8-19-94 Barry Cassell Supports LR w/88th terminus along 1-5. 
21506 NE 49th Circle 
Vancouver, W A 98682 

8-19-94 Dennis Huston Supports LR w/134th terminus along 1-5. 
916 SE 164th Avenue 
Vancouver, WA 98684 

8-19-94 Garry Lucas Supports more buses and LR w/179th terminus along 1-5. 
PO BOX 410 
Vancouver, WA 98666 

8-19-94 Kip Wharton Supports LR w/179th terminus along 1-5. 
32904 NE Button Drive 
La Center, W A 98629 

8-19-94 Greg Leonard Supports LR w/179th terminus along 1-5. 
14901 SE Sun Park Court 
Vancouver, W A 98684 

8-19-94 Fenina Fink Supports LR wNan Mall terminus along 1-5. 
-, 

1715 SE Park Crest Avenue 
Vancouver, W A 98684 

8-19-94 Fred Lueck Supports more buses and LR wNan Mall terminus along 1-5. 
PO BOX 746 
Brush Prairie, W A 98606 

8-19-94 Lynn McBee Supports LR wNan Mall terminus along 1-5. 
6405 NE 100th Avenue 
Vancouver, W A 98662 
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8-19-94 Bruce Hershman Supports LR wNan Mall terminus along 1-5. 
2638 NW 11th Avenue 
Camas, W A 98607 

8-19-94 R. Cantonwine Supports LR wNan Mall terminus along 1-5. 
9605 NE 19th Street 
Vancouver, W A 98664 

9-10-94 Rita Ray Supports LR along the Milwaukie express way to Clackamas Town Center 
16710 SE Ladd Court and Clackamas Community College. 
Milwaukie, OR 97267 

9-12-94 Joseph Kunkel Supports LR with a station located at Memorial campus (33rd and Main). 
Southwest Washington Med. Ctr 
Vancouver, W A 98668 

9-12-94 Sue Barbour Suports LR along the 1-205 corridor. 
2530 SE Mulberry 
Milwaukie, OR 972 

9-12-94 Pat Hammond Supports LR to 134th street. 
602 NW 72 Circle 
Vancouver, W A 98665 

9-13-94 Susanna Maria Supports LR to Clark College and WSU. 
11615 NE 192nd Avenue 
Brush Prairie, W A 98606 

9-13-94 AORTA Submitted a recommendation for the SIN Light Rail termini and alignment (see 
PO BOX 2772 attached). 
Portland, OR 97208-2772 

9-13-94 Peter Finley Fry Submitted a memorandum with recommendations (see attached). 
722 SW 2nd Avenue #330 
Portland, OR 97204 



9·13·94 Mike and N atasha McLeron Supports LR alignment that crosses the Ross Island bridge and follows 
8736 SE 9th Avenue McLoughlin Blvd to HWY 224. 
Portland, OR 97202 

9·13·94 David Porter Supports LR with a terminus in Oregon City. 
The Oregon Trail Foundation, Inc. 

9·13·94 David J. Lefkowitz Supports the Hawthorne Bridge crossing and Mcloughlin Blvd as the 
8624 SE 11 th Street alignment. 
Portland, OR 97202 

9·13·94 NE Hazel Dell Neighborhood Assoc. Supports LR wl179th terminus along 1·5. 
9102 HWY 99 
Vancouver, W A 98665 

9·13·94 Neva Wulf Against LR alignment the runs Interstate Avenue. 
1519 N Jarrett Street 
Portland, OR 97217 

9·13·94 John Keyser Supports the option that runs through Milwaukie, Clackamas Town Center and 
Clackamas Community College extend to Oregon City with a terminus near CCC·Harmony and the Aquatic 
19600 South Molalla Avenue Center. 
Oregon City, OR 97045 

9·13·94 Greg Baker Favors the Caruthers Bridge crossing with the McLoughlin alignment. 
HAND 

9·13·94 Edward Immel Favors the alignment that runs along Macadam Avenue. 
715 SE Lexington Street 
Portland, OR 97202 

9·13·94 Alice Schlenker Supports the Sellwood Bridge option. 
City of Lake Oswego 
380 "A" Avenue 
Lake Oswego, OR 97034 
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9-13-94 June A. Roberts Against LR along N. Interstate. 
4016 N. Castle Avenue 
Portland, OR 97227 

9-13-94 Douglas Leedy Supports the LR idea but has concerns regarding the route it will take (see 
PO BOX 140 attached). 
Oceanside, OR 97134 

9-14-94 John Osterberg Strongly supports the Caruthers Bridge option. 
Portland Light Rail Study-Community 
Working Group # 1 

9-15-94 Jay B Lafler Supports LR to Clackamas but has concerns with the affect it may have on 
Clackamas Town Center parking and traffic circulation. 
1093 Clackamas Town Center 
Portland, OR 97266 
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September 7, 1994 

Ms. Deb WaUace 
Director of Development 
C-'fJ'an 
2425 NE 65th Avenue 
PO no" 2529 
Vancouver, W A 98668-2529 

Dcar Deb: 

··· ...... ·"···r,···· '1" ... .",1 

I enjoyed mccting you yesterday at. the public forum at Shumway 
regarding light rail. As you wiJI recall, I expressed interest in a station 
being located at the Memorial Campus (33rd and Main), should light 
rail indeed move forward on Main Street. Not only would this llTovide 
convenient access to medical services for the residents of Clark County, 
it would also help Southwest Washington Medical Center meet its 
obligations under the Commute Trip Reduction Act. 

Please put me on your mailing list and inform me of any further 
opportunities for direct involvement in the decision-making process. I 
look forward to talking with you in the future. 

Joscph J. Kunkel 
Executive Director 
Memorial Campus 
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. Association of Oregon Rail and Transit Advocates 
AORTA • P. O. Box 2772 • Portland, Oregon 97208-2772 
Also known as OreARP • Oregon Association of Railway Passengers 

September 13, 1994 
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AORTA's recommendation for the South/North 
Light Rail termini and alignment 

South Terminus - Oregon City 

North Terminus - 99th Street 

Oregon City to Milwaukie - Mcloughlin Blvd. 

Milwaukie to Willamette River crossing - East of McLoughlin 
Blvd., west edge of Brooklyn Yards, Powell Blvd. overpass, 
south of SPRR right of way to Caruthers St., Caruthers 
St. to west side of McLoughlin Viaduct and north to OMSI 
over the PTC track on a bridge approach structure 

Willamette River Crossing - Caruthers St. Bridge with 
pedestrian and bicycle way 

Downtown - 4th Avenue Subway from Market St. to a 1st and 
Burnside junction with MAX. On the south end the alignment 
is on the surface from the Caruthers St. Bridge approach 
structure to the north edge of 1-405, then north along 
the east side of 4th Ave. to a portal entrance north of 
Harrison St. 

Coliseum Transit Center to Kaiser Clinic - East side of 
1-5 to Emanue~ Hospital, under 1-5 to Kaiser Clinic 

Kaiser Clinic to Kenton - Two lane Interstate Ave. 

Kenton to Columbia River - Denver St. overpass, PIA, Expo 
Center and Jantzen Beach 

Columbia River Crossing - Medium level lift bridge with 
pedestrian and bicycle way (tentative recommendation pending 
a review of a bridge opening analyses) 

Vancouver CBD to 99th St. - Main St. to 39th and no 
recommendation between US 99 or 1-5 alignment at this 
time 



RATIONALE IN SUPPORT OF AORTA'S RECOMMENDATIONS 

SOUTH TERMINUS - Oregon City via Mcloughlin Blvd. 

*Ridership 
According to Metro.' s Briefing Document, Oregon City vlOuld 
attract twice as many additional riders (5,000) than Clackamas 
Town Center (2,500) in the year 2015. 

Furthermore, corridor ridership would be over four times greater 
(2,550 vs. 600 additional transit riders). If Light rail were 
someday extended from CTC to O.C., total corrid~r ridership 
would still be less than in the Mcloughlin Blvd. alisnment. 

* Speed 
According to Metro"s Draft Tier 1 Technical Summary Report, 
the total weighted travel time between Portland CBD anj Oregon 
City on Mcloughlin Blvd. would be less than the auto (45 vs. 
47 minutes). On the other hand, the travel time via Clackamas 
Town Center and 1-205 would be 53 minutes, putting light rail 
at a competitive disadvantage with cars. 

*Land Use 
Oregon City has a compact downtown with limited parking and 
is ideally suited as a terminus for light rail. This is not 
surprising since it was served by light rail less than 40 
years ago when trains whisked its inhabitants into Portland 
in about 50 minutes on 20 to 30 minute schedules. 

The Clackamas Town Center Area, on the other hand, is a child 
of the Freeway and feeds on automobiles. Extending Light Rail 
into this area would have no measurable impact on its addiction 
to cars. In fact, without significant changes in the counties 
transportation policies, the higher densities proposed in 
conjunction with light rail stations would stimulate an increase 
rather than a decrease of traffic congestion. 

Automobiles will remain the overwhelmingly dominate mode 
unless policy makers are willing to drastically reduce the 
supply of parking spaces, charge for what is left and quit 
expanding road capacity. 

The Gateway Area is a prime example of the negligible impact 
light rail has on an auto dominated environment. Gateway is 
not only served by light rail but is also served by eleven 
bus routes. Since MAX opened in 1986 virtually all of the 
available land within walking distance of the transit station 
has been redeveloped with stores surrounded by acres of parking. 
No attempt whatever was made by the developers to take advantage 
of this, the largest concentration of rail and bus routes 
outside of the Central Business District. 

, 
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*Costs 
Although all of the projected costs are grossly inflated, 
the cost of over one billion dollars to provide rail service 
between Milwaukie and Oregon City via a circuitous route through 
Clackamas Town Center is obscene. 

The estimated cost of the 5.4 mile segment between Milwaukie 
and Clackamas Town Center is 87% of the original 15.1 mile 
long MAX system. ($287 M vs. $329 M in 1994 dollars). Why 
is this segment through under developed land 244% more expensive 
than the original light rail line which included a considerable 
amount of expensive Downtown construction? 

. When the 2,500 additional riders this segment will add to 
the system in 20 years is compared with the current MAX ridership 
of 25,100, the relative capital cost per daily rider is almost 
9 times as great. ($114,800 VE. $13,107 in 1994 dollars). 

MILWAUKIE TO CBO - East of Mcloughlin, West of Brooklyn Yards, 
South of SPRR, Caruthers St., OMSI and Caruthers St. Bridge 

*Ridership 
The Caruthers Bridge alignment was determined to have the 
highest ridership of all the river crossings studied. 1,400 
weekday riders more than the Hawthorne and Sellwood Bridges 
and 600 more than the Ross Island Bridge. It also attracted 
more total riders than the other options. 

*Land use 
Our recommended alignment that crosses the river further north 
near OMSI will serve existing transit oriented development 
on the Eastside and will be well positioned to serve undeveloped 
and under developed sites in the future. 

The southern triangle south of Holgate, Brooklyn Yards, the 
former PTC RR Yards, and the vacant land south of OMSI are 
all prime sites for future transit oriented development. In 
the meantime light rail can serve the existing OMSI, Southeast 
Industrial Area.and neighborhoods of Hosford-Abernethy and 
Brooklyn. 

If a bridge further south at the mid Ross Island location 
is selected, fewer people in both the short and long term 
will be served. 

The North Macadam Area can be better served by the proposed 
Central City Streetcar being proposed by the City of Portland. 
This street car plan could be largely funded with Federal 
ISTEA money available in the the Surface Transportation Program 
and could be built sooner than the SiN Light Rail Project. 
Stations could closer together and more compatible with the 
design of the transit oriented development being proposed 
by the developers. 

- 2 -



DOWNTOWN PORTLAND - Fourth Avenue Subsurface Alignment 

*Ridership 
A Downtown Subway would have a substantial impact on light 
rail patronage increasing daily ridership by 3,500 while 
increasing total corridor use by 2,100 over a surface option. 

*Speed 
The higher ridership is primarily due to faster subway operating 
speeds. Subway alignments under Fifth Ave. and Broadway were 
determined to be six minutes faster than on the surface. The 
shorter length of a Fourth Ave. Subway which was not analyzed, 
would yield even faster speeds with a correspondingly greater 
ridership. 

*Capacity 
The inability to handle future peak hour passenger demand 
on the South/North Line is a serious fatal· flaw of any surface 
alignment through Downtown. 

It is unthinkable to expend almost $3 billion on a rail line 
that would have its capacity limited to less than 6,000 
passengers an hour at its most critical load points entering 
and leaving Downtown. 

Vancouver, Be's light rail line, built just a decade ago, 
carries about 8,000 passengers during rush hours and is 
experiencing an overload problem. Fortunately for them, they 
designed the system so trains could be lengthened and run 
more frequently which allows them to carry up to 20,000 
passengers an hour in the future. 

The short 200 foot blocks in Portland coupled with auto, truck, 
bus and pedestrian congestion makes it impossible to operate . 
longer than 200 foot trains any more frequently than every 
three minutes in each direction. 20 trains carrying an average 
of 250 passengers each would accommodate only 5,000 passengers 
an hour with approximately half of them standing in the aisles. 

With sub-surface stations built to accommodate longer trains 
Downtown, the South/North Line could be constructed with 400 
foot stations doubling its capacity. This could be done at 
nominal cost in the initial construction phase. 

Furthermore, additional lines could be added, such as the 
Barbur and the Powell-Foster Lines, without major reconstruction 
Downtown because a subway can accommodate more more frequent 
train operation than on the surface. 

