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o Regional Poticy Advisory Committee

Minutes of Meeting of MaY 13, 1992

Members and Alternates in Attendance:

Susan Mcl:in, Chris Utterback, Gussie McRobert, Gretchen Kafoury, Iim Gardner, Jerry

Arnold, Dick Benner, Pauline Anderson, Iim Zehren, Richard Kidd, Darlene Hooley, Bob

Liddell, Roy Rogerr,:E"rl Blumenauer, Fred Neal, Peggy Lynch, Ed Marcotte, Chris Foster

Others Present:

Ethan Seltzer, Andy Cotugno, Mark Turpel, Terry Moore, Gail Ryder, Robin McArthur-
Phillips, Rob KaPPa

The meeting was called to order at 5:15 pm.

I. Jerry Arnold moved and Gretchen Kafoury seconded that the minutes of the previous

meeting be approved. The minutes were unanimously approved as submitted. Jim Gardner

asked if there were any citizens in the audience wishing to speak. No one came forward.

11. Ethan Seltzer provided an update on the Regional Growth Conference and Region

^-. 2M0 Study projects, including the tetephone survey, stakeholder interviews, local jurisdiction

O ikio", ani iuuiic workshops. r".ry Arnold asked whether the Conference was worth the

effort. Ethan Seltzer replied that iiwas the only event of its kind that brought together the

regional growth management "stakeholders". Jim Gardner noted that next year the

conference would occur at the time that the Region 2040 alternatives would be entering the

Phase II uralysis, providing good material for the workshops.

m. Ethan seltzer then introduced Terry Moore, leader for the consultant team working on

the Region 2040 Study. Terry described itre kit being used with local governments, and the

ways in which the results *outa be used later on. tti ttren showed the Region 2040 slide

show, following which he asked RPAC members to review the materid on growth themes

handed out at tf,e meeting. Terry then asked RPAC to discuss which themes should be given

the highest priority, or most attention, and why (what follows is a compilation of comments

made t:-H"*,:tHttf,J}enr 
and diversification of the economy is key. commercial

development and industrial parts must be located near tranqPortation and labor.

--Theme 5 makes s€nse. We shoutd use the primary corridors and make the most of
the huge Public investment in LRT.

--Theme 14 should get some attention because the balance of jobs and housing is

imPortant.or

o)
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--I don't like themes l, 2, 5, and 7. 1 is too narow. 2 needs to be balanced.
Emphasizing high density corridors (5) isn't popular. 7 raises the question of which
cities and where. Theme 8 looks pretty good.

--Themes 12, 13, and 14 are related and should be looked at as a package.

--Theme 5 shouldn't mean only high density corridors. There needs to be bdance,
with high density corridors part of an overall package. There should be balanced
growth but better regional function, and linkages to themes 12, 13, urd 14.

--I like theme l0 since it implies a wdkable, bikeable place.

--If you don't have theme 11, it won't work. Also, there needs to be a theme 15 that
deals explicitly with sense of place or @mmunity as the basis for future urban form.
Everyone needs a place to fit in.

--With theme 1l should come consideration of air quality and the affect of
Washington on Oregon. Also 9 crosses the river.

--Theme I is important. We need to s€e more than 3% in Portland. 1 and 5 are
related. I don't like 5 because it's wasteful of land, energy, and air quality.

--How can we do this usjng the existing UGB? Clackamas County faces a future as a
bedroom community if the UGB stays the same and no land for jobs is added.

Terry Moore remarked that it's hard to get 600,000 inside the UGB, and dl too easy for
most people to put the density 'somewhere else'. He stated that he heard a need to do all of
themes 9 through 14, that themes I and 5 work for some, what about theme 6?

--Many techniques will need to be used. The UGB won't last for 50 years. If we
don't want to be LA then we must expect satellite cities to be part of the mix.

--I don't like I , 2, and 3. Also 4 is a problem. Theme 5 should be looked at for the
activity center concept, and for looking at activity centers as cities in some cases.
Theme 7 should be incorporated in the mix. Themes 12, 13, and 14 need to work
together. Theme l1 must always be considered. 9 and 10 are opposites. There
needs to be a mix.

-All themes can't be emphasized or 2040 won't work. Emphasize 1 and 5. If
Portland fails, then the region fails. Investment in LRT demands focusing
development in corridors. Theme 9 means that the air quality will be too poor to
support industrid growth.

Terry Moore mentioned that as he begins to prepare for the development of alternatives, he
sees aspects of themes 9 through 14 emerging as evaluative criteria. Jim Zehren noted that

O
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he should also lmk at the benchmarls.

Terr)' then asked RPAC to discuss the characteristics of the region that are most important to
quality of life.

--The distinct character of areas, communities, and districts which leads to sense of
place.

--We can't expand the UGB to Salem. We should avoid becoming a western version
of megalopolii. We will not accomplish much if we don't stick to our guns regarding
density. Design is keY.

-Nature gives us the pattern within which our cities should be built. Parks and

schools need better coordination with the ptanning program, and all elements of what
make,s a center need to be considered together.

--View corridors are critical

--Low heights of buitdings. I don't like tall buildings. We must have open SPa€,

diversity in housing types, and setbacks from amenities.

--We must have open space. As density increases and plans near build-out, there
must be psychic relief.

--pedestrian friendly. Neighborhoods and districts need to be places you can really
walk.

--people need to know they have real choices. Human scale means that people don't
get loit. We must keep that scale everywhere because it adds to sense of place.

--Sense of community. But benchmarks for this are hard to find. Access to stores,

gathering places, and transit by fmt can serye as indicators for community.

--Access to parks.

--Neotraditional neighborhoods are important because people are afraid of being
swallowed up.

--I am pleased to hear shared values for community, but no one seems to like theme

number 6. How can it be fixed?

-Only focusing inside the UGB is too limiting.

--Excise the term "new towns".

o

o

o
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Terry then asked if each person could let him know in I minute the I thing they want him
to hear before we get into the development of alternatives.

--Communities need to understand the need for balance and priorities in a world of
limited resources.

-Change will happen and things will be different.

-There is a tremendous shared sensc of values, values are converging and we need to
capture these views. The terminology 'sucks". 'Density", "neotraditiond', erc. are
dl bad. We need win-win tenns based on shared values.

--Pictures are needed to get past words. We need real examples to show how it can
happen, because we need to change local plans.

-Cultural differences and styles mean that we must avoid cookie-cutter solutions and
application of the themes to the region. We need to mesh differences and support
multiple lifestyles. We can't leave folks out.

--There are different values and standards, and they must be defined at the start.
Playing the growth game at the conference was useful because it was enlightening to
see just how tough the task really is.

--I wince when I hear "up to 500,000'. It might be more or less, so our planning
must consider ranges. We need to communicate an accurate sense of the trade-offs.
We need to use pictures to do this, and if the trade-off is not appiuent locally, then
the macro-level appreciation of the trade-off will be tough to communicate. We must
communicate the implications of choosing the status quo.

Terry Moore then distributed the surveys to the RPAC members and asked that they return
them as soon as possible.

Peggy Lynch mentioned that it will be necessary to figure out how to do a 20 minute
presentation for citizens.

ry. Ethan Seltzer reported on the LCDC Urban Growth Management Project and noted
that RPAC needs to look at the recommendations at its next meeting.

V. Chris Utterback asked if RPAC would lmk at the charter. Iim Gardner replied that it
wasn't really an RPAC issue. Susan McI ain mentioned that there would be public meetings
on the charter later on.

Fred Neal asked if there could be a State Agency Council report to RPAC. Dick Benner
replied that we could set it up anytime.
The meeting was adjourned at 6:52 pm.

I
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o II.]NE PLANMNG PROJECTS REPORT

1) Region 2040

-Telephone Survey repo( done (enclos€d)
--stalreholder interviews almost done
--Local government 'kitsn 90% complete

-Conference proceedings to printer by end of June

-hrblic workshops lune 13, 16, 17, l8 (flyer enclosed)

-Scope of work for alternatives development complete
--Technical memo on Mixed Use Urban Centers nearing completion (may be available at

meeting)
--Search for additional resources to enhance the project continues...

2) Urban Reserves

-First cut at "sifting' data complete
--I4-month timeline for designation of urban reserves undenvay (enclosed)

--Need to begin discussion with counties regarding development of management
agreements

3) Urban Infill and RedeveloPment

--Methodology develoPed
--Literature search undenvaY
--Initial RLIS work targeted for late June/early July

4) UGB Maintenance

--Forest Park UGB land trade still pending
--PCC Rock Creek amendment to Council in late June
--UGB periodic review to Council in luly
-Discussions with Forest Grove regarding industrial land supply
--Monitoring proposed North Plains UGB amendment (outside of Metro's jurisdiction)

o
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SUMMARY

During the week of April 6,lggz,Decision Sciences,Inc. admin!9te_red aran{op samplc
teteptroi-Jirri.itr aoj tricriunty-residents in order to assess values, beliefs, and opinions
iiiui.a to tt. fuiure of tr,i portland metropolitan area. .The questio.n-nqre consisted of 28

ir.riiont and made ixtensive use of open-ended questions to provide.for in-deptlr qualitative
iiri,i"*il"i.-:-ailt,t;ontrot measures that werc tiken to assuie a valid study included random
atleil*g, qi,eiti6nnaire pretesting, callbacks, and formal content-analysis of responses to
open-ended questions.

When asked what the respondent liked most about where they.lived, im.portant werc
conuenience lmostiy in terms of'transportation to and from one's neighryth$), closcnessto
io*"1"*", ndt U"irig.ro*d.a, a smafi town feel, the people, quiet, good ncighbors, natural
beauty, and low or no crime.

When asked what they disliked about their neighborhood, traffic congestion, crime, the
people, and that nothing was disliked, stand out.

Respondenrs were asked to identify communities or neighF-*q$t in which they -would
nna appeaflpg io fir., and responses ar-€ t6o diverse to easily classify. However, when asled
what about their choic. .-ua.ir appealing, mentioned most bften were a country or rural feel and
nice, well maintained houses and yards.

Related to appealing places in which to w-ork, again locations are difficult to classify, but
most menrioned rruibnr inituae accessibility and convinience, being close to home' and easy
transportation.

Related to appealing places in which to shop, two-thirds mentioned malls or downtown
locations. Reasonsiirclude-hiving a wide selection, variery or diversity, everything comPact or
ciose by, shopping near home, and to some extent, easy transportation.

Six out of ten respondents saw the quality of !i!9 in the next 20 years in the metropolilg
area as getting *orti,-io?o saw it as gettinj bettLr,^17.%.saw it as stayirig.about the sarne, and3vo
*ere un-srre. -Reasons for a deterioraiing qlraity of life include a perception of things growing
too fast, an increase in crime and a decrdade in iublic safety, and an increase in naffic
congirtion. Reasons for it gening better includb an incrcaied emphasis on and awiuencss related
ro the environment, i growilng ec6norny, and a belief that things would get htter only if land use

planning were used.

Respondents who live in an area changilg frog ru1al to suburban were more likcly to rate
their futuie quality of life as getting berter, wfile-rural residents wete rrore likely to rate it as

;;iii"g ;"rrf . rtLqrcnt useri of riass transit were morc likely to choose bctter, while non-uscrs
were morc likely to choose worse.

A series of six questions werc prescnted in a tradeoff format, using. a 7-point rating.scale
where l -3 indicated rtringin of favor for one tradeoff, 4 mcaning both tradeoffs-wqr-e 99*lly.
attractive (or unanraciir.i, anA 5-7 indicating strength of favor for the other tradeoff. Following
are the results for the questions that revealed clear prefercnces.

Respondents preferred $owth in developed areas over growth in undeveloped arcas-

Respondents strongly favored investment in mass transit over investment in roads for
cars. For all six tr.arofiqtistions, this one had the most pronounced results. Of all rcspondents,o



oo
mass transit users were more likely to choose investment in mass transit, as werc females and
households with no chil&en. o

For the quesrion about trading off living and working in the same area versus living
separately from work, results are not clear. But it appears that there was a tendency toward
poiarization, where either end of the scale (1 or-7) was chosen most. Since 2 was chosen more
bften than 6, there is the tendency for living and working in the same area to bc slightly favored.

Another question presented the tradcoff of a public policy to encourage affordable
housing through ihe use of smaller homes,.qm-a!er land parcels, multiple unit housing, and other
cost reducing design options, versus the belief that the market will takc care of itself-in response
to consumertemand. Results indicate some preference for a policy to encourage affordability
though it was not strongly prefened.

Tradeoff questions about the physical nature of future development and mixed use
(residential and commercial) do not show any clear preferences.

In sum, for the six questions, we find considerable support for growth in developed areas
only, strong support for mass transit, a little support for living and working in the siune iueas,
some support for a public policy for affordable housing, and no clear prefercnce for either
suburban-like growth versus downtown-like growth or for mixed use (residential and
commercial) centers versus residential and commercial separation.

o
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o INTRODUCTION
AND

MEf,HODOLOGY

o o
During the week of April 6, 1992, Decision Sciences, Inc. (DSI)

administered a public opinion survey to 405 residents in the tri-county area to

assess values, beliefs, and opinions related to the future of the Portland

metropolitan area. The sample for the study was provided to DSI by Suwey

Sampling, Inc. and consisted of randomly selected, listed and unlistcd telephone

numbers. The number of respondents sunreyed in each county is proponional to

the population distribution according to 1991 county population figures provided

by Portland State University, Center for Population Research and Census. The

survey instrument, developed in conjunction with METRO, consisted of 28

questions and 58 variables. See Appendix J.

Statement of Limitations. Any sampling of anitudes is subject to a

margin-of-error, which represents the difference berween a sample of a population

and the 1913[ population. For a sample size of 405, if the respondents answered a

particular question in the proportion of 90Vo one way and lUVo the other way, the

margin of error would be + 2.927o. If they answered 50Vo each way, the error

margin would be ! 4.87Vo (the worst case plus or minus figure). These plus-

minus figures represent the differences between the sample and the total

population at the 957o confrdence interval.

DSI employed quality control measures in the implementation of the study

including quesrionnaire pretesting, callbacks, and verification. Statistics were

computed using SPSSPC+.

Quantitative results were analyzed by general frequencies. Beyond

general frequencies, only those interactions which were statistically significant

o

a

and relevant for planning and policy-making purposes are discussed. When these

interactions were not statistically and practically significant, analysis rcmains at

the general frequencies level.o
Metro 2040: Decision Sciences, Inc'
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Ngte on Coding of Open Ended Responses. Many open-ended questions

were included in the survey. Responses were carefully analyzed for content and O
assigned response categories. This was an exhaustive effort, but the analysis

revealed particularly valuable information regarding residents' values and beliefs

and senred to validate findings from closed-ended questions. Tables have been

prepared which contain both the numbers and percents for each response category

as well as numbers and percens for broader categories.

Respondents were asked what they like most about the neighborhood or

area in which they live (see Appendix A for a listing of verbatim responses and

Table I for the results of the content analysis). Respondents could mention up to

four likes. Percents below are percents of mentions.

Mentioned most often were responses in the Land Use category Q9.7Vo\,

in particular having everything convenient, accessible, or being near O
downtown (ll.6Vo).

Second most mentioned was the Demographics category Q5.37o), with not

too crowded/not too big (4.3Vo\, the people (2.8?o), and small town feel

(2.2Vo) being mentioned the most.

Environmental Quality (l2.8Va) ranked third, with the standout in this

category being quiet (10.57o).

A Sense of Community/Quality of Life ranked fourth (11.57o), with

neighborliness/friendly town (5.87o) and good neighbors (3.27o) standing

)

VII.UBS AND BELIEFS
RSI-A,TBOTO PLACES

TO LIVE

a

a

o

o

a

out.

Natural Beauty (8.0Vo) came in next, accentuated by 4.3Vo of comments

mentionin g scenic beauty/the greenery/pretty town.

Finally, Public Safety recorded 6.2?o of mentions, with no or low crime

(3.8Vo) being mentioned the most in that category'

o

o
Metro 2040: Decision Sciences. Inc
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Considering these results together, residents like a neighborhood one can

travel to and from with relative ease, has a small town not clowded feel, is quiet'

has friendly neighbors, is green and natural looking, and has no crime or a low

level of crime.

Respondents were asked which one thing they like most about their

neighborhood (see Appcndix B for a listing of verbatim resPonses and Table 2 for

the rcsults of the content analysis). Everything being convenient, accessible,

being near downtown increased to l4.6Vo. Quiet increased to 13'9Vo and

neighborliness, friendly town increased to 7 .ZVo of mentions.

