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(5 min.) 3.
4.
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2:20 PM 5.1
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A G E N D A

600 NORTHEAST GRAND AVENUE OREGON 97232 2736
00

TELC 503 7197 1% $03 797 1787

METRO
METRO COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING
June 1, 1995
Thursday
2:00 p.m.

Council Chamber

Presen
CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL
INTRODUCTIONS
CITIZEN COMMUNICATIONS
EXECUTIVE OFFICER COMMUNICATIONS
CONSENT AGENDA

Consideration of Minutes for the May 23. 1995 Metro Council Work Session
and the May 25, 1995 Metro Council Meeting.

ORDINANCES: FIRST READINGS

Ordinance No. 95-604, For the Purpose of Adopting A Future Vision for the
Region. **PUBLIC HEARING**

Ordinance No. 95-603, Amending the FY 1994-95 Budget and
Appropriations Schedule to Reflect Increased Concessions at the
Convention Center and Increased Parking at the Expo Center; and
Declaring an Emergency.

Teed

Ordinance No. 95-605, Amending the FY 1994-95 Budget and
Appropriations to Fund Certain Expenses Related to the Open Spaces,
Parks and Streams General Obligation Bonds; and Declaring an
Emergency.

Ciecko
Lee

Ordinance No. 95-606, Amending the FY 1994-95 Budget and Bolen
Appropriations Schedule for the Purpose of Transferring Appropriations

to Fund A Portion of the Regional Government Information Exchange

Between Metro and the Agencies Participating in the South/North High

Capacity Transit Study; and Declaring an Emergency.

I

McLain

Washington
Regional
Facilities

Washington
Regional
Facilities

McCaig
Finance

For assistance/Services per the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), dial TDD 797-1804 or 797-1540 (Council Office)

* All times listed on the agenda are approximate; items may not be considered in the exact order listed.
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3:05 PM
(5 Min.)

3:10 PM
(10 Min.)

3:10 PM
(10 min.)

3:20 PM
(10 min.)

3:30 PM
(10 min.)

3:40 PM
(10 min.)

3:50 PM
(10 min.)

4:00 PM
(5 Min.)

4:05 PM
(10 min.)

4:15 PM
(10 min.)

4:25 PM

7.1

72

73

7.4

7.5

7.6

71

ORDINANCES: SECOND READINGS

Ordinance No. 95-602, Relating to Administration, Amending the Metro
Code, and Declaring an Emergency.

RESOLUTIONS _ %

Resolution No. 95-2160, For the Purpose ofc\"Adopting} Rule}Establishing
Procedures Relating to the Conduct of Council Standing Committee
Business.

Resolution No. 95-2159, For the Purpose of Approving and Adopting the
Whitaker Ponds Concept Master Plan

Resolution No. 95-2140, For the Purpose of Authorizing the Executive
Officer to Purchase Properties Within the Whitaker Pond Master Plan
Area.

Resolution No. 95-2151, For the Purpose of Confirming the Appointment of
Douglas E. Butler as Director of thg Department of Administrative)
Services.

Resolution No. 95-2152, For the Purpose of Confirming the Appointment of
Jennifer Sims aié Chief Financial Officer)

A
Resolution No. 95-2149, For the Purpose of Approving the Receiving of

Federal Grant Through the Oregon Department of Geology and Mineral
Industries) for Implementing Regional Earthquake Hazards Identification
and Preparedness Program.

Resolution No. 95-2155, For the Purpose of Authorizing an Exemption to
Metro Code Chapter 2.04.041 (c), Competitive Bidding Procedures, and
Authorizing a Sole Source Contract With Information Systems, Inc.,
For Consulting Services for Weight Systems Software at Solid Waste
Disposal Facilities.

COUNCILOR COMMUNICATIONS
LEGISLATIVE ITEMS

ADJOURN

Pr

Burton

Hart

Chase

Burton

Burton

Cotugno
Uba

Burton

* All times listed on the agenda are approximate; items may not be considered in the exact order listed.
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NOTE: June 1, 1995 will be the last METRO Council meeting before the change to
a Standing Committee system. Some legislation on this agenda may be determined
by the Council and/or the Presiding Officer to be referred for committee review and

consideration. For this reason both Lead Councilors and Committees have been
listed. '






For the Purpose of Adopting A Future Vision for the Region.

AGENDA ITEM 5.1

Meeting Date: June 1, 1995

. ORDINANCE NO. 95-604

FIRST READING

PUBLIC HEARING

Note: Materials regarding Future Vision were distributed to Council Members May 25, 1995. The second

reading and another public hearing will take place at Council June 15, 1995.






-,

. BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ADOPTING ORDINANCE NO. 95-604

A FUTURE VISION FOR THE

)
)
REGION o) Introduced by Councilor
_ ' ) _

Susan McLain

WHEREAS, The voters of the Metro region adopted the 1992 Metro
Charter in November, 1992; and A
' WHEREAS, The Charter provides“for the creation of a Future Vision
Commission and adoption of a Future Vision no later than July 1, 1995;
and '

WHEREAS, The Charter calls for the Future Vision to be "a
concéptual statement that indicates population levels and settlement
patterns that the region can accommodate within the carrying capacity
of 'the land, water and aif resources of the region, and its
educational ané economic resources, and that achieves a desired
quality of life:" and 4 '

WHEREAS, The Charter further requires the Future Vision to be "a
long-term, visionary outlook for at least a 50-year period" which is

to address, "(1) use, restoration and preservation of regional land

‘and natural resources for the benefit of present and future

generations, (2) how and where to accommodate the population growth .
for éhe region while maintaining a desired quality of life for its
residents, and (3) how to develop new communities and additions to the
existing urban areas in well-planned ways;" and

WHEREAS, The Future Vision is not a regulatory document; and

WHEREAS, Résolution 93-1755, adopted on February 23, 1993,
established the framework and appointing authorities. for créating the
Future Vision Commission; and '

WHEREAS, Future Vision Commission members were appointed by
adoption of Resolution 93-1801, by MPAC appointment, and by actions
of the Governors of Oregon and Washington; and '

WHEREAS, The Future Vision Commission met for over eighteen
months, reviewed available materials, heard from many authorities, and
commissioned four reports on jobs, carrying capacity, settlement
patterns, and education; and



WHEREAS, The Future Vision'CommissiQn issued its final report on
March 4, 1995, which deals with Charter-required matters as well as
providing valuable suggestions for how to achieve the Vision; and

WHEREAS, The Future Vision is to be part of an ongoing reglonal
planning process; and

WHEREAS, The Council and Future Vision Commission held a series
of public hearings throughout the region to receivelbublic testimony
on the Commission’s final report, in order to give the Council
‘guidance in adopting the region’s Future Vision; now, therefore,

- THE METRO COUNCIL ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS:

1. Pursuant to Section 5(1) of the 1992 Metro Charter, the
Future Vision for the region, attached as Exhibit A and including the
Future Vision map, is adopted.

2. Ideas and suggestions from the Future Vision Commission for
~ implementing the Future Vision and achieving its goals are attached
as Exhibit B.

3. The final report of the Future Vision Commission, attached
as Exhibit €, is accepted. '

4. The Future Vision is not a reguiatory document, and has no
effect that would allow court or agency review of it. The Regional
Framework Plan required by the Charter shall describe its relationship
to the Future Vision. The Regional Framework Plan is not required by
’the Charter or by this ordinance to comply with or conform to the
Future Vision.:

5. The Future Vision shall be completely reviewed -and revised
no later than July 1, 2010, in a manner prescribed by ordinance and
in conformance with the terms of the Metro Charter.

ADOPTED by the Metro Council this day of June, 1995.

J. Ruth McFarland, Presiding Officer
ATTEST: . '

Recording Secretary
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EXHIBIT A

FUTURE VISION A
Our ecological and economic region goes beyond Metro’s boundaries and strétches from
the Cascades to the Coast Range, and from Longview to Salem. Any vision for a territory
as large and diverse as this must be regarded as both ambitious and a work-in-progress: it

is a first.step in developing policies, plans, and actions that serve our bi-state region-and all

its people.

While Metro recognizes that it has no control over surrounding jurisdictions and is not

~ responsible for the provision of public safety and other social services, the ability to

successfully manage growth within this region is dependent on and impacts each of these.

Future Vision is mandated by Metro’s 1992 Charter. It is not a regulatory document;
rather it is a standard against which to gauge progress toward maintaining a livable reglon.
It is based on a number of core values essential to shaping our future. As a region:

* We value taking purposeful action to advance our aspirations for this region,
realizing that- we should act to meet our needs today in a manner that does not
limit or eliminate the ability of future generations to meet their needs and enjoy
this landscape ‘we are privileged to inhabit.

* We value the greatest possible individual liberty in politics, economics, lifestyle,
belief, and conscience, with the understanding that this liberty cannot be fully
realized unless accompanied by shared commitments for community, civic
involvement, and a healthy environment.

* We value our regional ideﬁtity and sense of place, and celebrate the identity and
accomplishments of our urban neighborhoods and suburban and rural communities.
* We value v1brant cities that are an inspiration and a crucial resource for
commerce, cultural activities, politics, and community building.

* We value a healthy economy that provides stable family-wage jobs. We recognize
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that our economic well-being depends on unimpaired and sustainable natural
ecosystems, and suitable social mechanisms to insure dignity and equity for all and
compassion for those in need. |
e We value the conservation, restoration, and preservation of natural and historic
landscapes. _ _ | !
" e We value a life close to nature incorporated in the urban landscape.
 We value nature for its own sake, and recognize our responsibility as stewards of
the region’s natural resources. '
* We value meeting the needs of our communities through grass-roots efforts in
harmony with the collective interest of our regional community.
* We value participatory decision making which harnesses the creativity inherent in
. a wide range of views. | |
® We value a cultural atmosphere and public policies that will insure that every
child in every community enjoys the greatesf possible opportunities to fulfill his or

her potential in life.

REGIONAL VISION STATEMENT
EACH INDIVIDUAL: _
As inhabitants of this bi-state region, we are committed to the development of each
individual as a productive, effective member of society. This region must make clear and
unambiguous commitments to each individual in order that we all may have a vibrant,
healthy place to live. We seck the full participation of individuals in the prosperity of this
region, accompanied by acceptance of their responsibility for stewardship of the ‘

community and region. Our vision statements for Each Individual are:

o CHILDREN - In 2045, the welfare of children is of critical importance to our well-being.

Creating and sustaining public and private initiatives that support family life are among

our highest priorities.
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* EDUCATION - In 2045, education, in its broadest definition, stands as the core of our
commitment to each other. Life-long learning is the critical ingredient that enables the
residents of thlS region to adapt to new ideas, new technologies, and changmg economic

conditions. Our commitment to education is a commitment to equipping all people with-

the means not only to survive, but to prosper.

® PARTICIPATION - In 2045, all residents, old and young, rich and poor, men and
women, minority and majority, are supported and encouraged to be well-informed and
active parﬁcipants in the civic life of their communities and the bi-state region. Ours'is a
region that thrives on interaction and engagement of its people to achieve community

objectives.

'OUR SOCIETY:

The ability to work together is the hallmark of great communities and flourlshmg societies.

Our vision statements for Our Society are:

. VITAL COMMUNITIES - In 2045, communities throughout the bi-state region are
socially healthy and responsive to the needs of their residents. Government initiatives and

services have been developed to empower individual communities to actively meet the

needs of their residents. The economic life of the community is inseparable from its social

and civic life.

* SAFETY - In 2045, personal safety within communities and throughout the region is
commonly expected as well as a shared fesponsibility involving citizens and all government
agencies. Our definition of personal safety extends from the elimination of prejudice to the
physical protection of life and property from criminal harm, to hazard rmtlgatlon and

preparation for and response to natural disasters.

* ECONOMY - In 2045, our bi-state regional economy is diverse, with urban and rural 4

economies linked in a common frame. Planning and governmental action have helped
3
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create conditions that support the development of family wage jobs in centers throughout

the region.

e CIVIC LIFE - In 2045, citizens embrace responsibility for sustaining a rich, inclusive

civic life. Political leadership is valued and recognized for serving community life.

e DIVERSITY - In 2045, our communities are known for their openness-and acceptance.
This region is distinguished by its ability to honor diversity in a manner that leads to civic
cohesion.

e ROOTS - In 2045, our history"serves us well, with the lessons of the pasf remembered
and incorporated in our strategies for the future. Knowledge of our cultural history helps

ground social and public policy in the natural-heritage we depend on and value.

OUR PLACE:

We are committed to preserving the physical landscape of the region, acknowledging the
settlement patterns that have developed within it, and supporting the economy that
continues to evolve. We live in a varied and beautiful landscape. Our place sits at the
confluence of great rivers—the Columbia, Lewis, Sandy, and the Willamette and its
tributaries, which dominate the landscape. This is a region of water, volcanic buttes, and

forest-clad mountains and hills. OQur vision statements for Our Place are:

e A LIFE IN NATURE - In 2045, this region is recognized as a unique ecosystem, known
for the intelligent integration of urban and rural development which seeks to:
— improve air and water quality, and increase biodiversity;
— protect views of M. Hood, Mt. St. Helens, Mt. Rainier, Mt. Adams, Mt.
Jefferson, aﬁd other Cascade and coastal peaks;
— provide Greenspaces and parks within walking distance of every household;
-~ assure a close and supportive relationship among natural resources,blandsclape, the’

built environment, and the economy of the region; and

4
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— restore ecosystems, complemented by planning and development initiatives that

preserve the fruits of those labors.

* RURAL LAND - In 2045, rural land shapes our sense of place by keeping our cities
separate from one another, protecting natural resource lands and supporting viable farm
and forest resource enterprises, and keeping our citizens close to nature, farms, forests, and

other resource lands and activities.

. DOWNTQWNS - In 2045, downtown Portland continues to serve an important
defining role for the entire region. Historic urban centers such as Ridgefield, Camas,
Vancouver, Gresham, St. Helens, Beaverton, Hillsboro, Lake Oswego, Oregon City,
Molalla, Woodburn, and others throughout‘ our bi-state region are an important part of

sub-regional identity.

* VARIETY IN OUR COMMUNITIES AND NEIGHBORHOODS - In 2045, our

region-is composed of numerous distinct communities. Each community provides a wide
variety of healthy, appealing, and affordable housing and neighborhood choices. They are
physically compact and have distinct identities and boundaries. Public space exists in every

community, and serves as the stage for a rich and productive civic dialogue.

* WALKING - In 2045, residents of this region can shop, piay, and socialize by walking
or biking within their neighborhoods. Walking, biking, or using transit are attractive
alternatives for a wide range of trips within neighborhoods, between important regional
centers, and outside of the urban area. This region is known for the utility of its non-auto

transportation alternatives.

* LINKAGES - In 2045, goods, materials, and information move easily throughout the

bi-state region. Manufacturing, distribution, and office employment centers are linked to
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the transportation and communication systems in a comprehensive and coordinated

manner.

o EQUITY - In 2045, the tradeoffs associated with growth and change have been fairly .
distributed throughout the region. Our commitment to managing growth is matched by
an equal commitment to social equity for the communities of today and tomorrow. ‘The
true environmental and social cost of new growth has been paid by those, both new to the

region and already present, receiving the benefits of that new growth.

e GROWTH MANAGEMENT - In 2045, growth in the region has been managed. Our |
objective has been and still is to live in great cities, not merely big ones. . Our desire for
separate communities is reflected in the Future Vision Map which depicts settlement

patterns. Carrying capacity and sustainability concepts help measure and track progress

- toward maintaining a desired quality of life but they can not be used to set population -

limits. The Values and Vision Statements herein should be used to guide the establishment

of new communities.

SUGGESTIONS:

Clearly, Metro has a critical role to play as planner, convener, monitor, and leader.
However, as in the past, the success we achieve in the future will be a collaborative
accomplishment. We have an unparalleled opportunity to create an ‘environment of
consensus and predictaBility in the region for what Metro’s planning and policy making
ought to accomplish. The full report of the Future Vision Commission contains

suggestions for acting on each vision statement.

Perhaps the most critical implementing step is Metro’s commitment to a continuing

dialogue with the citizens of our greater region to address 21st century problems and issues.

An annual review of the region will allow us to promote, lead, and engage citizens in an

ongoing discussion of our future. The relevant question is not "when" carrying capacity

4
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will be exceeded, but "how" we will collectively restore, maintain, and enhance the

qualities of the region.

As a region, our aspiration is to match the spectacular nature of our landscape with an
equally spectacular and regular civic celebration of our sense of the region-truly our sense
of place. For it is only through the creation of a shared and far-reaching culture of this
place that our accomplishments will match our asptrations. Future Vision is a work in

progress — a challenge to future generations to think ahead and make decisions.






EXHIBIT B

SUGGESTIONS ON ADDRESSING THE FUTURE VISION

The Future Vision Commission developed suggested steps which could be taken to make
the Future Vision a reality. Those suggestions fall into two categories. The first consists
- of steps to be taken to achieve specific vision statements and the second.is general
implementation and monitoring.

ACHIEVING VISION STATEMENTS

EACH INDIVIDUAL (1)

I-1 Children

In 2045, the welfare of children is of crltlcal importance to our present and future well-
being. Creating and sustaining public and private initiatives that support family life are
among our hlghest priorities.

To achieve this vision:

Recognize the needs of children as a critical metropolitan issue, and ensure that
responsibility is assigned and assumed for meeting those needs.

