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From: <jkee@hevanet.com>

To: "Sjulin, Jim" <PKJIMS@ci.portland.or.us>, "Elaine Stewart™
<stewarte@metro.dst.or.us>, "Hendrickson, Nancy" <NANCYH@BES.CI.PORTLAND.OR.US>,
<BillB@bio-stim.com>, "Sjulin, Jim" <PKJIMS@ci.portland.or.us>, <dsvart@earthlink.net>,
<jkee@hevanet.com>, <pam_arden@hotmail.com>, <bhanke@LHS.org>, Vickie Eldredge
<Eldredgev@metro.dst.or.us>, Jim Morgan <morganj@metro.dst.or.us>, <pattop@pacifier.com>,
<devrol@portptld.com>, <Susan.P.Barnes@state.or.us>, <npdarden@teleport.com>,
<brillobrain@ureach.com>

Date: 11/8/2005 11:09:15 AM

Subject: RE: Draft trails letter

Thanks for the opportunity.

| think the letter should leave the 'no build option' discussion in

the letter, it brings to light some of the background and issues that

led up to the committee agreeing to select between a narrow scope of
options.

To be consistent, if you choose to elaberate with some details on the
dissenting votes, then the majority position should also have some
additional supporting statements of the primary reasons the Committee
selected that alignment.

soon
Jeffrey Kee

> Two suggestions to improve a good letter.

>

> First, the third bullet (below the explanation for the two members
who are

> in favor of the south lakeshore alignment) should not be a bullet,
but a

> paragraph since it introduces a new thought.

>

> Second, the fact (?) the SB Mgmt Committee thought that a "no build"
> alternative was appropriate for the study is irrelevant and
potentially

> confusing. The reader could infer that the SB Mgmt Committee was in
favor

> of a no build alternative, which, | believe, was far from the case.
Since

> raising a past discussion of the no build at this time seems well
off the

> point, | suggest that the "no build paragraph" be deleted.

>

> Thanks,

> Jim Sjulin

>

> e Original Message-----

> From: Elaine Stewart [mailto:stewarte@metro.dst.or.us]

> Sent: Tuesday, November 08, 2005 9:11 AM

> To: NancyH@bes.ci.portland.or.us; BillB@bio-stim.com;

> pkjims@ci.portland.or.us; dsvart@earthlink.net; jkee@hevanet.com;
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> pam_arden@hotmail.com; bhanke@LHS.org; Vickie Eldredge; Jim Morgan;
> pattop@pacifier.com; devrol@portptid.com; Susan.P.Barnes@state.or.us;
> npdarden@teleport.com; brillobrain@ureach.com

> Subject: Re: Draft trails letter

> .

>

> Hi everyone,

> :

> | apologize for the delay in getting this letter to you. I'm going

to

> extend the deadline for comments to Monday, November 14th, to ensure
> that you all have a chance to read the letter and provide feedback.

>

> Thanks,

> Elaine

>

> >>> Vickie Eldredge 11/8/2005 8:38:31 AM >>>

> Good Morning Committee Members,

>

> Please review the attached letter and get comments back to Elaine

> Stewart by the end of the day November 11th. Thank you for your

time : T .

> and efforts in this issue.
4 :
> -Vickie Eldredge

> 503-797-1715

>

>

> Elaine Stewart S

> Natural Resources Scientist
> Metro o .
"> 600 NE Grand Avenue

>

> Tel 503-797-1515

> Fax 503-797-1849

> stewarte@metro .dst.or.us
>
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From: "Hanke, Brenda :LPH Mgr. Edu" <BHanke@LHS.ORG>

To: "Elaine Stewart™ <stewarte@metro.dst.or.us>, <NancyH@bes.ci.portland.or.us>,
<BillB@bio-stim.com>, <pkjims@ci.portland.or.us>, <dsvart@earthlink.net>, <jkee@hevanet.com>,
<pam_arden@hotmail.com>, "Vickie Eldredge" <Eldredgev@metro.dst.or.us>, "Jim Morgan"
<morganj@metro.dst.or.us>, <pattop@pacifier.com>, <devrol@portptid.com>,
<Susan.P.Barnes@state.or.us>, <npdarden@teleport.com>, <brillobrain@ureach.com>

Date: 11/8/2005 11:49:19 AM

Subject: RE: Draft trails letter

Thanks, Elaine. | like the letter. |, too, have concerns about the paragraph
regarding the "no build" option. | thought we had consensus among committee
members that "no build, " i.e., not completing the 40-mile loop trail, was

not an option. However, | defer to the minutes.