Respondents were asked what they disliked about living in their pan of the

metropolitan iuea (see Appendix C for a listing of verbatim resPonses and Table 3

for the results of the content analysis).

3

o

o a Mentioned considerably more often than other factors were Transportation

issues (22.6Vo),in particular, too much traffic/congestion, or lack of

parking (l7.6Vo).

Public Safety (l2.}fto) ranked second, with mentions of crime (5.1%)

predominating.

Third was a specific mention of Nothing being disliked (9.97o), with

Demography coming in next (8.lVo mentions), including 6.5% mcntioning

too many people.

Land Use also ranked fourth, tied with Demography, but two items (urban

sprawl at3.l%o and poor planning at2.7Vo) scored more mentions than did

most other individual responsc categorics'

a

O

o

o
As with likes, respondents werc asked to choose their single most disliked

thing about their neighborhood (see Appendix D for a listing of verbatim

Mero 2040: Docision Sciences, Inc'
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responses and Table 4 for the rcsults of the content analysis). The same five

broad categories from the above question were ranked in the same order for this O
question. However, Transportation issues increased to 24.4Vo (with too much

traffic increasing to l9.3%o), Public Safety decrcased to9.97o, and most of the

other categories decreased a few tenths of a percent.

Considering these two questions together, it appears that congestion and

crime were key dislikes. Beyond concern over transportation and public safety

issues, respondents did not appear to have any strong dislikes. On the whole,

respondents had more likes than dislikes (903 mentions of likes to 520 mentions

of dislikes). This finding is supported by the high percent of respondents who

specifically stated they disliked nothing about the area in which they lived.

Environmental and narural beauty issues were mostly raised on the like

side of the question. And, except for noise, this may indicate that area residents

do not see pollution in their neighborhoods as a serious problem. The concern

over noise pollution supports the high rating of quiet identified under likes.

Respondents were asked to name communities or neighborhoods in the

merropolitan area they would find appealing as places to live and then to tell what

about their choice(s) made them appealing (see Appendix E). Table 5

summarizes the qualities people considered appealing about their choice(s) of

places to live. Four categories stood above the others. Mentioned most often was

a country or rural feeling (ll.3Vo of mentions), followed by largc lots, room

between houses, not crowded (9.8Vo), nice or well maintained houses or yards

(9.07o), and friendly people and neighbors (7.TVo).

Emphasis on country feeling, nice and maintained houses and yards, and

the people are consistent with rcasons noted above for liking one's neighborhood:

quiet, greenery, and the people.

o

Meuo 204O: Decision Sciences,Inc.
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As with places in which to live, respondents were asked to identify placcs

they would find appealing as places to work and to tell what makes them

appealing (see Appendix D. Mentioned most often was accessibility and

convenienc e (l2.6Vo),followed by being close to home (10.4?o)' and a general

mention of easy Eansportation and parking (8'l7o\' See Table 6

Respondents were asked to identify communities and neighborhoods

which they would find appcaling as places to shop' As with living and working'

respondents were asked what about these areas made them appealing places to

shop (see Appendix G). Table 7 shows the results of the content analysis'

Mentioned most often was location provided for a wide selection, variety, and

diversity (23.67o),followed by shopping opportunities being compact or closc by

(l6.8La),shopping being close to home (ll.6vo), and availability of goods (7 '3?a)'

Three categories pertained specifically to Eansportation issues (easy

transportation at 6.2Vo,no traffic or parking problems at 4.9Vo, and easy mass

transit at l.5vo).Collectively then, l2.6fto of the responses fell into transPortation

categories, making this point a factor in choosing places to shop' In fact, the

second most mentioned category, everything being closeby, can be considered a

transportation-related category, as can near home' and near work' which would

inflate the ransportation percent mentioned to 42.4Vo. The rcal message may be

the importance to people of convenience in terns of time savings'

All respondents were asked if in the next 20 years they saw the quality of

life in the metropolitan area as getting bettcr, staying about the samc, or geCing

worse (see Table 8). About 6 out of l0 respondents (59'57o) chose worse' 2O'O?o

chose bener, l6.5vochose the same, 3.5?o wete unsure' and -570 refused to

5
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VIT,UBS AND BELIEFS
REIaTBP TO PLACES

TO WORK

VI,UBS AND BELIEFS
RBUTTN TO PLACES

TO SHOP

VIIUES AND BELIEFS
ReLlrEo ro

FUTURE GNOWTH

o
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respond. Clearly, residents see a deterioration in the quality of life over the next

20 years.

o 6

o
This question raised some significant dcmographic differcnces.

Respondents were asked about the setting in which they lived and were given the

options of rural, rural changing to Suburban, suburban, or urban. Seven out of l0

rural respondents (70?o) said the quality of life would get worse, compared to

56Vo to 59Vo for the other residential settings. Also, there werc 26% of rural to

suburban rcspondents who chosc better, compared lo l9?o to 20Vo for the other

residential settings.

Quality of life ratings were also related to mass transit use, where

respondents were asked how many Tri-Met or MAX trips they had made in the

last month. Choices were frequent user (13 trips or more), infrequent user (2-12

rrips), and non-user. One third of frequent users thought the quality of life would

get htter, compared to l07o ro l8?ofor the other use options. There wete 64?orp
non-users who chose worse, compared to 56Vo of infrequent users and 40Vo of

frequent users. The more often respondents use mass transit, the less likely they

are to Eg! rate their furure quality of life as getting worse.

The 81 respondents choosing "better" to the question about future quality

of life werc asked why (see Appendix H for a listing of verbatim responses and

Table 9 for the results of the content analysis). Mentioned most often was that the

people will be getting bctter, more aware, and will Put more effort into the

environme nt (24.1?o), followed by equal mentions of expectations of a growing

economy and rhat the future will bc better only if land use planning is uscd (both

15.57o).

Metro 2040: Decision Sciences, Inc'
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The24l respondents choosing worse were asked why (see Appendix I for

a listing of verbatim responses and Table 10 for the results of the content

analysis). Mentioned most often was that the area will grow too fast (34'5Vo),

followed by significant exPectations of an increase in crime and gangs and a

corresponding decrease in public safety (l8.lfio),and traffic congestion and

rransportation problem s (12.6?o). A deteriorating environment or quality of life

was ranked next at 8.47o mentions'

Speed of growth can be considered associated with the prcvious findings

of liking a counury or small town feel to one's neighborhood' In addition' not

only were some respondents fearful of their safety today, but this issue may have

been perceived as increasing in importance over the next two decades' Traffic

congestion was Seen as a problem tday, and it too is expected to continue into the

future.

A similar question was asked in a study DSI recently conducted for

Envision Gresham. The question specified the Gresham area and did not offer a

future time frame ,but 487o chose better, 48Va also chose worse, and the same was

not an option. Similar to the Metro sample, among the Gresham respondents who

saw a worse future, growing too fast was mentioned most often, aS were traffiC

problems and, perhaps unique to the East county area tday, too many apartments'

Trade-Off Ouestions. A series of scenarios in a trade-off format was

presented to each respondent to rate. These questions were administcrcd as an

additional means to measure values and beliefs related to the rcgion's future and

specific land use issues. For each question, respondents werc presented with two

options. If they strongly favored the first option, they would choose I on a seven-

point scale, if they felt less strongly but still favorcd the first option, they could

choose 2 or 3on the seven-point scale. If they favored the second option strongly'

o 7

o

o

o
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they would choose 7 on the scale, but if they favored the second option but not as

strongly, they could choose 6 or 5 on the scale. If the respondent felt both op,ionrO

were equal in personal preference or if the respondent did not know or was

unsure, they would choose the mid-point, 4, on the scale. Results of these

questions validate much of the previously discussed findings.

The first scenario was: new growth and development should occur within

existing neighborhoods and business districts (l-3) versus new growth should occur

on vacant land, moving out from the fringes of the existing developed area (5-7).

For this scenario, Table I I displays the frequencies of choice for each

point on the scale and also includes statistics for the mean (average), median

(middle score), mode (most frequently occurring score), and standard deviation.

The mean (3.15), median (3.00), and mode (1.00) for this question fell on

the growth in developed areas side. The mode (1.00) demonstrates the strong O
feelings of one quarter of all respondents rcgarding growth in developed arcas

only. Only l}.l%o choose 6 or 7 (moderately or strongly favoring $owth in

undeveloped areas).

This scenario was significant by county of residence, where respondenS

from Washington county (2.79\ felt morc strongly in support of growth in

developed areas than did residens of Clackamas (3.52) or Multnomah (3.19)

counties.

The next sccnario traded off investing in roads for cars (l-3) vcrsus

investing in mass transit (5-7) (see Table l2). This scenario accounted for the

most lop-sided result, with the mean being 5.14, fully 1.14 points above the mid-

point, indicating a strong preference for mass transit. In fact, over one-third

(36Va) chose the srongest ranking of 7, which was the mode, and only l9?o fell o
Metro 2040: Decision Sciences, Inc.
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anywhere on the roads for cars side. This finding bolsters many previous findings

of easy transportation and no traffic congestion, along with ease and convenience

of access, being important to metropoliun areas residents

This scenario was significant by mass transit use. While all sub-group

means fell on the invest in mass transit side, mass transit non-users (5.01) and

infrequent users (5.20) felt less strongly about this issue than did frequent users

(s.88).

Also, households without children (5.31) were more likely to favor

investment in mass transit than were households with children (4'82)'

In addition, females (5.36) were more in favor of investment in mass

transit than were males (4.93)'

The next scenario posed the tradeoff of future business and commercial

development maintaining a moderate concentration (suburban-like gfowth) versus

future business and commercial development being focused in new' large scale'

high-rise developments in a few centers outside of downtown Portland (see Table

l3). Results indicated a very even and flat distnbution across all numbers on the

scale. The mean was right near the mid-point (3.98), and the median was the mid-

point (4.00). It appears that there was no agrcement on this issue'

There was an interaction with age of respondents. The 'middle' ages (35-

4 and 45-54) fell slightly on the downtown-like growth side, while ages under 35

and over 54 fell slightly on the suburban-like growth'

A scenario trading off working near where one lives versus living in an

area designated only as residential, then commuting to work was Presented (see

Table l4). As with the previous scenano, the mean (3.85) and median (4.00) werc

o 9

o

o

o
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near or on the mid-point, but unlike the previous scenario, there were indications

of some polarity on the issue. Over one-fifth of all respondents chose I or 7, ,f,. O
strongest-feeling points on the scale, and2 (moderately live and work in same

area) was chosen twice as often as was 6 (moderately live and work separately).

It can be suggested that there was some rcndency towards preferring to

live and work in the same area, but this may have been due patrially to the

wording of the question, 'to reduce commuting time, perhaps close enough to

walk or ride a bicycle to work.' This wording may have been biased towards the

transportation issue, rather than the issues of mixed zoning and neighborhood

livability. We have found strong feelings related to ease of transportation,

accessibility, and convenience, but we have also found that reasons for liking

one's work location were related to work being close to home.

There was some interaction with age, where 18-24 year olds (4.79) fell

relatively strongly on the live separate from work side, while 35-44 year olds

(3.14) fell somewhat on the live and work in the same area side. All other age

eroups were very close to the mid-point on the scale.

The next scenario asked respondents to choose berween residential and

commercial centers being mixed together versus residential and commercial areas

being separated (see Table 15). We see again some polarization to values of I and

7, although less so than with the previous scenario. The mean was 3.90 (slightly

on the mixed use side), but the median was 4.00. We do see some suppon for

mixed use centers.

This scenario showed some interactions with age of respondenr Ages 25-

34 and 55 and over all fell on the residential and shopping separation side, while

O
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ages 35-44 and ro a lesser extent ages 18-24 fell on the mixed use centers side.

Ages 45-54 fell very near the mid-point.

The final scenario presented the tradeoff of a public policy being necded to

encourage affordable housing through the use of smaller homes, smaller land

parcels, multiple unit housing, and other cost reducing design oPdons, versus the

belief that the market will take care of itself under demand from consumers, and

that public policy is not necessary (see Table 16). Opinion fell somewhat on the

side of support for such a policy, with a mean of 3.69 and a median of 3.00. Half

of all respondents fell on this side, l17o chose the mid-point, and 36Vo fell on the

no need for policy side.

By gender, females (3.45) were more likely to favor a policy for affordable

housing, while males (3.88) fell near the mid-point.

In sum, for the six scenarios, we find strgng support for maSs transit,

considerable support for growth in developed areas only, a little support for living

and working in the same areas, some supPort for a public policy for affordable

housing, no clear preference for either mixed use (residential and commercial)

centers or residential and commercial center separarion, and no clear preference

for suburban-like growth versus downtown $owth.

Demographics for the sample can be found in Tables 17-24. To highlight,

over half of the sample indicated that they had lived in the Portland metropolitan

area for over 20 years, half lived in Mulmomah County, 457o sud they lived in a

suburban setting, half indicated that they work full time, 70?o sud they did not

use mass transit and lOVo said they were frequent users, one-third said they had

children living in the household, age was very evenly distributed across

o

o

o
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caregories, with perhaps a linle under-representation in rhe 55-64 age group, and

gender was evenly split.

t2

o

o

o
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TABLE I
LTXTS ABOUT NEIGHBORHOOD

a. Think about the part of thePortland qggopolitan ar.ea where you live.and.that you

consider ,o u.'v"oti;;ilb,il;*a. 
'wt.i 

oo vou like most ibout living there? (REcoRD

VERBATIM AND PROBE.)

LABEL NUMBER PERCEIIT

LAND USE
106
23
l8
t2
t2
9

It0

Everythin g convenienUAccessibleNear downtown

Shopping centers quantiry and/or quality

Open space
Opportunity for quality neighborhood living
Suburbs convenient, not too far away

Good planninglZorung

ll.6Vo
2.5
2.0
1.3
1.3
1.0

19.7%

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALIfi
Quiet
Cleanl iness/Clean e nvironmeny'Talie care of environment

DEMOGRAPHY
Not too crowded/l'{ot too big
The people
"Small town"
Rural
Fam iliarity/Com fort level
Family/Friends
Big town with small town feeling
Ethnic diversitY - Positive
Right size
Growing PoPuladon - Positive

Clean air
Quality of life

NATURAL BEAUTY
Scenic beauty/The greenery/Pretry town
Nature
Views
I-andscapin g/Yard/Gardens
Hills (not flar)

PUBLIC SAFETY
No&ow crime
Safety/Public Safety
Police force quantity and/or quality

SUB-TOTAL

SUB.TOTAL

SUB.TOTAL

SUB.TOTAL

4.37c
2.8
1',)

1.6
1.4
l.l
0.7
0.5
0.5
0.2

15.3Vo

10.57o
Ll
0.8
0.4

12.tVo

5.89a
7''
1.2
1.0
0.2
0.1

ll.57o

4.3?o
1.3
t.2
0.9
0.3
t.0%

39
26
20
l5
l3
l0
6
5

5

2
14l

96
l0
7
4

l17

SENSE OF COMMUNTTY/QUALNY OF LIFE
Nei ghborliness/Friendly town/Gening along

Good neighborhoods
Civic pride/Pnde in what theY have

People helping people/Concern and care for others

Sense of resPonsibilitY
Communiry involvement in events (Rose Festival)

SUB.TOTAL

53
29
ll
9
)
I

105

39
12
ll
8
3

73

35
l9

3
57

3.87a
2.1
0.3
6.2%o SUB.TOTAL
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LABEL
TRANSPORTATION

Mass transit/Li ght rail
Traffic minimized/1.{o traffic congestion
Roads well maintained
Sidewalks

SUB.TOTAL
PARKS ANDRECREATION

AvailabilityName of specific Park
location close to coast, mountains. E. Oregon
Recreational opportunities
Parks well maintained
The river(s): Willamette and/or Columbia

SUB-TOTAL
EDUCATION

Education/Schmls
College education

SUB.TOTAL
HOUSING

Nice homes
Affordable housing/Housing cost low

SUB.TOTAL
ARTS AND CULTURE

Churches
Accessibility of programs
Frequency and availability of programs
Library syslem

SUB.TOTAL
HUMAN SERVICES

Healthcare
Care for elderly/Handicapped/Disabled/Disadvantaged

SUB.TOTAL
ECONOMY

Jobs/Job advancement opponunities
Diversified economy
Good business climate
Growing economy