Regularly review surveys of children and families, and incorporate the resuits in all
facets of planning and policy making in the nine-county region.

Incorporate the needs of children for healthy, safe and accessible living
environments in Regional Framework Plan elements dealing with the transportation
system, housing, urban design and settlement patterns, and parks and open space.

Develop new partnerships involving business, government, citizen, cultural and
educational organizations to incorporate the needs of children and their families as a
part of planning, budgeting and administrative processes.

1-2 Education

In 2045, education, in its broadest definition, stands as the core of our commitment to
each other. Life-long learning is the critical ingredient that enables the residents of this
region to adapt to new ideas, new technologies and changing economic conditions. Our
commitment to education is a commitment to equipping all people with the means to not
only survive, but to prosper in this region.

|1



To achieve this vision:

Work with other government entities and with educational and cultural organizations
to ensure that

° Parents are aware that the foundation of a child’s language is developed in
the first six months of life, and that infants should be read to from birth.

° Public library policies, staffing and resources are strong enough to reach out
and effectively serve all citizens.

o Children receive an educatlon that prepares them for post secondary and life-
long learning.

©  Our educational system includes both English literacy and foreign languages.

an understanding of evolving information technology and the ability to
engage national and international opportunities at home, in the community
and on the job.

. Provide adequate public and private support for a variety of institutions of higher
education to meet needs for life-long learning, including obtaining college degrees,
improving job skills and simply enjoying the excitement of learning.

Create and enhance cooperative ventures linking public and private enterprises to
ensure that:

o Community arts and performance centers, community libraries and schools,
colleges and universities, concert halls, galleries, museums, nature centers
and theaters are vital Imks in an mtegrated educational system for all
residents.

o Opportunities exist for all children and community residents, regardless of
income, to engage in the visual, literary and performmg arts in commumty
centers close to their homes.

o Higher education in the metropolitan area serves the people and communities
of our nine-county region. Here, higher education is truly a reflection of the
needs of our people, the role of the region in an international economy, and
the unique opportunities afforded by our natural environment and history.

I-3 Participation

In 2045, all residents, old and youhg, rich and poor, men and women, minority and
majority, are supported and encouraged to be well-informed and active participants in the
civic life of their communities and the bi-state region. Ours is a region that thrives on
interaction and engagement of its people to achieve community objectives.

To achieve this vision:

. Include citizen involvement and education programs as a core function of aII
government mstltutlons including schools

19



‘Promote an atmosphere of inclusiveness and tolerance of social, political, racial and
economic differences.

: Providg adequate fun'ding to enable broad-based participation in civic affairs by all
economic groups. Set goals for the involvement of community members and work
actively to achieve them.

Initiate and facilitate ongoing discussion of this Future Vision in neighborhood and
- community forums.

Coordinate a region-wide web for disseminating and collecting information that
utilizes public libraries, schools, business and clwc organizations, and nelghborhood
and commumty groups.

Strengthen neighborhood, community and regional public library resources and
continue to offer free reader, reference and information services to all.

OUR SOCIETY (S)

§$-1 Safety

In 2045, personal safety within communities and throughout the region is commonly
expected; it is a shared responsibility involving citizens and all government agencies. Our
definition of personal safety extends from the elimination of prejudice to the physical
protection of life and property from criminal harm. Our hope and expectation is for a

society whose residents do not expect safety or protection to rely on guns or physical
violence. '

To achieve this vision:

Recognize that true community safety results from a collaborative effort involving
citizens, their government and business. Support local initiatives to address public
safety issues in this manner through targeted public investment.

Identify and address public and personal safety issues in the Regional Framework
‘Plan elements dealing with transportation, urban design and bi-state coordination.

Identlfy publlc safety as a metropolltan -area-wide issue, rather than sumply the
concern of a single jurisdiction or agency.

Train community members in alternative means for dispute resolution.

Co-sponsdr with community groups activities that are designed to increase
community cohesion and the interaction of community members with each other.

19



S-2 Economy

In 2045, our bi-state, regional economy is diverse, with urban and rural economies linked
in a common frame. Planning and governmental action have created conditions that
support the development of family-wage jobs in accessible centers located throughout the
region.

Tp achieve this vision:

. Direct all regional planning' efforts to include equitable economic progress for

communities throughout the region as a critical component for modeling and
evaluation.
. Address the further diversification of our economy, the creation of family-wage jobs

and the development of accessible employment centers throughout the nine-county
region in the Regional Framework Plan elements for transportation, rural lands,
urban design, housing and water resources.

. Actively foster and recruit enterprises that are attracted to our natural environment
and to the human resources already here--those firms that need what we have, not
what we are willing to give away.

S-3 Diversity

In 2045, our communities are known for their openness and acceptance. This regionis

distinguished by its ability to honor diversity in a manner that leads to civic cohesion rather

than a narrow separateness. '

To achieve this visi.on:

. Focus public policy and investment on the creation of mixed-use communities that
include dedicated public space and a broad-range of housing types affordable for all.

. Reinforce cross-cultural understanding and tolerance through positive celebration of
our region’s diverse heritages and support for cultural expressions.

. Publicly recognize efforts, both public and private, that encourage all citizens to be
full participants in the civic and economic life of the region.

. Address the creation of community cohesion and a true civic cuiture in Regional

Framework Plan elements concerned with urban design, housing and bi-state
governance.
S$-4 Civic Llfe

In 2045 citizens embrace responsibility for sustaining a rich, inclusive civic Ilfe. Political
leadership is valued as an essential ingredient for engaging citizens in this task.

a4



To achieve this vision: _

. Enact campaign finance and other reforms which make the pursuit of elective office
: and the expression of minority views without fear of retribution a reahstlc goal for
all citizens.

. Strongly support public involvement in government initiatives, and provide resources
needed to develop innovative ways to expand opportunities for pammpatlon and to
- make participation more useful and effective.

S-5 Vital Communities

In 2045, communities throughout the bi-state region are socially healthy and responsive to

the needs of their residents. Government initiatives and services have been developed to
 empower individual communities to actively meet the needs of their residents. The
economic life of the community is inseparable from its social and civic life. Coordinated
initiatives for health care and support for meeting basic needs are extended to those in
need, where they live.

To achieve this vision:

- . ldentify needs and solutions to community problems at the neighborhood level, and
actively work to enlist all units of government in supporting and acting on these
grassroots agendas rather than allowing governmental entities to insulate
themselves from participating. : '

. Incorporate specific expectations for a basic standard of living for all citizens in
Regional Framework Plan elements concerned w1th urban design, housing,
_transportatlon, and parks and open space.

. Recognize the presence of areas of chronic poverty as an issue for metropolitan
action. Support regional and local initiatives to address chronic poverty through
targeted public investments, revisions in tax codes and metropolltan tax-base
sharing.

S-6 Roots

In 2045, our history serves us well, with the lessons of the past remembered and
incorporated in our strategies for the future. Our fellow citizens know our cultural hlstory,
and this knowledge helps them ground social and public policy in the natural heritage we-
-depend on and value so dearly.

To achieve this vision:

. Preserve designated historical sites/structures, and use public incentives and
investments as necessary to preserve our history.

2



Specifically incorporate historic preservation and landscape ecology in Regional
Framework Plan elements concerned with transportation, housing, urban design,
rural lands and the UGB, parks and open space, and bi-state governance.

. " Include historical sites and events within the reglon in public events, school
~curricula and planning.

OuR PLACE (P)

P-1 Rural Land -

In 2045, rural iand shapes our sense of place by keeping our cities separate from one
another, supporting viable farm and forest resource enterprises, and keeping our citizens
close to nature, farms, forests and other resource lands and activities.

To achieve this vision:

e Develop and implement local plans, the UGB and the rural Iands elements of the
Regional Framework Plan to:

o Actively reinforce the protection of lands currently reserved for farm and
forest uses for those purposes. . Conversion of such lands to urban, suburban
or rural residential use will be allowed only as a last resort.

° Allow rural residential development only within existing exception areas or
their equivalent. Rural residential development shall retain the rural character
of the area, and be consistent with nearby farm and forest practices, the
ability of natural systems to absorb new development and the capacity of
currently available public services. '

. . Work with the departments of agriculture and forestry in both states to. develop a
broad program of public education about and contact wrth this region’s agricultural
and forest products and producers.

P-2 Variety in Our Communities and Neighborhoods

In 2045, our region is composed of numerous distinct communities, open to all, “which

together provide a wide variety of healthy, appealing and affordable housing and

neighborhood choices. They are physically compact and have distinct identities and

boundaries. Truly public space exists in every community and serves as the stage for a

rich and productive civic dialogue.

To achieve this vision:

. Continue to encourage a choice of neighborhood types, including new
neighborhoods with suburban densities, neighborhoods of traditional (pre-World War

6

2L



Il) densities, and mixed-use neighborhoods of a more urban design.

Provide incentives, including preferential funding for the acquisition of Greenspaces
and development of transportation facilities, to communities which act to provide a
range of housing types for people of all income levels within their boundaries.

Link the granting of building permits for single-family detached structures to the
creation of mixed-use neighborhood centers.

Develop and implement community plans to clarify and strengthen distinct
identities. To the extent possible, develop boundaries between communities using
parks, rivers, streams, floodplains and other landscape features.

Make the developmeht of complete mixed-use and mixed-income communities the
central focus for Regional Framework Plan elements dealing with housing, urban
design, and parks and open space.

- P-3 A Life in Nature

Our place sits at the confluence of great rivers--the Columbia, Lewis, Sandy and the
Willamette and its tributaries--which dominate the landscape. This is a region of water,
volcanic buttes, and forest-clad mountains and hills. The metropolitan region is a unique
ecosystem, one which encompasses urban, rural and wild settings within a common
landscape. In 2045, our region is known for the intelligent integration of urban and rural
development into this common ecosystem.

To achieve this vision:

"Ensure that Regional Framework Plan elements for transportation, the UGB, rural
lands, urban design and settlement patterns, parks and open space, and bi-state
governance actively seek the objectives of this vision statement.

Work with partners in the region to develop comprehensive interpretive programs
for the metropolitan ecosystem to provide all citizens with the information they will
need to act as stewards for the quality of the natural environment.

Manage watersheds to protect, restore and maintain the integrity of streams,
wetlands and floodplains, and their multiple biological, physical and social values.

Create an interconnected mosaic of urban forest that provides multiple benefits to
neighborhoods, in¢luding shading and reduction of temperature extremes, aesthetlcs
and habitat for local wildlife.

Value the quality of natural resources and the landscape alongside other variables
when assessing the costs and benefits of new development and/or attractmg new
enterprises to the region.
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P-4 Walking

In 2045, residents of this region can shop, play and socialize by walking or biking within’
their neighborhoods. Walking, biking or using transit are attractive alternatives for a wide-
range of trips within neighborhoods, between important regional centers and outside the
urban area. This region is known for the utility of its non-auto transportation alternatives.

To achie\le this vision:

- Focus the urban design, settlement pattern, housing, transportation, and parks and
open space elements of the Regional Framework Plan on the design of new
neighborhoods and retroflt of old ones to better support walking, blklng and transit

use.

. Design and operate the region’s high-capacity transit system as the foundatlon for
regional development and redevelopment.

. Design and operete public transit systems to complement pedestrian movement.
Review and continually revise, as necessary, local land use plans and tr_ahsportation
policies to dramatically increase the mode split for walking, and to ensure the close

interconnection of land use and transportation planning initiatives.

- Make new commitments to fundmg arterlal streets, and blcycle and pedestrlan
facilities.

Focus the transportation element of the Regional Framework Plan on two central
issues: the creation of walkable neighborhoods and employment centers, and the
movement of goods.
P-5 Linkages
In 2045, goods, materials and information move easily throughout the bi-state region. .
Manufacturing, distribution and office employment centers are linked to the transportation
and communication systems in a comprehensive and coordinated manner.
To achieve this vision:
Incorporate goods movement and telecommunications technologies in Regional
Framework Plan elements concerned with transportation, urban design and

settlement patterns, and bi-state governance.

Utilize new technologies and targeted public investment to move the work to
workers, rather than workers to the work.

P-6 Downtowns
In 2045, downtown Portland continues to serve an important, defining role for the entire

8
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metropolitan region. In addition, reinvestment, both public and private, has been focused
in historic urban centers such as Ridgefield, Camas, Vancouver, Gresham, St. Helens,
Beaverton, Hillsboro, Molalla, Woodburn and others throughout our bi-state region. This
pattern of reinvestment and renewal continues to be the centerpiece of our strategy for
buxldlng and maintaining healthy communities.

To achieve this vision:

- Target public and encourage private investment in infrastructure and workforce
development in existing neighborhoods, town centers, regional centers and
downtown Portland.

* °  Address reinvestment in urban centers in the Regional Framework Plan elements
concerned with the UGB, transportation, urban design and settlement patterns, and
bi-state governance.

P-7 Equity

In'2045, the tradeoffs associated with growth and ‘change have been fairly distributed
throughout the region.  Our commitment to managing growth with an eye on the future is
matched by an equal commitment to social equity for the communities of today and
tomorrow. The true environmental and social cost of new growth has been paid by those,
both new to the region and already present, receiving the benefits of that new growth.

To achieve this vision:

Identify the presence of pockets of poverty as a metropolitan problem. Address the
issues associated with chronic poverty in locations throughout ‘the nine-county
region through such mechanisms as tax base sharing, pursuing changes in tax
‘codes, overcoming physical and economic barriers to access, providing affordable
housing throughout the area and targeting public investments.

. Ensure that the costs of growth and change are borne by those who receive the
benefits.

. Develop fair and equitable funding mechanisms and investment strategies for all
public infrastructure needed to support growth and to keep infrastructure and
service levels from declining as growth occurs,

. Address issues associated with chronic poverty in locations throughout the region in
all Regional Framework Plan elements.

P-8 Growth 'Managemen_t

In 2045, growth in the region has been managed. Our objective has been and still is to
-live in great cities, not merely big ones. Performance indicators and standards have been

established for the Future Vision and all other growth management efforts, and citizens of

the bi-state region annually have an opportunity to review and comment on our progress.



The results of that review process are used to frame appropriate actions needed to
maintain and enhance our regional quality of life. '

To achieve this vision:

. Annually produce a state of the region report on our progress toward achieving the
objectives of the vision statements listed above, followed by a survey to determine
whether the public is satisfied with that progress. Short- and long-term actions will
be shaped by this review and the resuits will be reported to the people of the
region. _ .

Use the values and vision statements in this document as the starting point for
developing evaluative criteria used to create each element of the Regional
Framework Plan.

- Broaden the elements of the Regional Framework Plan to include environmental
quality, sustainability, public safety, the welfare of children and education.

. Create an accountable bi-state, nine-county institutional framework for discussing
" and addressing issues which extend beyond Metro’s jurisdictional boundaries, and
incorporate such an institution in the Regional Framework Plan element concerned

with bi-state coordination. o

GENERAL IMPLEMENTATION

In addition to the specific suggestions for achieving vision elements the Future Vision
Commission proposed a number of general implementation ideas. This portion of their
Report is included here with the intention that it be a guide for Metro’'s development of the
Regional Framework Plan. o

IMPLEMENTATION

We recommend that the Metro Council, upon the adoption of the Future Vision, identify
and act on measures to implement the vision conscientiously, affirmatively and pro-
actively. The Metro Charter calls for the Metro Council to adopt a Future Vision, and for
‘the Regional Framework Plan to "describe its relationship” to that Future Vision. Further,
the Charter specifically prevents the Future Vision from having any "effect that would
allow court or agency review of it."”

Clearly, the ambition for implementation of the Future Vision, as expressed in the Charter,
is quite modest. However, we live in a region which is home to communities of .
substantially greater ambition. In fact, our participation in this project has impressed on us
that our nine-county, bi-state region deserves our individual and collective attention,
affection and stewardship. We cannot delegate the future or our quality of life to others,
for these are tasks whose outcome depends on us all. '
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We believe that implementing actions could include, but not be limited to, the following:

1.

Regional Framework Plan - We have attempted to address specific Regional

. Framework Plan elements in the actions we have identified to achieve each

vision statement. The Metro Council should use those proposed actions at
the beginning of the process for creating Regional Framework Plan elements
in order to ensure there is a relationship between the Future Vision and the
Regional Framework Plan to describe.

Vision Index - The Metro Council could use the vision statements to create a
vision index for use as a diagnostic or evaluative tool in planning, policy
making and budgeting. The Metro Council could direct that the vision
statements be incorporated in new or ongoing initiatives to guide the-
formulation of decision criteria. As examples, the following kinds of
questions might be asked:

. Will the action or plan assist in improving the welfare of children?

. Will the action or plan help to extend educational resources to the
people of the region more effectively or comprehensively?

How, if at al-l will the action or plan enable or improve the ability of
people throughout the region to compete for jobs or other
opportunities?

Will the action or plan, through its development and implementation,
serve as a vehicle for enabling wider participation in policy formation
and planning?

Does the action or plan support and encourage efforts to-engage
citizens and business to join with government to improve public
safety?

. Will the action or plan add to efforts to diversify our economy and .
encourage the creation of new enterprises best able to further other
regional objectives?

Public Discussion of Governance - A public re-evaluation of the

. appropriateness of the structures of governance in our region to address

21st Century problems and issues, especially those at the nelghborhood and
regional levels, needs to occur. .