- Brenda Hanke

From: Elaine Stewart [mailto:stewarte@metro.dst.or.us]

Sent: Tuesday, November 08, 2005 9:11 AM

To: NancyH@bes.ci.portland.or.us; BillB@bio-stim.com;
pkjims@ci.portland.or.us; dsvart@earthlink.net; jkee@hevanet.com;
pam_arden@hotmail.com; bhanke@LHS.org; Vickie Eldredge; Jim Morgan;
pattop@pacifier.com; devrol@portptld.com; Susan.P.Barnes@state.or.us;
npdarden@teleport.com; brillobrain@ureach.com

Subject: Re: Draft trails letter

Hi everyone,

| apologize for the delay in getting this letter to you. I'm going to
extend the deadline for comments to Monday, November 14th, to ensure
that you all have a chance to read the letter and provide feedback.

Thanks,
Elaine

>>> Vickie Eldredge 11/8/2005 8:38:31 AM >>>
Good Morning Committee Members,

Please review the attached letter and get comments back to Elaine
Stewart by the end of the day November 11th. Thank you for your time
and efforts in this issue.

-Vickie Eldredge
503-797-1715

Elaine Stewart

Natural Resources Scientist
Metro

600 NE Grand Avenue

Tel 503-797-1515
Fax 503-797-1849
stewarte@metro .dst.or.us
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IMPORTANT NOTICE: This communication, including any attachment, contains
information that may be confidential or privileged, and is intended solely

for the entity or individual to whom it is addressed. If you are not the -

intended recipient, you should contact the sender and delete the message.

Any unauthorized disclosure, copying, or distribution of this message is

strictly prohibited. Nothing in this email, including any attachment, is

intended to be a legally binding signature.
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From: troy clark <brillobrain@ureach.com>

To: "Vickie Eldredge" <eldredgev@metro.dst.or.us>, <NancyH@bes.ci.portland.or.us>,
<BillB@bio-stim.com>, <pkjims@ci.portland.or.us>, <dsvart@earthlink.net>, <jkee@hevanet.com>,
<pam_arden@hotmail.com>, <bhanke@LHS.org>, "Jim Morgan" <morganj@metro.dst.or.us>, "Elaine
Stewart" <stewarte@metro.dst.or.us>, "Paul Vandenberg" <vandenbergp@metro.dst.or.us>,
<pattop@pacifier.com>, <devrol@portptld.com>, <Susan.P.Barnes@state.or.us>,
<npdarden@teleport.com>

Date: 11/8/2005 5:20:13 PM

Subject: Re: Draft trails letter

Hello all draft trail letter reviewers. The letter is very good

in my estimation except the bullet points. | know we talked

about the need to clarify that the vote was not unanimous, but
i'm a little uncomfortable noting "position statements" without
regard to other "position statements". | concur that the
dissenting votes could be referenced by group, but developing
their reasons for oppostion seems unbalanced. The third bullet
is unnecessary. Who was there and how they voted at a previous
discussion and vote seems, to me, circumstantial. The "no build"
paragraph is a question too, but that we discussed and pondered
it as an option is worth noting. If the bullets were removed

with the commentary, | think it's ready to go. Enjoy, Troy

---- On Tue, 8 Nov 2005, Vickie Eldredge
(eldredgev@metro.dst.or.us) wrote:

> Good Morning Committee Members,

>

> Please review the attached letter and get comments back to
Elaine

> Stewart by the end of the day November 11th. Thank you for
your time

> and efforts in this issue.