It defies common sense to assume that in 20 years, after 10 
years of operation, the South/North line will only need capacity 
for 2,400 passengers in the peak hour (page 4-12 par. 4.3.1, 
Draft Tier I Technical Report, July 8, 1994). 

- ~ -
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MAX is experiencing overcrowding problems now. A cordon count 
conducted in September of 1993 revealed that 2,100 passengers 
an hour -were being crowded on eight trains during the AM peak 
hour. Tri-Met cannot operate more than eight trains in an 
hour because of a shortage of equipment. It can be reasonably 
assumed that with more peak hour trains, more passengers would 
ride. 

It is more likely than not that by the time the South/North 
Line is under construction, the East/West Line will have "maxed 
out" at five to six thousand riders in the rush hours and 
studies will be under-way to determine how to increase its 
capacjty. It would be inexcusable to build the SIN line with 
the same shortcoming. 

*Construction Impacts 
Constructing light rail on the Transit Mall would be far more 
disruptive than building a subway under Fourth Ave. and Burnside. 

The Mall, all· 38 blocks of it including the recently completed 
15 block section north of Burnside would have to be substantially 
torn up and rebuilt to accommodate light rail. 

Bus operations would be disrupted for years creating traffic 
snarls on adjacent streets and the specter of jack hammering. 
up recently laid bricks and granite paid for with tax dollars 
would be a public relation disaster for all public agencies 
involved. 

A subway, especially the short 18 block long subway under 
Fourth Ave. we are advocating, could be built with far less 
Downtown disruption. It is possible to excavate and construct 
a subway below ground with little surface disruption except 
at the portals. 

For example, 20 years ago in Edmonton, a five block long section 
of subway was built in the Downtown with little disruption. 
The street was closed for only four months during which time 
tangent piles and beams were poured along the curb line, the 
street was excavated several feet and precast bridge girders 
were laid across the street after which the street was repaved. 
The excavation and construction of the main Downtown station 
was done over the next two years, out of sight and out of 
the weather. 

*Cost 
Tri-Met estimates that a subway would cost $275 million more 
than a surface alignment. Given the increased ridership projected 
for a subway this amount is not unreasonable compared to other 
light rail options being considered. 

- 4 -



Example Added Cost Added Daily Capital Cost/Add'l. 
Option of Option Ridership Daily Rider 

Subway $275' million 3,500 $78,571 

Mi1waukie-CTC $457 million 2,500 $182,800 

39th-99th $225 million 1, 550 $145,161 

The added cost of a Fourth Ave. Subway would be much less 
than the $275 million estimated for a Broadway alignment. 
It would be 18 instead of 28 blocks long and would not include 
a $70 million reconstruction of the w~st end of th~ Steel 
Bridge. 

PORTLAND CBDTO VANCOUVER CBO - Interstate Ave. 

*Land Use 
We believe the advantage of greater accessibility to existing 
and potential development along Interstat~ Ave. far outweighs 
the disadvantage of an additional minute of running time between 
the CBDs of Portland and Vancouver. (29 vs. 28 minutes) 

*Co1umbia River Bridge 
We support the least costly river crossing option that will 
not create light rail scheduling problems. 

Association of Oregon Rail and Transit Advocates (AORTA) 
PO Box 2772, Portland, OR 97208-2772 
Contact: Jim Howell (503) 284-7182 9/13/94 
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Peter Finley Fry, AICP 

Willamette Block, 722 SW 2nd Avenue, #330, Portland, Oregon 97204, (503) 274-2744, Fax (503) 274-1415 

=::~8' 1994 ~A)\,?)q4 "." 
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TO: 

FROM: 
RE: 

citizen Advisory Committee 
The South/North Transit Corridor study 
Peter Finley Fry AICP 
Public Testimony 

Recommendation 

McLoughlin Alignment, north up 18th to Powell, along Southern 
Pacific mainline to Caruthers, west to caruthers Bridge. 

Eastside connector should be added to Phase II. 

Critical Issue 

Portland City staff have argued that we cannot serve both 
OMSI/PCC Open Campus/KPTV (eastbank), and North Macadam 
(westbank) . 

./ 

A Caruthers Bridge option serves both. A study area south of 
the Ross Island Bridge precludes OMSI/PCC Open Campus/KPTV due 
to the existing Ross Island Bridge. A study area between the 
Marquam Bridge and the Ross Island Bridge (Caruthers Bridge) 
allows the development of a new bridge that would serve OMSI/PCC 
Open Campus/KPTV on the eastside and would bend southward on the 
westside to place a station nearing the same location as a 
station coming off of a new Ross Island Bridge. 

A myopic view that you cannot serve both forces us to develop a 
light rail alignment that will bypass OMSI/PCC Open Campus/KPTV, 
PGE's development site, the Central Eastside, and the inner 
southeast neighborhoods. 

Evaluation criteria 

Transit Service 

allows both OMSI/Portland Community College Open 
Campus/KPTV and North Macadam to be served. 
best access for neighborhoods. 
allow southeast neighborhoods to transfer into light 
rail system without multiple transfers or clogging up 
downtown. 
best travel time, reliability, and ridership. 
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helps southeast Portland and inner eastside reverse 
forces of decay. 
allows expansion of the street car line south to Lake 
Oswego, light rail east through east Portland, 
connecting to the central city street car, and 
retaining downtown capacity for future light rail 
lines. 

Minimize Traffic 

MCLoughlin Improvement Project assumes a major transit 
corridor through the southeast: light rail is the 
most cost effective way to provide transit. 
southeast has severe traffic problems: highest 
accident rates - Grand Avenue projected to Level of 
Service F. 
Portland Comprehensive Plan calls for major transit 
corridor. 

Promote Lane Use 

infill and intensification. 
connect major institutions. 
support Eastbank Park Master Plan. 

Fiscal Stability 

benefits shared by largest population. 

Engineering Efficiency/Environment 

avoids Ross Island. 
avoids natural eastbank south of Ross Island Bridge. 

Westbank versus Eastbank 

The essential difference between placement of the alignment on 
the Eastbank or the Westbank is that a Westbank alignment would 
allow light rail to serve property directly around the rail 
line, while an Eastbank alignment would provide the spine for a 
major transit system that could serve all of southeast Portland 
(40% of the City's population). The southeast is a proven area 
of ridership potential. The Westbank is a speculative venture. 

., 
• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
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Market demand does not exist to support the proposed development 
of the North Macadam area and the North River District. Paper 
plans do not result in real development, as recent history has 
shown us. These two areas have been in a development mode for 
over 20 years, yet the Convention Center, OMSI, PCC, KPTV, and 
others continue to develop in areas that have prepared for their 
development; not areas who anticipate development. 

For over 40 years, public infrastructure has been built to serve 
new development. This has caused existing urban areas to 
languish from extreme congestion, poor access, and blight. In 
fact, many of Portland's inner-city neighborhoods have lost 
population as market is attracted to new areas made competitive 
by new infra-structure. The same issue faces the region in 
regard to the light rail. Should the light rail be aligned to 
serve new development or support existing neighborhoods and 
their intensification? 

The Westbank/Eastbank issue is particularly troublesome because 
the Westbank is part of an alignment that would ultimately serve 
Lake Oswego and West Linn. New commuter traffic from Clackamas 
County through John's Landing could preclude our ability to 
extend a system to Lake Oswego and beyond because the congestion 
would preclude additional people. 

Ross Island Bridge versus Caruthers Bridge 

Both OMSI/PCC Open Campus/KPTV and the North Macadam area can be 
served by a Caruthers Bridge. A Caruthers Bridge can swing 
south on the westbank to place a station near where a Ross 
Island Bridge would place a station. 

Although the Ross Island Bridge would maximize service to 
speculative real estate ventures, the Caruthers Bridge could 
allow both sides to be served. The Caruthers Bridge would also 
provide an opportunity to serve two proven generators of 
transit--OMSI and Portland Community College. These attractors 
will support ridership throughout the system. Transit station 
development of housing and offices would have relatively small 
transit use, particularly because our regional system does not 
exist. In other words, people will not use transit if it 
doesn't get to where they want to go. 
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An Eastside alignment should go directly east to provide better 
service to inner-city neighborhoods, rather than hug the 
Eastbank along McLoughlin south to Holgate. 

Eastside Connector 

The Eastside Connector should be included in Phase 2 regardless 
of whether a Ross Island or Caruthers Bridge is chosen. The 
Eastside Connector would be relatively inexpensive and would 
accomplish the following objectives: 

o redirect ridership around the transit mall increasing 
its capacity; 

o provide a spine to build an east/west system in 
southeast without overwhelming the transit mall; 

o provide a means for Tri-Met to continue operating the 
north-south system if either the Steel Bridge or the 
CaruthersjRoss Island Bridge is inaccessible; and 

o provide direct service to the Eastbank and Central 
Eastside. (The fact that the majority of Central 
Eastside's employees live in the close-in neighborhood 
provides strong potential for transit ridership.) The 
Central Eastside's ridership is poor due to the 
ineffective service to the District (full buses going 
downtown or out, requirement of transfers, etc.). 

Systems Approach 

A systems approach would integrate light rail, heavy rail, high
speed rail, trolleys, street cars, and jitneys in an operational 
and policy framework. The system would provide the highest 
level of use. Development at light rail stations will not 
provide any ridership unless the system provides residents with 
an opportunity to reach the multitude of destinations that they 
need to access every day. A systems approach would change the 
question from 'if' to 'when' and dramatically reduce the cost 
and stress of this process. 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
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I have reviewed the TECH FACTS sheet "Portland to Milwaukie 
Alternatives" and provide the following considerations: 

Alignment: The alignment south from either the proposed 
Ross Island Bridge or Caruthers Bridge should be examined 
more closely. The staff has apparently determined that the 
best alignment is close to the river until approximately 
Holgate. 

An alignment that goes directly east will have fewer 
impacts on structures and will penetrate the southeast 
neighborhoods more effectively. The right-of-way. costs 
will be less and there are fewer impediments. The 
displacement of 50 structures and any impact on historic 
buildings would be avoided. Perhaps the alignment can 
provide Tri-Met's headquarters with direct light rail 
service. 

Caruthers Bridge: 

o would provide direct service to Hosford-Abernethy 
Neighborhood; 

o may provide better opportunities for Southeast bus 
connections to light rail transit; 

o costs are actually identical to those of the Ross 
Island Bridge at this level of analysis; 

o Caruthers could bend south to avoid the Marquam Bridge 
and provide service further south on the westside; 

o would provide direct service to OMSI, the Portland 
Community College Open Campus, KPTV, the PGE 
development, and the Central Eastside; and 

o could be tied into a Central City Streetcar alignment. 



• 
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o has the same potential for hazardous material sites as 
Caruthers. Both sides of the river have potential for 
hazardous materials. Generally, the Eastside has the 
residuals of a lumber mill and utility storage yards. 
The Westside has the residuals of a lumber mill, 
utility storage yards, a massive ship wrecking site, 
and asphalt processing and storage. The soils on both 
sides are largely fill and need compa"cting for 
construction; and 

o would not provide service to OMSI, Portland Community 
College's Open Campus, KPTV, PGE's development, or the 
Central Eastside. 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
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8736 S.E 9th Avenue 
Portland, OR 97202 
Sept. 11, 1994 

Metro, South/North Study 
Attn. leon Ski1QS 
600 N.E. Grand Avenue 
Portland. OR 97232 
FI~ (503)797-1194 

Dear Mr. Skiles, 

We are writing to voice our support for the South/North 
light-rail expansion. The benefits and convenience of this 
route for our community and for the reg10n are clear. We 
would like to share our concerns and preference for the 
light-rail alignment through the Sellwood neighborhood. 

We live next to a section of ra11road track that is 
pending further Tier 1 ana1ysis and public comment. It ~s 
located south of the Sellwood bridge and north of Highway 
224. Our neighborhood can be characterized as improving. 
M~fty old~, rundown houses have been bought and re~tored by 
young families in the past few years. This 1s a qu1et~ low 
traffic area that 1s close to the river and Oaks Bottom. 
There are very few businesses along the rail road track and 
it is a popular walking and jogging route for neighbors. 
Mr. Samuels bought this section of the Portland Traction 
111g~ment a couple of years ago and aroused 
neighbors'concerns by running trains at a" hours but he has 
since become much more courteous and operates his trains 
infrequently and at reasonable times. We are concerned that 
light-rail alignment though our neighborhood will destroy 
its quiet character and destroy our property values. 

Rather than drastically changing the quality of a 
residential area, we feel it makes much more sense to align 
the South/North light·rail along eXisting "high-traffic" 
routes. Specifically, we favor the alignment that crosses 
the Ross Island bridge and follows McLoughlin Boulevard to 
Highway 224. This route misses Oaks Bottom (an 
environment~l'y sensitive area) and serves many more 
businesses. This alignment for light-ra1l is a win-win 
route for neighbors, bus1nesses~ and the region. 

~~you ~ery much, 
P~~'~~~.J!"'-<\ 

,,/ ~) 
~ . i\:.,., 

ike MCl~/( ~/ 
Ne.tilsh~ Meleron 
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Septcm bcr 12, 1994 

SouthlNorth Transit Corridor Study 
METRO c/o· Leon Skiles 
GOO N.B. Grand Ave. 
Portland, Or 97232 

lJcar Study Committee Members: 

::iep Ij,~iLl ILl:j:..: 
·t 

I am writing to urge that the terminus for South/North Light Rail, Phase 
One, be sHed at Oregon City rather than another location. The Oregon 
Trail Foundation, working in conjunction with Oregon City, C1ackamas 
County, and lhe state and federal governments, is developing a significant 
interpretive facility al Abernethy Grccn, the National End of the Trail 
Historic Site, at the north end of Oregon City. Phase One of this facility 
will open by the end of this year. The first phase of this complex is 
expected to altract approximately 100,000 visitors annually. Many of 
these visitors will be visitors from outside the region who are using 
Convention Center area or downtown lodging. Light rail is essential for 
1his visitor segment. Additionally, large numbers of visitors are cxpc.cted 
to be schoolchildren. With cuts in field trip transportation funds due to 
Measure 5 and lacking light rail connections, many of these students wiJl 
not be able to participate in this hililoric facility. 