. Annual State-of—the-Region Review - Of critical importance will be efforts to

promote, lead and engage the citizens and communities of the region in an

- ongoing discussion of our future. The Metro Council and Metro Executive

should commit themselves to a cooperative monitoring program with regional
partners that is designed to provide the data needed to evaluate whether
Metro is achieving the goals it has set for itself. The best plans, left
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unattended and unexamined, will not secure the future for this region that it
deserves. In fact, the investment being made in plans must be
complemented by a relatively small commitment to monitoring and
evaluation, as proposed here, if the value of that planning is to be realized.

Metro should begin by recruiting a technical advisory team to provide advice
and review during the development of a short list of statistical indicators or
benchmarks for assessing progress toward implementing the Future Vision
and the Regional Framework Plan. Such a list is not-meant to be exhaustive.
Rather, it should include key quantifiable indicators that, when discussed in a
public forum, would direct attention to trends requiring urgent action. ltis a
list of the canaries that alert us to hazards ahead. Based on our work, we
believe that an initial list of indicators for this task could be:

{-1 Children - Readiness to learn (already collected by the Oregon
Progress Board).

I-2_Education - Adult literacy; student skill achievement; time for the
unemployed to be rehired and/or to attain their previous income.

I-3 Participation - Voter turnout in local and Metro races; number of
candidates in local and Metro races (available from counties).

S-1_Safety - Crime rates by crime; perception of crime surveys;
percentage of schools with no reported crimes.

S-2 Economy - Household income; per capita income; business

formation; business failures; business license activity by economic
sector (much is already in the Regional Land Information System -
RLIS). S '

S-3_Diversity - Bias crime rate; standardized segregation index
(census).

S-4 Civic Life - Number of active neighborhood associations, citizén
planning organizations (CPO), etc.; number and types of voluntary
associations by community.

S-5 Vital Communities - Number of newspapers, radio stations, cable
access studios, etc., by community; proximity of public/civic space to
households; number of self-nominations for recognition of
neighborhood achievements. ’

- §-6 Roots - Number of designated structures saved/demolished;
number of annual celebrations of place and history by community.




P-1_Rural Land - Number of acres in farms with gross sales of at least
$40,000 outside UGBs; number of lots less than or equal to five acres
in size outside of UGBs; number of acres of land zoned for exclusive
farm or forest use converted to other classifications. '

P-2 Variety in Our Communities and Neighborhoods - Number of
dwelling units within a quarter mile of parks, shopping, transit and
public buildings; percentage of households able to afford the median
sale price for housing by community. '

P-3_A Life in Nature - Number of rivers and streams that meet
instream flow needs during the summer months; number of water.
bodies that meet state and federal instream water quality standards;
number of rivers and streams in a degraded condition which have
active restoration efforts under way; net loss or gain of wetlands
compared to 1994 survey; number of species of plants and animals,
and their distribution compared with 1994 survey; percentage of
population living within a quarter mile of both a neighborhood park
and a natural area/greenspace; number of watersheds managed for
multiple values; number of days that region is in compliance with
state and federal air quality and visibility standards.

P-4 Walking - Pedestrian environment factor by
community/jurisdiction; number of miles of bike lanes by community;
mode split for walking by community.

P-5 Linkagés - Commodity flow indicators from 1994 study;;
intermodal shipping activity at ports in the region.

P-6 Downtowns - Vacancy rates in downtowns by type of use and by
downtown; percentage of business in downtowns, by downtown.

P-7 _Equity - Children in poverty by community; percentage of
households paying no more than 30 percent of their monthly gross
income for housing by community; new jobs by jurisdiction.

P-8 Growth Manaqenient - Population density region-wide and by
community; percentage of urbanized area.

Note that in some cases Metro already collects the data required. In
addition, a number of these indicators are drawn from the Oregon
Benchmarks and are, therefore, monitored by the state. In some instances,
Metro will need to initiate new data collection and surveying activities.
However, in all cases, the information collected will be of value to Metro’s
other planning efforts, and to those of other jurisdictions as well. '

The Metro Executive and Metro Council can use these indicators in a public
process to discuss the state of the region, and whether we are moving
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further from or closer to our goals as described by the Future Vision. The
outcome of the monitoring effort and discussion, on an annual basis, should
be used by Metro to establish priorities for planning and implementing
activities in the coming year. In addition to advising the Metro Council and
Executive on the development of the list of indicators and data collection
methods, the technical advisory team could also assist with interpreting the
results. It is our belief that the list of indicators should be kept short as a
means of focusing attention on the.region as a whole, rather than on the

R status of its individual parts.

5. Regional Study Fellowshlg - The region needs a consistent and ongomg
research program to better inform its planning efforts. One component of
that program could be the creation of regional study fellowships, developed
in collaboration with academic institutions and funded through corporate
donations and foundation grants. Fellows would develop projects linked to
the implementation of the Future Vision and the Regional Framework Plan.
The fellows would be chosen through a competitive process and the results
of their work would be presented in a public forum. The fellowships would
give Metro and the region access to the experience and talents of area
professionals, offer the fellows the opportunity to recharge and explore an
issue or set of issues in depth with few distractions, and give area
communities access to cuttlng edge thinking about the challenges of the
future.

Whatever the course that is chosen, the fundamental objectives must always be to ensure
that no issue is dealt with in isolation, and that a broad cross-section of our region’s people
are involved in discussing, debating and shaping our path to the future. Undoubtedly,
there are many more ways to use the Future Vision to achieve these objectives. We offer
the five outlined above to suggest that it can be done in an efficient manner.

As a region, our aspiration should be to match the spectacular nature of our landscape
with an equally spectacular and regular civic celebration of our sense of the region--truly
our sense of place. For it is only through the creation of a shared and far-reaching culture
of this place that we will be able to gracefully and magnificently rise to our responsibilities
for stewardship, and adapt to the dynamism of the world we live in, now and in the future.

" BAEXB.WPD
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PUBLIC COMMENT

Minutes from Listening Posts

Newsletter and Hotline Comments

ATTACHMENT 1
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E ™ o R A N D v S

To: Susan McLain ;,
From: Mike - Burton |\
Re: Future Vision
Date: - May 9, 1995

- The Future Vision Commission has done an ‘admirable job the past
year-and-a-half, due in part to your leadership as vice chair. Of
particular note is the commission’s success in having correctly
outlined the values held by this region. I believe the commission’s
vision statements are on target and reflect’ what most people want
for this region’s future generatlons

In addition,  the othcr chartcr-requxrcd issues discussed by the
Future Vision Commission, such as . carrying capacity and settlement
patterns, were responsibly and adequately addressed. '

I do have a problem, however, with the regulatory elements of the

Future Vision. These are quite detailed mandates about what should
occur, by whom and when. The Future Vision, as you know, is not a

regulatory document. I believe some sections of the Future Vision as
written go beyond what the 1992 Metro Charter intended. Any

regulatory issues should be addressed by the Council as we dcvclop
.2040 Framcwork

My recommendation is that the Council should adopt the Values and
Vision Statements, except for the part that begins “To Achieve.” I also
recommend that the entire section on implementation be deleted, for
the reason explained in the previous paragraph.

: ¢
Again, please accept my compliments on the fine work done by the
Future Vision Commission. A tremendous amount -of time, effort and
talent went into producing the document. The Future Vision will
serve as a guiding force in addressing this nglOﬂ s long-range
visions, values and goals :

cc:  Metro Council -
Metro Policy Advisory Committee
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> 85/11/1995 11:54 503-646-6286 PEGGY LYNCH PAGE 01

PEGGY L YNCH”EQ

(603) 646-4580 : 4 '
(603) 646-6286 fax :

3840 SW 102nd Avenue
Beaverton, OR 87005-3244

May 11, 1995

To: Gussie McRobert, Chair,

embers of MPAC and
John Fregonese and MTAC Members
c/o Paulette Allen, Metro
fax: 797-1794 - two pages total

cc: Susan McLé:ln, Metro C'ouncilor
fax: 171-1793

Mike Burton, Metro Executive .
fax: 797-1799

Brent Curtis, Planning Manager
Washington County
. fax; 693-4412

Dr. Steven radd
Beaverton School District
fax: 591-4307

Pat Kliewer
4415 Sw 219th Ave
Aloha, OR 97007

Re: May 9th Memo from Mike Burton to Susan McLain on Future Vision (also
being transmitted herewi th) A : :

As a Future Vision Commissioner who spent over elghteen months working
on the Future Vision document, I am disappointed by Mike’s
recommendation and will be an active participant in working to defeat
such actions as are listed in the fourth paragraph of said memo.

However, bein'g a prudent person and one who cares deeply about the work
. done in the 'ro Achieve' and "Implementation" sections, I respectfully
- request that MTAC and MPAC consider each to achieve' statement as a
proposed amendment to RUGGOs and attempt to integrate the
“Implementation" section into RUGGOs. Certainly the portion of the
implementation section regarding performance standards could fit into
the current RUGGOs document,

With the short timeline, I cannot suggest or direct exactly where in the
current RUGGOs draft each statement belongs—and some may already be
dncluded—but ask that staff struggle with . and attempt to honor this
request for such consideration. : L
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PEGGY LYNCH m&/ .
(603) 6464580 71 3840 SW 102nd Avenue
(503) 646-6266 fax - * Beaverton, OR 87006-3244

May 23, 1995

To: Gresham Mayor Gussie McRobert, Chair, and

‘Members of the Metro Policy Advisory Committee (MPAC)
c/o Paulette Allen, Metro staff - :

fax: 797-179¢ ~2 peseo

cc: Metro Council _
fax: ~ 797-1793

' Mike Burton, Metro Exec
fax: 797-1799

Re: Proposed Ordinance 95-604, Adoption of a Future Vision for the
: Region * : :

wWhile I respect Metro’s attempt to ‘shorten' .the Vision document, I
believe the removal of the 'to achieve'" portions of the document
emasculate the Vision. If the ordinance 1s accepted as drafted, one
would wonder about the last line—line 159—and what kind of forward
thinking and decision making occurred in 1995. )

Additionally, -included in the ‘'to achleve" sections are specific
directions regarding the formation of the Regional Framework Plan and
{ts connection to Future Vision.  Those statements need to be
acknowledged. For instance,-in I-1, Children: ‘'Incorporate the needs
of children for healthy, safe and accessible living environments in the
RFP elements dealing with transportation system, housing, urban design
and settlement patterns, and parks and open space." ;

Specilfic comments:
Line 20: " ...shared commitments to community...."

Lines 111-115;  Missing from this statement is the concept of’
' “reinvestment, both public and private, has been focused" on
downtowns to assure their longterm health and vibrancy. '

Lines 135-141: This statement has been altered to address many issues
under the charter, yet has deleted a key component of FV--
performance indicators/benchmarks/measurements to assure we are
r;:ally managing growth for the good of today AND tomorrow’s
citizens.

on. line 138, what are “carrying capacity and sustainability
concepts?' ' - '

FV draft uses: ‘'Performance indicators and standards have been

established for ‘the Future Vision and all other growth management
efforts, and citizens of the bi-state region annually- have an
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opportunity to review and comment on our progress. (I note that
line 151 does mention an annual. review.) - The results of that
review process are used to frame appropriate actions needed to
maintain and enhance our regional quality of life."

The FVC's definition of carrying capacity allows for many results—
" but never have we said (as 1n lines 139-40) 'but they .can not be
used to set population limits'". That 1s for future generations to
decide—depending on how we steward the land and natural resources.

Lines 152-4: The language in FV mora clearly states our coaclus.ton
regarding carrying capacity: 'In fact, the question i1s not so much
whether we have or have not exceeded carrying capacity in some absolute

_sense, wh 1 hab{ .

ocourring in a manner that will allow us to meet established criteria

WMMMMWJM
1 ad eesCrrying capacity must

be v.iewed and discussed in a cultural and social as well as physical
conte
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RECEIVED Uregon
MAY -1 1995 .

. EXECUTIVE OFFICER SEISMIC

SAFETY
April 26, 4995 . A POLICY
- ' ' ' ADVISORY
COMMISSION
. Mike Borton : aii?f&g‘gﬁ.cma
METRO Executive Officer ’ Roger McGarrisle
600 N.E. Grand Avenue Chotman o
Portland, Oregon 97232-2736 : » - (503) 2224453

" RE: Your Future Vision Plan
Dear Mr. Borton:

-1 had hoped to be able to attend « one of your public heanngs on the proposed Future
Vision but was unable to.

The purpose of this letter is to suggest that METRO add the consideration of
emergency preparedness to the Future Vision plan.

As you know, planning for mitigation and rcsponse for uncommon emergencies can
have a significant beneficial affect. And the cost for this effort can be relatwely small,
providing that long term preparations are madc

Please let me know if our Commission can assist you regarding long term plannmg for .
emergencies such as earthquakes, bombings, windstorms, etc.

Best Regards,

Roger W. McGarrigle,
Chair OSSPAC

Copy to: John Beaulieu, Oregon Department of Geology
Myra Lee, Oregon Emergency Management. . _ o A, Kitzhaber

Governor

RWMG:kme

‘3 9 ‘595 Cottage Street NE
. ’ Salem, OR 97310
(503) 378-2911, Ext: 253
FAX (503) 588-1378



Proposed Revision to Future Vision Plan

" Add after sentence ending Line 121: | |

Individuals, governments and businesses can measurably impfove personal safety and
public welfare by acting to reduce this region’é vﬁlnerability to all .tyﬁes of hazards.
Examples of hazard mitigation may range from confronting the environmental factors that
can lead to criminal activity to-evaluating building codes and land use planning for-
effectiveness in reducing damage from hazards such as earthquake, flood, wildland-urban
interface fire, etc. .Hazard mitigation (or the lack thereof) is a key factor influencing the
long-term livability of a community. The c.onc.ept of mitigation creates a vision for

improving emergency planning, response and recovery actions.
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Joint Metro Council/Future Vision Commission
Gresham City Hall
_April 25, 1995

Metro Councilors Present: _ " Susan McLain, Ruth McFarland, Ed Washington
Future Vision Commissioners Present: Fred Stewart, Marilyn Wall, Len Fraiser, Peggy .l..'ynch, Bob
. Texture

Councflor McLain called the meeting to order at 7:15 p.m.
Councilors and Commission members introduced themselves.

Ty Weisdoerfer, Boring resident, appeared to testify. He noted he was a mink farmer, in RA2 Clackamas County
zoning. He stated he did not desire to build on the land at this time. He stated the map indicated the land was ritral
reserves. Councilor McLain discussed the Future Vision Commission and the Region 2040 project concurrently.
She emphasized that a decision on site specific areas would not be determined until the comprehensive plans were

decided. Fred Stewart discussed the objectives. Peggy Lynch discussed the objective of preservation of farm lands
"in the documeént. : .

Roger Miracle stated in concept the plan was noble. He questioned who bears the cost of the plan. He noted he
owned property off of Hogan Road that would be rural reserve under the 2040 plan. He said he was attempting to
develop the land and was having difficulty as a result of the designation of rural reserves. He read into the record
guarantees under the fifth amendment, Armstrong v. United States, 1960. He suggested softening the language of
the definition of rural reserves such that those designations might be more flexible. Councilor McLain noted the
vision called for promotion of individuality. Fred Stewart asked for comments from Roger Miracle following his -
reading of the Future Vision document. Councilor McFarland noted the decisions about reserves had not yet been
made, but that those would affect people. She encouraged continued discussion. Peggy Lynch noted burden of the

)  cost of urban services needed to be identified.

David Tiley appeared to testify. He stated he lived in unincorporated Clackamas County. He noted rural character
existed in the arca currently. He advocated for new people moving here to bear the cost of service increases. He said
the unincorporated areas needed administration. Peggy Lynch stated the communities would decide how to
administer themselves, either incorporating or not. Councilor McLain noted implementation of the plan had not yet
been addressed. Mr. Tiley called for public involvement in the planning. Peggy Lynch noted Clackamas County had
an effort underway for opportunities for citizen communications. Mr. Tiley spoke to concerns about the Pleasant
Valley area. He called for planning in the event of catastrophic events. He called for local awareness wiien
conducting community meetings. : '

Claire Valerie Ingaabo spoke to concems about integrating diverse cultures in the metropolitan region.

" Art Lewellan, Portland resident noted San Diego had not planned as well as the Portland area. He supported Max
development. He stated he supported S/N light rail. ' .

Jeanne Orcutt suggested early meeting notification. She asked for a summary of the document at the next meeting.
In response to Ms. Orcutt, Councilor McLain stated the Metro Council would adopt the statement, not local
govemnments. Councilor McLain noted a regular review of the Vision was also proposed. Ms. Orcutt called for
moratorium on building and limiting growth. She stated she objected to land banking and called for more freeways
for auto transportation. '

Lyn White stated he lived in designated rural reserves in the Sandy area. He noted he was aware of the project for
over a year. He stated the concept was difficult to “pin down™. He questioned who was controlled by the vision

statement. He said the statement was required by the Metro Charter, but it did not relate to the other functions of the
agency. . :

Y1



Metro Council/Future Vision
‘April 25, 1995
-Page 2

Jean Ridings appeared to testify. She stated she had specific amendments to the document and would forward
written comments. She expressed concems related to urbanization of rural areas. She called for shuttles to Max and
fewer cars in garages. Peggy Lynch discussed carrying capacity. Len Fraiser spoke to the transient movement of the .
US population. . : .