SUB.TOTAL
GOVERNMENT

Better taxation
People have a voicelOpportunities for citizen involvemenl

SUB.TOTAL
WEATHER

Mid/tloderate
4 Seasons

SUB.TOTAL
DOWNTOWN
EVERYTHING
NOTHING
OTHER
NO RESPONSE

NUMBER PERCENT

t2
ll
23

24
22

1

I
49

20
ll
5
3
3

42

32
2

3r

5

3
1

I
ll

5
2
7

3

I
I
I
6

2
2
4

3
I
4
t
I
6

35
l4

3.59o
0.2
3.7%

1.39o
1.2
2.5%

2.69c
2.4
0.2
0.1
5.3%

2.2?o
t.2
0.5
0.3
0.3
4.5%

O

o
0.57o
0.3
0.2
0.1
t.t%

0.59a
0.2
0.7 %

0.2Vo
0.2
0.4%

0.3Vo
0.1
0.4%
0.9
0.r
0.7
3.t
r.5

TOTAL 9t7 99.7%
Note: Percents do not add to 100 due to rounding enors. Sub-totals are sums of numbers or percents within each

calegory. o

0.39o
0.1
0.1
0.1
0.6%
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LIXT MOST ABOUT NEIGHBORHOOD

a. GF MORE THAN ONE LIKE) Of all rhe things you like, which one thing do you like the
most?

o I6

o

o

LABEL
LAND USE

Everything convenien/AccessibleNear downtown
Open space
Opportunity for quality neighborhood living
Good planninglZontng
Shopping centers quantity and/or qualiry
Suburbs convenient. not too far away

SUB-TOTAL
ENVIRONIV{ENTAL QUALIfi

Quiet
Clean air
Cleanliness/Clean environment/Talie care of environment

QualitY of life 
suB-TorAL

DEMOGRAPHY
Not too crowdedNot too big
"Smalltown"
Fam iliarity/Com fort level
Family/Friends
The people
Rural
Big town with small town feeling
Ethnic diversity - positive
Right size
Crowing populauon - posidve

SUB.TOTAL
SENSE OF COMMUNITY/QUALITY OF LIFE

Neighborliness/Friendly town/Getting along
Good neighborhoods
Civic pride/hide in what they have
People helping people/Concern and care for others
Sense of responsibility
Communiry involvement in events (Rose Festival)

SUB.TOTAL
PUBLIC SAFETY

No/Low crime
Safety/Public Safety
Police force quantiry and/or quality

SUB.TOTAL
NATURAL BEAUTY

Scenic beauty/The greenery/Pretty town
Nature
Views
Landscapin gff ard/Garden s

Hills (not flat)

NLMBER PERCENT

59
ll
4
3
3

3
t3

56
4
4
I

65

l4
ll
7
7
7
6
5

4
I
0

62

29
ll

3

3

0
0

6
2t
l0
0

3l

t2
6
4
)
0

25

5.2?o
2.5
0.0
7.7%

3.0
1.5
1.0
0.7
0.0
6.2%

14.64o
2.7
1.0
0.7
0.7
0:7

20.4%

13.97a
1.0
1.0
0.2

t6.r%

3.57o
2.7
t;1
t.7
1.7
1.5
t.2
1.0
0.2
0.0

rs.2%

7.ZVo
2.7
0.7
0.7
0.0
0.0

tr.3%

o SUB-TOTAL



o t7

LABEL
TRANSPORTATION

Traflic minim izedll'{o traffic congestion
Mass transit/Li ght rail
Roads well maintained
Sidewalks

SUB.TOTAL
EDUCATION

EducationlSchools
College education

SUB.TOTAL
PARKS ANDRECREATION

AvailabilityName of specific park
Recreational opportunities
Location close to coilst, mountains, E. Oregon
Parks well maintained
The river(s): Willamette and/or Columbia

SUB-TOTAL
HOUSING

Affordable housin g/Housin g cost low
Nice homes

SUB.TOTAL
ECONOMY

Jobs/J ob advancement opportunities
Good business climate
Growing economy
Diversified economy

SUB.TOTAL
WEATHER

Mid,/Moderate
4 Seasons

SUB-TOTAL
ARTS AND CULTURE

Churches
Accessibility of programs
Frequency and availability of programs
Library system

SUB-TOTAL
HUMAN SERVICES

Care for elderly/Handicap@lDisabledlDisadvantaged
Healthcare

SUB.TOTAL
GOVERNMENT

Better laxation
People tuve a voicerOpportunities for citizen involvemenl

SUB.TOTAL
DOW}.ITOWN
EVERYTHING
NOTHING
OTHER
NO RESPONSE

TOTAL 40r 99.4%
Percents do not add to 100 due to rounding errors. Sub-totals are sums of numbers or percents withrn each

o
NUMBER PERCENT

8
6
0
0

l4

l3
0

l3

7
2
I
0
0

l0

5
5

l0

4
I
0
0
5

2
I
3

2
0
0
0
2

I
0
I

0
0
0
I
2
0
ll
n

1.7?o

3.2
0.0
3.2%

0.5
0.2
0.0
0.0
2.47o

l-27o
t.2
2.4%

2.0Va
1.5
0.0
0.0
3.5%

o

o
1.070
0.2
0.0
0.0
1.2%

0.5?a
0.2
0.7 %

0.2?o
0.0
0.2%

9c

?o

0.5,
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.5

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.2
0.5
0.0
2.7
5.0

Note:
category o
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TABLE 3

DIsLIKES ABOUT NETCNNONHOOD

a. What do you dislike about living in your pan of the metropolitan area? (RECORD
VERBATIM AND PROBE.)

LABEL
TRANSPORTATION

Too much traffic/Traffic congestiory'I:ck of parking
Roads in bad shape. not well maintained
Need better mass transit system
No sidewalks
No bike trailsAValking paths
Speed bumps/Traffi c conrols

PUBLIC SAFETY
Crime
Drugs
Don't feel safe
Gangs
Police - negative statement
Violence
Need more police
Cruising
More community working with police
Stiffer penalties for criminals

SUB.TOTAL

DEMOGRAPHY
Too many people/Over crowded/Growing tm fast

Is racist
Too many minorities
Too many Californians/?eople from other states

Too many people from other countries/Foreigners
SUB.TOTAL

LAND USE
Urban sprawl - more dense development
Pmr planning
Shopping place not convenient
Not enough space/I-ots too small

SUB.TOTAL

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALNY
Noise pollutiory'Airport Noise
Deteriorating roads, bridges, sewers. etc.Need for money for
No concern for environmentNot ecology-minded
Not enough recycling/Solid waste problems
Polluted air
Pol I uted steams/R iversflVater

t8

o
NLMBER PERCENT

103

SUB-TOTAL I32

t2
9
4
3
I

l7.6Vo
2.t
1.5
0.7
0.5
0.2

22.67o

5.1?a
1.5
1.4
1.4
0.1
0.7
0.s
0.3
0.2
0.2

t2.0%

6.57o
0.7
0.5
0.2
0.2
t.t%

3.190
2;l
1.4
0.9
t.l%
1)
1.9
0.7
0.7
0.7
0.3
6.5%

30
9
8
8
4
4
3

2
I
I

70

38
4
3

I
I

47

o

l8
l6
8
5

47

l3
ll
4
4
4
2

3t

o

SUB-TOTAL
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LABEL
SENSE OF COMMUNITYAQUALITY OF LIFE

No civic prideNo pride in what they have
Bad neighborhoods
People don't help othersNo concern or care for others
Not neighborlyNo a friendly townPmple don't get along/Racial unrest
No sense of rcsponsibility

SUB.TOTAL
GOVERNMENT

Taxes tm high
Local government not effective
Commissioners and/or Mayor doing poor job (the politicians)
New local government structure needed/t'{eed ciry manager

SUB.TOTAL
HOUSING

Home maintenance. upkeep declining
Housing too expensive/Pnces increasing

ARTS AND CULTURE
Not accessible
Not enough programsTNot enough variety

PARKS AND RECREATION
Not enough parks
Not enough activities for youth
Parks not well maintained

SUB.TOTAL
ENERGY

EnergyAltility costs too high
WEATHER

General negative/Not gd
Too much rain

SUB.TOTAL
EDUCATION

Schools not well fundedf.{eed more supporl
Pmr quality education

SUB.TOTAL
HUMAN SERVICES

Homeless problem
Need more child care

ECONOMY
Cost of living high (e.g., clothing. food)

DOWNTOWN
NOTHING
OTHER
NO RESPONSE

TOTAL

NUMBER PERCENT o
4
8
7
3
2

24

l8
2
2
2

24

0.79c
t.4
t.2
0.5
0.3
4.1%

3.t?o
0.3
0.3
0.3
4.0%

l.9Vo
t.2
3.1%SUB.TOTAL

SUB-TOTAL

ll
7

l8

6
5

ll

o
4
3
I
t
6

4
2
6

4
I
5

4
I
5

3
3

5t
l5
64

5t4

0.71o
0.5
0.2
t.4%

l.O1c
0.9
t.9%

t.0%

0.77o
0.3
1.0%

0.7eo
0.2
0.9%

0.79o
0.2
0.9%SUB-TOTAL

0.s%
0.s
9.9
2.6

lr.0
r00.1%

Note: Percents do not add to 100 due to rounding enors. Sub-totals are sums of numbers or percents within each
category.

o
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DTSI.XB MOST ABOUT NETCHNONHOOD

a (IF MORE THAN ONE DISLIKE) of all the things you dislike' which one thing do you

dislike the most?

LABEL
TRANSPORTATION

Too much trafficllraffic congestionA'ack of parking

Need better mass ransit system
Roads in bad shape. not well maintained
No bike trails/lValking Paths
No sidewalks
Speed bumPs lfraffic conrols

NTJMBER PERCEI\IT

SUB.TOTAL

PUBLIC SAFETY
Crime
Gangs
Drugs
Need more Police
Cruising
Don't feel safe
More community working with police
Police - negative stalement
Violence
Stiffer penaldes for criminals SUB.TOTAL 3t

o 20

o

7',|

8
7
2
2
I

97

2t
5
3
3
2
I
I
I
I
0

0.3

8
8
7
5

2t

l8
3
2
I
0

24

l0
7
2
I
0
0

20

t9.3Vo
2.0
1.8
0.5
0.5
0.3

24.4%

a

5.37o
r.3
0.8
0.8
0.5
0.3
0.3
0.3
0.3
0.0
9.9Vo

2.0v0
2.0
1.8
1.3
7.1%

4.5?o
0.8
0.5
0.3
0.0
6.t%

SUB.TOTAL

SUB.TOTAL

LAND USE
Pmr Planning
Urban sprawl - more dense developmenl
Shopping Place not convenient
Not enough sPace/l-ots too small

DEMOGRAPHY
Too many people/Over crowded/Growing tm fast

Is racist
Too many minorities
Too many people from other countries/Foreigners

Too many Californians/?eople from other states

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALTTY
Noise pollution/Airport Noi se

Deteriorating roads. bridges. sewers' etc'Need for money for

Polluted air
N o concem for environm ent/i'{ot ecology -minded

Not enough recyclingEolid waste problems

Polluted steams8iversAVater

2.59o
1.8
0.5

0.0
0.0
s.l%

a

SUB.TOTAL
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LABEL
GOVERNMENT

Taxes too high
New local government structure needed/I',leed city manager
Local govemment not effective
Commissioners and/or Mayor doing pmr job (the politicians)

SUB.TOTAL
SENSE OF COMMUNITYAQ{JALTTY OF LIFE

Bad neighborhoods
People don't help othersNo concern or care for others
Not neighborlyNot a friendly town/People don't get along/Racial unrest
No civic pridef.lo pride in what they have
No sense of responsibility

SUB.TOTAL
HOUSING

Home maintenance. upkeep declining
Housing too expensive/Prices increasing

SUB-TOTAL
WEATHER

General negative/Not good
Too much rain

SUB-TOTAL
ENERGY

EnergyAJtility costs too high
ARTS AND CULTURE

Not enough programs/I.{ot enough variety
Not accessible

SUB-TOTAL
rruMAN SERVICES

Homeless problem
Need more child care

SUB.TOTAL
PARKS AND RECREATION

Not enough activities for youth
Not enough parks
Parks not well maintained

SUB.TOTAL

ECONOMY
Cost of living high (e.g., clothing. food)

DOWNTOWN
NOTHING
OTHER
NO RESPONSE

TOTAL

NUMBER PERCENT

l3
I
0
0

l4

4
4
3
0
0

ll
7
2
9

4
I
5

s

3

I
4

4
0
4

2
I
0
3

I
I
2

2
I

5t
6

67
39t

0.3
0.0
0.0
3.6%

1.0
r.0
0.8
0.0
0.0
2.t%

1.81a
0.5
2.3%

l.llc
0.3
t.4%

1.3%

0.89c
0.3
t.t%

t.01c
0.0
t.0%

o

O

3.37c

0.SVo
0.3
0.0
0.t%

0.39o
0.3
0.6%

EDUCATION
Pmr quality education
Schools not well funded/1.{eed more support

SUB.TOTAL

0.5%
03

14.6
1.5

l5.t
101.2%

Note Percents do not add to 100 due to rounding enors. Sub-totals are sums of numbers or percents within each
category.

o
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APPEAL IS PU,CBS TO LTVP

a. What things about these areas make them appealing to you as Dlac9!-lQ-Iiy9?- VERBATIM BELOW AND PROBE.)

LABEL NUMBER

o ))

a
(RECORD

Country feeling8ural feeling
Large lots/gouies apart from each otherryore room/l'{ot crowded

NicI houseVl,{ice yardst1Vell maint ained house s/Well maintained yards

PeopleNice, friendly people/Friendly neighbors

Close to shopping
QuietlPeaceful
Good view
Low crimeNo crime/Feels safe

Close to work
Small town atmosPhere
Familiarityfl 've always lived there
Clean/}.{o I itter/S mells good/Gmd air
Combination rural and urban atmosphere
Not low income/Better class of people/Expensive homes (the 'snob response')

Better schools
hwntown feelin g/LJrban feelin g

Better weather
Close to entenainment/Culture/Churc h

Traffic not heavy
Close to mass transil
hetty/Attractive streets
Suburban
Affordabi lity[rss exPensi ve

Favorable zoning
Lower taxesfliwer tax rales
Wide strees
More responsive government/Better politic ians

Other
Don't knowA.Iot sure
No response

TOTAL

't8
68
62
53
49
4
40
33
3l
30
27
l8
l8
l8
l3
ll
6
6
6
4
4
4
3

3

3

3
I

l6
3

37
692

PERCENT
ll.3?o
9.8
9.0
7.7
7.t
6.4
5.8
4.8
4.5
4.3
3.9
2.6
2.6
2.6
1.9
1.6
0.9
0.9
0.9
0.6
0.6
0.6
0.4
0.4
0.4
0.4
0.1
2.3
0.4
5.3

100.1%

o

o
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Tlnlp 6

APPEAL As Ptlcss ro wonx O
a. What things about these areas make them appealing to you as plageilglyltk? (RECORD

VERBATIM BELOW AND PROBE.)

LABEL NLMBER PERCENT

o

Accessible/Convenient
Close to home
Easy transportation - ge neral ment ion/Parki n g

Country feelingrhral feeling/QuieVSlow paced

No traffic problem - specific mention
More or better job opportunities
Close to culture (enterlainment, restaurants, etc.)
hwntown feelin g/tJrban feelin g

Easy mass transit Ous. MAX. etc.)
Close to shopping
Not crowded,/l.Jot confi ned
The people/l.Jice/Friendly
Variety
CleanA.{o lilter
low crimeA'{o crime/Feel safe
Combination rural and urban atmosphere
Not downtown Portland - specific mention
Familiarity
User friendl y/Good technical support
Facilities available 24trs/day
Other
Don't know/i.{ot sure
No response

TOTAL

12.6?o
10.4
8.1
6.4
6.4
6.3
5.5
5.0
4.6
4.5
3.3
2.8
2.6
1.8
1.8
1.7
1.7
1.0
0.8
0.2
1.5
t.7
9.4

t00.r%

o

O

76
63
49
39
39
38
33
30
28
27
20
t7
l6
ll
ll
l0
l0
6
5

I
9

l0
57

605
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T.q,sLP 7

APPEAL AS PIICPS TO SHOP

a. What things about these areas make them appealing to you as plACeilAihQP? (RECORD- VERBATIM BELOW AND PROBE.)

TOTAL

Note: Percents do not add to 100 due to rounding enors.