However, in the larger view, light rail bas more long lenn significance if it 
comes to Oregon City in Phase One. The master plan for the End of the 
Trail envisions substantial future development of interpretive facilities 
drawing larger audiences, and development of commercial, retail, 
lodging, and residential projects in adjacent areas. These developments, 
coupled with close pl'Oximities to existing services, wiJ1 certainly end up 
being aulodependenl if light rail does not extend to Oregon City. 

J am certain that the End of the Trail projects are not the only ones for 
which this is the case. Oregon City makes sense as a tcnninus because of 
the planned growth and because of its significant location- as the county 
scat, as l;tn existing focus of muniCipal services, and as a connector with 
the river. rail, freeway, and south county roads. 

I would be l~appy to answer questions at your convenience. 

Sincerely, 

David M. Porter 
Executive Director 

cc: Steve Mcck, Board of Dire..clors 

r.o. Box 511 • OREGON CITY, OREGON 97045 • 503/557 .1lSI 

I"'.U1 
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FROM: MEYERS, RADLER, REPLOGLE TO: 503 797 1794 

Metro 
South/North study 
600 NE Orand Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 97232 

Attention: Leon Skiles 

To Whom it May Concern: 

September 13, 1994 

SEP 13, 1994 3:13PM ~344 P.01 

David J. Lefkowitz 
8624 SE 11th street 
Portland, Oregon 97202 

PI ease consider these my comments regarding Metro's 
South/North study. My comments concern the southern portion of the 
line. I believe the line should cross at the Hawthorne Bridge and 
run along McLoughlin Blvd. for several reasons. 

First, crossing at the Hawthorne Bridge would promote business 
development on the East Bank of the Wi 11 amet te in downtown 
Portland. The East Bank is a valuable asset to Portland's inner 
city. Running the LRT along the inner city's East Bank will 
encourage increased retail and pedestrian-friendly development in 
the already commercial area and compliment the City's west Bank. 

It is appropriate to locate the LRT along McLoughlin Blvd. as 
opposed to the Portland Traction Company (PTC) line because 
McLoughlin's Blvd. 's environment is already designed as a commuting 
thoroughfare. In contrast, the PTC line runs along protected 
wetlands and through quieter, residential neighborhoods developed 
outside the commuting corridor. The McLoughlin Blvd. route also 
provides areas where Metro could locate LR'l' parking lots more 
easily, at lower costs and with lesser impact on the character of 
the surroundinQs. 

For these reasons I believe that the southern portion of the 
LRT route should cross at the Hawthorne Bridge and follow 
McLoughlin Blvd" not the PTe. 

Thank you for your consideration of these comments. 

Very truly yours, 

DJL/car 
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90. c. 9itlze/ CZJe// 
9oeigbborbood 9lssocit1Hon 

c/o ober!ff Office CWe.sl CJ>recind 9102 9iigbrDDg 99 CVtJllcouoer. qiJ9J 9<5665 

September 10, 1994 

Mr. Leon Skiles 
SouthlNorth Transit Corridor Study-Project Manager 
Transportation Planning 
Metro 
600 N. E. Grand.Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 97232-2736 

Dear Mr. Skiles: 

The N. E. Hazel Dell Neighborhood Association supports the proposal to study light rail 
transit options for the SouthINorth Transit Corridor, with specific interest in the Clark 
County portion of this study. The Associations' boundaries are currently set as follows: 
South to Vancouver City limits, West to Hazel Dell A venue, North to 104th Street, and 
East to St John's Avenue. If the light rail were to be built north along 1-5 or Highway 
99, it would come right through the heart of our neighborhood association, therefore we 
have a special interest in the proposed options currently being reviewed. 

We have received the Briefing Document-Tier I Technical Summary Report dated 
August 15, 1994, the Tech Facts sheets for each of the study area segments, and a copy 
of the Draft Tier I Final Recommendation Report: Terminus Alternatives dated August 
24, 1994. 

We support the Vancouver to 179th Street Terminus Alternative. This alternative will 
ultimately serve higher ridership and be more cost effective than the Van Mall alternative. 
The alignment favored by the N. E. Hazel Dell Neighborhood Association is along 1-5 
rather than on Highway 99 because of the faster commuting time, lower cost, and reduced 
impact on local neighborhoods and businesses. 

The Project Management Group (PMG) proposes to pursue the SouthINorth Corridor 
Project in two study phases with Phase 1 going North to 99th Street area in Clark County 
and Phase II extending from 99th Street to 134th StreetlWSU area. The Association 
disagrees with this proposal primarily because of the impact that terminating phase I 
somewhere at 99th Street would have on land use and transportation in this area. 
Currently a major Park & Ride facility is located at 134th Street. Transit riders come 
from allover North and Northeast Clark County and from the Felida and Hazel Dell areas 
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to car pool or catch an express bus into Portland. If the terminus for light rail becomes 
99th Street then the people currently using the 134th Street Park & Ride facilities will no 
longer use that facility, but park at a Park & Ride lot near 99th Street. The 99th Street 
Park & Ride lot will not only serve Hazel Dell Area, but all of North Clark County. We 
have a major transit terminus currently at 134th Street and when Phase I of light rail is 
built it should be to 134th Street to serve the transit needs of WSU, Salmon Creek area, 
Fairgrounds, and North Clark County residents. Hazel Dell and Felida commuters can 
catch the light rail at 99th street or 78th Street, thus relieving pressure on the 134th Street 
Terminus. 

The N. E. Hazel Dell Neighborhood Association also proposes that there be two study 
phases, but Phase I going North would be to 134th StreetIWSU and Phase II would 
extend from 134th Street to 179th StreetlFairgrounds. If this is not a viable option, then 
light rail should end in Vancouver, with an Expanded Bus System for Clark County which 
would interconnect with light rail. A future option may be to expand light rail from 
Vancouver to 134th Street as part of Phase II or a new Phase. 

Thank you for this opportunity to provide you with our comments regarding the 
SouthINorth Corridor Transit Study. 

Sincerely, 

cfLc~iM..!:1J,v: .(8"J,td'u 
Douglas W. Ballou . 
President 
3 109 NE 96th Street '-
Vancouver, WA 98665 
573-3314 

-
Doni L. Ulman 
Vice President 
9211 NE 15th Avenue, K135" 
Vancouver, WA 98665 
576-9239 

Executive Board 
9211 NE 15th Avenue, E161 
Vancouver, W A 98665 
576-0837 

~tfLtd-!~~ 
Harvey Holi n 
Board Member 
3016 NE 98th Circle 
Vancouver, WA 98665 
574-0047 
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SEP-13-19940S:01 CLACKAMAS COMt1UN I TY COLL. 

.'''., #-a AI.#IU Ja ..... AI .. -.l1li.- ~~..,.,..,. 
.. COMMUNITY COLLEGE 

Office of the President, ext. 240 1 

september ~3, 1994 

Leon Skyles 
600 NE Grand 
Portland, OR 97232 

Dear Mr. Skyles: 

503 655 5153 P.01/01 

I would like to support the option of the light rail to Clackamas 
County to run through Milwaukie, the North Clackamas Town Center, 
and extend to Oregon City. Even if the Oregon City terminus is a 
second phase, I believe this is necessary and important for the 
long-term development of this area. I also would like to see 
light rail terminate close to Clackamas community College, which 
means it might want to terminate on the hill area in Oregon City. 

As you know, we do have a major center located off of Harmony 
Road near the Oregon Institute of Technology and the new aquatic 
center. This area has become a major educational hub, and a 
light rail conneotion would assist many people in accessing ~hese 
important services. 

Thank you for asking our opinion on this important matter. Good 
luck on the continuing planning process. We are always available 
to help address other questions that will undoubtedly arise! 

Sincerely, 

s.J~ 

JSK/kdr 

19600 South Molalla Avenue Oregon City, OR 97045 
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September 13 •. 1994 

To: Leon Skiles, Project Manager 
SIN Transit Corridor Study 
Metro 

Re: lier I Recommendations 

PAGE 01 

The Hosford·Abernethy Neighborhood Association's Executive Board voted on September 5, 1994 to make 
the following recommendations regarding SIN river crossings and alignment. The Executive Board voted 4-0 
with 1 abstention to fOlWard this recommendation to our full board for ratification on September 15. but we 
wanted to make sure our tentative recommendation was known to you before the Steering Group meets on 
September 14. 

The following are the HAND Executive Board recommendations: 

• We feel strongly that the Caruthers Bridge should be the river crossing. for a number of reasons. 
• We believe that OMSlls a major attraction for our region and as an out-of-town tourist destination. It 
Should be served by LAT. 
• A new campus of Portland community College is currently going through a zone change hearing 
process to site a Workforce Training Center near OMS!. It should be served by LRT with connections to 
an LRT station at the Caruthers Bridgehead. 
• Furthermore, a Caruthers crossing would serve to anchor the southem end of the proposed Eastbank 
Riverfront Park. The master plan for that park envisions a major activity node near OMSI including a com
munity center, an open-air market. and performance space located along the river north of OMSI. A 
Caruthers Bridge would serve this emerging activity node between the Hawthorne and Ross Istand 
Bridges. A Ross Island Bridge crossing would miss this area entirely, especially if the middle of Ross 
Island alignment were chosen. 
• Caruthers offers an opportunity to serve the industrial employers in the area. It could serve as the south
ern terminus of improvements to the commercial spine of the Central Eastside - SE Grand and MLK. 

• We recommend that the Mcloughlin alignment be chosen, as it serves the inner Southeast neighbor
hoods the best. Ever since the Mt. Hood freeway monies were spent on the Banfield light rail, SE has 
been lOOking for answe~ to the ever increasing flow of traffic through our area by suburban commuters. 
The boulevard improvements to Powell are already over-capacity. Without LRT in a Southeast alignment, 
. and with no other arterial improvements on the horizon. SE neighhborhoods will continue to see increas. 
ing commuter traffic. At the same time, we would like to be able to use LRT ourselves, and for this reason 
we are interested in further study of the design option InvoMng the Souttiem· Pacific and Brooklyn-Yards 
alignment. This would begin to serve the residential areas of our own neighborhood, and eQuid penetrate 
better into the fabric of the Brooklyn and Moreland neighborhoods. It could also serve some major 
employers nearby, such as PGE, Tri·Met and Fred Meyer. 

Thank you for your consideration, and we hope to continue our involvement in this SIN process. 

GB:re \ 

Hosford .. Abemethy Neighborhood Development A550datlon 
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Leon Skiles 
Study Project Manager 
South/North Transit Corridor 
Metro 
600 N.E. Grand Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 97232-2736 

715 S.E. Lexington Street 
Portland, Oregon 97202 
September 8, 1994 

I am in favor of the LRT line which travels on the west side of the Willamette River along 
Macadam Avenue and reaches the east side by way of a new bridge in the vicinity of the 
present Sellwood Bridge. 

This alignment uses the public's investment in the Jefferson Street line along with 
providing access to the major shopping area around Johns Landing plus supplying potential 
service to the planned developments under the Marquam and Ross Island Bridges. I am aware 
of the opposition from my neighborhood association to a new Sellwood Bridge but feel that a 
transit only structure should address most of their fears. The transit only bridge should 
contain adequate pedestrian and bicycle facilities since the current Sellwood Bridge 
structure is wholly inadequate for those that bike or walk. 

Edward Immel 
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September 12, 1994 

Leon Skiles 
Project Manager 
South/North Transit Corridor Study 
Metro 
600 NE Grand Avenue 
Portland OR 97232-2736 

Dear Mr. Skiles: 

The Lake Oswego Redevelopment Agency (''LORA'') has unanimously adopted 
a position supporting the Sellwood Bridge option for the light Rail Transit 
e'LRT") Corridor River Crossing. LORA, composed of the members of the 
Lake Oswego City Council, believe that the Sellwood Bridge LRT is most 
beneficial to our community, as well as the north Macadam redevelopment area, 
and John's Landing. 

In addition, the Sellwood Bridge option brings LRT further south so that at that 
point in the future when light rail is extended to Lake Oswego and West Linn, 
the cost of that project will be considerably less. 

While the LORA/City is cognizant that the concentration of population is not 
now evident, in the Dunthorpe/Lake Oswego/West Linn area, our singular 
transportation route (Highway 43) is congested and the ongoing pursuit of 
alternative transportation modes is needed, particularly, in light of the potential 
development expected in this area. 

We appreciate your consideration of our position. 

ALS/sms 

Sincerely, 

Alice L. Schlenker 
Chair 
Lake Oswego Redevelopment Agency 

c: Members of the Lake Oswego Redevelopment Agency 
The Honorable Jill Thorn, Mayor, City of West Linn 

380 U AU A venue • Post Office Box 369 • Lake Oswego, Oregon 97034 • (503) 635-0235 • FAX (503) 635-0269 



• • • • • • • • • • • • • a 
• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • (I. 