Cbuncilor' McLain adjourned the meeting at 9:00 p.m. -
Prepared by, J

“

. Susan Lee, CMC
Council Assistant
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Joint Metro Council Future Vision Commission Meeting

West View High School
. Beaverton
May 2, 1995
Metro Councilors Prcs_ent: Susan McLain
" Present: Peggy Lynch, Robert Liberty, Wayne Lei, Bob Texture, Marilyn Wall, Mike Houck

Susan McLain called the meeting to order at 7:05 p.m.

Susan McLain noted the purpose of the meeting was to hear from the public with regard to the Future Vision
document. She stated specific questions would be addressed as possiblc. She reviewed the Region 2040 newsletter,

. Members present introduced themselves. Councilor McLain discussed the sclcctlon, composition and mission of the
Future Vision Commission.

In response to a question from Bill Bugbee, Robert Liberty discussed the function of the Future Vision Commission.
Mike Houck commented on the future of the region as function of the commission. Liberty discussed the Region
2040 Study in relation to the Future Vision document. He noted the Council would likely adopt a framework plan
consistent with the Future Vision Statement. Peggy Lynch spoke to the development of the vision based on the
needs of people. Ken Gervais, Metro Staff, discussed the differences between the chlon 2040 Study and the Future
Vision Statement. He noted the 2040 study was the technical planning portion of the mission that Future Vision
established. Bob Texture used Palo Alto, California as an analogy of the mistakes that might occur in urban design
without proper planning. Mike Houck stated the development of the Future Vision Commission document was a
collaborative effort in terms of participation. Robert Liberty noted the document was not regulatory.

BillBugbee noted that at the local level decisions were being made that impacted people today. He noted the
existing growth was not being dealt with in the context of the plan. He called for early implementation of the plan.
He noted the objective was not to create a boundary, but to maintain livability. He called for a greater emphasis on
telecommuting opportunities. He noted IBM eliminated 20 million square feet of office space due to innovations in-
telemarketing. He advocated methods to reduce vehicle miles traveled. He suggested government serve as a conduit
between vendors and potential users of such technologm He called for natural resource protection and cost analysis
of development.

Mike Houck noted Metro was participating in a process to examine water resource needs in the area.

Cecilia Gregory supported the Future Vision Statement preceding development. She spoke to changes in the region
over the past forty years. She discussed responsible natural resource protection. She noted it was difficult to plan for
the use of property. She said water quality was essential to the region. She said society was being moved into two
classes. She said there were limited resources for the disadvantaged and poor in the region. She spokc totheneed
for safe parks and recreation areas in communities.

Kelly Lundqulst spokc to practxcal apphcatlons in planning. She noted the ideas were often good but that sometimes

neighborhoods would stop the development because people don’t want things like greenspaces in their backyard.

She called for addressing the contradiction in these developments. Peggy Lynch called for discussions of these types

" of issues. Lynch noted an annual review of the plan was proposed. Mike Houck called for developing mechanisms
for increasing citizen activism and éducation with regards to issues. Kelly Lundquist called for development of low
income housing equitably distributed in the region. She questioned if the business sector would be encouraged to
provide such services. Robert Liberty noted the document was not regulatory. He discussed several mixed use
developments that would meet the objectives discussed.

Tom Harvey commented on implementation issues. He noted he lived near the Peterkort Property. He expressed
concems about the development of property. He favored mixed use development. He noted the housing market was
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going to continue to segment the population between the poor and the wealthy. He notcd mlddlc class housing was
not being developed. He said paths to the new light rail were not being constructed. He expressed concemns about
the zonal editions of the newspaper. He noted the Oregonian did not report on the events of the rcglon but
scgrcgatod them by geographic area. :

Maureen Wamneking expressed concemns about implementing the plan She stated she concurred with other persons
providing testimony. She said densnty was proposed to be increase, but that she did not want to live in a denser -
neighborhood. She noted land prices were increasing. She spoke to infrastructure concems. She said some areas in
the urban growth boundary were proposed for development that could not be economically developed. She
expressed concerns about low income residential opportunities. She said minimum wage did not pay the rent in the
area. She noted 12,000 people were homeless in Washington County and that was understandable given the price of
housing. She said nothing was being done to address the housing problems in the region. She spoke to a desire to
have adequate schools and parks. Robaty Liberty noted in times of increased growth, housing costs increased. In
response to Liberty, Wameking stated six houses per acre was too dense and children would not have a place to
play. Houck noted that options for dcnsxty should be available for those interested.

Mary Vogel expressed concemns about the dwcrgcnoc between the vision and the cumcnt development occurring.
She said parks and open spaces did not exist in the area. She said the current parks had no bio-diversity. She calléd
for restoration of natural areas and parks to their previous condition. She spoke to the Unified Sewerage Agency

. (USA) planned development. She said transportation plans should be more comprehensive in terms of options. She
called for trees to be included in regional transportation plans. She discussed the community land trust project as a
mechanism for addressing economic housing needs. She envisioned watershed awareness in the region.

Greg Melanowski stated he lived on the edge of the urban growth boundary. He favored maintaining the existing
urban growth boundary and existing the exclusive farm use land. He said he operated an organic u-pick farm. He
said he dedicated five to ten percent of the land for wildlife preservation. He said his operation would provide a lot
of opportunity to the urban area. He spoke to being good neighbors and encouraged a stable UGB. He stated they
would commit to not developing if the tax exemption were maintained and the area was not condemned.

The group briefly discussed the development of farm lands within the urban growth boundary. Susan McLain noted
the Regional Urban Growth Goals and Objectives would address some of these types of issues. She noted they
would be reviewed as part of the 2040 process. A discussion occurred mlated to limiting growth or providing
planning to sustain livability.

Susan McLain nvnewod the timeline for adoption of various plans discussed and announccd methods by which to
communicate w:th Metro. .

" With no further citizens appearing to testify, Susan McLain adjoumned the meeting at 8:50 p-m.

Prepared by,

Susan Lee, CMC

.5295.doc
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Jomt Metro Council Future Vision Commission Meeting
Lake Oswego City Hall
May 3, 1995

Metro Councxlors Prescnt Susan McLain, Don Morissette, Jon Kvnsmd

Prwent: " Bob Textor, Robert Liberty, Marilyn Wall, Len Fraxser Alice Schlenker, Fred Stewart,
’ Judy Davis, Peggy Lynch, Peter McDonald

Susan McLain called the mecting to order at 7:10 p.m.

Alice Schlenker, Mayor of Lake Oswego, welcomed the Future Vision Commission and the Metro Council to the
City of Lake Oswcgo She introduced herself and the mission of the Future Vision Commission.

Susan McLain introduced herself and opened the meeting. The members of the Future Vision Commission
introduced themselves. Susan McLain reviewed the Future Vision Commission documents and statement. She
discussed the relationship of the Futurc Vision Statement with the 2040 Growth Conccpt, Framework Plan and
comprchcnswe plans. .

Peggy Lynch spoke to the plan being a documcnt to address the people in the region, not specific planning '
objectives. .

Bill Atherton appeared to testify, he distributed and summarized handouts, copies of which are included in the
record of this meeting. He stated the document is important and thanked the commission for the opportunity to
discuss the document prior to adoption. He noted the 2040 Growth Concept was adopted in January, 1995 and the
Future Vision Statement should have occurred first. Mr. Atherton mpondod to questions by the Future Vision
Commission members. He discussed issues related to growth scenarios. Councilor Morissette noted population
growth would occur even if no new people moved to the region. Councilor McLain noted carrying capacxty was
discussed on page three of the report.

Jay Woodward, 17705 SW Treetop Lane, Lake Oswego, spoke to concemns related to the Region 2040 study. He
expressed concemns about differences between Metro and the focal jurisdictions. He said Metro may not have
enough familiarity with the local communities, He said he had concemns about no new freeways to accommodate the
increased population. He said bicycles wete discussed fourteen times in the concept and he noted bicycles were not
as common in the region. He said he had problems with the increased densities proposed. Finally, he said
infrastructure was paid for by system dcvelopmcnt fm and the developers are providing the mfrastmcturc, not the
jurisdictions.

Alice Schlenker noted the Future Vision Commission did not prepare the 2040 Growth Concept. She discussed the
adoptlon process of the related planning oomponcnts

Gordon Haber, 705 Country Club Dr., Lake Oswego resident, noted he was a bicyclist. He noted a subsmntlal
number of people commute by bicycle.

Sid Bass, Lake Oswego, appeared to testify. He discussed his concemns related to potential population growth. He
discussed growth scenarios and used analogies to illustrate examples. He spoke to alternative transportation options
being encouraged in high density areas. Alice Schlenker thanked Mr. Bass for his active participation in the
community. Mr. Bass spoke to community coordination and intergovernmental cooperation to address natural
resource concems in the region.

John Gronewold, 17819 NE Couch, Portland, ﬁppearcd to testify. He spoke to flexibility in the Future Vision

Statement such that implementation can be feasible. He used the North Portland Costco project as an example. He
commented on traffic and congestion problems. He noted people would commute if they like the area, noting many
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people today commute from Vancouver, Washmgton Mcmbcrs of the Commlssxon cxchanged dialogue with Mr.
Gronewold on the various topics raised. :

Councilor Morissette spoke to the need for flexibility. He noted roads would need to be examined as a ‘method to
address increased population, He advocated locating services close to communities. He stated unplcmentatlon of
2040 would require accommodations. He called for affordable housing and housing optnons for people. .

Robert Liberty stated local Junsdxcuons are dacrmmmg who can live in an area by determining minimum lot sizes.
He noted if communities were providing jobs, but not providing for housing related to the jobs in the community.

Linda Whltc 2661 Boreland Rd. , Tualatin, appeared to testify. She noted her-family had been in the area for
sometime. She expressed concems related to planning issues. She spoke to quality of life issues. She said schools
were overcapacity. She discussed amenities in the Walker’s Comer area of the region. She said the area was going
to be sited for development. She expressed concerns about water quality. She recognized change would occur and
innovative ways needed to be developed to address the pmblcms associated with change.

Carl Hoffman, 6695 S. Glcnnwood Court, Lake Oswcgo, appcamd to testify. He discussed what attracted him to the
area specifically, large lot sizes. He spoke to the rise in housing prices and development in the area. He used
European analogies. He stated in Holland housing was very limited and young people livéd in massive apartment
complexes operated by the government. He said few people would be able to afford housing in the region. He said

" parks and natural areas needed to be provided for apartments and large housing developments.

Catherine Mathias, 623 6th St., Lake Oswego, stated she concurred with Linda. She called for helping people
moving to the region by providing flexibility in planning. She called for neighborhood planning of communities. *
She noted in her neighborhood secondary dwellings were allowed on current properties to allow for parents,
children or rental income opportunities. She advocated negative populanon growth. She called for addressing the
needs of an aging population.

Bill Athcnon recapped his summary of the meeting proceedings. He noted most people felt the area was going to be
worse. He said traffic would increase and air quality decrease. He called for a more detailed and serious discussion
about reaching the limits and carrying capacity.

Councilor McLain discussed the adoption procws of the Future Vision Statement. Commission mcmbe:s gave
closing comments.

Susan McLain adjourned the meeting at 9:00 p.m.

Prepared by,

Susan Lee, CMC
Council Assistant
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' RESPONSES RECEIVED FROM REGIONAL FRAMEWORK NEWSLETTER RECIPIENTS

Responses receiyed April 21, 1995

Agree or Diségree?

Agree

Comments:

This is a tough process, but | see progress being made. Citizens
here have been able to get involved and express their views. |
really enjoyed reading this newsletter - keep up the good work!

Other Comments:

Periodic updates are important. .

Responses received April 24, 1995

Agree or Disagree?

No box checked

Comments:

| think that trucks would not be in our neighborhoods if Tri-
Met/Max was used at night in off hours to transport freight to our
area, and other areas that MAX will soon be going. It is just plain
economical and pollution reducing to use this rail to the best way
possible and save heavy traffic on the streets that trucks damage
annualily.

Agree or Disagree?

Disagree

Comments:

All city folks making comments! | have acreage that is being
"saved" for what | don't know. I'm zoned agriculture but have no
water rights. What are you proposing for us in rural areas
without water. What prafitable crop can be grown in Oregon
without irrigation. Better off to build houses if water to irrigate is
not available. Create a water district to use secondary water to
irrigate. Now you make farm ground very nathing. In your
comments address irrigation water for farming. And what about
farm land that is worn out? What do we do with that? The
economics of land use in relation to the area should be
considered. What will be economically viable in 2040 when areas
now are not viable productive land?

Other Comments:

Consider the future farmers in the area. They too are going to
need water. You have not addressed any of this in your planning.
Granted, same farmers feel one way today but how will these
same farmers feel if water use is restricted. Water is the life
blood of farming. | would like Metro to consider that issue before
they make blanket judgment on "saving farm land.” | can assure
you, if you will study, the Oregon Dept. of Agriculture states the
‘anly crops increasing in value and industry growing are those
crops using water. Those records are public knowledge. Unless
water to farmers is addressed, you would be better to develop for
housing or buy the land for parks! ‘
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Agree or Disagree?

Disagree

Comments:

Metro is a total waste of money and time. | would like to see
Metro closed down. ' '

Other Comments:

Your 2040 Plan stinks - why should | be required to pay for parks

for people in 2040 - | nor you will be alive during this time.

Agrée or Disagree?

Disagree

Comments:

1. Downsizing of traditional Portland single home lots. To hit
goals, lots of condos with virtually no green space will have to be
built (and are now) on 3,000-4,000 sq. ft. lots. 5,000-10,000 sq.
ft. single family homes are what gives Portland (and area) its
character. 2. Transportation - not enough emphasis on the cost-
effectiveness of transportation. The present Tri-Met rail plan calls
for capital expenditures alone, that imply use of capital costs,
alone, of almost $10/ride. This cost must be measured against
total cost of additional auto travel. Costs cannot be ignored, or
greatly de-emphasized as in this plan.

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

[Would] like to have all updates on all Metro 2040 Framework A
[Plan].

Other Comments:

| Would like to have free ads like for farms in my area.

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

1. lhope you'll be able to succeed in convincing people and -
businesses that planned development works and this is in their best
interests. 2. Please give recycling info (on the outside pages) - not
only "printed on recycled...”" message, but how to continue the
process: “"Please RECYCLE this with your colored office paper® or
whatever. This information helps people complete the circle.

3. Thank you for a tremendous job.

Agree or Disagree?

Agree (mostly)

Comments:

I'm interested in parks with tennis courts, ball fields, etc. (The park
around Terra Linda is a great one - rather than a lot of green space -
"natural stuff.”

Other Comments:

I don't see the City of Portland as everyone's destination - That's
where all the mass transit is directed. Lots of jobs are in suburbs
(Washington County) getting cars to where they need to go needs
to be a priority. '
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Agree or Disagreef

Disagree

Comments:

Anytime it takes a 16 page letter to try to explain a concept with
all the giblgoop environmental language you know something is
wrong. As with other growth management plans it is anti-business.

Other Comments:

| believe in planning to some degree, but this sounds just like Clark
County's growth management plan which is the biggest disaster
ever.

Agree or Disagree?

Disagree

Comments:

You want to take away the individuality of communities an-d put
them all in the same packages. Progress should be made gradually
and naturally with intelligent decisions in zoning and impact.

Other Comments:

Dense housing in now being allowed with no regard to added traffic
or existing streets; added load on existing water draw and cost is
being forced on existing property owners. This is not responsible
leadership.

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

Please, please, please, save us from sprawl and bad = wasteful
development. Support co-housing, with lots of pedestrian-centered
amenities. More bike paths, etc.

Other Comments:

1 hate to tell you, but 1 had to leaf through your newsletter 3 times

to find tha VISION.

It was right in the center, but the headline
didn't highlight it. '

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

Don't give up on Greenspaces concept.

Other Comments:

Don't allow Metro area to be wasted like California - Protect quahty
of living even in face of big money developersl

Agree or Disagree?

Disagree

Comments:

Pléase "Government” leave me alone. |do not need your
intervention into my life. Private enterprise has taken care of me
for 70 years and will do so for me, my kids and my grand kids in
the future - no more follies or father knows best.

Other Comments:

Same as above.
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Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

Develop a tight staff and budget and bring in as much community
assistance as possible, especially for the natural areas which must .
be managed. They are not pristine any longer.

Other Comments:

Parks need more volunteers to pick up trash...and remove ivy,
holly, Scotch broom and blackberry bushes. Also, we need
volunteers for plantings of native shrubs, trees and plants.

Agree or Disagree?

VAgree

Comments:

You hit on all the areas I'm concerned about.

Other Comments:

Increase the publicity, TV ads, billboards, newspapers, radio, etc.
Even though you've got a great plan, (correction: We've got a
great plan), | didn't hear much about it - | think Metro could
increase awareness of the plan and it'll gain greater acceptance. It

does affect all of us.

| Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

What will you do to protect PRIVATE Greenspaces? We need to
know that private persons will be encouraged to have and steward

| own gardens before we give you tax dollars for your gardening

projects. Don't take away our land and then ask us to increase

| our taxes for Greenspaces.

Other Comments:

How will you eliminate cul de sacs and other dead end residential
development that prevents bicycle and pedestrian travel THROUGH
neighborhoods? Also Main Streets should not become 3-lane
highways like TV Highway.