>

> -Vickie Eldredge

> 503-797-1715

>

>

> Elaine Stewart

> Natural Resources Scientist

> Metro

> 600 NE Grand Avenue

>

> Tel 503-797-1515

> Fax 503-797-1849

> stewarte@metro .dst.or.us

>

>

>

>

> ATTACHMENT 1: application/msword;
name="SBWetlandsTrailNov2005recs.doc"

> DISPOSITION: attachment;
filename="SBWetlandsTrailNov2005recs.doc"



k Elaine Stewart - Re: Draft trails letter ‘ Page 2}

Get your own "800" number
Voicemail, fax, email, and a lot more
http://www.ureach.com/reg/tag



Elaine Stewart - Re: Draft trails letter

From: "Dale A. Svart" <dsvart@earthlink.net>

To: Elaine Stewart <stewarte@metro.dst.or.us>, <nancyh@bes.ci.portland.or.us>,
<billb@bio-stim.com>, <pkjims@ci.portland.or.us>, <jkee@hevanet.com>, <pam_arden@hotmail.com>,
<bhanke@lhs.org>, vickie eldredge <eldredgev@metro.dst.or.us>, dan kromer
<kromerd@metro.dst.or.us>, <pattop@pacifier.com>, <devrol@portptid.com>,
<susan.p.barnes@state.or.us>, <npdarden@teleport.com>, <brillobrain@ureach.com>

Date: 11/8/2005 8:25:37 PM

Subject: Re: Draft trails letter

Hi Elaine and all,

Elaine, | am unable to download the letter as an attachment as | don't have
Microsoft Word. Is it possible for me to get a snail mail copy? Also, even
though | haven't read the letter, | believe that unless position statements
pro and con are listed, there should be no position statements from anyone.
Thanks for your hard work.

Dale Svart

>From: "Elaine Stewart" <stewarte@metro.dst.or.us>

>To: <NANCYH@BES.CI.PORTLAND.OR.US>,<BillB@bio-stim.com>,
<PKJIMS@ci.portland.or.us>, <dsvart@earthlink.net>, <jkee@hevanet.com>,
<pam_arden@hotmail.com>, <bhanke@LHS.org>, "Vickie Eldredge"
<Eldredgev@metro.dst.or.us>, "Dan Kromer" <Kromerd@metro.dst.or.us>,
<pattop@pacifier.com>, <devrol@portptld.com>, <Susan.P.Barnes@state.or.us>,
<npdarden@teleport.com>, <brillobrain@ureach.com>

>Subject: RE: Draft trails letter

>Date: Tue, Nov 8, 2005, 2:26 PM
>

>Jimetal.,
/> About the "no build" point in the letter: it was one of the points \\
> that a committee member discussed to be specifically called out in the
> |etter when it was discussed at the last SBMC meeting. | didn't note
> any dissent when the point was brought up, although there were a few
> "head nods". The "laundry list" of points from that meeting included )
> items meant to provide some history of the committee's work and
> thinking, as well as to demonstrate the diversity of opinion within the
> committee.
>

> Hope that helps-

>

> -Elaine

>

>>>> "Gjulin, Jim" <PKJIMS@ci.portland.or.us> 11/8/2005 9:48:21 AM >>>
> Two suggestions to improve a good letter.

>

> First, the third bullet (below the explanation for the two members who
> are

> in favor of the south lakeshore alignment) should not be a bullet, but
>a

> paragraph since it introduces a new thought.

>

> Second, the fact (?) the SB Mgmt Committee thought that a "no build"
> alternative was appropriate for the study is irrelevant and

> potentially

N
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> confusing. The reader could infer that the SB Mgmt Committee was in
> favor :

> of a no build alternative, which, | believe, was far from the case.

> Since

> raising a past discussion of the no build at this time seems well off

> the :

> point, | suggest that the "no build paragraph” be deleted.