• • .. 
• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

SUBJECT: NORTH CORRIDOR LIGHT RAIL 
'·OVERLOOK' IN nils MEMORANDU't'I REFERS TO ntE ORIGINAL OVERLOOK 

DISTRICT BOl.NCED BY N. INTERSTATE ON ntE EAST, N. SKIDMORE ON 

'11£ NOR'11i, N. OVERLOOK BLVD. ON n£ SOU1H, AND N. OVERLOOK BLVD.' 

r.£LROSE DRIVE CX\f 1HE WEST. 

~ 200 FT. WOODED HILLSIDE TO N. GREELEY AND N. GOING 

'k PRESENT NO. 5 BUS STOPS 

@ PROPOSED L J GHT RAJ L STOPS . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
We have attended meetings, joined committees, written letters and made telephone 
calls - we have been talking and no one has been listening. Cynics say that the 
decision on light rail was made months ago and that the committees and hearings are 
only to satisfy the whole planning process. At any rate, here we go again! 
DUPLICATION: Unlike east and west light rail, north corridor will be duplicating 
the service which is already in place - "Bus No.5 on Interstate with its 20 stops 
and the express C-Tran on 1-5. The C-Tran bus could easily be extended past the 
present route in Washington . 
INACCESSIBILITY: We presently have 20 bus stops on N. Interstate with Bus No.5. 
Light rail will give us only 4. How can anyone be so naive as to think that this 
will not have an impact on our travel time and our liveability? The suggested 
shortened No.5 bus route, which would involve travelling a few blocks north or 
south, and transferring to light rail, is a classic example of the complete lack of 
understanding and total disregard for the problems of the bus rider! 
It should be mandatory for EVERYONE who is active in planning and making decisions on 
Portland's transit system to ride the bus to and from work and grocery shop on Tri 
Met. We need someone who is IIwa lking in our mocassins ll and knows \'lhat it is like to 
walk 10 blocks to a bus or stand on a street corner, at all hours of the day or 
night, waiting for a transfer. PROBABLY THE ONLY PERSON WHO WOULD UNDERSTAND IS 
OUR MAYOR VERA KATZ!!! 
PURPOSE of public transit should be to transport citizens of the area to their place 
of work, local businesses, schools, etc. Light rail will discontinue our present 
direct service to Jantzen Shopping Center, to our only store (Fred Meyer on N. Inter
state and N. Lombard) and to downtown Portland (including PSU, Central Library, etc.). 
Oh, yes, we could transfer to and from the shortened No.5 bus which would add 
.15 minutes to our travel time - while Vancouver residents would be whizzing by on 
their express line to ·Portland! 
IMPACT of light rail on our neighborhood would be devastating. Sixty-plus long-time 
Port1and residents apparently will be displaced along the alignment. The few businesses 
we now have will be removed or seriously affected. N. Interstate (our only access_ 
to the rest of the city) will be torn up. And increased traffic throughout our 
neighborhood, with its narrow streets will be disastrous. 
CONCLUSION: Our Overlook district is unique - it is an lIisland ll with 480 residences 
entirely dependent on N. Interstate for access to the rest of the city. Overlook 
consists entirely of single famiiy dwellings and is one of the closest residential 
neighborhoods to downtown Portland - with a No.5 bus travel time of 10-15 minutes. 
To inflict the disastrous effects of light rail on our area would be unconscionable. 

RECOMMENDATION: No build. 

SUBMITTED BY: June A. Roberts, 4016 N. Castle Avenue, Portland OR 97227 
9 September 1994 
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METRO, North-South Study 
Att: Leon Skiles 
600 NE Grand Ave. 
Portland, Oregon 97232 

Dear Mr. Skiles, 

11 September 1994 

Thank you for your invitation to contrisute to the. evaluation of North-South Light 
Rail (LR) routes. I am a former long-time Portland resident who used MAX with 
pleasure and some frequency, and who maintains an interest in the development of 
transportation alternatives, especially light rail. I am hastening to respond 
by your deadline of the 13th, which I saw on the 6th in the OREGONIAN, a publication 
I do not regularly read. Without more time, I am able at the moment only to ask 
several preliminary questions, which are certainly not original with me, but seem 
important nonetheless: 

1) Can the downtown Portland grid and existing transit mall handle North-South 
LR in addition to East- and Westside MAX and the additional buses necessary by 
2015? If not, shouldn't the study include alternatives to accommodate them (subway, 
additional dedicated surface streets, or something else)? 

2) Will the route-selection criteria include proximity to potential riders and 
to ~portant travel destinations? As to potential riders of North-South LR, I 
would probably consider for special. study the alternatives of 1-5 vs. Interstate, 
1-5 vs. 99 in Vancouver, and 224/1-5 vs. MCLoughlin. (Incidentally, it seems as 
if 1-5 and 99 through downtown VanCQuver have been reversed on your map.) This 
question arises because of the fact that a large part of the Westside LR route 
(tunnel-Sunset Hwy.) goes where no one lives or works; a different route could 
have provided service to PSU, the Health Sciences complex, and a larger number 
of potential riders. 

I hope to have an opportunity to offer some more detailed comments at a future 
t~e. Meanwhile, could you please add my name to your mailing list? Thanks! 

P.O. Box 140 
Oceanside, Oregon 
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SEP 14 '94 11:18AM CITY OF BEAVERTON P.2 

TO: Project Management Gro 
south/North Transit Co 

FROM: Portland Light Rail St dy; Community Working Group #1. 

DATE: September 14, 1994 

SUBJ: Position Summary of Su port for the McLoughlin alignment 

f the Goals of Commu Grou 1 
strongly supports the cons ru~ion of the south/North LRT project. It has 

the potential of meeting the id ntified goals of the group. We want to 
maintain the quality of life in our growing city, and to alleviate the traffic 
congestion and air pollution th t are products of unplanned growth. We believe 
in directing future growth in w ys that will result in appropriate transit
oriented development, and provi ing transit access to Southeast Portland 
residents and employers alike, hile protecting the integrity of neighborhoods. 

S atement of Su rt for the Mc 
CWGl supports the McLoughlin Al gnment because it is the alignment that best 
meets our goals and brings more of 'the benefits of light rail transit to 
southeast neighborhoods. This ould be the last opportunity to change 
McLoughlin from a basic freeway into a multi-modal transportation corridor. 
The group wishes to make the fo lowing recommendations regarding specific 
alignment options and river cro sings: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

CWGl strongly supports the 
goals by providing a high 1 
central-eastside neighborho 
several opportunities for t 
on the westside-Marquam Bri 
(if that option is selected 
-Holgate Triangle', between 

CWGl has identified the -Ro 
meets only a few of the gro 
impacts to the Brooklyn nei 
option chosen. While it se 
adequately serve the centra 
support the origin and dest 
although it could provide a 
Island' option should be co 

CWGl does not support 
alignment because it does n 
ridership, the lack of deve 
natural resource and histor 

CWG1 is opposed to the Maca 
crOSSing in particular. Th 
The alignment will not serv 
edge of the Sellwood distri 
appears to have important n 
includes the intrusion of a 
associated traffic, noise a 
the larger neighborhood in 

Caruthers Bridge' option as best meeting our 
vel of access to the residents and employers of 
ds. This alternative also appears to provide 
ansit-oriented development by locating stations 
ge area, in the OMSI area, the Brooklyn Yards 
, and the area the group has identified as the 
McLoughlin and 17th Ave. 

s Island Bridge- crossing option as one that 
p'S goals and brings with it possible negative 
hborhood, depending on the specific design 
ves a portion of southeast, it does not 
-eastside area. Therefore, this option cannot 
nation travel from as many southeast locations, 
station in the -Holgate Triangle'. The -Ross 
sidered as the group's distant second choice. 

the Portland Traction Company (Oaks Bottom) 
t meet the stated goals. Problems such as low 
opment opportunities and negative impacts to 
c areas have been identified by the group. 

am alignment in general and the Sellwood Bridge 
s route meets none of the goals of the group_ 
southeast Portland except merely to skirt the 

t before it reaches Milwaukie. The crossing 
gativa impacts to the Sellwood area. This 
new auto and transit bridge into Sellwood with 
d other impacts both to historic buildings and 
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SEP 14 '94 12:22 FROM CLACKAMAS 

September 9,1994 

METRO 
SoutblNorth Study 
Attention: Leon Skiles . 
600 N.E. Grand Avenue 
Portl~ OR 97232 

Re: Clackamas Town Center ILRT 

Dear Mr. Skiles: 

PAGE.001 

~ 
TOWN CENTER 

MtmJJgf'l by: [ants Lltrtg wootton Rettril Man4gemelft il'lC-
1093 ClACKAMAS TOWN CENTER 

12000 S.E. s2ND AVENUE 
PORTIAND, OR 97266 

(SOl) 653-6913 FAX (503) 653-7251 

On behalf of the new ownership of Clackamas Town Center, I would like to provide 
comments with. respect to the cunent Light Rail Transit (LRT) Study. 

We support the concept ofLRT to the Clackamas Town Center Area. However~ we are 
concerned with what affect it may have on parking and traffic circulation (on/off site), 
existing transit (i.e., bus), services/facilities, and other site/operational issues. 

As you are aware, we have retained Mackenzie/Saito &. Associates (architects, engineers, 
and planners) to assist us in monitoring the on-going LRT study. We look forward to 
reviewing the information which has been prepared to date regarding specific aligmnents, 
location of stations/park and ride facilities, and other elements. 

Please call Tom Wright (Mackenzie/Saito & Associates, 224-9570) or me if you have any 
questions. 

Sincerely, 

~~. 
JayB.~~M 
General Manager 

JBL/cw 
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MOBA MEDIA INC 

LIGHT RAIL MEET 

KEX RADIO PORTLAND 

SEPl'EMBER 8, 1994; 7:02 AM 

BOXl_ 
PORn.AND OR 

f11JI11 

NEWSCASTER: Oregon and Washington officials met last night in Vancouver to 
talk about a shortened north-south light rail route. It's the second of three joint 
meetings to discuss the project. 

They also took testimony. One Vancouver resident told the panel he'd like to see a 
light rail twmel under the Columbia River J even if it means a higher price tag. 

SpeQ/Nr interjecAons whiM did !lOt contribute to context 01' c14rifty of the broadcast 11Uly not be 
included itJ this tra1&8CTiption. M4Wi<U provided by Moba Media, Inc.. may be U8ed fo,. 

internol t"euiew, anal.ysis or researc1L only. Any edi.fi7!i1, reproduction. publicalion, rehrocu:ZctiBt 
or cablecast. public showing, or public diapla, may violate copyright laws and is forbidden. 

1m 109fi169filS9 

" " " " 
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Oregon 
City 
rail bid 
backed 
.A majority of speakers at a 
pubUc meeUng say the proposed 
Ught-raJlllne should not stop at 
Clackamas Town Center 

By DENNIS McCARTHY 

oITbfOt.,.,.".wr CJ -"7- .... 'i 
MILWAUKIE - TheIr lIIOSUie 

seemed, IImple enoUih: Make Ore- . 
8011 City the end ot the northIsouth 
Ught·rail Une. 

A maJority ot business representa. 
tlves, residents and city otllcIals 
speaIdnc at a public' meet1Dc here 
TuescJay n18ht told Metro ofllclals 
that the propoaed llgbt-rall Une 
.should not stop at Clackamas Town 
Center, but follow the Intamate 205 
con14or Into Oregon City. 

One speaker even auaested it go 
beyond downtown Oregon City -
slightly. 

"My suggestion Is that it tenn1-
nate In south Oregon City, In the 
Clackamas Community CoUeeeJRed 
Solla erea." orrered Mark Luedtke, 
an Estacada resident who also Is 
running Cor the Clackamas Gaunty 
board ot colDDllssloner8 In Novem
ber: 

Luedtke found several supporters 
among the approximate SO persons 
who gathered at St. Johns Episcopal 
Church. The public meettne was the 
nrst ot three meetings ltaged by 
Metro this week to gather comments 
on the shortened light·rail Une rec
ommended by Metro planners that 
would' stretch roUllhlY !him 99th 
Street In Vancouver to Clackamas 
Town Center. 

Metro ftll\l1'e8 that section could 
cost $2.8 billion. Tri-Met Is submit· 
tIng a $47S ml1lIon bond measure to 
Portland-area voters In November to 
help pay for the proposed IIght·mll 
lino. 

'11"'1I1I1! ulhc:r tlllllll most IIllCIlkcl'II 
1IGn:cd 011 Tuesday was thai thll line 
should not be built down busy 
McLoughlin Boulevard. , 
, Punky Lacey Scott, owner of The 
Bomber Restaurant Just south of 
MIiWlluklc, IIIId Ihc'slnvolvcd In ot· 
forta to restore the old 801'7 bomber 
out alonI McLouahlln Cor a future 
museum. 

"If you put a lIght·raIl Uno clown 
(tho middle 00 that street, I'm In bta 
trouble: Scott aatd. She aa1d that 
her buslnela anel. others along the 
boulevard would dar by havln& 
their access cut orr or lImlted by the 
rallllne. 

Several other speakers, Inclucl.lng 
a few with businesses 011 McLough. 
lin Boulevard. agreed with Scott, 
saying It makes more seDI8 to follow 
Oregon 224 to Clackamas Town Cell
Ier and theD down the 1-205 corridor 
to Oregon City, than ODe lon& 
stra!gbt shot down Mc:LoughUn. 