Agree or Disagree?

No box checked

Comments:

We agree that green space needs to be preserved and also good
farm land. What we see is the good farm land being gobbled up
with developers for big houses, many of which are still for sale.
Are you saying one thing and doing another.

Other Comments:

Létest trend for building [is] huge houses. Is this necessary with
the present trend for smaller families?

Agree or Disagree?

| Disagree

Comments:

You are not providing enough room in the UGB for housing.
Washington County is growing like crazy but future UGB
expansion was for east of Washington County. people should be

able to live close to where the work [is].
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Other Comments:

Proposed lot sizes are far too small.

Agree or Disagree?

No box checked

Comments:

If you mean the Plans, visions in thlS information paper, yes |
agree with the visions.

Other Comments:

It really covered a lot about Metro's activity, past, present future.
It was almost too thorough but we need to know, to be aware, so
we are not left out of the picture.

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

If Bill 26-26 fails first time around, | would suggest putting a stop-
hold on building on all proposed park and green spaces until funds
can be found i.e.: local school (kids love doing these projects),
community efforts, etc (Kids raised millions to bring the whale to
Newport.) :

Other Comments:

Once our green spaces are gone, they're gone for good - We are
appalled each time we see our little towns of Durham and Tualatin
as they're becomlng Tualatin - Tree City USA. Well not any
morel

Agree or Disagree? -

Agree

Comments:

The focus on preserving the health of the environment is critical -
only the longest view possible will help ensure that the region is
truly livable for generations to come.

Responses received April 25, 1995

L]

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

Make sure that the North-South light rail bridge, when built, will
provide access to OMSI. Also, ensure that not only MAX, but

bicycles and pedestrians will be able to use the bridge. Also, please
don't tear up the Transit Mall for the new line.

Instead, consider Bill
Naito's 10th and 11th Avenue alternative. This would allow for
easier expansion of the outer downtown area on the west. While
the idea of a subway is good, the idea of tearing up an already
excellent transit mall to install it, is not good. Please consider the
alternativesl )

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

Make sure plans are firmly grounded in reality.
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Agree or Disagree?

Agree

‘| Comments:

Need to explore mini-van transport within neighborhoods. For
instance, | would like to see public transit options between the
Council Crest area and OHSU/VA hospitals.

Agree or Disagree?

No box check;ad

Comments:

Generally, they sound good, but | don't believe we can both .
preserve our natural setting and still "allow the greatest possible
individual liberty" (underlining mine) and "never dictate to the
individual.” Either we're going to let people do as they damn well
please (which means trash the environment) or some individuals will
end up being dictated to. And we shouldn't live in denial and
pretend otherwise. We need to be the first community in this nation
to grankly proclalm that we will honor our natural setting and we
will make the sacrifices necessary to do so. Individual sacrifices will
be necessary, and pretendmg otherwise is just going to create a
backlash later.

Other Comments:

Too wispy. Every PC code word in the books is in there; doesn't
engender any faith (in me at least) that any of these "visions™ will
ever actually be achieved. As the saying goes, Jesus had a vision
and send out missionaries not a mission and sent out visionaries.
That's fairly lousy theology, really, but there's a point. Too much
*visioning," not enough converting. Let's have more aggressive
"evangelism” from Metro. '

Agree or disagree?

Agree

Comments:

Well arranged--easy to understand. | am concerned that without
close coordination with county officials as they aggressuvely pursue

‘commercial growth through tax concessions, your long term plans

may be jeopardized.

Agrge or Disagree?

Agree

Other Comments:

Metro seems to me visionary! It's one of the best things about
Portland.

Agree or Disagree?

Agree
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Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

This isn't in the "vision" section, but residential lot sizes could be

‘| even smaller (say 5000-5500 sq. ft.), saving even more public open

space and reducing pressure on the urban growth boundary. If you
want a great example of what can be done with a small city lot, you
should visit our place--0414 SW Pendleton St. In john's Landing
across from Mazzi's.

Other comments:

Well, it's sort of related—Please do not turn the Sellwood Bridge into
some sort of eight lane super-hlghway There are vibrant
neighborhoods around here. :

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

Support emphasis on transit, bike, pedestrians. Decrease need for
S-0-V trips. Mixed use neighborhoods good.

Other Comments:

Love your "Geographic Context" map

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

Looks good but remember to respect landowner's priorities, rights
and grandfather clauses. Owners of wetlands, creeks etc. you
encouraged or ordered to keep in natural state should have that part
of parcel they do own by deed tax deducted from whole land parcel
taxed, (to fraction deducted from house and yard area that is prop
taxed) but still remains in private deed ownership.
State guarantee no elec., gas, roads etc. can vuolate such lands.
*only brief walking paths in area. ' -

Other Comments:

Wild areas planted for encouraging butterflies and humming birds.
Encourage planting and saving wild flowers everywhere in green and
park areas; also bluebird, owl!, chipmunk, etc. nesting, feeding areas.

Agree or Disagree?

"Generally" agree

Comments:

Good goals.....especially those directed to "going UP, not OUT."
Safety and transportation are a key to attracting people to urban
area for living or social life...theater, recreation, shopping; etc. |
used to drive into Portland every Friday night to shop or go to
theater. Now, I'm hesitant to drive as parking is impossible, walking
dangers (parking also dangers due to slashed tires, etc.). I'd have to
transfer 2 or 3 times.if | gook Tri Met and it would take me 3 times
as long as driving. | still go to Civic, but "the Snitz" is the pits for
parking; seating is cramped and presentations not too compelling.
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Other Comments:

-Obviously, earthquakes need to be considered in any new

constructions and older structures need to be checked for safety. In
light of the contemporary mind set of some of the crazier segments
of our society, safety measures need to be in place for citizens to
work and or recreate with assurance and freedom from fear.
Neighborhood parks and recreation need to be maintained—kept
beautiful and safe for children. more pools/courts need to be
opened. ‘ 4

The 217-I-5 Intersection is getting to be impossible to negotiate and
a potential death trap—an alternate was needed YESTERDAY.

Your maps are good. They should be available to schools (very hard
to get good local maps). Randy McNally's map doesn't even include
Pilkington Rd., a main street in our area. Nurses and aides have a
hard time finding patients/clients.

Your mini-bus idea should be targeted for pockets left without.
transportation expediency (like Lake Grove).

&
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Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

The Vision Statement is a remarkable piece of writing, expressing
ideals that I believe in; however, | question whether residents of our
communlty are willing to pay the costs'in time, money and energy
to put even part of the vision into practice and reality.

Other Comments:

In order to make this vision a reality, | think you will need to recruit
the majority of employers in our community to actively participate.
The employers hold citizens' purse strings in terms of time, energy,
and money, and employers are most reluctant of all to embrace
change or encourage community, because they are driven by

‘quarterly and annual returns on investment, nat by the values

outlined in the Vision Statement. _
In 2040, | will be 92. | expect to live that long (it runs in the family)
and | want to do as much as | can using my skills and talents to

move our community closer to the Vision you have outlined.

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Agree' or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

Strongly consider alIoWing higher housing densities around transit
stops, especially light rail. Consider adding housing to shopping
centers, possibly as second level over existing paved parking.

Other Comments:

It is important to get 26-26 passed. As a matter of public
awareness, suggest getting Ken Ackerman, Ch. 12 News, to report
on some of the other spaces, at least One/week until voting day.

Agreé or Disagree?

Agree

‘Comments:

Nice jobl The hardest parts will be holding firm on urban growth
boundary and getting open space bond measures approved.

Other Comments:

Focus on other than land use is a good idea; it is good planning to
include a wider scope, plus makes a more difficult target for anti-
land planning groups.

| like having the Cedar Mill area included in the "main street”
planning. (llive near Cedar Mill).

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

They were outlined very well, in detail.
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Agree or Dfsagree?

Agree

Comments:

Excellent job. Keep up the good work.

Other Comments:

I will be voting for 26-26 open spacesl|

Agree or Disagree?

Agree, generally yes

Comments:

Lots of provision for education of children and new residents about
how to protect our environment. And lots of opportunities for

recyclingl!

Other Comments:

Promote communities; i.e. small projects in smaller areas that
decreases public needing to drive to services and recreation.
Promote adequate light rail—-i.e. frequent times, good access, safe
for riders, easy to buy. Keep buyers and investors regional-NO
absent landlords who can control how land used! ‘

Pay close attention to full, attached green belts, give wnldllfe real
habitat. Manage small drainage waterways carefully. Do not allow
denuding of slopes for development. Also need fnendly "Park -
Patrol,” Trash patrol.

Disagree (Strongly)

Agree or Disagree?

Comments:

Government should nat dictate where and how people live. We
have a history and culture of freedom of movement and response to
market demand. Government control of economy never has
worked. :

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

To achieve the Future Vision, we must set both short-term and long-
term goals and work to achieve them.

Other Comments:

The performing and visual and literary arts also have a place in
Metro's Future Visionl :
Allow grass-roots community building to blossoml

- Responses received April 26, 1995

Agree or Disagree?

No box checked
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Comments:

My primary objection to this whole matter is the political influence
of an Oregon bureaucracy being forced on Clark County, which has
no representation on the TRI-MET board. Earlier this year, TRI-MET
attempted to influence the voters of Clark County to vote for a Light
Rail System from Oregon City to Vancouver to Downtown Portland,
and place it in the hands of perhaps-the most poorly operated
bureaucracy in Clark County: C-TRAN. Thank God the voters in
Clark County were smart enough to see that this was primarily. for
the benefit of Portland, and voted it down. It is my opinion that
until Clark County is represented on the TRI-MET board which ! hope
never happens, that TRI-MET keeps its nose.out of our politics. .

Agree or Disagree? '

Agree (on most points | agree)

Comments:

| enjoy your public comment meetings

Other Comments:

Will be interesting what takes place with metro.
Keep up the good work Mike Burton, and thanks.

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

They are very general.

Other Comments:

Is the Bull Run watershed really going to be protected?

Agree or Disagree?

Both

Comments:

1. I'm more interested in Metro's hudget actually. Can a copy he
obtained? . '

2. Also | think you should be looking at things you can change right
now to make Portland a more livable city. For example, | believe
that everyone's car, P/U, etc. should have to pass an emissions test
regardless of where they live or the age of the vehicle. Many people
from outside the test area commute to PDX every day and we need
to clean all the air, not just part of it.

3. Also, Portland needs to restrict or eliminate all unnecessary
removal of trees or public or private lands if it will effect the
environment. '

4. Let's pass an idling law if we don't have one already. Many East
Coast cities will cite motorists (cars, buses, trucks, etc.) who idle for
more than 1 minutel

5.- 1 know you probably these are some wild ideas but | really think
PDX needs to think about our air quality sooner, not later.

6. On that note, I'm also for a moratorium on drive- -up windows if
not a total ban!

11
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Other Comments:

I'm not sure if any of these things are within the scope of Metro.
But since your asked.......

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

My only concern is that this is not slated to be *enacted” until 1997
at the earliest. A lot of development damage can be done in two
years. Also, not clear how the designation of rural reserve will
alleviate rural development. How much will counties and cmes obey
it?

Other Comments:

it all sounds good, but I'm concerned with how mdch power Metro
has to enforce these growth guidelines. Is there a way backing up
these principles? :

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

| think you have waited far too long to make a plan to protect our
area, and you have allowed too much urban sprawl! It is very tough
to impose restriction, but the preservation of farms, wildlife areas,
open spaces is so important.

| feel deeply disappointed that you are. contmumg to allow
development in the valley, lowlands and hills of our area. You have:
this in your "vision"—that more development will probably occur.’ |
feel disgusted, outraged, and deeply saddened at the urban sprawl,
and your lack of guts and commitment to protect our area.

Other Comments:

Get tough--make strict boundaries-and enforce them. Buy up land
for natural areas, city-owned farms that can pay for themselves—
limit taxes.

Agree or Disagree?

No box checked

Comments:

| agree with some but not all. On transportation you have left out
the tremendous need for the Western bypass connecting -5 with
the Sunset Highway. It would alleviate pressure on 217 and 99W.
If you look at 1-205 to Oregon City, the landscape has remained
same-no commercialism—-the extension could be just as attractive—a
nice drive. :

Other Comments:

i think the bike paths are over-rated4 Can you imagine those of us
who are over 65 riding a buke to the grocery store or to Washington
Square? '

12




Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

You need lots more input from the "x" generation--those who are
age 20 today will be retiring by 2040. ‘

| think bicycling is an expensive publicly financed form of recreation
and sport. Considering bicycles as a viable alternative form of
transportation in this metro area is a waste of taxpayer's money
Please keep Corbett outside the metro area.

Other Comments:

This expensive mailing appears to be timed to get Yes votes for
Ballot Measure 26-26; typical use of public funds.

Agree or Disagree?.

Agree strongly

Comments:

I'm confused about the extensive development of large houses on
large lots, i.e. Happy Valley! And then we have problems of
adequate amounts of affordable housing. It seems like down-snzmg
lots will increase housing that more families can afford.

Other Comments:

A comment on transportation. The new parking structure at the
Coliseum results in backed up traffic on IS5 and the Banfield.
Something seems wrong. Also, goad ideas TRI-MET! | live 0.3 ,
miles from a MAX station. I'm planning to build a small bench in my
retaining wall along my sidewalk; then as my trees grow there will
be a shaded place for people to stop and rest briefly as they walk to
catch MAX. Other people might also (do this) if they think of it.

.Agree or Diéagree?

no box checked

Comments:

Knowing full well that this is not what you want to hear and will not
heed, | will proceed: The ultimate result of growth, planned or
unplanned is disaster. Planning only delays the inevitable. | don't
say that Metro should not plan, but they definitely should not
encourage growth. Promotlng “clean industry to locate hereg" for
the sake of jobs is encouraging population growth. People seek jobs
wherever they may be and the result is a leveling of unemployment

-throughout the states irrespective of how much industry we bring

in. Growth means gridlock, more crime, overloading the
infrastructure, and higher taxes. Part of Metro's job should be to

| present the true picture of growth in spite of the best plannlng

efforts. Growth is good for business period.

Responses received April 27, 1995

Agree or Disagree?

Agree
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Comments:

It is imperative that the boundary, regardless of size, not be subject
to dispute once agreed upon. [f word gets out the boundary is
subject to change, lands adjacent and outside the boundary rise in
value tremendously, pricing it out of the range of the farmers and
into the speculative demands of the developer. The boundary needs

integrity, regardless of consequences.

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

| believe planning like the vision statement is important for the
future.

Agree or Disagree?

Disagree

Comments:

Until the council faces the population explosion in Mexico, Central
America and South America, in 20 years they will come in search of
water, land and shelter. Basically, Los Angeles and San Diego are

| invaded by legal and illegal aliens at the present time.

Other Comments:

| am afraid the religious and political behefs are too strong to stop
the invasion.

Agree or Disagree?

*a bit of both...”

Comments:

Everyone wants "liveability" and who could be against open spaces, .
farm land, healthy small towns, etc. Yet the continuing emphasis
on the need to take light rail, buses, or bicycles to get from place to
place does not allow for the need for AUTOMOBILES for people who
drive their cars as salespeople and need to make many stops during
the day at places impractical to get to (with samples) via public
transportation. And the constant bike emphasis is forcing

something not practical nor used. Neighborhoods should be -
comfortable, with play and open space including bike paths.

‘Freeways should not have bike paths, nor should major hlghWays

where bikes are not used to any degree.

Other Comments:

Metro seems bent on forcing residents into a mold of Metro's

making. This might be a start at listening. Hope sol

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

Though | think increasing public transportation is great, it will not

‘| get people out of their cars. There possibly should be more

deterrents to driving. Focusing on parking availability in the central -

city and town centers could decrease driving.




Agree or‘Disagree?

Agree

Comments: °

Few people will read this lengthy document. Videos are a good
idea. TV special would work too. Present information at
neighborhood level via neighborhood association newsletters.
Summarize key ideas and images on a poster, distributed to libraries,
schools, organizations and businesses. Develop a simple F.V.

planning kit for families to participate in and learn how pieces fit.

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

About valuing the identity of our suburban neighborhoods: Many of
the outer suburbs aren't neighborhoods. They have no
neighborhood amenities, thus requiring the auto at all times.
Emphasize change in status quo of standard developments. Shift
attitude/vision to creative 'in fill', not easy plunder of farmland,
timbered areas, etc.

Other Comments:

Economy -Push for alternative resource development to ensure and
increase family wage, jobs. Recycled material products,
environmentally friendly development, alternative technology.
Diversity - Education to eliminate/discourage prejudice. Work to
remove/blend segregated areas.

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

General "vision" is well focused. Keepflncrea:se emphasis on: 1.
Maintaining urban growth boundary; 2. protection of Bull Run
watershed; 3. neighborhood development; 4. alternative
transportation; 5. limited growth of population and development; 6.
recycling; 7. alternative energy sources; 8. greenspaces.

Other Comments:

Pay attention to finding ways to make goals economically feasible;
neither business or taxpayers will let you get anything done; no
matter how great the overall benefit, if it doesn't look cost-effective.

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

On mass transit: to get people to accept and use it regularly more
security will be needed at transit parking areas. Who wants to leave
personal property (cars, bike, etc.) at a site to be destroyed or stolen
while using mass transit? The criminal element knows that these
areas at certain times are not populated and are easy pickings.