PERCENT
23.6?o
16.8
l1.6
7.3
6.2
4.9
4.5
4.0
2.6
1.5
1.5
1.5
t.4
1.4
1.4
r.2
t.2
Ll
0.9
0.8
0.5
0.2
0.0
0.2
0.5
3.1

99.9%

o 24

a
LABEL

Variety/DiversityAVide selection
Everything compact or close bY

Near home
Availability of goods
Easy transporlation - general mention
No traffic or parking Problems
Good price
Good or triendly service
Feels open
Easy mass transit (bus. MAX. etc.)
New8emodeled
Restaurants - specific mention
Familiarity
Near work
Pretty/Atractive
Help or suppon local businesses
Like small merchans/ShoPs
Low crimef.{o crime/Feel safe
DowntownAJrban
The people
Protected from weather
Childcare/Daycare
Lrss hilly
Other
Don't knowA.lot sure
No response

NUMBER
153
109
't5

40
32
29
26
t'7
l0
l0
l0
9
9
9
8
8
7
6
5

3
I
0
I
3

20
647

4',1

o

o
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Tlgl.e t

Furunp: BEtttrn, Slun, oR Wonsp

a. In the next 20 years, do you see quality of life in the metropolitan area as getting better,
staying about the same, or getting worse?

LABEL NUMBER PERCENT

BETTER 8l 20.09o

SAI,G 67 16.5

woRSE 24t 59.5

UNSURE 14 3.5

NO RESPONSE 2 0.5

TorAL 405 100.00

,(

o

o

o
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Tnnle 9

QullnY or Ltrs GsrrNc BerrsR

a. 0F QUALITY OF LIFE IS GETilNG BETTER') Whv?

LABEL NUMBER

People gett in g betterfiore aware/lvlore effort (environment )

If land use planning/Planning
Economy will grow
Conrol crime
Just optimistic typ€ Person
More variety in entenainmen/Culture/Fmd
Racial harmony/l',lei ghborliness/People getting along
New generation will malie things better/I''lew leadership

Will be more help for homeless and/or others in need

People basically good
Will not grow too fast
Other
No response

TOTAL

Note: Percents do not add to 100 due to rounding elrors'

26

o

o

28
l8
l8
7
6
6
6
3

2
I
I

t1
3

l16

PERCEIYT
24.1%
15.5
15.5
6.0
5.2
5.2
5.2
2.6
t.7
0.9
0.9

14.7
2.6

100.10

o



o o
Tmr.E l0

Quumv or LrrB Gsrnxc WoRSE

a. 0F QUALITY OF LIFE IS GETTING WORSE.) Why?

LABEL NUMBER
Growing too fast
Crime/Gangs on rise/Public safety
Traffic congestion, slowdowtVTransportation problems
Deteriorating environment, qualiry of life
Economy downturn
Govemment/Politics
Wosenin g housin g costs/Availability
Moral decline/Breakdown of society
Taxes too high
Quality of education
Deteriorating roads. sewers. bndges, etc.
Growing racial tension
Timber industry e ndan gered
Other
Don't know
No response

TOTAL

Note: Percents do not add to 100 due to rounding enors.

27

156
82
57
38
l9
l6
l4
l0

PERCEIiT
34.59o
l8.l
12.6
8.4
4.2
3.5
3.1
2.2
2.2
1.8
1.5
0.7
0.4
6.0
0.2
0.4

99.8

o

l0
8
7
3
)

27
I
2

452

o

o
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GNOWTH IN DEVELOPED AREAS VS. UXOEVELOPEDAREAS

sest to the way You personallY feel?

Valid cases 405 Missing cases 0

STATISTICS:
Mean 3.147
Std dev 1.852

Median 3.000 Mode 1.000

NOTE: Statistics exclude respondenrs who were unsure or did not respond'

o 28

a
a.

comes c

o

VALUE LABEL VALUE FREQUE}-CY PERCENT
VALID

PERCENT
CLMULATIVE

PERCENT

GROWTH IN DEVELOPED AREAS I 100 24;7 24.7 24.7

) 7l 17.5 l'1.5 42.2

J 63 15.6 15.6 57.8

BOTH EQUAL 4 55 l3 .6 13.6 7r.4

5 5l 12.6 12.6 84.0

6 25 6.2 6.2 90.1

GROWTH IN UNDEVELOPED
AREAS

,l 24 5.9 5.9 96.0

NOT SURE 8 8 2.0 98.0

NO RESPONSE 9 8 2.0 2.0 100.0

TOTAL 405 100.0 100.0

o

2.0



o 29

TasLs 12

INVESTMENT IN ROADS VS. INVESTMENT IN MASS TRIXSTT

a. Traffic congestion has increased as the Portland metropolitan area h-a.s q1gwn. Some people
believe thaipublic funds should be used to widen existing roads and build new ones to
preserve the convenience and freedom of driving a car. Others believe future transPortation
iroblems are best resolved by greater investment in mags transit. Agai!, using the same.7. 

.
point scale where 1 is investment in roads for garq alq 7 is investment in mass transit, whtch
'number comes closest to the way you personally feel? Again, you can choose any number
from I to 7.

Valid cases 4U Missing cases

STATISTICS:
Mean 5.139
Std dev 1.952

Median 6.000 Mode 7.000

NOTE: Statistics exclude respondents who were unsure or drd not respond.

o

o

CLTI{ULATTVE
PERCENTFREQUENCY PERCE:{T

VALID
PERCE:\TVALUEVALUE LABEL

8.9 8.9 8.9I 36ROADS FOR CARS
13.6l9 4.7 4.72

5.2 5.2 18.83 2l
7t.2t2.3 12.44 50BOTH EQUAL
47.867 r 6.5 16.65

62.660 14.8 14.96
35.6 98.37 144 3s.6MASS TRANSIT

98.80.5 0.58 2NOT SURE

100.01.2 1.29 5NO RESPONSE

0.2 MrssingI

405 100.0 100.0TOTAL

o
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o

o

a.

Valid cases 4U Missing cases I

STATISTICS:
Mean 3.982
Std dev 2.084

Median 4.000 Mode 1.000

NOTE: Sfatistics exclude respondents who were unsure or did not respond'

TlsI-B 13

SuguRgA,x.Ltxr GnowrH vs. DowNTowN.LIKE GRowTH

Though porrland will almost certainly remain the-central city of the region, as growth occurs

other urban centers ;ili g;6g;i. S'orn. people feel that market forces will cause such

iidiril. ilAi;il subuiban cf,aracrer, wilh.rir-ostly moderate concentrations of low-rise
shopping centers.rO oniiit. Other people.beliqv6 t[ltlubl',t p1'Zll1,i1:::*nt should

encourase the gro*;h;T;;;, rarge slar6, high-rise.office and cbmmercial development in a
ffi?iB;J;;i;il; io*nio*n pintano. 'Ag-ain, 

using the.same Tpoint scale where I is
iu6*L*-tit. *o*ttr-.nd 7 ir downtown-li[e erowlh, which numlhr comes closest to the

@el? you can choose any number from I to 7.

VALUE LABEL VALUE FREQUENCY PERCENT
VALID

PERCENT
CIjMULATTVE

PERCENT

SUBURBAN.LIKE GROWTH I 69 17.0 l7.l l7.l
,, l1.9 l 1.9 29.0

3 -51 t2.6 12.6 4r.6

BOTH EQUAL 4 56 13.8 13.9 55.4

5 59 t4.6 14.6 70.0

6 42 10.4 10.4 80.4

DOWNTOWN.LIKE GROWTH 7 68 16.8 16.8 97.3

NOT SURE 8 8 2.0 2.0 99.3

NO RESPONSE 9 3 0;7 0.7 100.0

I 0.2 Mrssing

TOTAL 405 100.0 100.0

o

48
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Ltvp lxo WoRx: Suue AREAs vs. SeplnATroN

3l

a Some people want to live close to where they work to reduce commuting time, perhaps close
enough to walk or ride a bicycle to work. Other people prefer to live in an area with
rcsidences only for rcasons of space, privacy, or design, and to rely on the car and mass
transittogettowork.Usingthe7pointscalewherelisand
7 is live separate from work area, which numbcr comes closest to the way you personally
feel? You can choose any number from I to 7.

Valid cases 4M Missing cases I

STATISTICS:
Mean 3.848
Std dev 2.255

Median 4.000 Mode 7.000

o

PERCENT
VALID

PERCENT
CI.JMULATTVE

PER.CENTVALUE LABEL VALUE FREQUENCY

83 20.5 20.5 20.5LIVE AND WORK IN SAME AREA I

2 70 r7.3 r7.3 37.9

3 44 10.9 10.9 48.8

10.6 r0.6 59.4BOTH EQUAL 4 43

5 39 9.6 9;t 69. l
6 33 8.1 8.2 77.2

LI\E SEPARATE FROM WORK 'l 89 22.0 22.0 99.3

I 0.2 0.2 99.5NOT SURE 8

9 2 0.5 0.5 100.0NO RESPONSE

I 0.2 Missing

TOTAL 405 100.0 100.0

o

NOTE: Statistics exclude respondents who were unsure or did not respond.



o 32

TISLP 15

RgSTOBXUAL AND COMMERCIAL AREAS: MTXBO OR STPINATION

Some people feel that in the furure, areas- should be planned so that residential and

commercial areas .. -i*.0 together and designed so that it isjasy t9 w.al.k orticycle to - .

;hfipili f"r.ri.yauy needs life groc.eries anl the cleaners. Others feel that there should be

;;;ffi;i"n U.t*6.n'residential aid shopping Tgq to avoid any.negative impacts on

d;li"; lik. noise uno tr.iii. and rhat.peopltwill always use thair carsfor shopping.trips.
A;;;:r;G a Z point scale, *here I ii mixgd use centLrs and 7 is rgsifleglial-shopPine
ffiioiir., i,t i.ri nr-u.i io*.t closest to the way you personally fecl. You can choose

any number from I to 7.

Valid cases 402 Missing cases 3

STATISTICS:
Mean 3.896
Std dev 2.156

Median 4.000 Mode 1.000

NOTE: Statistics exclude respondents who were unsure or did not respond

o

o

o

a

VALUE LABEL VALUE FREQUENCY PERCENT
VALID

PERCENT
CTJMULATIVE

PERCENT

MDGD USE CENTERS ONLY I 78 19.3 19.4 19.4

2 49 t2.l t2.2 31.6

3 62 15.3 15.4 47.0

BOTH EQUAL 4 39 9.6 9;7 56.7

5 56 13.8 13.9 70.6

6 36 8.9 9.0 79.6

RESIDENTIAL/SHOPPING SEPARATION 7 75 18.5 18.7 98.3

NOT SURE 8 4 1.0 1.0 99.3

NO RESPONSE 9 3 0.7 0.7 100.0

) 0."1 Missing

TOTAL 405 lm.0 100.0

o
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PUBLIC POLICY FOR HOUSING AFFORDABILITY: YgS ON NO

a.

any number from I to 7

Valid cases 403 Missing cases
.,

STATISTICS:
Mean 3.685
Std dev 2.1&

Median 3.000 Mode 1.000

NOTE: Statistics exclude respondents who were unsure or drd not respond.

O

CUMULATIVE
PERCENTVALUE FREQUENCY PERCENT

VALID
PERCENTVALUE LABEL

22.6I 9l 22.5 22.6AFFORDABLE HOUSING POLICY

52 12.8 12.9 35.s,)

50. I3 59 t4.6 t4.6
10.9 61.04 44 10.9BOTH EQUAL

9.1 9.2 70.25 37

l l.l tt.2 81.46 45

96.8r 5.3 15.4NO POLICY NEEDED 7

2.0 98.88 8 2.0NOT SURE

t.2 100.09 5 1.2NO RESPONSE

Missing) 0.5

100.0 100.0TOTAL 405

o

/rs
comes closest to the way you

62
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TABLE 17

LENGTH OF RESIDENCE

a. How long have you lived in the Portland Metropolitan Area?

Valid cases 402 Missing cases J

o 34

t

o

VALUE LABEL VALUE FREQUENCY PERCENT
VALID

PERCENT
CTIMULATTVE

PERCENT

LESS TI{AN I YEAR I l0 2.5 2.5 2.5

I.2 YEARS 2 22 5.4 8.0

3.5 YEARS 3 37 9.1 9.2 17.2

6-IO YEARS 4 46 I1.4 I1.4 28.6

I I.2O YEARS 5 8r 20.0 20.1 48.8

20+ YEARS 6 20s s0.6 5r.0 99.8

REFUSED '7 I 0.2 0.2 100.0

J 0.7 Missing

TOTAL 405 100.0 100.0

o

5.5
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TABLE It

Cotixrv or Rpstorxcs

a. What is the county in which you reside?

Valid cases 403 Missing cases 2

o 35

t

o

VALUE LABEL VALUE FREQUENCY PERCENT
VALID

PERCENT
CLMULATTVE

PERCENT

MULTNOMAH I 2t2 52.3 52.6 52.6

CLACKAMAS 2 78 19.3 19.4 't2.0

WASHINGTON 3 ll3 2"1.9 28.0 100.0

2 0.5 Missing

TOTAL 405 100.0 100.0

o
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Tmlp 19

RBstoenrtll Srrrrxc

a. How would you describe the setting in which you reside: rural' rural changing to suburban'

suburban, or rural?

VALUE LABEL VALUE FREQUENCY PERCE\T
VALID

PERCENT
CUMULATTVE

PERCENT

RI.JRAL I 54 13.3 13.4 t3.4

RURAL TO SUBI.JRBAN 2 46 I1.4 I 1.4 24.8

SUBURBAN 3 183 45.2 45.4 70.2

URBAN 4 ll5 28.4 28.5 98.8

REFUSED 5 5 1.2 t.2 100.0

2 0.5 Missing

Total 405 r00.0 100.0

Valid cases 403 Missing cases 2

o

a

a

a
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MilON ACTIVITY

a. What was your major activity during the week before last?

37

t

a

o

VALUE LABEL VALUE FREQUENCY PERCENT
VALID

PERCENT
CUMULATIVE

PERCENT

FIjLL.TIME I 202 49.9 50.2 50.2

PART-TIME 2 34 8.4 8.5 58.7

HAVE JOB, NOT WORKING 3 29 7.2 7.2 65.9

UNEMPLOYED 4 l0 2.5 2.5 68.4

scHool 5 l9 4.7 4.7 73.t

RETIRED 6 65 16.0 16.2 89.3

KEEP HOUSE
,] 25 6.2 6.2

OTHER 8 t7 4.2 4.2 99.8

REFUSED I I 0.2 0.2

3 0.7 Missing

TOTAL 405 100.0 100.0

Valid cases 402 Missing cases 3

9s.5

100.0
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Mms Tnnxstr USAGE

How many trips have you taken on a Tri-Met bus or MAX in the last month? Count each

direction as one triP.

Valid cases 402 Missing cases 3

O
a.

o

O

VALUE LABEL VALUE FREQUEITiCY PERCENT
VALID

PERCEIYT
CUMULATTVE

PERCENT

FREQUENT I 40 9.9 10.0 10.0

INFREQUENT 2 8l 20.0 20.1 30.1

NON-USER 3 280 69. l 69.7 99.8

REFUSED 4 I 0.2 0.2 100.0

3 0.7 Mrssing

TOTAL 405 100.0 100.0

J8
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Tt'r.tt 22

CHILDREN IN HOUSEHoLD

a. Do any children under age l8 live in your household?

a 39

o

o

O

VALUE LABEL VALUE FREQUEIiCY PERCENT
VALID

PERCENT
CLqUULATTVE

PERCENT

YES I 33.3 33.6 33.6

NO 2 264 65.2 65.7 9.3
REFUSED 3 3 0.7 0.7 100.0

3 0.7 Mrssing

TOTAL 405 100.0 100.0

Valid cases 402 Mrssing cases 3

135
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O
TABLE 23

AGE

a. Is your age between:

Valid cases 403 Missing cases 2

o

VALUE LABEL VALUE FREQUENCY PERCENT
VALID

PERCENT
CI.JMULATIVE

PERCENT

18-24 I 43 10.6 t0.7

25-34 2 84 20.7 20.8 31.5

3544 3 98 24.2 24.3 55.8

45-54 4 65 l6.l 72.0

55-@ 5 36 8.9 8.9 80.9

65+ 6 75 18.5 18.6 99.5

REFUSED 7 2 0.s 0.5 100.0

2 0.s Mrssing

TOTAL 405 100.0 100.0

o

10.7

16.0



o

a. Gender (DON'T ASK/RECORD)

Valid cases 403 Missing cases 2

o 4t

Tt'rlt 24

Gsxopn o

a

VALUE LABEL VALUE FREQUENCY PERCENT
VALID

PERCENT
CIJMULATTVE

PERCENT

MALE I 202 49.9 50. r 50. I

FEMALE 2 201 49.6 49.9 100.0

2 0.5 Missing

TOTAL 405 100.0 100.0

o



o o 42

o
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APPgXOICES
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APPENDIX A

VpnnnTnvr Coururxrs: IIKEs ABour NrtcHsoRHooD

o. Think about the part of the metropolitan area where you live and that you consider toY' 
b" ffi;;;Et i'o.i*6. Wnat do ybu like most about living there?