>

> Thanks,

> Jim Sjulin

>

>

> e Original Message----- ,

> From: Elaine Stewart [mailto:stewarte@metro.dst.or.us]

> Sent: Tuesday, November 08, 2005 9:11 AM

> To: NancyH@bes.ci.portland.or.us; BillB@bio-stim.com;

> pkjims@gci.portland.or.us; dsvart@earthlink.net; jkee@hevanet.com;

> pam_arden@hotmail.com; bhanke@LHS.org; Vickie Eldredge; Jim Morgan;
> pattop@pacifier.com; devrol@portptid.com; Susan.P.Barnes@state.or.us;
> npdarden@teleport.com; brillobrain@ureach.com

> Subject: Re: Draft trails letter
>

> . .

> Hi everyone, : ) T Co o ;
> ‘ _

> | apologize for the delay in getting this letter to you. I'm going to

> extend the deadline for comments to Monday, November 14th, to ensure
> that you all have a chance to read the letter and provide feedback. -

> . . . . o

> Thanks, .. c- oo Lo .

> Elaine . Do e e

> ‘ ‘ [ .

>>>> Vickie Eldredge 11/8/2005 8:38:31 AM >>> .

> Good Morning Committee Members,

>

> Please review the attached letter and get comments back to Elaine

> Stewart by the end of the day November 11th. Thank you for your time
> and efforts in this issue.

>

> -Vickie Eldredge

> 503-797-1715

>

>

> Elaine Stewart

> Natural Resources Scientist

> Metro

> 600 NE Grand Avenue

> .
> Tel 503-797-1515

> Fax 503-797-1849

> stewarte@metro .dst.or.us
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From: "Dale A. Svart" <dsvart@earthlink.net>

To: Elaine Stewart <stewarte@metro.dst.or.us>
Date: 11/9/2005 7:59:07 PM

Subject: Re: Draft trails letter

Elaine,

Thanks for your prompt reply. | also received a hard copy in the mail today.
After reading it | still feel that the two abstaining opinions should be
omitted as well as the bullet point concerning the January vote, unless
other opinions are included. After all, it was a clear 6 to 2 majority which
needs no explanation. Once again, thanks for your hard work, especially
considering the tightrope you must walk.

Dale

>From: "Elaine Stewart" <stewarte@metro.dst.or.us>
>To: <dsvart@earthlink.net>

>Subject: Re: Draft trails letter

>Date: Wed, Nov 9, 2005, 7:07 AM

>

> Hi Dale,

>

> I'm trying a couple of things here. I'll cut and paste the body of the
> letter into this email, and I'll save it as a text file and attach it that
> way. Hopefully one of those methods will work. Let me know.

>

> -Elaine

>
>
> November 18, 2005

>

>

> David Bragdon

> President, Metro Council

> Metro

> 600 NE Grand Avenue

> Portland, Oregon 97232-2736

>

> Dear President Bragdon,

>

> The Smith and Bybee Wetlands Management Committee (SBWMC) was established
> as an advisory committee to Metro by the Natural Resources Management Plan

> for Smith and Bybee Lakes, adopted by Metro and the City of Portland in a

> joint meeting in 1990. The Committee has worked on the trail issue for

> several years.

>

> We followed the progress of the current Smith-Bybee trails feasibility

> study with great interest. A feasibility study was part of our April 2003

> recommendations to Metro to help resolve the long-standing impasse

> surrounding trails at the site.