But Jim Howell, represantlnc a 
group called Cit1zeDa Cor Better 
TransIt, spoke In favor ot an Orqon 
City terminus via McLou&hlln- How· 
ell called plana to·fUll the Uno !him 
Milwaukie to Clackamaa Town Cell· 
ter a "boondoggle" Cor cl.evelopers 
hoping to build resldeDCes and busi· 
nesses around the town ceDtei' and 
SllllllY8ide areas. ' 

JOM Hartsock, business manager 
for the North Clackamaa Parka " 
RecreatioD District, aa1d the cI.Istrlct 
favors the Clackamas Town CeDter 
route because It would better I8rYe 
Ilia 11I."I~". now mlllUmllllClIlo 
dollar AqWlUc Park on SoUthOll8t 
1Ilinnony Rood. HIIrtIIock aold G1 
percent of the AqauUc Park users 
are !him out ot the district. 

West LInn Mayor Jill Thorn, urged 
Metro to sel~ Oregoll City as the 
southerD termlnus. 

POI1Iand. OR 
(MuIInornah Co.) 
OregonIan 
(Cir. D. 337,672) 
(CIr. S. 440,923) 

.SEP 5199j, 

Meetings will revieW.pians 
for shortened ligbt rail 
i ProposeIa to shorten the , 
~ north/8OI1th ltght-rall 
woject will be aired ~ at 
three public meetings. 
• The shorter line would run 
~ Hazel DeU. north orVan
couver, to Clackamas Town Cen
ter. AI envisioned by Metro', 
P\anDers, addItloll&l segments 
~uJd be added later, with plan
iI1ng starting well before con· == c:ompletedOll the 

,1'OrJaInally, the plan looked at tan service as far as Oregon City 
!!1 the south and the Clark Coun
tY FaIrgrounds on the north. But 
~ saytbat would add con

, S(derable cost but result In 1im
(tecI. extra ridership. 

,::, The public meetings will be at ' 
, • MllwaukIe: 6 to 8 p.m. Tues-
, iIM'; St. Johns Eplscopal ChIll'Ch, 
, 2il36 s.E. JelIersoD St. 
.• Vancouver': 6 to 8 p.m., ' 
, WecIn.esday, Shumway MIddle ' 

School, 3101 MaIn St. 
, Ii Portland: IIOOll to 2 p.m. and 5 
, tD 8 p.m., Thursday, ()regoD Coil· 

veDt10n Center Room AlO4, at m 
N.E.'Mert!n Luther KIng Jr. 
Blvd. . 

InfOrmatioll on bus routes to 
the meetings Is available !him 
Tri-Met at 238-RIDE In Port1and, 
and froDI C-Tran at~1231n 
Vancouver. 
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THE OREGONIAN, FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 9, 1994 

Communio/ 
news and 
features 

. Citizens support light rail, somewhere 
.A1though many want to see the 
transit system expand north and 
south of Portland, they disagree 

, on what routes to use 

By EUGENE RASHAD . 

Most participants at a public meet
Ing Tbursday agreed on the benefits 
of expanding Ught rail to the north 
and south of Portland. 

" 

But there was IItUe consensus on 
what route it should follow. 

People gathered at the Oregon 
Convention Center to express their 
opinions about light rail to local 

leaders. It was day three of a series 
of publle hearings, whlch began 
'nlesday In MUwaukle and moved 
Wednesday to Vancouver, Wash. 

"I support the 'Caruthers Bridge' 
Idea," said Jim Howell with ClIIzens 
for Better TranslL That option 
would call for buDding a new span 
under the Marquam Bridge from the 
South Waterfront District to south 
ofOMSL 

"It" close enough that It would 
serve OMSI and the Inner-eastslde 
Industrial area," he said. . 

Historically, Inner-clty areas have 
been overlooked In favor of new de
velopment on the west side of the 
river, said Fred M. Gerber of North
east Portland. 

"We need to provide service to· 
where people are. It's an Issue be
tween the rIeh and the poor," he 
said. 

The eastside Is a Iow-cost option 
for people, and their transportation 
needs should be constdered even 
more, Gerber said. 

The purpose of lbe series of meet
In&a is to aet Input from PorUand
Vancouver area residents on a rec
ommeDdation on light-rail expan
sion generated· by the SouthjNorth 
TransIt Conidor Study. TrI·Met, the 
city of Portland and surrounding 
counties partlelpated In the study, 
which looked at the region's future 
transportation needs with projected 
population growth and traffic con-

gestiOIL • 
The study recommended expan

sion of the light-rail system trom 
Milwaukie Inlo downtown Portland, 
either on the westside or the 
eastside, crossing over the WIIJam. 
ette River on a ramp on the Haw
thorne, Ross Island or Sellwood 
bridges. 

ExIsting eastside routes near the 
Memorial CoUseum would extend 
north to the Inlerstate Avenue corri
dor, through downtown Vancouver 
to 134th StreeL 

Tbe Idea of extending north using 
Interstete Avenue. also Is a reasona· 
ble approach, said BUI Medak, an as
sistant director with Kaiser Perma· 
nente. 

He supported light rail In the In
terstate Avenue corridor, aug· 
mented by feeder bus systems. 

"We favor an alignment In the me
dian of North Interstate Avenue," 
he said. Medalt opposed any wid
ening oflnterstate Avenue to accom
modate changes, ssyIng that would 
affect auto and pedestrian access to 
KaIser's medical facilities. 

PublIC testimony is the Drs! stage 
of. process that will end with more 
recommendations from •. citizens 
advisory committee, local omelals 
and TrI·MeL 

In November, .TrI·Met will put a 
$475 miUion bond measure before 
the voters for approval to pay for 
the project. 
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MOBA MEDIA INC 
Oregon's broadcast monitoring service 

METRO TALKING NORTH-SOUTH RAIL LINE 

KGW CHANNEL 8 PORTLAND 

SEPTEMBER 7,1994; 11:11 PM 

(503) 223-1677 

BOX 1593 
PORTLAND OR 

f11'l111 

NEWSCASTER TRACY BARRY: It's still on the drawing board, but Metro is 
making noise about a north-south light rail line. It's getting public input on the 
idea of running the line between Clackamas Town Center and 99th Street in Clark 
County. It is also open to ideas about the route along the way. Tonight's meeting 
was in Vancouver, and it didn't draw too many people. But several who did show 
up wanted to make sure the route would be practical for people who commute to 
and from work. 

MEETING PARTICIPANT: The majority of people that travel in the peak times 
are trying to go to or from work. Those are the people that will support this 
financially on bond issues. 

NEWSCASTER: There is two more meetings tomorrow; one at noon and one at five 
at the Oregon Convention Center. You can also send written comments to Metro 
until September 13th. 

Speaker interjections which did not contribute to context or clarity of the broadcast may not be 
included in this transcription. Material provided by Moba Media, Inc., may be used for 

internal review, analysis or research only. Any editing, reproduction, pUblication, rebroadcast 
or cablecast, public showing, or public display may violate copyright laws and is forbidden. 

me 109/,159,169/ . 
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The South/North T ronsit 
Corridor Study is managed by 
Nletro in cooperation with: 

City of Gladstone 

City of Milwaukie 

City of Portland 

City of Van~ouver 

Clackamas County 

Clark County 

C-TRAN 

Multnomah County 

Oregon City 

Oregon Department 
af Transportation 

Southwest Washington 
Regianol Transportation 
Coun~il 

Tri-Met 

Washington 
State Department 
of T ronspartation 

METRO 

NarroYling the Optio~s 
SouthlNorth reconunendation for further light-rail study: 
Clackamas Town Center to 99th Street in Clark County 

W hether you're new to the SouthlNorth Transit 
Corridor Study or someone who has participated for 

some time, your input is important. The following questions 
and answers are provided to help explain the recommendation 
and how decisions are made. 

. Why are _ .tudylng light rail traMit (LRT) in the 
South/North corridor? Our region is growing last. The 
entire SouthlNorth corridor is experiencing high IeveJs of 
growth in population, employment and traffic congestion. 
Light rail could relieve many of the problems associated with 
that growth. The analysis has found that by the year 2015, 
SouthlNorth light rail could carry approximately 60,000 trips 
a day, could prevent more than 721 tons of air pollution a year 
and, during rush hour, would be &seer than a car. 

What other areas of the region would be served 
by South/Narth light rail? Downtown Milwaukie, 
downtown Portland, the Blazer Arena, North Portland (near 
Interstate and 1-5),Jantzen Beach, Downtown Vancouver and 
into HazeJ Dell, Wash. 

Why wa. a light rail line between Clackamas 
Town Center and the vicinity of 99th Street recom
mended for further study? Project staff determined that 
a light rail line between these poinlS provides a cost-eft'ective 
solution to corridor problems. A shortel' light rail1ine (one 
stopping within downtown Milwaukie or downtown 
Vancouver) would leave many of the transportation problems 
and land-use opportunities within the two counties 
unaddressed. 

Could the light rail line be extended south to 
Oregon City and north to 134th Street in Clark 
Coun~ Yes. Project staffhave also recommended that after 
a study of the core SouthlNorth light rail line is complete, the 
region should study extensions to Oregon City and to the 134th 
Street area (in the vicinity of the Washington State University 
branch campus c:utrently under construction). 

Since thue are " recommendatioM," who will 
make the final determination on whot to 5tucIy 
further? After more public comment is received, further 
recommendations will be made by project staff, the study 
Citizens Advisory Committee, the Steering Group (made up 
of local e1ected and appointed ofticials), and by each of the 
participating cities, counties and Tri-Met. Fmal approval of 
those recommendations will be made by the Metro Council 
and the C-'fRAN Board of Directors. 

Are th .... light rail alignment choicu that need 
to be narrawed? Yes, these are called alignment alternative. 
They define possible routes where light rail could operate. 
The ones that have been studied are illustrated on the adjacent 
map. Following further public comment, project staff will 
recommend which alignment alternatives should be studied 
further. One alignment recommendation that has already been 
made is to no longer study an abandoned rail1ine (the Oak 
Grove portion of the Portland Traction Company alignment) 
south of Milwaukie and east of McLoughlin Boulewrd. 

Besidu light rail, what other altemative. will be 
.tudied further? As part of the study of the SouthINorth 
corridor, light rail will be compared to a no-buiId altem2tive 
(making no transit improvemenlS) and an expansion of the 
Tri-Met and C-'fRAN bus systemS. 

How would the South/North light rail be poid for? 
In November, the region's voters will have an opportunity to 
vote on Tri-Met's proposed $475 million bond measure. A 
portion of the total project COSIS would come &om this bond 
measure, if approved. The financing program anticipates 
these funds would match a SO percent share &om the federal 
government and other contributions &om the states of Oregon, 
Washington and &om residenlS ofCJarkCounty. 

How can I get more information about the 
alternativu currently being studied? Call Metro at 
(503) 797-1745 or C-TRAN at (206) 7SO-TRIP. We will send 
you tcc:hnic:al &ct sheets on each of the alternatives currently 
under study. H you want, we will also place you on the 
SouthlNorth mailing list. 

-CIOto 
1791h 

_ ............... . 
.......... - ....... .... 

M4p iIJtIstrtzus SuuthlNurtb prujea staff rtcvmmerullrtiun ~ 
stutJ.y LKI' bm;em the CItJduimas TO'IIm Center artII tmd the 
vidnity of99th Street in CiIIrl: County. Possible 1'III/teS berwetn 
tbtst points fIrt tdso slxnJm. 

Public meetings 
Come to a public meeting to 
let local leaders know your 
concerns and preferences. 
Please keep your commenlS 
brief (about three minutes) so 
that everyone who wanlS to 
can be heard. H you can't 
make it to one of the meetings 
or if you have 1engthy detailed 
commenlS to submit, send us 
a letter. Address commenlS to 
Metro, SouthINorth Study, 
attention Leon Skiles, 600 
NE Grand Ave., Portland, 
OR 97232 or &x to (503) 
797-1794. Muuucwe 
receive your comments by 
5 p.m.,Tuesday. September 
13.1994. 

Milwaukie 
5-8p.m. 
Tuesday, Sept. 6 
St.Johns Episcopal Church 
2036 SE Jefferson St. 

Vancouver 
5-8p.m. 
Wednesday, Sept. 7 
Shumway Middle School 
3101 MainSt. 

Portland 
Noon - 2 p.m. and 
5 -8p.m. 
Thursday, Sept. 8 
Oregon Convention Center 
777 NEMLKingJr. Blvd. 
RoomAI04-105 
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" METRO News release 
600 NE Grand Ave. 
Portland, OR 97232-2736 

- (503) 197-1700 

From the Office of Public and Government Relations -
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SouthfNorth recommendation for further light rail study: 
Ciackamas 'town Center to 99th Street in Clark County 

The South/North Transit Corridor Study Steering Committee will hold a series of 
public meetings around the region on Sept. 6, 7 and 8. Public feedback is-being 
sought to the Project Management Group's draft recommendation that identifies the 
vicinity of Clackamas Town Center as the southern teIminus an9 the vicinity of 99th 
Street in Clarlc County as the northern terminus. Public comment on proposed light
rail alignment alternatives throughout the corridor is also sought. 

Comments received at the public meetings, as well as those submitted in writing, 
will be considered by the Project Management Group, the Citizens Advisory Com
mittee and the Soutb/North Steering Group prior to each group's adoption of a final 
recommendation. 

The narrowed choices will be studied further in TIer IT and in the Draft Environ
mental Impact Statement, where they will be compared to a no-build and improved 
bus service alternative. 

The meetings are scheduled as follows: 

Milwaukie 

Vancouver 

Portland 

5 to 8 p.rn. 
Thesday, Sept. 6 

5 to 8 pin. 
Wednesday, Sept. 7 

St. Johns Episcopal Church 
2036 SE Jefferson St. 