It's quiet. It's nor a rowdy neighborhood. There are kids here, but you wouldn't know it' It's
close to shopPing and the bus.

It,s all to myself, I,m isolated. I don't have to be quiet. I can make all the noise I want. It's not

like I,m in an apanmeni where there are strangers iiving on the other side of the wall'

The people. The friendliness and sticking together. Y:'.t always helping each other out' It's

il;i;;e peacefut, ilih;;eloti or rlarln the neighborhood. if you can figure thal out.

I'dsayaccessibilitytotherestofthecity. Theageof.the.housesandthecharacterofthehouses'
Kind of like old victorian barns. I guesi one othir rhing is the affordability, together with the

age and character of the house.

The park. It's PrenY close bY.

Sense of security, I guess. I go walking along a lot and I've never had to wolry that someone is

sneaking up behind me.

The quality of people. Everybodis nice. That's p-re.tty general, I guess' but I don't know how

else ro say it. I lke the w..iher. Trre mitdness and ttrat it never gets extremely hot or cold'

It's a very good area. Quiet. What can I say? I don't know'

Probably accessibility to bus lines. I guess it's quiet. I don't know of anything'

It's close to the Banfield. The gangs haven't infiltrated yet. It's a fairly integrated area, lots of
interesting peoPle.

The location. It's close to everything. The commuting is easy' We still have a lot of trees

aroundhereandstuff. It'sclosltoir.rroor,ioit.r.'iupool-andatrackwecanuseforexercise'
It's convenient to downtown ponland where I work. It's just a pleasant place to live' Nice

people.

It's rural. The schools. I like the teachers. The people are nice. They say "hi" to you on the

sEeet.

It's convenient to town. [t's quiet. I can't think of anything else'

Not in the heart of all the crime. Know all the people'

The quality of fruits and vegetable that I can buy here. Golf course.

Close to the city; it is only a 10 to 15 minute cornmute to work'

Small town atmosphere. I do much of my shopping here. I run into people I know'

Everybody is quiet and they keep to themselves. No problems; there is nothing stolen out of my

car here.

It is friendly. The people are my age. They are nice people to live around'

It is a quiet street. The neigh-bors.watch out like a neighborhood watch. changes in traffic werc

made t6 make it a safer area for kids to be near the street'

Larger lots and not too congested. I moved out of California l2 years ago so this is nice'o



o o
I'm away from Beavenon and rraffic. It is quiet. Beavenon is known for terrible traffic.

The Hollywood Districr. I'm near Sandy and near the shops. the old Fred Meyer storc will
new shops in it. that will be nice.

Convenient for Shopping

Nothing. I hate Hillsboro.

Own home. I've lived here since 1942. Things are handy, like the bus. Neighborhood.

44

I own a small business in a rapidly growing area. Not a bad area to live in, has easy access to
frceways.

Friendly people. House prices.

Fairly quiet, good schools, shopping close by.

Neighbors. Beaury. People keep things up. Convenient to hospitals and schools.

Schools. Close to stores.

Easy access to freeway. Grew up in area. Cenrally located for extra curricular activities and
work.

Quiet and livable.
Isn't part of the city. Country, small town.

Creek, trees, and owls in backyard. Quiet. Easy to get to shopping and school. Safe
neighborhood.

Safe. Quiet park nearby. Schools are close.

Quiet. Convenient to everything.

Quiet. Close to parks and shopping. Easy to get downtown. Property has increased in value.

navf

o
Low crime.

Quiet. Nice neighbors. Retired people mostly. Close to work'

Not grown up real rhick. I like suMivision we live in. Like the utilities and one acre we have.

Quiet, secure, and trees.

Everything. ['ve lived in this town for over 30 years. I love the atmosphere and the people. The
busiriess d-istrict has good merchants. Friendly 

-people. 
The small town atmosphere is wonderful

I have a creek behind us, a lake across the street. There's a park near and a river.

It's a friendly, changing community. A few houses, Erocery stor€s, churctes. There's some
enormously 

-tatt 
rreei f6r shade andoutline of the community. The schools are good.

It's a small community with access to things in the big city. [t's close to the ocean and
mountains. All of our recrcational needs are near by.

It used to be the schools. When our children were young, that's what attracted us to this area. If
I had a choice now,I'd move to the country. I can't say anything specific.

It's close to everything. Malls, fast food restaurants, therc's a night club near here.

It's a rural area. It's close to Portland and shopping areas, yet scparate from the urban and
suburban iueas.

The ease of freeway access.

It's gxeen and it's quiet. The schools are good. All the necessary services are available' mainly
shopping. Io
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No likes.

It's far enough from town yet close enough to the city. There are stores everywhere along the

major roads.

It's almost semi-rural. There are trees, a creek, and land. The people are not so crowded'

The neighborhood is family oriented. It's a well kept neighborhood.

The accessibiliry since this is a retirement center. It's go1 the bus, shopping' eating places all
around us. I don't think there's a bctter place in Porrland'

The quietness. It's nice. The neighbors are friendly'

Everything I need is convenient and close by. It's a halfway nice area'

The convenience of shopping centers. We're close to I-205. Eastport' Mall 205' and I don't
have to cross the river.

The sense of community. Tigard has a small town feel to it. The ability to be involved in

schools, churches, and the citY.

lt's quiet and not ovelTun with people. It smells good. A country smell'

The diversity in neighborhoods and c-loseness to downtown and.things we do.' A-variety- of ages

are here and sryles & hour.t. I like the piople, nice people. I like the schools. Portland district
has diversity in programs.

It's not a city. It's not a busy, crime infested and people infested. We're in the country'

we've been here since 1947. I have more dislikes. No likes.

Not as much traffic as Portland. Shopping center are easy to get to. Has 3 good hospital' You
have confidence in going there and hive lood doctors in the area. Tualatin.

Not as much crime. I've lived here for years and ir's quieter. Not as much violence in this area.

It,s rural in East county. The school and neighborhood are friendly, family type atrnosphere. It's
middle class.

The accessibility ro super markets and shopping near Beavenon Mall and Hillsboro. Rent on

apartments are not out of line. I'm used to it'

The view. N. Willamette Value. It is relatively remote. It's out in the country'

I live on Sauvie Island. It's nice and quiet. It's not congested.

St. Johns seems like people are friendly. I've only lived here 4 weeks'

Accessibility and yet it's suburban to Portland business districts. Traffic is not as bad on the

ii.rntfa ur ihe Sunset or south of the city - Macadam. I can get to the CBD.

Hardly anyone else lives here. Quiet and clean. No gun play in the streets. No garbage in the

sEeeta. Building are taken care of. Grcen trees.

The location, near downtown.

It's not crowded. Relative quiet. l.ocation itself, the proximity to mountains and river.

It,s ouiet and schools are close. Not much raffic on my sreet. N.ice neigh-bors. Keep their

ilil;;p. HospitaUte. Lots of families, meaning kids in the neighborhood'

It quiet. Close to mY work.

It,s out of the city. I don't care for city congestion. The environment for my kids' the schools,

and parks.
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Nice and peaceful and quiet. Easy access to freeways and downtown. I can commute by bicycle._
Real nice residential area. Nice hbuses and people. 

-Well 
kept up and not much crime ai,a e,ioaf

schools.

It's a nice neighborhood. We know everyone. They're friendly. The schools are close.

It's the best district in Portland. It's beautiful in the spring.

It's safe and well kept. It's on a street that's not busy. It has a sense of community.
It's a pleasant place to live.
I'm new. It's not too citified. Still country. The people are nice and the birds sing.

Being accessible to shopping and bus lines and it's quiet.

I like the neighbors at the present time.

It stays the same. It doesn't change in Hollywood.
I like the scenery we have. The environment is clean and green.

Probably because the crime rate is less in Gresham. I'm close to the community college.

It's quiet. There aren'[ a lot of people yet.

I guess the trees and it's pretty.

It's a clean area. The houses have been kept up. It's within l5 minutes of downtown.
It's close to where my husband goes to school.

Neighbors are cool.

I like that they plant trees on the sidewalk. Neighbors watch out for each other.

Quiet. I like my neighbors.

Neighbors. Good neighborhood.

I like the picture of the place. The small houses and fresh air, and the convenience of Tri-Met
buses.

It's quiet. Everybody takes care of their yards.

The location. The landscape.

O
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APPENDIX B

vrRnanru courrapxrs: I,IKE Mosr ABour NptcHnoRHooD

a. of all the things you like, which one thing do you like the most?

Quiet.
Golf course nearby.

Close to the city; it is only a l0 to l5 minute commute to work.

The people.

No crime.
Nice people who helped me out when I loss my husband.

The neighbors watch out for each other.

Not too congested.

Everything is convenient.

A library is close by. It is handy to have it within walking distance'

It's convenient.

It's close to shopping.

I can just be myself.

I don't think there is any one thing. It's a blending together of everything that makes it a
pleasant place to live.

Affordability together with the age and character of the houses.

No likes.
The idea that I can be alone and feel safe.

Everybody's nice.

No likes.
Accessibility.
It's a fairly integrated area, lots of interesting people.

Trees.

No likes.
It's rural.
Neighborhood.
No likes.
House prices.

Fairly quiet.

Neighbors.
Schools.
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oCentrally located for work.

Quiet.
Small town.
Creek and rees.
Safe.

Quiet.

Quiet.

Quiet.
The one acre we have.

Secure.

Availability of the stores. I'm within walking distance of all stores and doctors

Churches.
It's a small community with access to things in the big city.

No likes.

Close to malls.

It's a rural area.

The ease of freeway access.

It's green and it's quiet.

No likes.

It's far enough from town yet close enough to the city.

Trees.

The neighborhood is family oriented.

The accessibiliry.

The quietness.

Everything I need is convenient and close by.

The convenience of shopping centers.

Feeling of being safe.

It smells good.

I like the people, nice people.

Crime infested.

No likes.
Shopping center are easy to get to.

Not as much crime.
The school and neighborhood are friendly, family rype atmosphere.

The accessibility to super markets.

The view.

o
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It's quiet.

St. Johns seems like people are friendly'

It's suburban.

Quiet and clean.

The location, near downtown.

Location itself.

Lots of families, meaning kids in the neighborhood'

Close to my work.

The environment for mY kids.

It's a real comfortable place for us to live.

We know everyone.

It's beautiful in the sPring.

It's safe.

It's a pleasant place to live.

The outdoors.

Being accessible to shopping and bus lines.

I like the neighbors at the present time.

It stays the same. It doesn't change in Hollywood'

The environment.
Probably because the crime rate is less in Gresham'

lt's quiet.

It's quiet.

It's a clean area.

It's close to where my husband goes to school.

Neighbors are cool.

Neighbors watch out for each other.

Quiet.
My family.
Association with our neighbors.

It's quiet.

The location.
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APPENDIX C

VERNITIIVI COTUTTAEXTS: DISLIKES ABOUT NETCHNONHOOD

a. What do you dislike about living in your part of the metropolitan area?

Idon'thaveanydislikes.Ireallylikemyneighborhood.
No dislikes.
I don't think I dislike anything, otherwise I wouldn't be here.

I guess I would say the properties ttrat have gotten run down. The gun shots' Every other week

we hear them.

It,s close to downtown. I don't like the hoodlums and gang members that hang around'

Traffic. people have discovered that the street I'm on is a shortcut to one of the malls and they

use it a lot now.

Actually, I really don't mind anything about it

I couldn't tell you.

Mavbe the rents are roo high. The increase in traffic because of all the development in

Waihington County.

It's iust not the area I really want to live. It s just su.rrounded by the Banfield and lots of other

lliili'J,i1".1]"iSia I rLi titing c.lose.to the Binfield because it;s close to work, but I don't like

to ilose to ggry, major street and highway'

I don't dislike anYthing.

Traffic is a big problem. It's just hard to get from one place to another'

OK. They've got the hwy Planning going on forever here and we don't know where we stand'

Also the traffic is terrible. The commr;liy ;"li;i.s is riaicutous. They're trying to put sewers in

here. More and more people are moving in'

I suppose the fact that it's older and some of the houses aren't kept up very well'

No dislikes.

Too many trees; it is too dark. Mixed multi family and single family dwellings'

High crime. Theft. car insurance is expensive. I live in the most expensive zip code for car

insurance.

MAX should run a grcater distance. we need more public transPortation'

Too crowded. Homes too close together'

No dislikes.
Crime. There needs to be a better handle on it. The police need to do better with vandalism'

Too many buildings and too many condos and apartment complexes that are taking away

farmland.
Bunch of crime activity. Theft and graffiti.

Anti-social people. No consideration for pedestrians. Poor development of mall' No walking

paths. Sewage plant, infected water.
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Too far to food srores. One mile to Fred Meyer. Bad renters next door. Sometimes there are 3
around me like now. Plus, they don't check renters

Live on Main Street and busses go by too often.

Other peoples' concepts of this area.

Taxes, bad roads.

No dislikes.
Noise on street. Dusty sewers.

Taxes.

Too much development. Taxes are too high. Theywent up 207o. Too many California people.
Too many rich p6ople moving in controlling schools.

No dislikes.
Air quality is not good. Chemicals are polluting the creek. People have guns and shoot birds
and ducks.
Not much room to walk and ride bicycles.

I don't like the neighbors. Road mainrenance could be better.

Kids at school leave litter around. Traffic islands to slow down raffic.
My truck was broken into last week. Rany and messy yards.

Gossipy neighbors.

Expensive.

The fire engines. The busy streets and cross streets. There's no parking for the businesses.
they'rc ver! transient. A new business can't open here and succeed.

No dislikes

o

o
The association we have with the big city crime like the gangs. They're already moving into this
area.

The traffic. I don't like all the traffic.
probably not enough playgrounds. We have 2 kids and there's not enough places for them.

The urban sprawl that's taken place. The overburden of the roads that were never meant to
happen to.

Some of the residential traffic. The traffic is pretty heavy.

The pcople. There's a lot of antisocial behavior. Snobbishness and competitiveness. Over
d;.i;pilnt and fast pace. The feeling development is out of connol and not very well planned.

Everything. It's an awful run down neighborhood. The people are awful and rundown'

Therc's no parks. There doesn't seem !o bc any neighborhood things like crime watch.

Therc are more and more land developers with morc houses coming in. That's the only thing.

The population density. The population growing so fast.

No dislikes.
Transportarion. Trying to get to the store. The time it takesto get there. But, that's all right'
you hive to give ui somettiing. The wearher here too. All the rain.

Not enough police. Of course, I realize they don't have the funds. o
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No dislikes.
The lack of sidewalks. Ir's growing so quickly. It's getting crowded and busier, Lots of traffic.

I'm too far away from things going on. I have to travel at least 20 miles to get to where
ron.,.ttring is going on or rdrhe doctor. My kids iue too far away.

The crime.
Too far away from shopping. I don't know how Bpo-{ th.e schools arc because I don't know if we
g.ig'ooa ruriaii, tt,ii ul"u.'rn. Cuckamas scho6l district. we are worried about the school
conSolidation with Molalla.

Garbage and sewer bills are high. 'They kgep increasing and the water bill. All these big 2 story

t *i.r-riu.ing uuitt around is. Mosi of tlie older housing is on one level and the new ones are

big and tall.
The mxes.

No dislikes.
Traffic noise nearby.

Nothing except in Aloha area, there never seems to be a building code and a lot of trashy houses

were thrown together.

No dislikes.

No dislikes.
1',s very busy. The s5eers are always busy and people drive crazy. Everybody exceeds speed

limit by 10 miles an hour.

No dislikes.

No dislikes.
No parking as I live downtown.

No dislikes.

No street lighrs. Not sidewalks. Potholes at end of sreet. I can hear the freeway.

I don't get to meet too many people' not much activity here'

Everything is so far away. Nothing is within walking distance like stores. The traffic going in
and out of town.

It's growing up too fast. Urbanization. Too many people and too much traffic'

No dislikes.
High taxes in Laurelhurst.

It's wet. The gfound tends to be wet. I border uPon a man-made wetland'

No dislikes.
I don't like the din that comes from a lot of paving around the area'

It's rapidly growing and no room left.