>

> We encourage the Metro Council to accept the feasibility study as a good

> overview of the data and issues surrounding trail alignments at Smith and

> Bybee Wetlands. We recognize that the Metro Council may need additional

> information to make a decision on an alignment to pursue.
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>
> Our committee voted to recommend the South Slough alignment, mcIudmg the
> neighborhood connection, to the Metro Council for-further work. We
> discussed and supported this alignment in January 2005; the Committee
> subsequently reviewed the final draft feasibility study in October and
> found nothing in it to contradict that position. This alignment requires a
> pedestrian bridge over North Slough, places the trail along the north and
> east landfill road segments, crosses the landfill bridge and connects to
> the Peninsula Crossing trail via the south shore of the Columbia Slough.
> We feel that the neighborhood connection provided in this alignment,
> through Chimney and Pier parks, provides an essential link to the commumty
> of St. Johns.
S _
> Although the Committee is recommending the South Slough alignment, the vote
> was not unanimous. The Committee wishes to share the full range of
- > perspectives from its members. Two members voted against the South Slough
> recommendation for these reasons:
>
> - One member's organization, the 40-mile Loop Trust, has endorsed the South
> Lake Shore alignment.
>
>+ Another member's organization, the St. Johns Neighborhood Association,
> has endorsed the South Lake Shore alignment. They recognize Metro's .
> habitat restoration work and would now like to see improvements in access
> and recreational use. They note that much of the wetlands' beauty is
> accessible by canoe, but most residents of St. Johns are not canoeists.” A
> narrow paved trail or combination of hard and soft surface trails could
> restore some of the access the neighbors once had to the wetlands area.
> - Yet another committee member, who supported the South Slough alignment in A
> October, had opposed it at the Committee's January 2005:meeting-because the - - S
> feasibility study omitted the Committee's recommended segment on the west
> side of the St. Johns Landfill. In its 2002-03 work, the Committee
> achieved consensus on the west landfill route and recommended a feasibility
> study only for the segment from the landfill bridge eastward to the
> neighborhood and/or Peninsula Crossing trail.
>
> Although the Committee recommended a "no build" alternative for the
> feasibility study, it considered only the four options presented in the
> August 2005 final draft when developing the current recommendation for the
> South Slough alignment,
>
> The Committee notes that the 1990 NRMP did not contemplate a multi-modal
> trail along the south side of Smith Lake (part of the South Lake Shore
> alignment), but specifically designated that segment as "hiking only”". The
> South Slough alignment provides an option for bicycles and pedestrians.
>
> Some committee members expressed concerns and questions regarding the
> willingness of private property owners to sell property or otherwise
> accommodate the trail route through their property. The Committee
> recognizes that time and negotiations may resolve this issue.
>
> We encourage the Metro Council to direct its staff to identify costs,
> determine the willingness of landowners to work with Metro on the trail
> alignment, and conduct other needed work to refine potential alignments,
> particularly the South Slough alignment.
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From: npdarden <npdarden@teleport.com>

To: Elaine Stewart <stewarte@metro.dst.or.us>, <nancyh@bes.ci.portland.or.us>,
<billb@bio-stim.com>, <pkjims@ci.portland.or.us>, <dsvart@earthlink.net>, <jkee@hevanet.com>,
<pam_arden@hotmail.com>, <bhanke@lhs.org>, Vickie Eldredge <Eldredgev@metro.dst.or.us>, Dan
Kromer <Kromerd@metro.dst.or.us>, <pattop@pacifier.com>, <devrol@portptld.com>,
<susan.p.barnes@state.or.us>, <brillobrain@ureach.com>

Date: 11/14/2005 3:59:47 PM

Subject: Re: Deadline today for comments on trails letter

Thanks for drafting the letter. | prefer having the dissenting/minority opinions included as written and
concur with Jim that the 3rd bullet should be a paragraph.

Pam

From: Elaine Stewart <stewarte@metro.dst.or.us>

Sent: Nov 14, 2005 9:30 AM

To: nancyh@bes.ci.portland.or.us, billb@bio-stim.com, pkjims@ci.portland.or.us, dsvart@earthlink.net,
jkee@hevanet.com, pam_arden@hotmail.com, bhanke@lhs.org, Vickie Eldredge
<Eldredgev@metro.dst.or.us>, Dan Kromer <Kromerd@metro.dst.or.us>, pattop@pacifier.com,
devrol@portptld.com, susan.p.barnes@state.or.us, npdarden@teleport.com, brillobrain@ureach.com
Subject: Deadline today for comments on trails letter

Hi everyone,

Just a reminder that | need your comments, if you have any, about the draft trails letter today. So far, I've
received comments from:

Dale Svart/Jeff Kee (Friends of S&B)

Troy Clark (Audubon)

Jim Sjulin (Portland Parks)

Brenda Hanke (St. Johns NA)

Nancy, | got your voice mail alerting me that your comments will be coming in soon.