Security of these areas are as important as the transit system itself.
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Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

Particularly interested in greenspace and water issues. Excned to
see consideration of accessible arts.

Responses received April 28, 1995

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

Good JOB planning a VISIONI!

Other Comments:

Somehow you must address the 5 acre megahome problem that
exists outside the UGB. For example Stafford area is NOT
farmland. Its ultra big homes on 5 acres - this would be better
utilized as 1 acre tracts, 5 acres is NOT enough to farm.

Agree or Disagree?

Disagree*

Comments:

1) The Metro area already has more park-protected space per capita
than any other area in the contiguous USA. 2) No matter how
much park-green space you have, you cannot make it safe and
afford to "upkeep” it :

Other Comments:

Do not lure more population by the continuance of business is 1st,
tax giveaways to new businesses. Repress population growth
rather than encourage it. *Take care of what you got before
adding grandiose landscape changes.

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

Obviously very.complicated.

Other Comments:

Consider the density problem in the "Stafford Triangle.” While we
may be the "country,” the growth here is quickly eliminating our
tree filled mountain with hug homes on clear cut land - ugly and
lots of traffic.

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

I am glad you are looking not only at zoning & structure of city in
your plan for the future. It's nice to see environmental impact on
people and other animals brought into the planning process. | also
like the idea of planning to help us away from dependence on the
car to live, play and work. :
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Other Comments:

I am still uncomfortable with the urban reserve areas. It seems like
this would not make developers and planners stick to a set urban
area. They would just keep expanding like they have in the past &
then we would end up like other cities with sprawl, no open farm
land and urban area from Portland to Eugene.

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

We should keep our open spaces for parks, etc. & clean up our
water supply for fish and human use. Build low-cost housing &
decent places for the street people to live without living under
bridges, etc.’

Other Comments:

Help schools etc. without raising our property tax. Get some other
way to raise money.

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

The pedestrian program is particularly important. Parks of
metropolitan area, particularly in the newer industrial areas, are
virtually inaccessible for pedestrians. Even public transportation is
affected, since it is difficult to or impossible to reach most

.destinations by foot from the nearest bus stop in such areas.

Other Comments:

I'am pleased to note the emphasis on preserving "downtowns" in
the area. Please, no more huge suburban malls. These new
shopping areas drain the economic life from the older
nelghborhoods

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

| think that your ideas and thoughts for the future area great...for

| we can't stand still when all this influx and people are coming in

daily. ) c

Agree or Disagree?

No box checked
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Comments:

Hello. 1 like your plans for the environment especially the concern
for water. Your notions of densification instead of sprawl will be
an interesting experiment. However do you not think that there is
a limit to densification? For example, could the Willamette contain
200 million? No, there must be limits to growth, profound
consideration to carrying capacity. This you carelessly discard in
the Future Vision page 10 with 3 last sentence next to last
paragraph. Clearly.you lack the courage for tough issues involving
limits to growth, which are population control, immigration control
and responsible breeding. Since you refuse to set a solid
foundation for future quality of life, your plans could be
overwhelmed any decade now by unsuitable population pressures.

Agree or Disagree?

Disagree

Comments:

Looks more & more like California every day. You're just piling
more and more people on top of each other. We have too many
people now. Our quality of life cannot continue with over-
population. Why do you have to be so greedy - at the expense of
our people and our environment? What's wrong with staying small
and being more meaningful to those true Oregonians? Is it so
difficult to give up a few dollars?

Agree 6r Disagree?

Agree’

Comments:

Please don't bow to economic pressures and allow logging &
industrial pollution our watershed areal Keep up the good workl

Other Comments:

All areas you speak of are critical for livability in Portland. The
future will continue to place pressures on us, "growth” & profit vs. -
your Future Vision. How do you plan to hold onto your vision in
the face of the above? 1 hope the bill asking for "full
compensation” if a person's land can't be developed for
environmental reasons does not pass - might it affect your goals, if
the Urban Growth Boundary prevents a landowner from making full
"use" of his land for development??

Responses received May 1, 1995

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Other Comments:

Leave East County unsullied. We feel defensive about being a

‘playground for others.

Agree or Disagree?

Agree




Comments:

Hold the line on the Urban Growth Boundary - focué inward, not

‘outward. I'm disappointed at the increasing parking lid (removal of-

the parking lid) in downtown - it should be constricted. How can
we espouse the need for cleaner air and reduction of private auto
use and at the same time increase parking availability? | re we are
truly serious about increasing mass transit usage, walking and
bicycling, focus on incenting those activities (downtown employers'
bus subsidy is wonderful) and dis incenting single-occupant auto
usage - higher meter and parking lot rates, constrict availability, toll
or surcharge single-rider usage at peak commuting times.

Agree or Disagree?

No box checked

Comments:

They. are ideal but no implementation to back them up. Need to go
to state and change law forcing more growth. This is our main
quality of life problem. Do not want growth and all its problems!

Other Comments:

There is no section on water quality or sewage disposal. How
these be accommodated with the mass of people entering the
region. What about air quality - decrease with more people and
industry. Can't plan without knowing these basics. Where is
safety and health section?

Agree or Disagree?

-| Agree

Comments:

There is an inherent trade off between economic and environmental
goals at times. We should establish a policy that declares which of
the objectives will be given greater weight if all issues otherwise
balance. | favor the policy the environment be given greater
importance than economic pursuits.

Other Comments:

Public transportation is key to conserving energy, reducing -
pollution, and providing for easy access to all citizens in an urban
area. High volume use is necessary to make public transportation
effective. | suggest borrowing ideas from some of the more
congested cities in the world. They limit automobile access to
urban centers based on a rotating last-digit-of-the-license-plate
method. Thus, cars can access urban centers only three or four
work days per week.

Agree or Disagrée?

Agree. Let's face it. The less convenient it is for mare people, the
better it will be for livability in the region!
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Comments:

Agree. Basically. You are attempting to do the right fhing. But

‘| where is the idea of limits? Why is it accepted that population

muist increase year after year. Eventually, the whole thing will be
lost in the nightmare of runaway population.

| Other Comments:

Can't somebody, somewhere, stand up for zero growth? We don't
need any more people. The developers could concentrate on
beautification/improvement projects, or else sell popcorn.

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

The vision is greatl But if it's not tied into district enforced policy
decisions (especially zoning) then it will remain just that - a vision.
As an example, the Forest Heights development in NW Portland is
in complete violation of many vision concepts, yet the city
continues to grant its developers variances. -

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

-Comments:

It's time that we wake up and become aware of what's happening
before it's too late - "I'm a "1932" Oregon native so I've seen a lot
of change, some good but I'm sorry to say a lot bad. People have

to start taking the "bull" by the horns and say enough is enough -

let's work together.

Other Comments:

We cannot give up hope that all is lost - We will never be able to
return to the way things once were, but we can learn from our
mistakes. We can improve some thing. Building $250,000 plus
dream homes - when you need housing people can afford is one -
teaching youth respect for their environment. That there is life
with a car - And that we can move about with fear.

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

| place a lot of value on the natural areas being protected. They are
important as a balance in our ever-increasing stress-filled lives.
Alternate modes of transportation, i.e., bike pathways are
important, too. Of course, the watershed protection is very
important, too.

Other Comments:

| There should be land set aside for future schools as the growth in

areas develops. For example, the Kim Development in NW
Washington County has no provision for a new school which seems
so important to prevent overcrowding in the existing schools and

preserve the quality of teaching for our kids.

20 ,




Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

The adoption of the listed guidelines for Portland area development
are commendable and necessary. However these guidelines appear
more as a defense against the deterioration of the present "status
quo” than a bold initiative to adequately develop the region.

Other Cpmments:

The 2040 planning vision will have only a minimal effect on
improving the life of the area people unless we renounce the idea
of separating the residential, commercial and office spaces.
Construction of mixed-use high rise buildings should be the
principal objective of future developments. Replacing dilapidated
downtown eyesores and parking spaces should be the first priority
of any development.

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

| really appreciate the efforts you're going through to communicate
all this to your constituents. Regional planning is sa important to
our future, and it can only succeed with an informal and involved
citizenryl

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

Sounds right on paper.

Other Comments:

To be honest, have only lived here for two years, but am |mpressed
with progress so far.

Agree or Disagree?

Disagree

Comments:

Too wordy - Very few will bother to read all of this.

Other Comments: .

Is the publication of stuff like this where our tax dollars are going?'
| don't feel | can support METROI!

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

Agree in general. Two concerns: 1) Plan should envision holding
the UGB and then learning to deal with how to steady not grow
population while maintaining economic viability. 2) Urban truck
farms should be considered greenspace and preserved.

Other Comments:

The role of builders and developers in planning is a concern. Much
of Portland's problems - historically - were due to the greed of
developers. We do not owe them a hvmg by providing bu1|d|ng
sites in the future.
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Agree or Disagree?

Disagree

Comments:

Slow the growth. | am from the San Fernando Valley in CA -
moved here 18 years ago. Beaverton and Aloha are looking more -
and more like it but not as well planned!

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

Hold fast on urban growth boundary. Press for more mass transit-—-
get people living closer to work. We need west side by-pass .

Press for water conservation.

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Agree or Disagree?

No box checked

Agree or Disagree?

Agree -

Comments:

Keep up the good work. | attended one meeting at Wilson High _
School. Want to keep informed—-maybe participate somehow later.

Responses received May 2, 1995

Agree or Disagree?

Yes

Comments:

Looks like a good vision - BUT Metro staff, executives and
counselors should not get too heady with power while carrying out
mandates. Committees are OK, hut keep voters informed.

Agree or Disagree?

NA

Comments:

It seems that the planning process is going on too long. In the
meantime there is much building going on that is very unattractive,
congested and cutting down many trees. Will Metro, actually have
control into the community decisions being made? '

Other Comments:

Will metro have input into financial matters? Example: Beaverton's
problem with providing school facilities to match growth and asking -
developers to contribute to the provision of new schools.

Agreé or Disagree?

Mostly agree
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Comments:

More emphasis needs to be put on alternative trénsportation. |.E.
non-private automobile transportation like bicycles, buses and
walking. We don’t need more freeways, bigger roads or highways.
People who use alternative transportation should get a tax break for
state and local taxes because they re using less resources and
creating less pollution.

Other Comments:

The "Main Street” concept is very good and should be encouraged
in all neighborhoods. Then we can get rid of the ugly, car
dependent shopping malls and industrial parks. Also, to reduce
urban sprawl! and "in-migration”, metro should heavily tax new
developments of all kinds. This might send development back to
Southern California or Texas

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

I'm not sure how Metro could encourage this, perhaps with a tax
credit type program. It would certainly cut down on traffic
congestion and environmental pollution.

Other Comments:

‘We need to work on the perception that many employers have, that

if they can't see you, you aren't working. Many information
workers could work from home |f adequate resources were available
(ie phone lines.

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

| really want the emphasis to be placed on protecting our natural
environment.

Other Comments:

Continue to create new parks and greenways.

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

While | agree with what is said and like the involvement of the
community. | feel that in reality we are not building enough side-
walks and bike paths that all connect to one another so people can
go "safely” from say my house to the local shopping center (Sunset
Mall) or (Tansabourne Mall) let alone to downtown Beaverton
without driving. Why can | not walk or bike safely to the store near
my house?
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Other Comments:

| feel the area (By Rock Creek Comm. College) and Bethany Bivd.
proposed regional center are creating a conflict. The proposed
regional center (on Bethany Blvd and Laid Law) is very large audit
seem that the urban reserve study area is going to expand because
"Hey we have a huge regional center near by.” This will continue
North all the way to Skyline Blvd. If the regional center is scaled
back we will keep the land rural by Rock Creek Community College.

Agree or Disagree?

NA

Comments:

Why in the world would you waste more of our tax dollars on such
a costly mailing piecelllll ' ’

Other Comments:

| used to be in advertising/PR and know the expense and also the
ineffective mess of such volume of material.

Agree or Disagree?

NA

Comments: -

What about noise control? Sonic base from music systems
dominates my neighborhood. Continuing to allow this level of noise
is unacceptable. Without addressing noise, no degree of planning
will be successful if one cannot live without a reasonable degree of
peace. :

Other Comments:

.| Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

Visions are so broad almost anyone can agree with them. there's
something there for everyone and they are subject to wide
interpretations. ’

Other Comments:

The going gets tough when you get to the specifics. Will we control
growth or just manage growth. To preserve buffers between cities
will the public purchase the greenways? We're already too late for
Portland-Beaverton, etc. '

Agree or Disagree?

Agfee

Comments:

Strongly support the Future Vision Statement by Metro. | do not
feel that it is necessary to provide for all the growth that could
come. [f we do not provide for all the growth it won't come.

- | Other Comments:

It is up to us to decide what levels of growth we wish to
accommodate. To strongly support maintaining the UGB with

expansion only on a very limited special circumstance basis.
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Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

| feel any later than 'now would be to late to save our Portla.nd area
livability from ruin by development guided only by economics,
"Framework 2040" appears to be an excellent approach to this

| problem; but so far the developers seem uncontrolled.

Other Comments:

The concept of "Urban Reserve Study Pres” is most important but
Metro will have to bear the developers to there "Pres."

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

‘Well written, but we'll all be watching to see iffhow these Iofty

goals are translated into action/reality.

Other Comments: .

Agree or Disagree?I

Disagree

Comments:

Most problems caused by out of control real-estate developers who
have infiltrated local/regional governments to advocate over
building/over crowding. Developers should pay up-front future users

‘fees before infra/intra structure overload and damage is caused.

Other Commenté:

Why should retired and original homeowners have to pay more taxes

.| for problems caused by fast-buck development speculators and

inflow of rich outsiders greed? Reference: I-6 /217 interchange.
Measure 26-26 acquisitions. "Affordable” housing subsidies for.
investors (rents $800 minl). Subsidized transportation systems for
subsidized employment, HUBS, etc-et al...

Agree or Disagree? | Agree
Comments: NA
Other Comments:

Agree or Disagree? | Agree

Comments:

High density development along light rail should be very high
priority. Encourage more multi level apartments and condos.

Other Comments:

Explore possibility of major corporate donors to fund open spaces

and greenways. Maybe some tax incentives for them.

Agree or Disagree?

Uncertain
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Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

1 feel any later than now would be to late to save our Portland area
livability from ruin by development guided only by economics,
"Framework 2040 appears to be an excellent approach to this
problem; but so far the developers seem uncontrolled.

Other Comments:

The concebt of "Urban Reserve Study Pres” is most importanf but
Metro will have to bear the developers to there "Pres.”

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

Well written, but we'll all be watching to see if/how these lofty
goals are translated into action/reality.

Other Comments:

Agree or Disagree?

Disagree

Comments:

Most problems caused by out of control real-estate developers who
have infiltrated local/regional governments to advocate over
building/over crowding. Developers should pay up-front future users
fees before infra/intra structure overload and damage is caused.

Other Comments:

Why should retired and original homeowners have to pay more taxes
for problems caused by fast-buck development speculators and
inflow of rich outsiders greed? Reference: I-56 /217 interchange.
Measure 26-26 acquisitions. "Affordable™ housing subsidies for
investors (rents $800 minl). Subsidized transportation systems for
subsidized employment, HUBS, etc-et al...

Agree or Disagree? | Agree
Comments: NA
Other Comments:

Agree or Disagree? Agree

Comments:

High densify development along light rail should be very high
priority. Encourage more multi level apartments and condos.

Other Comments:

Explore possibility of major corporate donors to fund open spaces
and greenways. Maybe some tax incentives for them..

Agree or Disagree?‘

Uncertain
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Comments:

I have concerns but have not been attentive enough to the issues to
agree or disagree. Will learn more before commenting.

Other Comments:

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

In general, | agree with the vision as outlined, but 1 do think we need
to take a more bold approach. Instead of focusing on economic
growth, let's aim for sustainable development, and let's make cars
more expensive and inconvenient rather than trying to accommodate
more of them.

Other Comments:

Affordable housing is a critical issue which needs more emphasis.
Stable housing prices and reasonable rents should be achieved by
taxing spectator and business transactions that drive up land prices.
Also tax income producing property at high rates than home
ownership.

Responses received May 3, 1995 ' - -

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

Especially important: curbing sprawl, affordable housing in various
neighborhoods more public transportatlon, more walking
neighborhoods.

Other Comrrients:

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

In general, | believe you are on the nght path in planning for the
future. .

Other Comments:

| am very pleased that this planning process is taking place. It is
very important to save our farm land and crop land and to keep our

water as clean as we can within reason.

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

I'm pleased with the amount of walking/ park/ and greenways.

Other Comments:

Agree or Disagree?

Agree
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Comments:

| agree we should al have access to nature, but it needs to be
protected as well as enjoyed.

Other Comments:

| feel since Gateway is a meeting area of light rail, I-205, and 1-84 it
should be considered as a Regional Center instead of Town Center,

.| and as a halfway point between Gresham and Downtown Portland.

Agree or Disagree?

NA

Comments:

I don't disagree with the statement of vision, but feel that it's scope
extends beyond the description of the scope of Metro's
responsibilities. [ realize that your planning has an impact on all _
areas of our lives, however, you're not directly responsible for many
of those areas. As an educator | question your claim to provide
educationally what you outline in the example in the individual

Future Vision.

Other Comments:

Agree or Disagree?