No dislikes.
No store has opened up to replace Fred Meyer.

Too crowded. Too high of crime.

o
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The cost of living is higher than closer to Portland. Because of the security offered, I think is the
reason.

Traffic through the area. Too many cars.

No dislikes.
The sneer dividers on 2lst, 24th, and 37th. I dislike what the agency did on 7th avenue between
Fremont and Broadway to slow traffic.
We live a block from the freeway. A block from the railroad tracks.

Drug addics across the street.

Not enough parking spaces. Of course, crime.

Drug related things. Illegal activities.

Not enough sidewalks. People who drive too fast through the residential area.

I live in a retirement home and the thing is we are all in the same age bracket.

Too much traffic that goes through town.

The growth that has happened.

o
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VERBATTM COTUTUTUTS: DISLIKE MOST ASOUT NBICHNORHOOD

a. Of all the things you dislike, which one thing do you dislike the most?

No dislikes.
Mixed multi family and single family dwellings.

High crime.
We need more public transportation.

Too many people.

No dislikes.
Crime.
The people are getting noisier.

Highway planning.

No dislikes.
No dislikes.
No dislikes.
The increased raffic.
No dislikes.
No dislikes.
No dislikes.
No dislikes.
Gun shots.

No dislikes.
No dislikes.
No dislikes.
No dislikes.
Crime.
No consideration for pedestrians.

Bad renters.

Live on Main Street and busses go by too often.

Other peoples' concepts of this area.

Bad roads.

No dislikes.
Noise.

Taxes.
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Taxes.

No dislikes O
Air quality.
No dislikes.
Neighbors.

Kids at school leave litter around.

My tnrck was broken into last week.

Gossipy neighbors.

Expensive.

There's no parking for the businesses, they're very transient. A new business can't open here
and succeed.

No dislikes.
The associarion we have with the big city crime like the gangs. They're already moving into this
area.

The traffic.
Probably not enough playgrounds. We have 2 kids and there's not enough places for them.

The overburden of the roads that were never meant to happen to.

Some of the residential traffic.

Over developmenr and fast pace. The feeling development is out of control and not very well
planned.

Everything.
There doesn't seem to be any neighborhood things like crime watch.

There are more and more land developers with more houses coming in.

No dislikes.
No dislikes.

No dislikes.
Not enough police.

No dislikes.
Los of traffic.
I'm too far away from things going on.

The crime.
Too far away from shopping.

Garbage and sewer bills are high.

The taxes.

No dislikes.
Traffic noise nearby.

o
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Nothing excepr in Aloha area, there never seems to be a building code and a lot of trashy houscs

were thrown together.

No dislikes.
No dislikes.
The streets are alwaYs busY.

No dislikes.
No dislikes.
No parking as I live downtown.

No dislikes.
No street lights.
I don't get to meet too many people, not much activity here.

The traffic.
I can't choose. To me, too many people means too much traffic. It all goes together'

No dislikes.
High taxes in Laurelhurst.

It's wet.

No dislikes.
I don't like the dirt that comes from a lot of paving around the area'

No dislikes.
No dislikes.
No store has opened up to replace Fred Meyer'

Too crowded.

The cost of living is higher than closer to Portland'

Traffic through the area.

No dislikes.
The street dividers on 21st, 24th, and 37th'

We live a block from the freewaY.

Drug addicts across the street.

Crime.
Disrespect.
People who drive too fast through the residential area'

I live in a retirement home and the thing is we are all in the same age bracket'

Too much traffic that goes through town.

The growth that has haPPened'

o
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APPENDIX E

VBnsA,TlN{ CoMrr{eNrs: APPEAL ls Ptlcps ro Ltvr

a. What things about these areas make them appealing to you a Dlacesla-live?

(Hillsboro, Sandy, Orchards area of Vancouver, WA.) Quieter'

(Lake Oswego and Estacada.) Not over populated. Trees and hills.

(Bull Mounrain, Eastmoreland, Oregon City, Canby, and Aurora.) Out in the country.

(Southwest Hills.) In comparison to other areas, it is more crime free.

(Lake Oswego and Hillsboro.) School district, community events, and convenience to stores.

(Tigard and southwest Portland.) Crime not as bad. Good schools. Don't have to deal with
bums.

(Tigard.) Smaller than Portland.

(NW ponland, Laurelhursr area, and Reed College.area.). Public transportation is closer. Finer
old ho*er. Stable neighborhood and more cultural offerings.

(Beaverton area.) Cenrally located for work and stores.

(West hills, Laurelhurst, and downtown.) I love the views. Park in neighborhood. A lot of
variety of things to do.

(Salem, country, and Forest Grove.) Not so much violence'

(Allenbock acres.) It's in the country. A quiet place.

(Lake Grove.) Nice homes and by the lake.

(Washington County.) The weather is nicer here, I think.

(Southwest.) I've always lived in SW.

(Murray Hill.) It's close to work. Has community activities like the recreation hall.

(Hillsboro.) It's not in the middle of gangs and dntgs.

(The west side of Portland, over the hill, and northwest.) Access to hiking. A lot more
association to natural surroundings.

(Washington County.) More responsive government.

(Gresham and Hillsboro.) Quiet and more rural.

(Multnomah area, Burlingame, Metzger-Cedar Hills, and Raleigh Hills.) Older, well kept
neighborhoods. Close tolown. Charm. Not sub-divided.

(Allenbock areas near Union road.) Some people of all communities live there- No
discrimination. House construction is good.

(I live in northwest. I like it and also northeast where I grey up. Laurelhurst and Hollywood^
iiea. t live in the Rock Creek area) They are well planied out and-well kept up. Easy out of
n.igt Uort ood to where you need to go. Homes in nbrtheast have a lot of character.

(pans of Tigard, more rural pars of Tualatin.) The easy access to all the urban you want, but

ii, ir. notln the middle of it. The perceived safety of a lower crime rate'
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(Forest Grove and Vemonia.) I used to live in Forest Grove. Then I was gone l0 years and 
-moved back. I fife ttre treei and flowers. O

(West side area.) Easy access to everything. Nice neighbors and good schools.

(Tualatin.) Close to downtown Tualatin. It's peaceful'

(The West Hills is my favorite. The Lake Oswego or_Mountain Park.) Nice houses and nice size

iott. foit proximity io center of town and freeways. Houses are kept up nicely'

(where I live. Thar's the SW suburban area.) The mix of openness as well as the convenience
of shops and shopping centers.

(ln Hillsboro. I like it a lot. Cedar Hills is nice. Off Hart and l60th in Beaverton.) Quiet'
i".ri]ri-.".r. Family kind of communities. Here where we live, we can leave our house.open
ioia.vJ-d not woil auout it. More sense of a community. Neighbors working and talking
together.
(Aloha and the north end of the valley.) The openness. I love the country.

(trvington and Kings Heights.) I love the older architecture. -fhe big homes.and_ Irvington.has.

i;;ff;; E i-rin"a-itii.t!. t*ington has a liberal political climate. -Kings Heights would be the
view. The port and river panial city view.

(Gresham.) Clean and looks nice.

(Northeast portland and Hillsboro area.) Northeast - I'm familiar with it and a lot of nice homes.
Well kept. In Hillsboro, the ruralness.

(Rose City areas and downtown areas.) Convenience of know-ing where access. to freeway is..
We ,r. comfonabl". ir'r like home. Do*nto*n, husband feels would be exciting. Close to the
action. You can get out, go to park, and walk to activities held downtown.

(Gateway where I live.) Nice and qulet. It's safe and convenient to bus and stores. I like SE
82nd and Powell because Kirkland Manor is there.

(Sandy and St. Helens.) They are smaller. They are more rural'

(Nonh and Northeast.) Friends and family.
(Westside.) More shopping and bigger industries.

(Clackamas and Hillsboro.) Open spaces. Neighbors aren't very close.

(Eastside.) Easy to get to.

(Sandy.) Smaller and quieter.

(Gresham or almost Sandy area. Or Happy Valley.) The land. We want about l0 acres. You
i"n't g.t than close in. We just want laird. for privacy and no traffic.

(I'm satisfied where I'm at. There isn't any other place. l43rd and Morrison. It's mid-county.)
It's a nice area. It's close to everything.

(I'dprobably go to the westside. The Beaverton area. Idon'tknow the specific areas.) It's just
diffeient. It's quieter than here if you get the right place.

(I like SE portland. Between Eastport Plaza and Mall 205. Gladstone area.) Clean. Air is more
ilean. Sneets are wider than some areas of town. There's more parking for shopping.

(The West Hills and Wilsonville.) West Hills - the view of the city. Wilsonville - the open
spaces.

(m-. gt. Johns. area. Thar's where I live. Some people wouldn't live here, but I like it') All tnea
facilities are close. Rivers, parks, schools, and the town.

o
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(Irvington district. Around 23rd and Glisan-) The beautiful old homes in lrvingtol. I lot of

[:"l*i*t-:i*m**ii1.**ilJ'*??3"+ii#aTi.'l,:1ffi 
i;?frT:ll,nrl*:11,

(I thing Lake Oswego would be an id.eal spot. Milwaukie isn't too bad.) As a landscaper, Lake

6r*d"f,lr-ulot or"i.r, p.ople. Californians who hire landscapers for their fancy houses.

(The Multnomah district, Sellwood, and Sylvan Heights.) Lack of high density' close to ciry'
rural feeling.
(out towards Troutdale, Estacada, or Gresham.) They're less crowded, or they seem to be'

they're further away from Portland'

(Gresham and Troutdale.) Out in country'

(I like Portland, so any part is fine.) We've got Pretty scenery' Oregon is prettier than

California.
(Laurelhurst, East and Westmoreland, Grant Park, and Alameda') Old home and big trees'

(Sweetbriar and Troutdale.) On sewer. Property will increase in value'

(Laurelhurst is the only place I know.) People, nice neighbors. It's my home where I'm most

familiar.
(Hollywood and Rose City.) Small town living'

(Hollywood and Fairview.) Uniqueness and history. Hollywood is like a little city and has good

restaurants and entertainment.

(Central City.) Familiar with it.

(Melino, Sylvania campus.) Melino is out in the country. I'd like an acre of ground or two'
Sylvania is good, clean, kept up places.

(Laurelhurst.) I just have always been happy here'

(St. John,s and Laurelhurst.) I know St. John's and I think Laurelhurst is nice, with tree-lined

streets. They both have nice parks.

(Beaverton. Maybe out towards Lake oswego or.Milwaukie.) Their location, maybe the clean

iir, ifr. type of h'ome and the type of people that live there.

(SE portland, the Woodstock area, or south of that, or NE Portland around Halsey' Around Reed

College, is that eastmoiiland?.) Well maintained houses and yards and what appears to be quiet

;"rg[B;;ir;oat. ff,i n.igtr-Uors'tatt< to each other and look out for each other'

(Clackamas County, Carver, Es6cada, and Clark County.) Close to fishing and hunting'

(wilsonville and Tualatin.) Location and current development. The Erowth rate' Pretty soon it
will be like Beaverton and I like that.

(Clackamas area. It's as good as any I can think of. Or Gresham area') Traffic is not as

;;;g;rrcd. lusrptitet tf,J*.tt"t. i:uiifif.. it in these areas, other than the traffic'

(out south. oregon city or cladstone.) Not as crowded. You don't have the hustle and bustle

of the big city.
(I've lived in the Milwaukie area for some years. I don't think I'd like to live any place else' I'd
like to live in Forest Grove, my nepheiu'iir;;;;*.)- MV nephew lives in Forest Grove' It has a

hospital. It's a lovely area with reside"ti.iirlrii. ffr.i have everything there you would need'

(Beaverton.) I think it's still country.
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(SE on l22nd.) We have beautiful yards and it's close to everything.

(NE, SE, NW, SW, Mt. Tabor, and the West Hills.) Good shopping. Good mass ransit. Great I
number of entertainment and cultural opponunities. Easy to get to.

(Lloyd Center area and Alameda.) Nice homes, pretty streets, and quiet.

(Gresham.) Community college swimming pool. Nice, friendly people.

(East country.) Not as congesred people wise and traffic wise.

(SE.) I've lived in SE Ponland all my life. Transportation is very good in SE Ponland. I've
always been one block from the bus.

(Beaverton and Lake Oswego.) Quiet, Not much crime, nice homes and apartments'

(Laurelhurst.) Houses are big and well kept. Wide streets. l,ooks nice. The park adds to the

beauty.
(Beaverton, Gresham, and downtown.) More community oriented. Beaverton and Gresham are

smaller, clean.
(SE, Westmoreland, and NW 2lst and Glisan.) More residential. Quieter. More trees.

(NE. I've lived NE all my life.) Familiar with it.

(parkrose, Centennial, and David Douglas.) Convenient to freeway and good schools.

(NW portland, Wesr Hills, and Lake Oswego.) Generally speaking, the people there are people
iike me. Income, cultural values, and age wise.

(Eagle Creek.) Beautiful area. The area is fresh and clean'

(Oregon City, Canby, and Estacada.) Out towards the country. No downtown like Portland.

(Esucada.) Quiet. I'm not a city girl. I like the country.

(First addition. Lake oswego Lake.) A very sweet place to live.

(Multnomah county on the east side of the river.) Not so congested. The other side of the river
is too crowded, too much traffic, not enough shopping and restaurants.

(Lake Grove, Sandy, and Sherwood.) They are treed and are hilly.

(SW and NW Heights.) Views. Age of homes - older with character or brand new with
elegance.
(clackamas and canby.) Small rown armosphere. It's still rural.

(Sherwood.) I own property out rhere. I'm going to build on it. I'll have space around my
house.
(Wilsonville and Stafford.) Nice houses with lots of property surrounding them. It's horse
country. I love horses.
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APPENDIX F

VBRnlrttt Corvrurxrs: APPEAL ls Pu'cps ro Wonx

a. what things about these areas make them appealing to you as olaceslggotk?

(Tigard.) Close to home.

(Beaverton, downtown Portland, and Tigard.) Close to home' Easy access'

(Tigard.) People are great. Not as much crime'

(southwest area, Tigard, and Beaverton.) close to home. Traffic about same' Easy access to

frceways.
(NE Ponland, industrial part of downtown, Hillsboro is counry seat and makes papenrork easy')

Warehouse work.
(Anything suburban where you don't have to get on the freeway.) More personal'

(Beaverton and downtown.) close to home. Short commute. Like downtown' opportunities
for shopping and entenainment.

(Beaverton and downtown.) I can walk to work. A lot of things to do'

(Nike, Beaverton, and Tigard.) Easy to get to'

(Beaverton and Lake Oswego.) Close to my home'

(Sherwood.) It's closer to where I live'

(lnner washington County and inner east side Ponland.) Closer to where I live. Less crime rate'

(Tigard.) It's close to home.

(Hillsboro, Tigard, and Beaverton.) Environment. The trees. Have kept trees'

(Hillsboro.) I can get to work in a short period of time. Don't have the traffic' can get to work
in two songs and a commercial.

(Downtown would be handy.) Easy access'

(washington County.) Better design for the business of the 1990s.

(Hillsboro, Beaverton, and Forest Grove.) Familiar with Beaverton. Hillsboro is not congested'

Forest Grove is a quiet area.

(Downtown.) A lot of activity. Close to shopping' Endearing place to work' Lots of
restaurants.
(Beaverton area and downtown Portland.) They welcome people.from all countries' Beaverton

i;;b*r to *y trouiel Oowntown is coiotfU, you have fre-e mbbitity and can switch to more

jobs. The university area is colorful.
(Downtown portland and Beaverton.) Beaverton is close to my house. Downtown are places to

;;;|ffi.h und.lot. for appoinrnens for doctor and dentisr

intong Suniet Corridor, Tigard, Wilsonville, and Beaverton.) Easy access along Sunset' The.

commure is easy. I wouldn't want to ;; ir6'ffiland because of the traffic and public transit is

not that 8Ieat. These areas seem lowei key than-town.environment' Downtown everyone is

dressed in a certaii;.y ;Jli;... fur-t#paced and less Patient in suits and heels'

o
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(Forest Grove.) I used to work in Forest Grove. Your electric is cheaper in Forest Grove than in
Hillsboro. o
(Anywhere. No difference.)
(West side of Portland, downtown or northwest Portland, and Beaverton.) It's close in. Close to
where I live. Proximity to where I live. Nice environment.
(Southwest suburban area. I currently work 3 days a week downtown, but I would prefer the SW
suburban area.) It would bc closer to home.