The rest of you - if you have comments, please get them to me today. | will take all of the comments and
strive to fold them in. Where we have comflicting opinions, I'll seek a middle ground and see if that works.
Thanks for your prompt attention to the letter. I"m attaching it again in case some of you haven't read it
yet.

It's my intention to have a final draft to distribute to you tomorrow.

-Elaine

p.s. Here is the letter cut and pasted into this email, for those who cannot open Word files:

November 18, 2005

David Bragdon

President, Metro Council

Metro

600 NE Grand Avenue

Portland, Oregon 97232-2736

Dear President Bragdon,



Smith and Bybee Wetlands Natural Area

Management Committee
Larry Devroy, Chair

600 NE Grand Ave.
Portland, OR 97232-2736

November 18, 2005

David Bragdon

President, Metro Council
Metro

600 NE Grand Avenue
Portland, Oregon 97232-2736

Dear President Bragdon,

The Smith and Bybee Wetlands Management Committee (SBWMC) was established as an'. - :
advisory committee to Metro by the Natural Resources Management Plan for Smith-and Bybee
Lakes, adopted by Metro and the City of Portland in a joint meeting in 1990. The Commlttee
has worked on the trail issue for several years.

We followed the progress of the current Smith-Bybee trails feasibility study with great intérest.: .~ .7t~

A feasibility study was part of our April 2003 recommendations to Metro to help resolve the T
long-standing impasse surrounding trails at the site. ST

We encourage the Metro Council to accept the feasibility study as a good overview of the data
and issues surrounding trail alignments at Smith and Bybee Wetlands. We recognize that the
Metro Council may need additional information to make a decision on an alignment to pursue.

Our committee voted to recommend the South Slough alignment, including the neighborhood
connection, to the Metro Council for further work. We discussed and supported this alignment
in January 2005; the Committee subsequently reviewed the final draft feasibility study in
October and found nothing in it to contradict that position. This alignment requires a pedestrian
bridge over North Slough, places the trail along the north and east landfill road segments,
crosses the landfill bridge and connects to the Peninsula Crossing trail via the south shore of
the Columbia Slough. We feel that the neighborhood connection provided in this alignment,
through Chimney and Pier parks, provides an essential link to the community of St. Johns.

Although the Committee is recommending the South Slough alignment, the vote was not

unanimous. The Committee wishes to share the full range of perspectives from its members.

Two members voted against the South Slough recommendation for these reasons:

¢ One member’s organization, the 40-mile Loop Trust, has endorsed the South Lake Shore
-alignment.

¢ Another member’s organization, the St. Johns Neighborhood Association, has endorsed the
South Lake Shore alignment. They recognize Metro’s habitat restoration work and would
now like to see improvements in access and recreational use. They note that much of the
wetlands' beauty is accessible by canoe, but most residents of St. Johns are not canoeists.



A narrow paved trail or combination of hard and soft surface trails could restore some of the
access the neighbors once had to the wetlands area.

¢ Yet another committee member, who supported the South Slough alignment in October,
had opposed it at the Committee’s January 2005 meeting because the feasibility study
omitted the Committee’s recommended segment on the west side of the St. Johns Landfill.
In its 2002-03 work, the Committee achieved consensus on the west landfill route and
recommended a feasibility study only for the segment from the landfill bridge eastward to
the neighborhood and/or Peninsula Crossing trail.

Although the Committee recommended a “no build” alternative for the feasibility study, it
considered only the four options presented in the August 2005 final draft when developing the
current recommendation for the South Slough alignment.

The Committee notes that the 1990 NRMP did not contemplate a multi-modal trail along the
south side of Smith Lake (part of the South Lake Shore alignment), but specifically designated
that segment as “hiking only”. The South Slough alignment provides an option for bicycles and
pedestrians.