NA

Comments:

You obviously haven't been in the real world for quite some time.
You show Bald Peak as Ag land with some Con. Forest. Bald Peak
has been chopped up into 5-10 acre homesite up some of them
being businesses in their homes. Definitely not included in zoning -
requirements. '

Other Comments:

None of the farms are farms as such. X-mas trees, horses. Why we
have any zoning when all those small parcels were allowed is
beyond mel

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

Keep it up- Especially open spaces and creative ways to do infill
housing and ways to get housing close to jobs and on transit.

Other Comments:

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

Excellent job of covering all areas of growth and population
concerns. :

Other Comments:

Agree or Disagree?

Agree
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Comments:

| just hope it doesn't take 50 years to attain many of the goals in.

.} the Vision statement! | whole heatedly support the view that

individual freedom is highly valued but requires an investment by all
individuals in responsibilities for community involvement.

Other Comments:

Would like to see Future Vision reviewed by groups of school kids to
get their feedback and get them involved in the process early on...
Engage kids in the Junior High and High School, involve them in the
planning process non and ongoing...

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

There is overwhelming need for caring for our earth. By each of us

Other Comments:

from individuals to industry to Government.

Responses received May 4, 1995

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

‘Comments:

Want to stop suburban sprawl and want to maintain open space and
farm, forest areas. S

Other Comments: |

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

MY main concerns are: protect creeks from the harm from
development and main streets should be carefully structured so that
we don't have the same kinds of stores over and over again, ie-
video stores, pet food stores, etc. I'd like to see interesting and one
of a kind clothing stores, restaurants, gift stores. Make the main
street interesting to shop and encourage small, unique businesses. |
don't want to see more fast food restaurants. This is important to
me because | like in Cedar Mill, a town center and main street study
area. | would walk to shopping.

Other Comments:

Agree or Disagree?

NA
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Comments:

The values are sufficiently bland that most should be able to support
them. Given, however, the district pro-development tilt of Metro, |
am making these comments now. | oppose including any high
quality farmland in the urban reserve area. Metro needs to work
with the legislature to pass congestion hour pricing, vehicle,
registration fees based upon miles drives and fuel economy--with
allowances for older care whose owners cannot afford to upgrade.
The retarded suburban Clackamas and Yamhill county legislators
should be informed that is their cheapskate constituents do not wish
to have vehicle emissions testing they should expect to leave their
cars at home and walk to Portland, Discourage in every possible
way the sprawling "business park” campuses—probably the most
egregious example or poor land use in suburban areas. LAND
SHOULD BE TREATED AS THE VALUABLE RESOURCE THAT IT IS.
IF THAT MEANS GROWTH WILL BE LESS ATTRACTIVE AS PRICES
RISE, MOST CITIZENS WITH THE POSSIBLE EXCEPTION OF
REALTORS AND 'DEVELOPERS'' (ANY OXYMORON IF THERE EVER
WAS ONE) WILL BE PLEASED BECAUSE NO ONE HAS EVER
DEMONSTRATED THAT GROWTH IS "GOOD "OR THAT BIGGER IS
"BETTER"

Other Comments:

IN THE PAST 25 YEARS THE QUALITY OF LIFE IN PORTLAND
OREGON HAS STEADILY ERODED: NEIGHBORHOODS OVERRUN
WITH COMMUTER TRAFFIC HOUSING HAS BECOME _
INCREASINGLY LESS AFFORDABLE SUBURBAN SPRAWL NOW
EXTENDS FROM GORGE TO COAST THE WILLAMETTE RIVER .
RESEMBLES THE BOATERS' FREEWAY LOCAL ATTRACTIONS LIKE
THE ZOO ARE OVERCROWDED THE UNIQUENESS OF THE CITY AS
A NORTHWEST PLACE HAS EVAPORATED IN THE EFFLUVIA OF
TASTELESS "MACMANSIONS*"

Respdnses received Méy 5, 1995

Agree or Disagree?

Disagree

Comments:

Government at all levels locally should not be earnestly promoting
economic development. Promoting economic development does not
help the other visions Metro has formulated. Economic development
will "naturally™ come when other conditions/ visions are in place.
Slow growth, sustain growth is just as healthy as promoted growth.

Other Comments: :

Metro really hasn't yet listened to "sustained” growth advocates and
the numerous world wide examples it benefits. Growth for growth
sake is not beautiful, rewarding, or in everyones best interests.

Only a small segment of the population benefits from population
growth. Why are we giving tax breaks for growth. Forms-false

economy, Why should small businesses not benefit by tax breaks.
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Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

| strongly agree and | apprec:ate your efforts very much. So do all
my family.

Other Comments:

| especially like the final value relating to our children's futures. One
of my daughters is mildly retarded. A compact city with great
public transit does offer her a wonderful life. Thank You

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

| want to see a lot of concern put towards moving gangs out of .

.neighborhoods. And less if not any people who have no respect fro

the air, land and water allowed in our state. Especially Californians.
California would not be turning into a smoggy dirty state if they
would turn their attention towards their environment. God knows
we don't want them coming here and doing the same to our state.
(We want our state green and clean, not smoggy and dirty)

Other Comments:

Responses received May 8, 1995

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

| want to maintain quality of life, open spaces, clean air, water. |
strongly support open spaces, urban growth boundaries. 1'd like the
S.W. and Eastside sprawl to stop NOW and have more emphasis on’
town centers (lavender dots) with green space between. -Definition
of towns, put money to keep people in theur town for work and
shopping so they don't have to commute 'in.

Agree or Disagree?

Agtée

Comments:

As a native Oregonian, | want to see our regional uniqueness and
beauty preserved. Planning is the best way. In addition, mass
transit will help too. 1live on Tri met line by design- we'd love to
see light rail ease the traffic mess around Clackamas Town Center.

Other Comments:

Agree or Disagree?

NA

Comments:

| wish the Metro council would be dissolved. | live in Hillsboro and |
do not like being told what to do or how to live by Portland. 1 also
resent paying for Portland building improvementst!!
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Other Comments:

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

Plan for affordable housing, build it! while still preserving
Greenspaces ‘

Other Comments:

‘| Make better, safer bikeways to encourage use.

Agree or Disagree?

NA

Comments:

I think protecting the greenspaces is a great move. it is difficult to -
comment on your vision, as you do not describe it very specifically
in this brochure.

Other Comments:

| hope you show more respect for your budget and our trees by
mailing a less expensive flyer to "keep us informed” next time. It's
a bad sign that this newsletter is considered in good taste. An
economy of paper and an economy of words is in order, pleasel

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

All the work that has been done on the future vision framework
should be highly commended. | am proud of the foresight and many
considerations outlined here. We need permanent public protection
of much more than just the ballot measure 26-26 projects and
alternate funding to make it happen regardless of passage.

Other Comments:

If Metro has any influence ori the curtailing of the huge billboards
springing up all over- please use it, they are a terrible blight on the
landscape : :

Responses received May 9, 1995

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

I strongly recommend that Oregon City be granted permanent status

‘as a regional center. Oregon City is the major focal point for

transportation lines, tourism, Government, and commerce in
Clackamas County.

Other Comments:

Vancouver doesn't seem to really consider themselves part of this
region. Because-of the river and state boundary, they must feel like
orphans.
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Agree or Disagree? | Agree
Comments: NA
Other Comments:

Agree or Disagree? | Agree

Comments:

I moved here recently from (oh, no) Los Angeles- and one important
reason is because of this city's commitment to planning for growth
and for the maintenance of these values- natural areas, alternatnves
to cars, communities, etc.

Other Comments:

Agree or Disagree? | Agree
Comments:_ NA
Other Comments:

Agree or Disagree? | Agree

Comments:

Imperative that population increases be housed by UP not urban
sprawl. Urban Reserves must be curtailed. Projections, and
Portland area will increase by 700,000 in 2010 means we must
build more apts, condos, etc. There will not be enough land to build
everyone a home.

Other Comments:

Your transportation program is a good people amended to their own
four wheels. More traffic, congestion, air pollution, etc... Suburban
sprawl into agriculture land and forests is no goodil

Responses receive'd'May 11, 1995

Agree or Disagree?-

Agree

Comments:

NA

Other Comments:

Resbonses received May 12, 19956

Agree or Disagree?

Agree
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Comments:

Agree 100% on green spaces- more walking and bike paths
preserving farm lands and streams. More mini communities, ie
Multnomah and Sellwood.

Other Comments:

We in Portland have a tradition to uphold. When Forest Park and
the Portland Park blocks were set aside in the last century.” Now we
all must contribute to this tradition in the next century.

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

I think it is important to preserve the UGB. High density housing is a
hard sell, but doable (San Francisco for example). Also, Metro
should do more outreach on the how and whys of regional planning.
You're doing a good job now, but more is better in this case.

Other Comments:

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

Simplify Newsletter-2040 Framework. Almost too much info. could
discourage some people from reading-takes too long.

Other Comments:

Remember small acreage owner- Not a producing farm. Just
personal livestock and garden products. It seems plan deals with
only large farms. If one chooses to own small acreage we should
not be penalized or forced to sell to increase development property
we are a greenspace of our own.

'Responses received May 15, 1995

Agree or Disagree?

Agree -

Comments:

| think one of your more important "visions" is on page 3.
"Encourage more people to travel without cars.” All transportation '
decisions should have that statement in mind if we don't want to
become a Los Angeles or Seattle. Also office bldgs could have apts.
above to encourage usage at all hours of the day and night.

Other Comments:

Continue to encourage " infill lots" We need to build up not out. As
our population grows, owning a single family house is no longer
going to be a right if we want to hold the line on our urban growth
boundary. Visit a major city like Chicago, and visit the expanding
Suburbs. The best farmland in the world is being turned into malls
and subdivisions. The topsoil is taken off and sold back to the
homeowner.
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Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments: -

| think the "preparation” strategy you are developing is excellent and
an example to other metro areas. 1 fully support your efforts in
expanding public transportation systems and hope that your efforts
are not thwarted by opposing interests.

Other Co-mments:

Propose considering public transit (be it a bus or light rail) in the
Gorge. Could be used by daily commuters, as well as tourists and
"city goers.” This could improve growing pressure on the scenic
area's air quality, road conditions,"car theft and vandalism"
problems. Even aline that ran only as far east as Hood River would
be beneficial to both residents and visitors.

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Commepts:

Nice thoughts, but quite generalized. | think Metro should
concentrate more on INFRASTRUCTURE and less on "societal
engineering” For example page.9, Metro need not worry that
"Political leadership is valued..." This stuff is not your job,
infrastructure is.

Other Comments:

lllustrate your generalization with specific cases from other cities or
your own ideas mapped into Portland

Agree or Disagree? '

Agree

Comments:

More emphasis on mass transportation and cycling

Other Comments:

More emphasis on walking paths.

Agree or Disagree?

Basically Agree

Comments:

Neighborhoods with "Main Street” concepts are good but you have
done nothing to date to "fix" the existing such as NW 23rd and
Hawthorne. We need to by pass through traffic (except transit)
create "off main street” parking. Make Hawthorne and NW 23rd
friendly to pedestrians and bicycles. Both are very scary at present.
Fox the existing before trying to sell more of what isn't working
right now. This should be a high priority. Make all bridges
accessible to pedestrians and bikes. The Bridges aren't bad but
getting on is a nightmare. Another high priority/
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Other Comments:

Re-Fix the Downtown Transit mall. Cars seem to travel the bus
lanes at will while police and transit supervisors look on. | have
seen many near accidents on the mall. It used to be nice, why can't
we enforce the rules? Taxi's and tour buses and hotel transport
vehicles at times delay Tri-met fro'm. readily accessing their stops
causing hardships for bus passengers. Why not extend the mall to
the Convention center, Blazer Arena, and Lloyd Center. Certainly do
not add N/S Max to the 5th and 6th ave. transit malls.

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

1 Comments:

Agree strongly with protection, restoration and management of
streams, wetlands, and flood plains. A mustl Agree strongly with
"Variety in our communities and neighborhoods" like compact
development with healthy public spaces.

'Other Comments:

"Strongly agree with statement” the true environmental and social
cost of new growth has been paid by those both new to region and
already present receiving the benefits of that new growth. Fair

distribution. | support tax-base sharing throughout Metro region.

.| Agree or Both
Disagree? ‘
Comments: | agree with the mandate "to preserve and enhance the quality of life

and the environment for ourselves and future generations.” |
disagree with the current concept of 40 yrs. growth management. It
must be a sustainable growth of 100 years plus to be of value.

Other Comments:

We must take stock of our water quality and land resources First plus
leave a 20% buffer zone for possible droughts or earthquake
disasters. Nature will not cope with a one half to one million more -
people and two million cars and one million more pets. Our water
quality will be decreased and smog has increased considerable.

Agree or Disagree?

Agree
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Comments:

This is for the most part a superb statement. Under core values,
rather than viewing ourselves as "stewards of the region's natural
resources”, | would propose we view ourselves as a coequal
member, or simple, one of the region's natural resources. | would
also suggest the statement proposes or guides the region toward the
creation of.sustainable jobs (those which cause no net depletion of
resources) rather than simply assuming "growth". 1 would also
propose the statement includes goals to limit population to numbers
the region can sustain in an ecologically sound way. | would also
suggest there be a statement or goal to increase the self-sufficiency
of the region, eg., to have regional farmers producing food for the
region.

Other Comments:

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

Particularly agree with values of variety, equity, and working to end
poverty.

Other Comments:

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

Your emphasis on natural areas, transportation and water are
important but also limited. More emphasis needs to be put on
housing, jobs, and communities.

Other Comments:

There is a limited acknowledgement of the importance of social
equity issues in this document.

Responses received May 16, 1995

Agree or Disagree?

Agree ‘
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Comments:

. J
Regional growth management by elected Metro council is

conceptually a good thing for Tri-county residents and your "future
vision™ does contain some community strengthening values like
incorporating nature in the urban landscape and creating public and
private initiatives that support family life, and though | agree with
your Future Vision values, including visions for children and
education, | can't help feeling that your philosophical ("OH HUM")
compliance to the projected 25 year increase in areas population of
1,000,000 people and your broad "pro-growth" framework plan
(well done for what it is ) will not keep the Tri-county area“
surrounding Portland from becoming a bumper to bumper over-
populated chaotic mess. Why ? People will continue to use cars
and everyone from 1000 friends of Oregon to your Metro Council
refuse to push for adequate needed roads first, than issue building
permits to your Don Morissette's and other local builders who are
reaping $$$ big profits from present slip shod back-assward system.

Other Comménts:

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

NA

Other Comments:

" Responses received May 17, 1995

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

1 am also in favor of motherhood, apple pie and celebrating the
Fourth of July. '

Other Comments:

Get real on transportation. How many metro councilors,
transportation committee members, etc ride bicycles or use public
transit to meetings? If we get everybody to ride a bike to-work,
what happens on the first day it rains? etc.

Agree or Disagree?

Agree
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Comments:

Great! page. 10 manage watersheds to protect, restore, and
manage. I'm glad you didn't use enhance when we should mean
restore. Greatl pg.9 Equity- translates assoc. with growth fairly
distributed tax base sharing, changes in tax codes. However simply .
saying providing affordable housing without addressing systems
causes of skyrocketing costs in meaningless. and promote the
community land trust concept that takes developmental or land with
homes already build land off the private community speculative
market: segregate the costs of housing and land. '

Other Comments:

| get an im'age ‘of the F.V. Cogumm and | standing on the back of an

‘old farm truck linked shoulder to shoulder, cooking with optimism

into a more environmentally sane future where life is both happier
and more sustainable than today. Unfortunately Washington Co.
agencies are in the front seat barring the truck down the road in the
opposite direction. THPRI is still destroying diversity to give us turf
grass parks. USA is still talking detention facilities for flood control
rather than restoring wetlands and agrarian areas in native
vegetation. " Transportation is still taking more pavement for
bicyclists and pedestrians rather than re-creating aesthetics
environments that would get people out of cars.

Responses received May 18, 1995

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

While the plan addresses commerce and industry and transportation
in detail it makes no provision for fulfilling people's spiritual needs.
These needs can be inhanced through integration of appropriate
monuments, small parks with appropriate items for reflection, i.e.
Waterfront Park includes a maze and the Japanese memorial garden.
In Washington Park we have the Viet Vet Memorial. Mankind needs:
more places to inspire and on which to meditate.

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

Thank heavens — and all the hard work put in by many - that

‘| measure 26-26 passed!

Responses received May 19, 1995

Agree or Disagre.e?

Agree

Comments:

It's terrificl |imagine that you have developed - or will be
developing: pg.6: "Main Streets..."; pg. 11 "Transportation...” in
the form of explanatory drawings?
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Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

I'd like to have seen values that promoted DIVERSITY,
SUSTAINABLE RESOURCE USAGE WHILE PRESERVING -
ENVIRONMENT QUALITY, and some that address the destructive
phenomena that can arise in deteriorating regions by CRIME.

Other Comments:

More emphasis on higher educational opportunities. Biggest risk is
th power and influence of larglopethe pment coes and processes of
cunty and city jurisdictions. Most residential development in
Washingon County appears to occur without supporting
infrastructure. Developers do not contribute to improving arterials,
schools, water, other services --nothing beyond immediate
necessity.

Responses received May 22, 1995

Agree or Disagree?

No box checked

Comments:

Granted, | skimmed this, but this seems fairiy general, not very
many specifics - maybe it is too early.