(On the west end. Hillsboro, Aloha, and Beaverton areas.) Easy access to everything without
having ro commute to Portland and all the traffic. The companies seem more responsive Lq the
community. Like associated with the schools. They try to give back to the community. Close to
where I work.
(I work all over. I'd say Washington County. [rt's say anywhere in the Sunset Corridor.) It's
just not the city atmosphere, that's all.
(Northwest, the flats, and downtown Portland.) You can walk to restaurants and nice places for a
stroll to meet friends. It's centrally located. They are vital and upbeat. I like the activity. We
run into people we know. People at restaurants know us and I like to frequent places where
people know who you are.

(Northeast Portland and downtown Portland.) Nonheast Portland is close to may home.
Downtown, the activity is close to shopping.
(Lloyd Center and downtown Portland.) Downtown - excitement and exhilaration. Feeling of
being downtown. Lloyd Center - we've always worked there.

(Gateway district.) It's convenient, close to where I live, and not too hard to get to and from.
Walking distance. The class of people out here are working and middle class people. No hang 

r

ups and wild parties.
(NE, SE, and E counry area.) Easier access, they are close to where I live.
(Nonh and nonheast.) Close to home.

(Downtown.) Public transportation.
(Hillsboro and Clackamas.) The quietness.

(Downtown.) Convenient to get to. Variety of shopping areas.

(East county and SE.) No traffic congestion. Slower pace.

(SE area. Gresham or Clackamas area.) I don't think they have as much crime. The traffic is
not as crowded. Easy access roads.

(I don'r work any more, but if I did, I'd like to work downtown.) Transportation. You can take
the bus. You wouldn't have to drive, just hop on the bus.

(SE Ponland or the Gladstone area.) My work would be close by and I wouldn't have to get on
the freeway. I hate freeways.
(I work all over the metropolitan area. I like to work downtown Portland.) A lot of people and
stores. The little coffee shops. It's nice down there.
(Grcsham and Beaverton.) Gresham and Beaverton don't have many Asian employers and
employees and they pay more money as it's more all American and in Ponland are morc Asians.

(Downtown Portland.) A lot of vitality. A lot of businesses and people. Shops are there and
restaurants.

o
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(Downtown and Multnomah district.) Downtown is exciting with lots of things to do'

ivtuf tno*uh di strict I i c ute, nei ghborhood feelin g, small businesse s'

(Beaverton.) They have a lot of big companies t!9t:: with jobs for women' St' John's is a good

i;d;rmJ 
"r.a 

too', but they mostly have jobs available for men' not women'

(out towards wilsonville. The industrial area - Swan Island. probabry just.downtown Portland')

wilsonvill. i, gro*ini'iiro Lipiiioing. ih. industrial area is already ieitted, and downtown has

a lot of new buiinesses starting up'

(Grcsham.) I-css hassle with raffic'
(SE bccause that's where I live.) so it would be convenient to home'

(Close to home.) Convenience and commute time'

(Gresham.) Close to home.

(Hillsboro and Tigard.) Easy to get to for me'

(Downtown.) It',s easy to get to and I used to work there, so I'm familiar with it'

(St. John's because it's close.) Good bus service and it's relatively quiet'

(I used to work in downtown Portland, I guess that would be a nice place') I don't know' the

convenienc" t gr.rrl'B;;il;; all the busls and MAX go there, it's easy to get to'

(Downtown.) I like rhe river, being able to walk along the river or do business or shop without

having to drive.
(Beaverton.) [t's a suaight shot' Easy to get to'

(NotdowntownPortland.)Youdon'thavetodealwithgettinginandoutoftown.Allthe
driving and rraffic'
(clackamas area.) It's in between a couple of hospitals and that's what I used to do. That's the

rn"in t uton. It would be close to work'

(Swan Island area.) I worked there for years. The traffic is not as bad as other places'

(Downtown.) It's convenient to get to'

(Downtown.) It's easy access to a lot of things' You can catch a bus'

(Downtown.)Easytogetto.entertainmentandculturalthings.
(Downtown. Artifacts around. Town area pretty. I love the water fountains') Lots of places to

ihop af.ter work and during lunch'

(close to home in Grcsham.) convenience - less commuting time, less fatigue'

(Any place but downtown Portland.) Not so much traffic to get to work'

(Downtown.) Transportation. Convenient to get to town'

(Some place without a lot of traffic. I work all over town. It makes no difference where it is')

tiuieter'. Lrss raffic to get to work'

(Downtown.)Losofthingstodo.Icouldlearnmywayarounddowntown.
(Downtown.) A lot going on. Lunch hour events at Pioneer Square' Convenient to get to work'

I walk to work.

(Downtown.) The line of work I'm in,I'd have to be downtown'

(NE - I worked on the NE side.) Close to home. Get around easy' Don't have to cross the river'

(Downtown and Lloyd Center.) I can use MAX'o
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(John's Landing and downtown.) Convenient. Access to lots of services, post office, printing,
and good restaurants to take clients.
(Sandy.) Close to home. 4.5 miles to Sandy.

(Milwaukie.) Close to home.

(Downtown.) Bener paying jobs.
(Tigard.) It was easy to get to.
(I-ake Oswego.) Closeness and friendliness.
(Downtown.) The sophistication and hustle and bustle of it.
(Wilsonville, Ponland, Tigard, and Tualatin.) Close. Wilsonville is out of the heat of traffic.
Location is good.
(Honest and friendly people on the westside.) Closer to my home.

(Gladstone.) Friendly people. My husband makes enough money there.
(McMinnville, Tualatin, and Canby.) I'd be leaving congestion, going away from traffic instead
of with traffic.
(Away from downtown. Eastside or Westside. I feel hemmed in when I'm downtown.) Less
traffic. Parking is easy.
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APPENDIX G
VBRnaTnrl Courrlpxrs: APPEAL a,s Ptlcgs ro Snop

a. what things about these areas make them appealing to you as dases'Ioshqp?

(Clackamas Town Center and Lloyd Center.) Big and everything is there'

(washington square, Beaverton Mall, and costco.) Clean. Close to where we live' Easy access'

(Clackamas Town Center and Washington Square.) Feel safe. Well lit' Convenient' Lots of
different shops.

(Washington Square and Clackamas Town Center.) Easy getting in and ou1

(Washington Square, Mall 205, Clackamas Town Center, downtown, and Beaverton Mall')
bonreniEnce and bargains because of competitive pricing.

(washington Square, clackamas Town Center, and Beaverton canyon Place') Feel safe there'

inside shopping and good atmosphere.

(Tigard, Beaverton, and Tualatin.) Close to home. Availability of what we want to purchase'

(clackamas Town center, downtown, and Beaverton.) Major department stores, electric shops,

variety of activities, and funky things to buy'

(Tigard, Beaverton areas, and washington square.) choice of stores.

(Washington Square.) Because it's close.

(Washington Square, Beaverton Mall, K-Man, Fred Meyer, Clackamas Town Center' and Lloyd
b.nt"r.) -tired 6f shopping in same place. Closer to home'

(Tanasborne Mall and Portland.) Lots of variety. It's new to me'

(Washington Square.) They have all the stores there'

(washington county.) ft's nor a long distance and I can get anything I want.

(Washington Square.) It's close.

(Sunset center, washington square, and costco.) Mainly location, price, and convenience'

(Washington Square.) Everything is together' Easy access'

(Downtown and washington Square.) Downtown they have variety. washington square has

convenience.
(Sunset Espanade and Hillsboro.) Quality goods. Conveniently located'

(Clackamas Town Center, Washington Square, and Beaverton Mall.) Large and many stores in

one location.
(Downtown, Beaverto n,217 Corridor, Washington Square, Beaverton Square' Hawthorne' and

f.nV ponf-d.) Diff.t.nt kinds of shops. Variery of things' Convenient'

(Southwest, Aloha, Thriftway, Beaverton area, and Canyon area') Safeway and Albertson's are

there. I tike the aibt,a rr,riri*ay. In tiri C.nyon area ail the shops are theie and also an Asian

shop I go to.

(Downtown portland, Washington Square.) Have a wide variety and you can usually find what

you need.
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(Washington Square, downtown Portland, and Bernard Mall in Beaverton.) Washington SQuare - -
igi,, oT stored and merchandise. Bernard Mall - close by and easy access. Dowilown 1)
differ6nt merchandise. Not just standard brands. Not stores that have all the same loolong !
things. More variety.
(Malls in Beaverton, K-Mart, Payless, and mall in Hillsboro that has Oregon Craft and Floral.) I
do a lot of craft works and go to ihe malls for crafts and ceramics.

(All the shopping malls. Downtown is fun too.) They are nice to shop in.

(Downtown Portland.) There is a larger selection of stores than in Tualatin.

(Downtown, northwest Portland, also Washington Square and in Beaverton.) They ue
ionveniently located. Easy to get to and a variety of merchants.

(I don't drive, so any place close to my !ome-. I really {o1., do a lot of shoppinq:-Il:::19}
ihe Sw subuiban arlu. I do some sholping downrown.) Simply because it's close to where I
live. I do some downtown because I wbrk there and it's convenient.

(The fun place is the Hawthorne area. Lloy-d Center isnice. Hillsboro area, Clackamas Town
b.nt r, but it's a long way to go so we don't go very-gfe-n.) Puttering through theold.shops in
the Hawtho*. .r.o. to-n'r.niEn.. and closeniss ofHillsboro. At Lloyd Center, it's nice to get a

breath of fresh air. Layout of the stores.

(Downtown and Lloyd Center. The core area is a !i9q place, both sides of the river. The east

iia. ir gerting ,or. ipp.uiini.l rrr. way they are laid out. Central locations. Easy access. [-ots

of store-s. Salme with 
-dbwntown, 

there is easy access to the freeways.

(Downtown, Lloyd Center and Broadway area.) Downtown, I like Pioneer Place. It's upbeat

ina pr.ny. Ltoyh Center I like, there are more'privately owned businesses and easier to park.

(Clackamas Town Center, Mall 205, and Washington Square.) Convenient to Mall 205. Do all Ishopping in one stop.

(Downtown portland and Clackamas Town Center.) The variety of selection. You can find what
you want.
(Lloyd Center and downtown Portland.) Lloyd Center - I know where the stores are. More
,ari,jty of specialty shops downtown. lnteresting places for lunch.

(Gateway district, ll}ndand Division, and l22nd and Powell.) t*{ot-t everythin€ is. right there.
Mall is close to me. I can walk there on good days. Albertson's, Safeway and Payless are on

l22nd.
(Gateway, Vancouver, and Lloyd Center.) Gateway is close. Vancouver is a new place to shop

for me. Lloyd Center is fixed up now.

(Lloyd Center and Clackamas Town Center.) Wide variety'

(Ctackamas Town Center.) A lot of srores. Don't have to go anywhere else. Only 5 minutes
away.
(Downtown, NW Portland, and Hawthorne.) Easy commute and things I want to shop for are

available.
(Fred Meyer on Division, Safeway, Mall 205, and Clackamas Town Center.) Easy to get to.

(Clackamas Town Center.) More variety.

(Gateway.) Because it's convenient to get to.

(Gresham, Clackamas Town Cenrer, Troudale Discount, and Columbia Ridge.) Not a lot of 
l

irufii.. Easy to get in and out of. Cheaper than downtown Portland. a
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(Clackamasarea.)Easytogetto.Ihaswhatlneedinonearea.
(I'm in an area that's convenient to shopping. There's no other place I need to be a part of. I'm
i" riiii:f-,irf i"ortf,-County.; It's convenienrfor most anything I need'

(Downtown and Lloyd Center.) You can buy everything there you can think of' You don't have

to go anywhere else.

(Clackamas Town Center, Eas-tp-ort P1aza, and Mall 205.) They have everything I want' They're

not too costly. I live between all of them'

(The mall areas. washington square and clackamas Town center.) The number of choices

available at one site'

(Downtown.) Everything is so concentrated. You can get to everything by foot'

(GI Joes on 82nd.) It's the place I know and it's close to my home.

(Downtown Portland, IiW 2!rd and Glisan, and Washington Square') Washington Square is

convenient to where I live. Downtown *a tn. 23rd ueihave ihop-s, resUlurants' Etfts' and

;i;ii,ri-;i;;;r. Th;y .. u*.iiire. Rrctritecture and landscaping for both areas. Downtown
has a variety of architecture.

(washington square.) They'ye got all kinds of gift shops and stereo stores, even clothes storcs'

i think th-iy hav'e an ice rink don't they?

(23rdSreet - NW Portland.) The little stores, the coffee houses, funky old clothes stores' funky

stores.

(I like the North area as a plry_e to shop. I m right in between Jantzen Beach and Lloyd Center'

Probably the SE ouito*rra Clackamai.) 
-fftty"t 

uve more Srocery stores than we do out here'

We just'had a big Srocery store close down'

(I usually shop around my home.) I can go to a fast food restaurant or hop over to Lloyd center'

or just go to Fred MeYer if I want to.

(Food for Lrss, Mall 205, Gresham Mall, and mini-malls.) No hassle with traffic' convenient

and close.
(Mall 205, Gateway, clackamas Mall. we shop all over for prices.) Prices'

(Downrown.) More variety than in a mall. The feel of downtown. Choice of River shops or

Pioneer Square shoPs'

(Gresham.) Has everything I could want. Has enough stores for competitive pricing'

(Lloyd center.) I used to like Lloyd center until they remodeled it. I don't like it any more'

Cantt find mY waY around.

(NE Ponland, Lloyd Center, and Hollywood') Close by'

(Downtown.) Different shops. window shopping is good downtown' ['ots to see'

(Washington Square.) Lot of variety.

(Lloyd center, Gateway, and Greshar)-.Tl,e Lloyd ceng appeals to me because for one thing'
;;'yd;; intia. and there are lots oiliule shops, more thah-there used to be' I just go out to

Gateway and Gresham occasionally on MAX.
(Lloyd Center, Jantzen Beach, and the Peninsula area around St' John's') Easy to get to Lloyd
Center and Jantzen Beach, but there are more shops at Lloyd Center I think'

(The good places.to-shop are Lloyd Center, Clackamas, out at l2}nd'and Eastport Plaza') Their

convenrence, penod. Except for I-toyi Ci;;;;ifi;; a'nice place to go now that it's been fixed

up and you can just sit and watch the people.o
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(Clackamas Town Center, Mall 205, and Woodstock Blvd.) For after work, I like the Woodstock

ln:infp::toil:T: to home and I like the other malls because there's more variety than in *r!
(Clackamas Town Center.) Lots of variety.

(Clackamas Town Center.) the convenience. Everything is there. If they make it you will find it
there. All in one place.

(This area - Clackamas, Oregon City, or Gresham.) They are close. [t's close to Fred Meyer and
Clackamas Town Center.

(There is plenty around here. Gladstone or Oregon City area.) It's easy to get there. It's close
and convenient for us.

(I like Clackamas Town Center. We have a new shopping center here near me in the Milwaukie
area on McLoughlin Blvd.) It has everything. Everything is there. You can shop there all day
long. There's access for my electric car on the elevators and in the stores. Places to eat there
too.
(Clackamas Town Center.) It's easy to get to.

(Mall 205 and Eastgate.) We know the vicinity and the area.

(Hawthorne, downtown, and Lloyd Center.) Everything you need or want.
(Clackamas Town Center.) Better prices. Target and Cub Foods are not in NE Portland.
(Stores close to me. Closeness is more important to me than what the store is.) Close.

(Clackamas Town Center.) Easy access off freeway for me.

(Meier and Frank.) I worked at Meier and Frank for 31 years.

(Clackamas Town Center.) Everything is there that you want. I live close to Easrport Plaza. It
was convenient, but so many stores have closed.
(Lloyd Center.) Remodeling made it look nice. Every store is there. Easy to get there from
freeway.
(Downtown, Pioneer Place, and Lloyd Center.) I work and live downtown. Lloyd Center is not
as crowded as Washington Square. Easy to get to from downtown.
(Downtown.) Convenient.
(Anywhere I can find a good bargain. Lloyd Center.) Beautiful now since they remodeled.
(Close to home.) Convenient.
(Downtown.) Small stores. Variety of selection and types of goods available. Close proximity
of ten to twelve blocks worth of downtown shopping. Easy walking.
(Gresham and Clackamas Town Center.) Cheaper than in the neighborhood.
(Clackamas Town Center.) Close to home.
(Clackamas Town Center.) Lots of variety.
(Clackamas Town Center.) You can walk around and you can watch the skaters.