Shumway Middle School 
3101 Main St. 

Noon to 2 p.m. and 5 to 8 p.m. Oregon Corivention Center 
Thursday, Sept. 8 777 NE M.L King Jr. Blvd. 

Room AI04-IOS 
-more-



,.. 

Technical staff from Metro and Tri-Met will be available at an adjoining open house to 
answer questions and provide technical information. 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • 
If you are unable to attend one of the. scheduled meetings, please send your written com- : 

ments to Metro by 5 p.m. Tuesday, Sept. 13. Comments should be addressed to Leon Skiles, • 
Soutb/North Transit Corridor Study, Metro, 600 NE Grand Ave., Portlarid, OR 97232. Or • 
fax your comments to (503) 797-1794. . • 

For fact sheets or more information, call Metro at (503) 797-1757. For Tri-Met bus routes 
to the meetings, call (503) 238-RIDE. For C-TRAN buS routes in Vancouver, call (206) 695-
0123 or 1-800-562-1628. 

### 

• • • • • • • • • • • •• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
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Planners recommend Vancouver~Clackamas Town Center light-rail line 
Planners for a proposed Vancou

ver to Clackamas County light-rail 
line are recommending a "cheap" 
&2.8 billion project now that can be 
~xpanded in a few years. 

At a recent meeting of the South
North Transit Corridor Project's Cit
izen Advisory Committee, project 
manager Leon Skiles said senior 
3taff is recommending it extend ini
tially from 88th Street in Vancouver, 

Wash., to Clackamas Town Center 
by way of Milwaukie. 

The staff also is recommending a 
second phase to the line to extend it 
to 134th Street in the north and Ore
gon City in the south. 

The project's projected bu.dget is 
$2.8 billion, with $475 million each 
coming from a local bond measure 
on the November ballot and the 
states of Oregon' and Washington, 

with the balance from a hoped-for 
federal appropriation. 

"There was a strong recognition 
that $2.8 billion could not extend the 
rail line to Oregon City in view of 
everything else the region wanted to 
do with this project," Skiles said. "It 
was felt that phasing was the best 
approach in the long run. It makes it 
more likely to happen." 

Committee members from the two 

. "~.' 

affected regions were skeptical. 
Irene Park of Clackamas County 
protested, "When you have people 
from Estacada, Molalla and Canby 
coming to state offices in Oregon 
City, the terminus will be a shop
ping center? I don't get it." 

Skiles replied that staff "didn't 
feel the data was compelling to g9 to 
Oregon City" at this time. It found 
the route to Clackamas Town Center 

"more cost-effective." 
Michael Mulkey of Oregon Cit: 

said he could live with the decisiOl 
"as long as Phase Two in fact ha: 
some teeth in it." . 

Pursuing this, ~ommittee membe: 
Betsy Lindsay asked how the exten 
sions would be ranked against othei 
regional transportation projects. 

Skiles said this was a "regional de 
clsion. Cj4, 8--ioAY-

." 
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• light rail: will southern terminus be nearby? 
.coming public meetings will help explai~ Gina ~itehiU-Baziuk. polClltialri~ip);· ~doughlinBoulCvard;andOrcgon 

• 

• • SUpclVl$Ol' of public IDvolvemcnl for WIlh opllons now on Ihc table. Cuy via Interstate 205. 
termme North-South cOrridor, ~ctro's InIIISJ!OrIalion depanmcnL MCIrO is inviting peo~~c 10 offer The SoulhlNonb SlUdy's Steering .• I I . . "The SlUdy WIU do more !han ex- comments. For counly Cluzcns. Ihcrc group. will hold IWO local public 

I pact on oca communities plore1hcextcnsionof1hc(ligh!rail) arclwoarcasofintcrcSL hearings on Ihc SoutblNonb cor-
system. Wc havc 10 come 10 tcnns There arc four alternatives in ridor: 

• By KEITH KUPPSTEIN 
Staff Reporter 

.Clro is taking Ibc firS! steps 

I
d plolting a IIaIlSpOnation (u

lbal cou1d affCCl Lake Oswego 
WCSlLinn. 
embers o( MCIIO's Iiansporta

iAdcpartmcnl have been worlcing 
~er input in rcgard 10 Iwo -= Ibc South/Nonh transit cor
_ sWely thai would lead 10 a fu-_

light rail line tiom Clackamas 
• Iy 10 Vancouver; and 1hc Soulh •• • • • • • • • • • • 

Willamcttc River Crossing Study, 
designed 10 consider a1rematives (or 
replacing or modifying Ibc Sellwood 
BridSe. 

nc . S.oulhlNonb study is Ihc 
m~ ~ISlblc o( Ihc IWO projccts, 
pnmanly because Tri-Mel is asking 
voterS 10 approvc a $475 million 
bond measure Nov. 8 in suppon of 
whal would be Ihc region's Ihird 
light raillinc. 

"However, our SlUdy is separate 
from Ihc Tri-Met bond measure: 

w!1h: how we will deal wilh a halC- which Ihc lighl rail corridor could • 1UcsdaY. ScpL 6. 5 10 8 p.m., 
million more peopIc in Ibc nexl 15 run bctwccn downlOWn PonIand and SL Jolins Episcopal Church 2036 
10 20 years. • . Milwaukic, including a proposed SA Jcfferson, Milwaukie. ' 

nus, MelrO would likc 10 pin alignmcnl paralleling Macadam • nursday SepL 8 noon 10 2 
~wn a ~outblNorIh ligh! rail cor- Avenue an~ crossing III Ibc WiI- p.m. and 5 'lOS p.'m., Room 
ridor, which was selected in April lamctlc R,vcr al thc Scllwood AI04-105, Orcgon Convcntion 
1~3 as Ihc region's next U'aIISiI Bridge. The olhcr alternatives would Ccnter, 777 N.E. Martin Lulher 
~Iy. havc light rail crossing Ibc river no King Jr. Blvd., PonIand. 

Wc hav~ narrowed 1hc num~ fw:mer soulh !han Ibc Ross Island Following Ihc public hearings, 
of ~It~nauvc:s fro~ I!st fall, Bridge.. . Ihc S1ccring group, Ihc Projcci 
Whltehlll~B8Zluk said. Wc c:on- . In addiuon, Ihc SlUdy .~crs four Management Group and Ihc Cilizens 
ducle<! Sl~ monlhs o( IcchDical different soulhern tcrmml for Ihe Advisory Group will each issue tinal 
analYSIS. (Including COSt, environ- light rail Iinc: Milwaukic;. Clack
mental Impact, Iraffic impact and amas Town Center; Oregon City via See CORRIDOR, page 7 

Corridor/ 

Transportation:. work 
from page 1 
rccommendalions in early OclObcr 
on Ihc light qUI corridor. 

As (or thc Soulh Willamcttc 
River Crossing Study, II kickoff 
meeting was held Aug. 3 al Metro. 
Governmcnl officials and rcprcscn
tatives of aransportation agcncics. 
trucking associations. businesses 
and ncighborhood organizations 
wac invited 10 aItcDd. 

. . 

now to shape future 
The future is now, . 
Staff members and others at Metro are in the midst of seek

ing input on transportation studies that will have a great im
pact on Clackamas County and to a lesser degree, t.ake Os-
wego and west linn. • 

"We had aboUI40 people help us 
dcIiac and identify what kinds of 
river crossing alternatives we shou1d 
consider (or funher sludy,· 
WhitchiU-Baziuk said. 

The study is nccdcd because lime .-_._------ We emphasize the latter because there's nothing an the 
works that would relieve the area's highway headaches, which 

~_ Include state Highway 43 and the Interstate 5/Highway 217 in-
terchange. 

Nonetheless, the South/North Transit Corridor Study -
which could designate a light rail line between Claclcamas 
County and Vancouver - could help West Unn residents if the 
line'S southern terminus is in Oregon City. We can envision 
West linn commuters crossing the Willamette River to ride 

-_........ is running OUI on a bridge not up 10 
fultilling future transportation 
demands, she said. Public input will 
be sought in 0c10bcr. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

light rail into Portland. . 
That won't happen, though, if Milwaukie or CIa~_ Town 

Center are designated the southem end of the COrridor. light 
rail also may be less attractive to local residents if-the corridor 
runs north from Oregon City via Clackamas Town Center to 
Portland. That could be too lndirect a route to attract local 
riders. ' .. 

There's another alternative in which the South/North cor
ridor could ~Iel Macadam Avenue and cross the river at the 
Sellwood Bndge. It looks interesting at first, but we don't 
believe it's of much benefit to Lake OsWego and West Unn resi
dents, who aren't likely to stop that dose to Portland just to 
transfer to light rail. . 

While light rail discussions are pendin" another study to 
either replace or modify the SellWood Bndge is just ~tting 
started. Transportation planners say the Sellwood is Inadequate 

. for handling traffic needs that will exist in 15 years, so planning 
Is under way to consider the options. 

Because It's early in the study, the possibilities are endless. A 
new bridge crossing between the Ross Island Bridge and Inter
state 205 is among the Ideas on the drawing board. 

Within the next few weeks, Metro will hold public hearings 
to receive Input on the light rail and South Willamette River. 
Crossing studies, and there's a need for creative minds to offer 
what they feel Is best for the county, . 

The future is now. 

-nc life of Ibc Sellwood Bridgc 
is probably anothcr 15 years,· 
WhitchiU-Baziuk said. "It will lake 
a long lime 10 decide where 10 cross 
1hc river, Ihcn move ahead and build 
onc. Wc'vc ·got to considcr 
pedestrian, bikc, aUlO and transit 
concerns. If wc're 100king III a 15-
year lifc span. Ihcn we need to SlIIIt 
planning now.· 

nc possibilities could include 
upanding Ihc Ross Is1and Bridge, 
rcplacing or modifying Ihc ScUwood 
Bridge, or considering new cr0ss
ings bctwccn 1hc Ross Is1and Bridgc 
and Ihc Interstate 20S bridge. 
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. G SMIbE~recom:itt-ertUS11ight ·rail alignment 
5?:-1t -q~ . ';' .: . 

By TERESA wOOD bypa$S the area. The final deci.- ship than the PTC alignment 
1heBee siot1. on the alignment and river due to shorter travel times and 

Members of the 
Sellwood Moreland Improve
ment League voted unani
mously at a general meeting 
laSt week to recommend to city . 
planners that they favor the 
Mcloughlin Boulevard align
ment alternative for South/ 
North Light Rail. ' 

SMILE members will now 
write letters to city planners 

. expressing their thoughts. 
SMILE President Leonard 

Gardexp1aineciatthemeetingthe 
eastbank a1ignmenta1tema.tives. 
Members of SMILE had chosen 
torejectthewestbankalignment 
alternative that would aoss the 
SeI1wood Bridge. TheotheraHgn
mentsareknownasthePortland. 
Traction Company alignment, 
that would nmaJoogPIC tIacks, 
and the McI..oughIi.· Boulevan:l 

. alignment. 
Earlier, the neighborhood 

considered whether the neigh
boIs plefaxed lobeservedby light 
rai1orif~wou1drather haveit ------=--
S~E ••• continut!dfr"';" 
pageh . li h rail th on w g t crosses e 
Willam tte River. Whitehill
Baziuk said more would be 
known about the impacts of the 
project once the Draft EnvirQn
mental Impact Statement is 

. completed. The DEIS is sched
uled to begin during TIer n of 
the study early neXt year. 

SlvfiLEmembersdecidednot 
to recommend any of the three 
Willamette River crossings that 
would connect to the Mc
Loughlin Boulevard alignment 
at this time. SMILE member 
Herb Crane said he felt the 
neighborhood association had 

. '. aossingissdleduled to be made . better access to eastside neigh-
in November, and SMILE mem- borhoods. 
hers expressed a desire to have- Would have lower capital 
theirconcemsconsidered when and operating and .mainte-
that decision is made. nance costs due in part to 

"If it's going to come shorter alignment length. 
through," Gardsaid. "theques- - Exlubits the lowest operating 
tion is where is it going to be." cost per rider and the lowest 

Using the partial results of a cost effectiveness ratio. 
neighborhood survey on traffic - Would provide the best op-
and transportation conducted portunity to support and shape 
by the SMILE transportation transit supportive and more 
committee, Leslie Roman, a intense urban development. 
member of the committee, ex- ~ Would have fewer significant. 
p1ained. that of the 300 surveys environmental impacts, espe-
thathavebeentabulated(5,800 dally on wildlife habitat and 
were given out and 600 have the natural environment. 
been returned) 62 percent of . The disadvantage pre-
those favored the McLoughlin sented in the summary is that 
Boulevardaligrunent. it would displace approxi-

InasumiDaryreportofTrer mately 50 residences/busi-
I of the South/North Transit nessesalongMcLoughlinwith 
CorridorStudy the advantages, potential impact on historical 
disadvantages and cost effec- and cultural resources. Jina 

. tiveness of each aligrunent are Wbitehill-Baziuk,supenrisor of 
presented. Gard explained the public involvement transporta-
data on the Mcloughlin Bou- tion planning for Metro, said 
levard alignment. Advantages the number of displa~ resi-
outlined in the report include: dences and businesses, as well 
- Would have a higher light rail as the area they are in, depends 
and higher total transit rider- See. SMILE Off ~41ge 7 

nothing to gain by attempting to Estimated cost of construe-
choose a river crossing altema- tion is $2.8 billion. Maloney said 
tive at this time since it would theestimatedserviceoflightrail 
not directly affect the neighbor- would transport 60,000 persons 
hood. per day, and the line is estimated 

Citizens will be asked to at 25 miles long. Planners hope 
vote on a $475 million general toreceivefedera1fundingforpart 
obligation bond measure in of the project. Ma1oneye>pJained 
November. If approved, citizens there are 14 agencies and juris
would pay $.50 per $1,000 of dictions participating in the 
assessed property value over 20 project. 
years. ~thleen Maloney, with "Because this line will go up 

. Regional·Rail Program, said if into Oark County, we will also 
the bond is not passed in No- get money from the state of 
vember, she believes itwill come Washington," she said. 
up again in May. . A series of public meetings 

"Our region is asking the sponsored. by Metro will be held 
voters early if they're going to in September. The schedule will 
pay for it," Maloney said. be jnnounced ~.=...:..:n.:.:... _---



• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

South/North Transit 
Corridor Study 
Public Meetings 

Four SouthlNorth Transit Corridor Study public meetings are 
scheduled in the Portland-Vancouver metroporrtan region. 