Other Comments:

At the rate this region appears to be growing | am concerned about:
1) having enough water; 2) not too many developed areas for
housing crammed in taking away greenways and open spaces; 3)
Efficient, timely transit service, expecially buses, but light rail too
that enables commuters to get to their jobs in the suburbs and
surrounding areas without taking over one hour because ‘they have
to transfer so many times. :

Résponses received May 23, 1995

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments: .

| completely support the vision to decrease urban sprawl and
increase the use of sources already around us! '

Other Comments:

1 would be interested in knowing how | can be of help.

Responses received May 24, 1995

Agree or Disagree?

Agree, for most part
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Comments:

It is important to keep forested land and farmland NON- -developed.
TO NOT allow large McMansions to be built on farmland in areas of
smaller homes that have been present for many years to longtime
residnts causing these families to leave due to increased taxes and
pressure to sell out to the the wealthy..so the wealthy can pretend
to be farmers. This is so apparent in the Stafford/West Linn area.

Miscellaneous faxed responses received

Agree or Disagree? |

-} Comments:

Agree
Excellent Plan. My prime issue is public transportation. | am a
professional who owns/operates a small business. | am 54 years

old. | have lived without a car nearly my entire adult life and wish
to continue doing so. Without a doubt | could quite comfortable do-
so in most of Europe, parts of the Middle Ease, and elsewhere as

well. However, living without a car in the U.S. often presents
difficulties. | applaud your public transportation.

Other Comments: .

Agree or Disagree? | Agree

Comments:

Open spaces, improved transportation, and how and when to
develop land are crucial to the future of the.region. Getting back to
the mainstreet concept where people walk and bike from home to
the commercial areas may well be the step back to the "Good Ol
Days”™ many of us crave.

Other Comments:

Enhanced computer systems and telecommunications, in addition to
encouraging working from home will make an impact on traffic at
peak hours, reduce stress, improve the overall health of the region
and its people and reduce air pollution. Productivity will also
increase. | wish | could be around to see all this happen Please
move quickly on the transportation issues.

Agree or Disagree? | NA
Comments: NA'
Other Comments:

Agree or Disagree? | Agree |
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Comments:

More light rail and other rail (instead of more trucking), more bike
routes and incentives, smaller town centers, (but larger amounts of
them).

Other Comments:

Don't want to be forced off my land because of escalating realty

‘| taxes intended to force owners to chop off their land, so developers

can make their $ by building more housingl Hands off further
development at the Oregon Coastl It's being ruined by developersl|

Hands off whatever forests are left, whether public or privatel

Agree or Diéagree?

Disagree

Comments:

Portland is not New York, Chicago, Paris, or London. They have
millions of people to ride light rail. You will never get a return for
the billions spent.

Other Comments:

The taxpayer will be broke when you finish. If you every told the
taxpayer what the light rail really cost you would get about 2 votes

plus your vote.

Agree

Agree or Disagree?

Comments::

Yeah, | absolutely agree with the values outlined in the 2040
framework with one minor exception and that is time must be
factored in for replenishment of natural resources that are extracted
at an alarming rate. It would take many pages to explain this idea of
replenishment of natural resource bases. Contact me further if you
are interested in what | have to say. {(Mess. 697-0744)

Other Comments:

Beware of a planet that has limited space with finite resources.
(Behave accordingly) It can never be said to often or to loud, do not

| use or tax your resource reserve of air, water, topsoil, aqd wildlife

reserve faster than they can be replenished. Never use a resource -
base without proper treatment to ensure lifelong or never ending
responsibility. not just for our sake, (humans) but all species
including the earth itself.

Agree or Disagree?

Agree

Comments:

| would llke to see how local area citizens, neighborhoods could be
mcorporated into neighborhood revitalization. 1live in Alameda and
would like to be involved in revitalizing lower income areas on the
periphery.

Other Comments:
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2040 FRAMEWORK HOTLINE COMMENTS

I saw this sitting in the paper, "Future Vision needs your vision..." and has these meetings
with Metro Council, Future Vision, Metro Council meetings.. They re all in the suburbsl
Why? Don’t you think some of us live in Portland? I'm not going to go to Gresham or:
Beaverton or Oswego for one of these things.

Yes, after reviewing the draft Future Vision we received in the mail today, | have some
serious concerns about where we're going to put schools, how we're going to put schools.

- It seems to me that education should be (our) prime commitment along with where and how
we're going to build new homes. If we have new homes being built, we need new schools
being built. | would be interested in knowing how Metro plans to accommodate both.

Unfortunately, my children kept me a bit busy and | didn't hear all the different possibilities.
What I'm calling about is the video. It says the "new Metro Growth Management video will’
be available to the public in early June. The video covers a variety of 2040 Framework
issues and to borrow a copy, call Metro's Growth Management Hotline, which I just did.

My name is Ron Peterson and my address is 7408 SW 31st Avenue, Portland, Oregon,
97219-1811. And | would like to get that video just as soon as possible. It would be nice
to be able to sit and watch it instead of having to try to spend the time trying to read it
with the two children. Also, my wife is interested in watching the video because it would
make it easier for her also with the children. Thank you much, and if you want my home
phone number, it's 244-5951. Have a good day.

Yeah, | am in total support of Measure 26-26, but in looking at the map, I'm also very

~ disappointed that either route off, well north of Highway 26, by Bronson Road, and there
are no parks. We just keep paving and paving and paving and we need some open space on
the west side and | don't see any. If you would like to make a comment back, my name is
Robin and I'm at 690-7720.

| like the concept of the development of more Mainstreets, but there is nothing to show me
that the Mainstreets won't become major highways like TV Highway or something that are
really like Los Angeles-type blight. As to Greenspaces, | need to know what Metro plans to
do to protect and encourage and preserve private Greenspaces because it seems that you
want to take away people's private yards and gardens and then tax them so that the City -
can own all the gardens and Greenspaces. So, | wouldn't be willing to vote for a
Greenspaces tax unless Metro's plan also encourages people to preserve their own
Greenspaces. As to residential development, I'd like to know what Metro is going to do to
address the problem presented by cul de sacs and dead-end streets in residential
developments because you can't walk through those developments or you can't bicycle
through them. | know that bicycle enhancement and pedestrian enhancement is one of the
goals; I'm all for it. But | don't see any talk about how these thmgs are going to be
'accomphshed Thank you. Bye.

Hi, I'm Barbara Olson at 6526 SE Plum Drive in Milwaukie and | accidentally réceived a copy
of 2040 Framework in the mail that happens to be for my neighbor. But I'd sure like a

HOTLINE/Page 1
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copy. So if ybu'd please mail me the copy...let's see, what I've got here is "Metro 2040
Framework Update” Spring/Summer 1995, but I'd also like to be on your mailing list
because it looks like really neat stuff. So, thanks, | hope-l hear from you in the
mail. Bye. ' '

Hello, this is Cindy Bennington. My address is 2545 SE Lamatha Place in- Gresham.
Recently | was looking for some investment real estate property in the Northeast
section around Bowling and Alberta and basically the whole Northeast section. And
what occurred to me (unintelligible) is that those neighborhoods do not have

~ neighborhood shopping areas either to buy, you know, milk. There's no 7-11,
there's no McDonald's, there's no Burger King, there's no Albertson's, Safeway.
“I'm sure there are pockets that | just did not see, but it seems like a very glaring
lack and | think it's important for the youth of that area to have some meaningful
elementary jobs as box boys and cooks in fast-food restaurants and | think that
there's a lot that needs to be done to bring commercial streets down in that area
because, as it is, they have to go to Lloyd Center or Jantzen Beach just for the
basic things. 1 live in Gresham and it's-just a small jaunt to get shoes repaired or
hair cut or that type of thing. And also, | was looking at a catalog that Grubb
Ellis puts out as far as commercial development and where there is shopping malls
and strips and neighborhood/grocery-type -things and the map of the area was just
dotted all over the place with this great big void in Northeast Portland. And |
think that really needs to be taken a look at. Thank you. ‘

| have specific comments that aren't really included in the overall 2040 plan which
| generally agree with, bit my concerns specifically focus on the inner east side of
the river which | think has a great potential for development of housing and
commercial properties that would allow easy access to downtown. People could
actually commute on foot. | think it's a waste of riverside downtown property to
have a. freeway and partially abandoned warehouses occupying something that could
be developed at much higher density and would allow housing inside the city limits.
Which really wouldn't, | don't think, cause great dislocation for anyone other than
the obvious moving of the freeway. I've felt strongly about this for years. [I've
hated to see us spend tens of millions of dollars to further entrench that Marquam
Bridge. | realize it's not an easy issue to- deal with, but | think a Future Vision
that does not include a development of the East Bank is a travesty. This is a
beautiful city that relies on its river and to leave it as it is, is really a shame.
Thank you. | hope somebody someday. will take on this job. Thank you.

Hi, I'm looking at the 2040 Framework Spring/Summer 1995 questionnaire. It asks,
No. 1, "Do you agree or disagree with values?" | agree, especially when it

involves keeping Greenspaces and natural areas the way they are, conserving them
and retain those areas, in all different parts of the city - as much Greenspaces and
open areas and that kind of thing as possible is what I'm looking for. Also,
redeveloping existing homes, businesses, malls, whatever it is, rather than building
new ones at a different- site. | know it costs more money. We currently have a
65-year old house and we're remodelling it. And it costs an awful lot more money
than it does to go out and build a brand new one, but at the same time, we have
an awful lot of character in this old house that we're very proud of and | think

HOTLINE/Page 2
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that that is one way. to keep the growth from expanding in so many. different
urban areas. And the going up instead of out concept, | like that, but | also agree
that we have to continue to redevelop instead of new develop. = Number 3, let's
see, the sources | would most likely use to get information would be the mailings
like this one that | received. Radio KJZZ and K103. Days of the week and times
that are best for me to attend would be Sunday afternoon. By computer e-mail is
the best way for me to communicate. Kept informed about Metro's planning
programs would be through the newsletters and please add me to your mailing list.
My name is Sue Osburn, 7732 SW 17th Drive, Portland, 97219

Thanks. Bye.

| want to observe relative to the mass transit concept that, in my belief, the 205
Corridor is the only way to go on your mass transit, the-only way that it will fly.
You've got a lot of the expenses taken care of. There was about a 3-year delay, '
a 2-year delay on getting that bridge designed for light rail crossing. If you look at
this map that you've provided, it cuts right into the center of Clark County and
there's obviously the middle point between where the growth is and where it's
going to be. It obviously needs to be out into that area. The considerations of
running it closer into Vancouver may take care of some of the civic problems in
Vancouver and/or Portland. The city (unintelligible) was held on 205 when we
worked on that years ago. They wanted to have that on I-5, which was stupid, or
near the airport. Which is, it wasn't, on the growth side of the airport and it took
a couple of years of delay to get it where it is now and | think everybody can see
it's, that's a justifiable area. Additional building should come closer to Camas.
That's the area where you can get across. with the least amount of money and it
could connect into the interstate system which is the only way the thing is going
to fly by having some interstate help. All of the other methods are way out of
sight in terms of being able to connect into the interstate and local tax bases are
just not going to-support paying the 100 percent of the connections to make that
possible. And the future growth is going to be in Gresham to Camas of this
county and | think Multnomah County also. So, those are my observations about
the plan. 1| think mass transit is good; | think it should be pushed ‘in that I-5, 205
Corridor, where it's more practical to be and will be the best for the growth east
and west, you can branch off of that. But |. wanted to leave my comments in
those areas of interest.” Thank you very much.

| was looking at. your map on page 14 of the 2040 Framework and it seems to
me there is only one little strip of proposed open areas and parks in all that area
all the way to Division Street, there's one more, and all the way out to Fairview or
Troutdale, there's none, there's none all the way past Sandy Boulevard - | can't tell
how far that goes. But you have this whole area with nothing but one little area -
with- proposed open space and park. And yet you look at the Southwest side, you
look at the South Milwaukie area, you look at other areas of this map - Oregon
City, Tigard, whatever - and you've got all kinds of proposed open spaces, but
none where you need it in the less affluent section of town. | think this is
wrong. My telephone number is 253-4906 and my name is Wanda Regan.

Yes, my name-is Marian Drake and | live in Councilor Rod Monroe's district and |'
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really like the document that came in the mail called the 2040 Framework. It's
very nice reading. | wish | had time to read the whole thing, | probably don't,
unfortunately. But | did want to say that | didn't happen to see anything in it
about noise control. And one of my most serious concerns in the Portland area is
the ambient noise level. | would like to see quieter buses, smaller buses, lots of
buses, and better bus service, like 24-hour bus service, you know, 365 days a year
and easier bus transportation and also, just the basic consciousness of the noise
level in the area and ambient noise readings being taken...Including the frequencies,
not only the decibels, but the frequencies in terms of what types of frequencies. are
bothering people. And that's well known, the research is there, people know what
kinds of frequencies are annoying to people. So that's a real concern of mine. .|
did like what you were saying about living wage jobs and about parks and
Greenspaces within walking distance of all citizens. -However, the map on page 8
~and 9 looks like the green space is all around Portland, but it's hard to see that
there's major Greenspaces within the city. | think it's real important to have more
places like Oxbow Park and | went to Clackamas Lake the other day up in
Washington and they have wonderful natural areas there and they have accessible
trails there which is made of some sort of gravel which is very nice and
aesthetically appealing as well as accessible to wheel chairs. But they also have
lots of paths next to those trails that aren't paved at all. Oxbow Park, the .
Audubon area, the Leach Gardens, things like that; we need more of that kind of -
thing rather than just the manicured things, big parks. Forest Park where l've been
is pretty noisy. Other parks tend to be a little quieter in terms of the ambient
noise. So, thank you very much. Again, my name is Marian Drake; phone number
is 335-0965. I'd also like to say that | think it's important to get identification
from the people that are calling so that it isn't possible to have one person make
so many calls that they're counting hundreds and hundreds of times if you're
counting, you know, the percentage of views on different things. Thanks, bye.

| just received the 2040 Framework Newsletter. I'm looking at a map here showing
the Growth Concept and I'm particularly interested here in the areas of the
southwest King City; the cross-hatched area, the urban reserve. | own 10 acres
along the Tualatin River near that-area and | really can't tell ‘from the map exactly
where my property lies within that. | was curious if they had a more detailed map
that would show streets, et cetera, that | could get a hold of. Also, | am
concerned with that area being in an urban reserve, from the standpoint that just
across the river there, they're making that a national wildlife refuge and | would
hope that one day because it's in an urban reserve area, that they wouldn't bring

- that within the Urban Growth Boundary and put high density right in next to a
wildlife refuge as it is now. The pressures on the wildlife in the area are very
evident around my home. It seems that everything is getting pushed down the
stretch from all the growth that's going on in the Bull Mountain area. So,
hopefully, that's not affecting my.neck of the woods here. If you could provide a
map for me, give me a call, Mike Meyer, 590-0226. :

Hi, this is Susanna Mariner. | recently called and requested a copy of the Future
Vision Report, and | just called to say that | just finished reading it, and | think
it's excellent, and | align myself philosophically and spiritually and emotionally and
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everything else and | just wish | were on the Commission as well. So, thank you
. so very much for putting this together and | would really, really love to see this
happen. Thanks, bye.

END OF TRANSCRIPT FOR MAY 12, 1995
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Donald R. Adams
14746 SE Gayle Ct
Milw., OR 97267
May 5,1995
2040 Framework
Metro Planning Dept. - )
Portland, OR .
- Fax797-1796

Dear De-personalized Mr. Framework-

I dislike your economy-centered nature. I dislike the basic underlying
assumption that growth HAS to occur at the rate predicted regardless of your plan
attributes. The mentality of your deep bow to economic development is obvious
throughout the document but no more obvious than on Page 3, where you list”
“Several general issues (that) also surfaced....” Youneed to relook at this list.
Given that our economy will grow, this growth seems always to be threatening our
environment & livability and out striping our affordable housing, the ‘economic
input’ referred to in the 2040 concept needs to be subject and subjugated by the
environmental and affordable housing issues. As written (far dght hand column), it
is obviously the other way around.Note the language in the last ‘bullet’, “Finally, we
need to plan for growth in a way that preserves....lifestyle”. Why not something

- ke “We must preserve our lifestyle choices -while accommodating growth needed
for their support.” And with this change reorder the ‘bullets’ so this would occur

first and a rewritten economic input “bullet’ would occur well down the list—last
. would be good!

* Your language under ‘Urban Reserves’ is too wishy-washy where you state
“The most important consideration is to make every attempt to avoid lands that.are
- zoned for exclusive farm use, which....“. Get some spinellll You have writ an
oxymoron phrase, if it is “most important” to not do something then stand up tot
and don't go soft with weasel words like “attempt”. Why do you think people _
distrust bureaucrats? Revise this as follows “ The most imporiant consideration is to
avoid lands zoned for exclusive farm use”. .

- Inyour transportaﬂon discussion, Iwonder how, or if, economic growth

and/or housing density increases in the outer reaches of the urbanized area will be

linked to the availability of transportation infrastructure funding, Certainly the s

no transportation solution on the horizon. Where you going toputany new ~. .. .

freeway? Transit is the solution? You know better. If it was, you wouldn’t have to
 discuss congestion pricing. Are you going to put congestion pridng on I-5, I-84, I-205

and 2177 As long as people work 20 miles or more from home, like working in

Washington Co and living in East Multnomah Co, or visi versa, your

transportation system s lost. Your transportation “framewor