Some committee members expressed concerns and questions regarding the willingness of
private property owners to sell property or otherwise accommodate the trail route through their
property. The Committee recognizes that time and negotiations may resolve this issue.

We encourage the Metro Council to direct its staff to identify costs, determihe the willingness of
landowners to work with Metro on the trail alignment, and conduct other needed work to refine
potential alignments, particularly the South Slough alignment.

Sincerely,

Larry Devroy
Chair

cc Councilor Rex Burkholder
Councilor Carl Hosticka
Councilor Robert Liberty
Councilor Susan McLain
Councilor Brian Newman
Councilor Rod Park



Smith and Bybee Wetlands Natural Area

Management Committee
Larry Devroy, Chair

600 NE Grand Ave.
Portland, OR 97232-2736

November 18, 2005

David Bragdon

President, Metro Council
Metro

600 NE Grand Avenue
Portland, Oregon 97232-2736

Dear CounciAI President Bragdon and Metro Council,

The Smith and Bybee Wetlands Management Committee was established as an advisory
committee to Metro by the Natural Resources Management Plan for Smith and Bybee Lakes,
adopted by Metro and the City of Portland in a joint meeting in 1990. The Committee has
worked on the trail issue for several years.

In 2002-2003 we convened a subcommittee to work on the issue of trail alignments. As a result
of this work, we forwarded a unanimous recommendation from the Committee to Metro in April
2003, which included a consensus alignment for part of the trail and proposed a feasibility study
to determine whether a trail segment is necessary between the landfill and North Portland
Road, and what alignment it should follow. We followed the progress of the current Smith-
Bybee trails feasibility study with great interest. '

We encourage the Metro Council to accept the feasibility study as a good overview of the data
and issues surrounding trail alignments at Smith and Bybee Wetlands. We recognize that the
Metro Council may need additional information to make a decision on an alignment to pursue.

In January 2005, the Committee reviewed the work of the trails feasibility study and voted to
recommend the South Slough alignment, including the neighborhood connection, to the Metro
Council for further work. In October 2005, we reviewed the final draft feasibility study and found
nothing in it to contradict that position. This alignment requires a pedestrian bridge over North
Slough, places the trail along the north and east landfill road segments, crosses the landfill
bridge and connects to the Peninsula Crossing trail via the south shore of the Columbia Slough.
We feel that the neighborhood connection provided in this alignment, through Chimney and Pier
parks, provides an essential link to the community of St. Johns.

At our October meeting, we voted 6-2 to recommend the South Slough alignment. Members
representing the St. Johns Neighborhood Association and 40-mile Loop Land Trust voted
against the South Slough alignment because their organizations favor another alignment.
Although remaining Committee members favored the South Slough alignment over the other
three shown in the feasibility study report, some expressed disappointment that the
Committee's consensus route along the landfill's west perimeter road was not carried forward.
In addition, several members of the Committee thought it curious that a “no build alternative”



David Bragdon
President, Metro Council
November 18, 2005
Page 2

was not considered in the feasibility study, even though it was specifically recommended in our
April 2003 letter to the Metro Council. It is common for feasibility studies to consider such an
alternative.

The Committee notes that the 1990 NRMP did not contemplate a multi-modal trail along the
south side of Smith Lake (part of the South Lake Shore alignment), but specifically designated
that segment as “hiking only”. The South Slough alignment provides an option for bicycles and
pedestrians. '

Some committee members expressed concerns and questions regarding the willingness of
private property owners to sell property or otherwise accommodate the trail route through their
property. The Committee recognizes that time and negotiations may resolve this issue.

We encourage the Metro Council to direct its staff to identify costs, determine the_willihgness of
landowners to work with Metro on the trail alignment, and conduct other needed work to refine
potential alignments, particularly the South Slough alignment.

Sincerely,

% ,

Larry Dgevroy
Chair

cc Councilor Rex Burkholder
' Councilor Carl Hosticka
Councilor Robert Liberty
Councilor Susan McLain
Councilor Brian Newman
Councilor Rod Park