These meetings will provide a formal venue for citizens to comment 
on terminus (end point) and light 1'311 transit (lRT) alignment altema
tives. The narrowed choices will be studied further in T ter II and in the 
Draft Environmental Statement (DEIS). where they will be compared to 
a ncH:>uild and improved bus service alternative. The alternatives 
currently being considered were adopted in the scoping process last 
December. 

The meetings will be chaired by members of the Steering .Group. 
• Citizens who want to learn more about the project prior to giving formal 
comments may review the technical findings and speak with technical 
staff in an adjoining open house. 

Comments received at the public meetings. as well as those 
submitted in writing through Sepl13. 1994. will be considered by the 
Project Manage~ent Group. the Citizens Advisory Committee and the 
SouthINorth Steering Group prior to each group's adoption of a final 
recommendation. . 

" you are unable to attend one of the scheduled meetings. please 
send written comments to Metro by 5 p.m. Sept. 13. 1994. Comments 
should be addressed to Leon Skiles. SouthlNorth Transit Corridor 
Study, Metro. 600 NE Grand Ave •• Portland. OR 97232 or fax to 
(503) 797-1794. 

It Is Important for the Steering Group to receive as many public 
comments as possible. You are encouraged to submit detailed written 
comments into the record and to highlight only key elements in oral 
testimony. Please .try to limit you.r testimony to 3 minutes. 

Meetings are scheduled as folloWS: 

5 - 8 pm. Tuesday. Sept 6 
St. Johns EpIscopal Church . 
2036 SE Jefferson St.. Milw~ukie 

Noon - 2 pm. and 5 - 8 p.rn. 
Thursday. Sept 8 
Oregcn Convention Center 
777 NE M L King Jr. Blvd. 
Room A104-105 

5 .. 8 p.rn. Wednesday. Sept 7 
Shum.way Middle School 
3101 Main St.. Vancouver 

Copies of u-pdated fact sheets (technical f,"dings summaries) will 
be available at Metro, Milwaukie City Hall and Vancouver City Hall on 
Wednesday. Aug. 17. For fact sheets or more infonnation. call ~etro at 
797-1757. For Tri-Met bus routes to the meetings. call (503) 238-RIDE.. 
For C-TRAN bus routes in Vancouver. call (206) 695-0123 or 1-800-
562-1628. 
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Light.,r~iI:will southern terminus be close hy~ 
." , . 

Upcoming public:meetings will hel.p to20years." . lamollO River al tho Sellwood K1ngIr.Blvd .. PortIand. sibllltles." 
Thus, Metro would like 10 pin ·Bridge.ThcOlhcraltematiyoswoIJld. . ThosludylsneededbecausetJr. ' :fetermine North-South corridor, down a Sourh,lNOI1h light mil cor· have light mH CfOS$lng tho river no· Following tho public hearings, Is running out on a bridge not uP 

rldar, which was selected In April further SOUth than the Ross Island tho st~erlng group, tho Project Cul4111ng futuro transpotUllt mpact O. n 10. ca.1 communiti,es ,_ 1993 as the region's next transit Bridge. ManagernentOroupandtheCitizens dentands.shcsald.PubUclnputw 
..A t'I • 1. 001 · ... 1'1' , ....t....tty , Advisory 01'OUJ) wUI each Issue ftnaI ~v. .... t ~-"1('lt...."'(' '" . .(." RA..~~-'.. . ." I u ..,.. I'"'''' • In addition, tho study offers four recommendations In early Octobet' be $OUght In OclObel'. 

TIt Th ,... d I h . "We have narrowed the number dlrrerent southern termini for tho on .L. Ughi- fl --'dor:. . ........ Iifio or .t.. Sell ........ Bridl By KEI KUPPSTEIN e South,nonh stu y s t e f I I Ii I r II" • • .. ., .... """' .,'" u"' .. """ 
starr Reporter more visible of the two pro1ects, 0 a lernat ves . rom 1St a, !rght mil line: Milwaulcle; Clack· As "or tho South' Willameuo Is p. robabl),' another 15 years ~ Whltehlll·Bazluk said. "We con· am,!L~ Town Center;.Oregon City via I' Wh tehlU BazluIc -'d. ... . Metro Is talcing the 4rst steps primarily because TrI·Met Is asking ducted six months of ttchnlcal McLoughlin Boulevard; and Oregon River Crossing Study, a ~ckoff I. ..... ... 1ri11 tal 

oward plouing a transportation fu· voters to approve a $475 million analysis (Including cost, environ. . C"t!1'Yilllilltrstate 205 meetJng was held Aug. 3 at Metro. along tlmo to decide 'Nbero 10 ~ 
urc that could alTect Lake Oswego bond measure Noy. 8 In suppan of mental' impact, trI!'ic impact and . The Sout/tINorth st~""'s srcerlng Oow:mment ornclals and represen. tho river, ~ move ahead IDd bul ~~~~d Metro's transporta.. irg~:';~:' be the region's third potential~de;rshlp). group will hold two I~I public tallv:, of ~tlon agenctes, ;!!,~.J'':' ~~k:o:ut~O ':D:!:; 
ion department have been wortlng "However, 0111' study Is scJ)llmte With optiOnS now on tho table, hearings on the Soulb/NOrth cor. truc Ing assoe a ons, businesses concemi. If we're loolcf", •• j' 
;) gather Input In regard to two from the Tri·Met bond mcasure," Melro Is Inviting people to orrer ridor: and nel,hborhood organizations )'ear lifo $pIIII, then 11'0 need 10 ~ 
rejects: tho South,lNorth transit cor· cxplalned Oina Whitchlll·Baziuk, comments. For county citIzens. them • were Invited to atlCnd. planning now." 
:dor swdy that would lead to a fu· supetvlsor of public Involvement for are two atcaS of IntCleSt. • Thcsday, SCPL 6, 5 10 8 p.m.. "We had about 40 people help us 
JrO light rail line from Clackamas Metro's transportation dcp:utmenL Thcre are four allernatlves In SL Johns Eplscopol Church, 2036 define and Identify what IcInds of The.posslblllties could inclu( 
:ounly 10 Vancouver, and the South "The study will do more than ex· which the light rail corridor could s.n. JerrctSOll. Milwtlulcle. river crossing alternatives we should expandmg tho Ross Island Brid" 
"illamettl; River Crossing Study. ploretheextensionofthc(lightmil) NnbctwccndownlOwnPortlondand • Thursday, SepL 8, noon 10 2 consider for (urther study," rcplllClng or modify tho ~ 
csigncd lb Consider alleln:ltlves Car S)'SlCm. We have to COIne to tcnns MilwaUkie, Including a proposed p.m. and 5 to' 8 p.m., Room Whltehill.Bazluk said. ""'" looked Bridge, or conslderlng.1ICW aos: 
!placing or modifying the Sellwood with how we wlU deaJ with a hnlf· alignment paralleling Macadam A 104.105, Oregon Convention at past studies, then 'Went Into small ings benveen tho Ross IdancI Brld! 
ridge. million more people In the next IS Avenue and croSSing at the WII· Ccnter, 7n N.E. Manln Luther groups to talk about the pos. and the Interstate 20S bridge. 

.' !.~-~---.. -..... 
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:.:~mas! ~~~~t rail: M~!~~;:!~n~=4e~ !~~~~ !!!~hl~~~~ 
00-

eclosures I of The ReVlew south/north light rail line. Yet rail constructIon activIty, wlll cost Milwaukians anc. _:ul· ., 
GLADSTONE • Come fall, the it's not likely that they will Partch said. '1n the long run, it lions more served by Tri-Met in 

I Tri-Met board will ask the see light rail come anywhere may be of some value." Even the tri-eounty/Clark County 
! councils of Gladstone, near town. And that may suit some residents in the 0 a k areas about 31 cents per S11OOO, 

aside this issue for the 
oreclosure Notice for 
mas County. 

I . Milwaukie and Oregon City to many just nne. Grove neighborhoods are op- or $31 a year for a $100,000 
j take a stance on November's Though it would seem a boon to posed to the possibility that property, over 30 years. 

D 

~k to host 
! Iday picnic 

! light rail bond measure. businesses along McLoughlin if light rail may be brought down For Gladstone residents, be
. But for Gladstone, in a sense it the light rail line continued along the Portland Traction Co, cause the decision is far from 

~ I 
I .amas County Parks J 
j )ld an "Old Fashioned I 
() Day Picnic and I 
.u ball Tournament" 
~ 0 a.m. to 5 p.m. 
i ay, Sept. 3, at Metzler , 
3 .ear Estacada. ~ 
~ ities will include a . 
:E: :lru) tournament for 
J.. ~ and skill levels, 
o sack races and a 
>- nelon seed spitting 
~ t Fd spike driving 
UIS, 

yer shop quartet will 
'lfhonm nnnn tn 1 ".m. 

may be a moot point. As a Jight south from Milwaukie to railway corridor. final about whether to bring 
rail project management group Oregon City, some businesses But north a few miles in light rail through 0(' near town, 
prepares to make a recommen- worry that it would make Milwaukie, the attitude is voting on the $475 million bond 
dation on a south/ north route, things worse. Owners are con· more accommodating and en- may be a difficu1t one. How can 
predictions are that Gladstone cemed that, by running light thusiastic. There offidrus see residents here be expected to 
won't be on the Jist. A preferred rai] through the center of the advent of light rail as a vote on a measure when they're 
route may take the light rail McLoughlin and cutting off left. Godsend that will cinch the not sure how they will be af
from Milwaukie, ot' possibly hand turns, business would sui· city's revitalization plan for fected by it? Even Metro offi· 
Clackamas Town Center, north fer, ae<:ording toGJadstone City its ailing downtown core. aals can't assure the public 
through Portland and into Manager Ron Partch. 'We've been trying to bring they wi)) have a definite dea
southwest Washington. What's more, Gladstone's Milwaukie back to life," said sion on a light rail route in tUne 
Gladstone residents, o£ course, modest downtown retail area city councilor Bob Knudson. for the November vote. 

will have a chance to vote in could also be hurt initially. 'That is probably one of the 'They11 know as much as pas
November on a $415 million "Businesses along Portland things that will do it - that sible by the time the election 
bond proposed by Tri-Met to Avenue would suffer in the and the waterfront." Continued on Page 2 

Hospital officials break 
ground on $6 million clinic 
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that doesn't have an on-sttl;! 
medical clinic," said Gral. 

- 'That's why it's so important." 
I Hospital offidals have even 
;, heard some comment that "this 
,r should have been done yester
(. day," said Jon Egge, vice 
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three years, said Bob Steed, 
hospital administrator. 

Light rail-
Continued from Page 1 
comes around," said Gina 
Whithill.~Baziuk, a 
spokeswoman for Metro. 
"Nothing's been cut off at this 
point," 
And what if the bond doesn't 

pas..; in November? Tri~Met 
will continue to search for fund~ 
ing mechanisms. "The study 
wUl keep on going, " WhithiJI
Baziuk said. ·We've got to do 
something. We're looking at 
500,000 more cars." 
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FREE Gifts and 
Useful Information for 

• New U.S. Citizens 

• Engaged Women 

• New Parents 

• Movers 

C(llf I(lday 
Milwaukie Area Representative 

Phone: 655-2909. 659.0702 
We also have employment 

opportunities available! 
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!.Pu&lj~meetiJ1gs highlight 
r:·deci~ion-makil1~, proce.ss· .. 
• •• ." •• • •• • • • •••• 
e' 

, 'Tmit Corridor ,Study - Project Maflager, .' 
Transportation Planning; Met;r<>, 609 NE Orand Ave., 
Portland, OR,.9.7232-273<> '0J( py&xt~ (503) 797 -1794~ 
For faCt sheets 'or more inform~tion, call Me1;ro . 

'. at 797 ~1757 .. 

It ~ nn~~t for the St~eimg ,Groupt~ .recei~e as ~Y.· , 
p~blic comments.3S ·pOs;sible. You are encourag~dto.· . 
subniitdetailed written comme1J.tSintotherecord and t~· 

·hiihlight only key ~1~mentS~ ,oral~testimony~ Please tty '. 
. to lirirityoilrPral teSomQnyto} m.mutes. (See bacIc page 

. for tileeting sche.dule.). ' , 

• "----' .. j·uly·oPe.';'.h~uses:. · '. •. .' ..; .... . '. .' . ' .. ' inforn1~citizens 
• . ·:PtJblicmeeti~~~~hedol,ed. to 
•. , hear~omments on SQuth/North 
• '. corridor alternatives. 

• • • • 
The SouthlNorthTransit Corridor Study has . 

. " :Scheduled,four puhlicmeetings in ·the poidandl. 
Van~ou~er metropolitan region. 

Techrucal information rega;ding LRT 3lt~rnatives wa$ . 
released during,informal q>mmunity"open h?uses held, .. 
July 26,27 and 28. More thail300 citi~ ,attended ,the 
meetingsinl?tirtland, Milw~ukie and Va,ncouver:" . 

The ~eetiIigs marked the beginning of~. four:~onth '. 
decision:.making process. City of Portland ana. ~ty .. 

. of Milwaukie SouthlNorth Workillg Groups Wlll·be, . 
• . The 'meetingS,will provide a fonnal venue for'Citizens 
•. to comment on te):"ininus (en<fpoint) and light railtrarisit. . 
• . '·'(LR1) alternativ"es to be studied ~er in' Tier II and . 
•. 'th~ Draft ~nVironmental ImpactStatement (D,EIS). ' .. 

. holding meetings duringAug6stand.Septeniber t~ , '. 
discuss the t~chnical. findings. In addition, Metro staff, 
in conjuncti~n with jUris~ctioi1al staff, will be at:te!"ding 

. maiIy neighbOrhood meetings to respond toquestI?ns ..... 

• .' . During 1i~r;II and in the . Draft Envirol~I~u;n~1 hn~act . 
• . Statement (DEIS), the selec.tedLRT-altemaoves Wl~l . . 
• .. :be'comparedto tWo other tranSit-relatedalteinatives: . 
•. No-Build (generally doing,nothingbeyond·currendy 
• . funded ~P.on:ation proje~) ahd Transportation ". 
• . . System Mariag~m~nt (an ~anded bus system). . 

• . Comri:tentS received at the public meetings, as well.as . 
•... thosesubtiritted i.ri. Writing-through Sept., 13,1994, will . 
• . be' oorisideredby the Pi-oject Management Group, the . 
e. ~ an~nS Advisoty O>mmittee. and the SouthlNorth 
.' .. Steering' Group prior to each group's adoptipn o~ a 

.fui2l recO~endatioIi.· .' . •• 
•. Next,' each participating jurisdiction andageno/will be . 
•. . asked to make ·recommendatio11$. Final adop~on-of the 
• .' LRT aiteinatives to be studied witliip the Tier II·DEIS 
•. :., will be ~de.bythe Metro CoUncil ~lc-~'... . 
• Board .or pirect0rs. 

• •••• 
If you' are ~abl~ to att~nd ~e ~f the ~edule'd' 
meetings, plel;Se send your written comments . .' -. .' ••• • 
to Metro no later.than 5 p.m. on ?ept 13, 1994 .. Com

.' ment5 should be mailed to Leon Skiles, Sou'!h/North 

'.. ".:' . . .' . 

. Tri~Metto .seek furidsfo support 
Sou~!North MAX .... , . . .' 

. " j~' a specUd meeting ~A:~~. 9 the Tri-Met Board· .. 
: Iulopted a resolUtion to seek voter approvizloJ funds. . 

.' :to bui/Ja SOuthlNorth MAX lightr,ailline. In. ','" 
, :. their tkliberatiO'li, boardmeiizb.ers. cited population ." 

. griYwth imdthe resultingincrellSe{l trofficand. . 
impact to,iJ,e,~egiori'sair-qualit;y askey reo,sfinS for 
'seeking voter approval of the $475 millionge1}e:ai , . 
~bligation bond me~r:~. . ":. . 

. Ifyoters approve the bond;meosttr.e in tIJe:, . 
NWember e/e.ctibn; the fii:1}Ils would.bt;used ro ; 
match federal, stateofWashm.gton andStQte Of. ' 
oregon furUis. Citizens Interested ln1'e!ero.i1'ig 

. ,additio7ialznjormation regarding the.liond 
measure shimU contact the Puhlic Affo.if! 
Depa~t·at Tri~Mei, (503) 238-4960. 
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. :P~bliC ~eefing~are 
sCh~uled as follows: . 

'. ·:·5-Sp .. m.Tuesday; Sept:6 
St.JQhns Episcopal Church 
2036 SEJeffe.rson·St . 
Milwaukie .. ' . 

'. Tri:"Metbus 33 .. ' 

. ·S.:.8p.m. W~dnesday,Sept.7 
. . . ShumWay MidJIe School 
•• '0 3101 Main St. ". . 

.vanc~uver, Wash.'. 
Tn~Metbus 5. 
C-TRANbus 3, 6,71 

Noon-2 p.m. llfid 5:-8 p;m.. . '. 
Thursday, Sepi 8 '.' 

'. Oregon' Cun:ventian Center . 
. Room Al()4.;105 
777 NKML King Jr. Blvd. 
:rri~Met bus.6 and MAX 

Call (503) 23S':RIDE for Tri-:Met 
bus schedules. . . ." 

'For C-TRAN buS schedUles call . 
(206)695-012}; . . . 
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Citizens Advisory·C~mmittee· 
schedule. 

. The Citizens Advisory Committee (CAe) 'meets-regu- .. ' 
larlyfrom 6 p~m. to 8:30p.m. on the second Thursday'.' 
of each month (with exceptions as needed) ... 

Note th~t for August and September this schedule has . 
been m~dified to allow for adequate committeereview 
and discussion of the Tier I technical findings.and to 

· formuiate Tier I alignment recommendations.. . 
. . . . . . 

Meetiilgs.are ~pentocl1epublic: A comment peri~d " 
· is provided at the beginning ;md end of each me~tlng. 
In the interest of time, please submit detailed wntten . 
comments to the' committee summariZing key elements 

· iri oral remarks. ' 

. The followmg me~tings;will be held at th~ Oregon State . 
BlIilding,800 NE Oregon St., at the comer ofNorthe~t. 
SeVenth Avenue in Portland. Parkirig ,is available. TransIt 
service'inCludes MAx; bus 6 and bus 63. For details, call 

· Tri-Met at 238,-RIDE, option 2. The Quilding is 
.. 'accessible for the. disabled; . 

1994 Sooth/North CAC . meetings 

- Thursday, Aug. 25 . 
:- Thrirsqay, Sept, 22 and 29 
.- Thursday; Oct: 13 . . 
..- Thursday,.Nov. 10· 

- Thursday,·bec;'S. 
. . , 

(Call (503)·797-1757 tp ~onfirm meeting ti~es' 
and locatioI}.s,) 

Printed on recycled-content pap'u, 94370kd: 
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METRO 

South/North Transit 
Corridor Study 
Open Houses 
Technical information is now available on the SouthINorth Transit 
Corridor Study assessing transportation improvements from Clackamas 
County through downtown Portland and into Clark County. Data on pro
jected ridership, cost, travel times and environmentallland-use issues of 
the light rail alignment alternatives will be presented at these meetings: 

Portland 4:30 - 6:30 pm.. July 26 
Oregon Convention Center 
n7 NE Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. 
Room 113/114 
(Take MAX or bus 6, 8 or 10) 

Vancouver 6:30 - 8:30 p_nt. July 27 
Clark County PUD Community Room 
1200 Fort Vancouver Way 
(Take Tri-Met bus 5 to transit mall; transfer to C-TRAN bus 32, 37 or 38) 

Milwaukie 6:30 - 8:30 p_m_ July 28 
Oregon Institute of Technology 
Conference Room 
n26 SE Harmony Rd. 
(Take bus 28 from Milwaukie Transit Center to Price Fuller and Harmony 
Road, walk one block east) 

Maps, fact sheets, diagrams and other information on all of the light rail 
alternatives and end points being considered will be presented at each 
meeting. Que~tions and concerns will be addressed by staff from Metro, 
Tri-Met and other participating jurisdictions. Informational material will be 
available after July 18 by calling Jan Faraca at Metro, (503) 797-1757. 
For more information about the project, call Gina Whitehill-Baziuk, (503) 
797-1746. 

Skanner 
Runs 7/20 
PO 75259 
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Metro conducts public talks 
about South-north light rail 

Metro is sponsoring infotma1 open 
houses in Portland;' Vancouver, 
Wash.; and Milwaukie to inform the 
public about the proposed south
north light-rallline from Clackamas 
County to Clark County, ,Wash. 

Metro is $tudying light-tail align
ments, and Tri-Met is expected to 
propose a $475 million bond measure 
in November to help pay for the $2.8 
billion project. 

The Portland open house will be 
Tuesday at the Oregon Convention 
Center, R()Om 113-114, from 4:30 to 
6:30p.m. 

The Vancouver open house will be 
July 27 from 6:30 to 8:30 p.m. at the 
Clark County PUD Community 
Room, 1200 Fort Vancouver Way. 

The Milwaukie open house will be 
July 28 from 6:30 to 8:30 p.m. at the 
Oregon Institute of Technology Con
ference Room, 7726 S.E. Harmony 

Road. ~. ~ 7- :l..O --:-'Jtf 



• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

METRO 

South/North Transit 
Corridor Study 
Open Houses 
Technical information is now available on the Southl 
North Transit Corridor,Study assessing transportation 
improvements from Clackamas County through 
downtown Portland and into Clark County. Data on 
projected ridership, cost, travel times and environmen
tailland-use issues of the light rail alignment 
alternatives will be presented at these meetings: 

Portland 4:30 - 6:30 p.m. July 26 
Oregon Convention Center 
777 NE Martin luther King Jr. Blvd. 
Room 1131114 
(Take MAX or bus 6, 8 or 10) 

Vancouver 6:30 - 8:30 p.m. July 27 
Clark County PUD Community Room 
1200 Fort Vancouver Way 
(Take Tri-Met bus 5 to transit mall; 
transfer to C-TRAN bus 32, 37 or 38) 

Milwaukie 6:30 - 8:30 p.m. July 28 
. Oregon Institute of Technology 
Conference Room 
n26 SE Harmony Rd. 
(Take bus 28 from Milwaukie Transit Center to Price 
Fuller and Harmony Road, walk one block east) 

Maps, fact sheets, diagrams and other information on 
all of the light rail alternatives and end points being 
considered will be presented at each meeting. 
Questions and concerns will be addressed by staff 
from Metro, Tri-Met and other participating jurisdic
tions. 

Informational material WIll be available after July 18 by 
calling Jan Faraca at Metro, (503) 797-1757. For 
more information about the project, call Gina Whitehill
Baziuk, (503) 797-1746. 

The Oregonian " 
Runs 7/17 and 7/24 
PO 75251 
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July 12, 1994 

Transit 
Tier I Public Open Houses 
on South/North Transit·Corridor 

Information on the South/North Transit Corridor alternatives is now 
available and you are invited to view it. The transit corridor is from 
Clackamas County . through downtown Portland into Clark County. 

New technical. data will be presented on projected ridership, cost, travel 
times and preliminary environmental and land use issues for each of the Tier 
I alternatives now under consideration. This infonnation will help us to 
narrow the number of choices to'be studied further. Each meeting will 
provide information on all of the alternatives being considered. 

Three informal open houses are scheduled for the public to attend 

PORTLAND 

VANCOUVER 

MILWAUKIE 

Tuesday, July 26 4:30 - 6:30 p.m. 
Oregon Convention Center 
777 NE Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. 
Room 113-114 
(On Tri-Met, take MAX or bus #6,8 or 10.) 

Wednesday, July 27 6:30 - 8:30 p.m. 
Clark County PUD 
Community Room 
1200 Fort Vancouver Way 
Off 1-5 Freeway at East Mill Plain exits 
(Take Tri-Met bus #5 to Vancouver Transit Mall 
and transfer; in Vancouver, take C-TRAN 
bus #32, 37 or 38. 

Thursday, July 28 6:30 - 8:30 p.rn. 
Oregon Institute of Technology 

. Conference Room 
7726 SE Harmony Road 
(Take Tri-Met bus # 28 from Milwaukie 
Transit Center to Price Fuller and Harmony 
Road. Walk 1 block east.) 



Open house meetings to provide new information 

Tier I open houses in July are intended to answer your questions and provide 
new technical infonnation. South/North Transit Corridor staff and 
jurisdictional staff will be available to present Tier I fmdings and respond to 
your concerns. There will be maps, diagrams, fact sh~etsand other hand
outs. Come and be more infonned. 

If you are interested in receiving a copy of the technical fact sheets that 
summarize new infonnation on the alternatives (available after July 18), call 
Jan Faraca at Metro, 797-1750. Copies can also be picked up during regular 
business hours (starting on July 18) at Metro, city of Vancouver an~ city of 
Milwaukie. If you would like more infonnation about the South/North 
Transit Corridor Study, call Marilyn Matteson, 797-1745. 

Metro 
SouthINorth Transit Corridor Study 
600 NE Grand Avenue 
Portland, OR 97232 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• • • • • 
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July 11, 1994 

For immediate release 
For more infonnation, call Merrie Waylett, 797-1790, or Gina Whitehill 
Bazuik, 797-1746 

Information meeting on north segment of South/North Transit Corridor 

Technical data will be presented July 18 to the public and neighborhood 
association members on the I-5/1nterstate corridor segment of the 
South/North Transit Corridor Study. The meeting will take place at 6:30 
p.m. at Kaiser Town Hall, 3704 N. Interstate Ave. in Portland. 

Fact sheets, diagrams, maps and other infonnation will be presented. Staff 
from Metro will be available to answer questions. 

The public may obtain a copy of the technical fact sheets on the 
.South/North Transit Corridor Study. The fact sheets (available by July 18) 
present a summary of the technical information by segments along the 
corridor. For a copy, call Jan Faraca at Metro, 797-1757. 

The South/North Transit Corridor is from Clackamas County through 
downtown Portland to Clark County, Wash. For more information about the 
study, call Marilyn Matteson, 797-1745. 

### 
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