(Downtown, but it's tough to find parking.) I'm tired of malls where they are a clone of each
other. Downtown is not so cloneish. It's more original downtown.
(Washington Square, Clackamas Town Center, and John's Landing.) Convenience, wide variety
of stores, and good atmosphere.
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(Downtown, NW Portland, Hawthorne, a1d NE Broad-way') Outdoor shopping' Small owners

,i. Uig Chaint. I don't like the closed in feeling of malls'

(cornelius.) close to home. Familiar faces. Support the local businesses.

(Neighborhood stores and downtown Portland.) I like the feeling of.the city to.shop. Clean'

i.ron-ir,r"u,ening p.opfion the sreets. Downtown merchants have done a good job.

(Washington Square.) More spread oul One level. Closest to my home'
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APPENDIX H

vsRne,rrru corvrurxrs: Quuny or Ltns Gprrtnc Bprren

a. Why do you see the quality of life in the metropolitan area getting better in the next 20

years?

If we fix the traffic mess with a good transit system' I think it will get better'

The gang task force. There is a lot going on with gangs. In 20 years they could be gone if the

task force works on it.

The police will make it bener by policing the area better and cracking down on the violence. My
area has gotten better.

Getting bigger. more international city'

Constantly improving housing and ransportation'

Growing rapidly. Getting more shops that only used to be in big cities.

Transportation planning will make it easier to get around.

Necessity. Things will have to improve, e.g., transportation, schools, and that type of thing,

because of increased PoPulation.

Lot more homes and businesses sprouting up'

It depends on the people m-oving into the area. They can bring good or bad' but I just think new

blooil in an area generally brings good.

It,s improved a great deal over the last ^10 
yearscven though the crime rate has gone up' Cultural

life has improved rbb4 o".r the last l0 t&;-New parks'and recreational facilities are growing'

The decisions we make in putting people in office in the next few years will fake u pig.
difference. we need iorr.'ni* iebpri und n.* ideas to spend oui money wisely and things will
get btter.
It seems there is so much awareness of gangs now and people do want to help' I want to believe

it will be better, as where will we all go.

The are urying to modernize and update the roads, buildings, and business areas. The Convention

C.nt r rnit .iponland more appealing to national market.

If we keep our land policies in force to keep lands for forests and farms, so they aren't overun'

I may have blinders on, but Orcgonians care about their surroundings. [t's not dirty and withered

uP.

Hopefully there will be people who are concerned and will make it bener'

The city planners have done a good job of keeping ahead of the population.

Because people are more educated.

I'm being optimistic.

Because more people are moving in and will have more money'

Because we iue learning more. We are leaming to use the resources better' The tools to do the

job or the technologY.
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APPENDIX I
VeRnartu Coruurxrs: Qullmv or LtrB Gsrnxc woRSE

a. Why do you see the quality of life in the metropotitan area getting worse in the next 20

years?

More people coming in. Fifteen years ago you could walk.down the street and leave your house

;tab dtr,f.- Now yol';;n';;;;;.tk a6'*n to the end of the driveway with the door left open'

More crime. I think there are less police and they don't come when you call them anyway'

For example Beaverton and the Hwy 217 uaffic. Also the sunset corridor.

Just gangs, drugs, and being overpopulated. Just those, primarily.

As long as the population increases, it will get worse and worse in the suburban areas, I'm afraid,

becausE so many people are moving out here'

well, the areas that I grew up in, that I know, are now lower-income areas. The gangs are

starting to move out here.

I have not seen much being done to change it. Gangs and drug situa-tions.are worsening' It is
t *a to .f irninate Uecaus. 6f t*n.,ary importance to some people' I don't think they want to

eliminate it.

Lots of California people are moving up causing housing and rent costs to go uP' Concerned

about traffic. Pollution is getting worse.

I,ve gown up in the NW and watched Seattle and Spokane become a mess. Portland has gone

fromhoderite size rown to 1/2 million. It can only get worse.

Too many people. The problems aren't handled now, so they can't be handled as the area 8rows.

Crime. public officials are too soft on criminals. Portland is becoming more populated which

will make things worse.

Taxes and expenses to keep household.

Too many foreigners. Too many people.

Population increase brings more crime and drugs. Continuation of high taxes'

Too many people. Growing too fast. More crime, not safe'

Crime increase. [.oss of control of youth. Police and judicial system don't have any power to

control things. Larger population.

Combination of things. Population glowth and there are already problems' Politicians aren't
going to solve anYthing.

The more people, the worse it will get. Increased cost of living' Lbw wages' A lack of
unionization.
Because the influx in our population and society is becoming so dysfunctional with families
falling apart.

I can see what's happening in California in relation to gangs' I.really h.ave doubts that Portland

will be able to r,un.ir'.li.atquuiJri *itiriforii. and theiefo-re will spiral out into the suburbs'

d;j;;i;n;igoini to be thdre roi tt r'r.fioois and the policing because of Measure 5'

More buildings, more people, more apartments. More crowded conditions'
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Overcrowding. .lt's really getting overcrowded. We're from Klamath Falls. Here it's really Ogetting crowded.
The growth. That's why I moved here in the first place nvenry year ago because of the lack of
development.

Because of the increase of people in this area. It's harder to ger to work because of the traffic. I
also think the increase in population has something to do witf, the increase in crime.
I feel Orcgon is becoming a mini California. It's becoming too corporate. There's too many
businesses and not enough wildlife.
Therc's more pe.ople selling. off.their land. Big developers are coming in and building more and
more houses. I just see rhe land going.
The increased population density. Also the increased traffic.

Ev.erybody is doing their^own thing. Serving themselves instead of thinking of someone else.
When everyone is so self-senring, things can only get worse.
I don't think funds are being put to -what they should be. Like the streets. The gangs, I moved
out here from SE 76th to get away from the gangs. Just the recession. Thar's aIl I ian say,
people are getting poorer.

A lor of crowding, more people a1( tr.affic. More crime, more deteriorarion and problems. More
crack and a scarier place to live. Harder to protect yourself and kids.
I think all areas of the country_will get worse including Portland. The criminals are taking over.
J9q11ce system doesn't work. I feel political system needs changing in order to better the [ualityof life you're telling me about. They are not doing the job.
As numbers of people increase, more crime and more traffic problems in getting around.
The gangs.are moving into the suburbs. The fact all the smaller towns may go under, due to
timber problem.s. Theydon't-have money for schools as nobody is working] More people are
coming out ro the suburbs and getting away from the city.
I've read they steal cars and damage them and police put it on low priority and this will get
worse. Break-ins in homes will be worse. we don't have enough police.-
Will be hectic if projections come true. More traffic and more people in shopping areas. More
fumes from cars.

Too many people and crime is going up and violence due to roo many peopre.
I.191eayd population and probably crimes. With increased population goes crowding and more
difficult transportation problems.
Incrcased population. More crowded, more crime.
Because of the congestion. The influx of people coming in. The pollution from automobiles.
So overpopulated. Even in the country. People are starting to realize the city is not a place to
raise kids. Atmosphere. Air will be worse because cars arid more populatioir.
It continuel to grgy and we don't have the tax base. It will lose community services and the
police services will decline.
More people. More crime, pollution, and worse parking. hices will be worse.
The crowds and the crime. The pollution. Less police protection. Vehicle and industrial
emissions. Parking will be wors-e and traffic and taxes witt st<y rocket.

a

o
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a The traffic will become worse. In 2 years I've seen it get-worse. It's off the freeway. Freeways

are full and going o".r,o ir.fu.. ,oads io gtt to town. I fear more crime and more dnrgs and

tougher for my kids.

There will be too much raffic and no efficient way to travel and no interesti
f*r to live in New York City where there are places to go and things to do'
ransit.

ng things to do. I'd
No efficient mass

The population will increase and the amounr of crime wittr it. Taxes will go higher as different
agencies Ery to Provide.
population growth, polludon, environmental problems, and economic difficulties' I'm not

oprimistic ttrat scnoSti *iu i*prore. eir, *aier pollution, and loss of land. Farm land around

the edge of town will disappe_ar,.nor ruitr will bi left. Don't know if population base will be

tuppoft.A by the economy.- Will not be enough jobs'

It will be more crowded.

Because more PeoPle are coming in'

I,m not a native Oregonian. When I first came here, it was so beautiful here 30 years ago' The

Lig-illdilgs ao*ni[*n create a wind and you can't see the West Hills'

It's going to be overpopulated and the crime rate will go higher.

Too many people. It's growing way too fast'

Because of the influx of people coming in'

Influx of people.

Because people are becoming ruthless and there is no role models anymore'

Because of the increase in population. I don't see the politicians taking care of the problems'o

O
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o APPENDIX J
Mprno2040 SunvsY

MARCH, 1992

Interviewer Name:

Date: Questionnaire Number: _
2 3

DO NOT RECORD
IN THISSPACE

4 5 6 7

8 9 l0 ll
DK=88
NR 99

DONOT RECORD
IN THIS SPACE

t2 l3
DK=88
NR=99

Hello,mynameiS-.fromDecisionScienc.es,apublicopinionresearchfirm.We're
conductingashortcffilsurveyontt,'futureo!qefreaterPbrtlandmetropolitanarea
which includes the urban, suburban, *a.i.r.r.ai of Claikalnas, Multnomah, and washington

counties. your opinions are very important io ut. Your answers are completely confidential'

Think about the part of the metropolitan area where-you live and lEt-y^oll:onsider to be

your neighuortrooi.-wh;;;;-y6; iii;;; uutriri'ring there? (RECbRD VERBATIM
AND PROBE.)

I

o

2 0FMoRETHANoI.IELI!|)-oIr]r$etliry1y9-ulit9:whichonethingdoyoulikethe
most? (crRcLE Lriii-AdbvE,-olu-v wrufEiN rHIs spACE IF RESPONDENT
6wesffiIoNEDABovE.)

o

I



75oo
3 What do you dislike about living in your part of the metropolitan area? (RECORD

VERBATIM AND PROBE.) o
DO NOT RECORD

IN THISSPACE

14 15 16 17

l8 19 20 2t
DK=88
NR=99

4

5

(IF MORE THAN ONE DISLIKE) Qf a! qglhilg!_y-gudislike, which one thing 99 vou
airrif. nu most? (CIRCLE DISLiKE ABOVE: ONty WRITE IN THIS SPACE IF
RESPONDENT GaVES NEW LIKE NOT MENTIONED ABOVE.)

Thinking about all the different communiti_es and neighborhoods that make lP_the
rnitropoiit.n area, which ones would you find appealing as plageilo live? (RECORD
VERBATIM BELOW AND PROBE.)

o

DO NOT RECORD
IN THIS SPACE

2322
DK=88
NR=99

DO NOT RECORD
IN.-TttIS SPACE

24 25 26 27

28 29 30 3l
DK=88
NR=99
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a 6 What things about these areas make them appealing to you as placc.t.to-livg? (RECORD
VERBATIM BELOW AND PROBE.)

76

DO NOT RECORD
IN THISSPACE

32 33 v 3s

36 37 38 39
DK=88
NR=99

o
DO NOT RECORD

IN THISSPACE

40 4l 42 43

u 45 46 47
DK=88
NR 99

What things about rhese areas make them appealing to you as PlagEslo world (RECORD
VERBATM BELOW AND PROBE.)

DO NOT RECORI)
IN TIIIS SPACE

48 49 50 5l

52 53 v 55
DK=88
NR 99

8

o

7. Now, consider appealing places to work in the metropolitan ar91' Regardless of your
;.;6;ti;.1rri"i'.["r;?fiiddiEr*t communities and neighborhoodsthat make up the

meti6potitan r*, *nicn olely9gJqyou find appealing as places to work? (RECORD
VERIIATIM BELOW AND PROBE.)



9

OO77
We've considered places to live and places to work, what about different communities and

ti$tsiBiffit'Xiitr['Ji3'fili',ib'[il68]li"d appearing as Phceila-shsl' a

tO. Ylf,_tlrngs_alout these areas make them appealing to you as &ges ro.shoB? (RECORD
VERBATTM BELOW AND PROBE.)

I l. In the next 20 years, do you see quality of life in the metropolitan area as getting be tter,
staying about the same, or getting worse?

DO NOT RECORD
IN THISSPACE

56 57 58 59

60 6l 62 63
DK=88
NR=99

Bener
Same
Worse
DK/NS
NR

72- l.
2.
3.
4.
5

t2. (IF BETTER TO Q. I l) Why?

DO NOT RECORD
IN TTtrS SPACE

u 65 6 67

68 69 70 7t
DK=88
NR=99

DO NOT RECORD
IN THISSPACE

73 '74 75 76

77 78 79 80
DK=88
NR=99
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13. (IF WORSE TO Q. l1) WhY?

the way you personally feel?

7E

DO NOT RECORD
IN THISSPACE

8l 82 83 84

85 86 87 88
DK=88
NR=99

6 7 8
Don't
Know

GRowrH nI
UNDEVELOPED

AREAS

a

Because of its quality of life, high quality work force, and location on the Pacific Rim, the
..o"o1ny ortr,Jmedopolitan arEa ii explcted to goy. The growth of the economy will bring
benefits and costs: m,ire jobs and opportunities ior shopping qd entertainment, morc need for
*I .r"ii.U1it/of prUti. r.*ices, an'd more pressure on natural areas and environmental alality.
fd ;;iik. td ask'you some questions abouf how you would like that growth to occur in the
metropolitan area.

For each question, you will be asked to choose a number on a I to 7 scale that comes closest to
the way y6u personally feel about the issues involved.

O 14.

comes closest to

89- I 2 3

Gnowru
PRIMARILY IN
DEVELOPED AREAS

4

BOTH
EQUAL

5 9
hIR

o
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15. Traffic congestion has increased as the Portland metropolitan area has grown. Some people 
-believe that-public funds should be used to widen existing roads and build new ones to tprcserve the convenience and freedom of &iving a car. Others believe future transPonatl_onr

|roblems are best resolved by greater investment in mass transit. Again, using the same.7. 
.

ioint scale where 1 is investment in roads for cars and 7 is investmeht in mass transit, which
irumber comes closest to the way you personally feel? Again, you can choose any number
from I to 7.

90- I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Don't
Know

o

9
NR

ROADS FOR
CARS

BOTH
EQUAL

4

BOTH
EQUAL

BOTH
EQUAL

MASS
TRANSIT

DOWNTOWN.
Lrxs Gnowrs

16. Though Portland will almost ceftainly remain the central city of the region, as growth occurs
other urban centers will get larger. Some people feel that market forces will cause such
growth to retain its subuiban character, with mostly moderate concentrations of low-rise
shopping centers and offices. Other people believe that public policy and investment should
encbirrage the growth of new, large scalC, high-rise office and commercial development in a
few ceniers ouiside downtown Ponland. Again, using the same 7 point scale where I is
suburban-like gnowth and 7 is downtown-like growth, which number comes closest to the
way you personally feel? You can choose any number from I to 7.

,fro9l- 1 2 3 5 6 7 8
Don't
Know

17. Some people want to live close to where they work to reduce commuting time, perhaps close
enough to-walk or ride a bicycle to work. Other people prefer to live in an area with
residences only for reasons of space, privacy, or design, and to rely on the car and mass
transittogettowork.Usingthe7pointscalewherelisand
7 is live separate from work area, which number comes closest to the way you personally
feel? You can choose any number from 1 to 7.

e2- I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Don't
Know

LIVE SEPARATE
FROM WORK

AREA

SUSURgAN-LIKE
Gnowrtr

LIVE AI.ID
WORK IN SAME
AREA

9
NR

o



a 18. Some people feel that in the future, areas should be planned so that residential and

commerciar areii;;;;ii;a togetrrli and designed so that it is easy t9 *.alI orbicycle to . .

shopping for everyday needs 1r1e $ociriei anE tt e cleaners. Others feel that there should bc

;;;;;;fi"n Uet*6eniesidential aid shopping {9as. to avoid any.negative impacrc on

housing rle noiie ana-tr.rii. ano t[at ffitiwilt always use thLir cars for shopping trips'

Again, using a 7 point scale, where I ii mixed use centers and 7.is rfsiflen$al-shopping

#;ii".; irtri.rinumber comes closestE-ififfiy you personally feel. You can choose

any number from I to 7.

80oo

9
I{R93- I

19.

2 3 4

BOTH
EQUAL

4

BOTH
EQUAL

5 6 7

Rs,stoevnru-
SHOPPING SEPARATION

5 6 7

NO NEED FOR
PUBLIC POLICY FOR

HOUSING AFFORDABILMY

8
Don't
Know

MIXED USE
CENTERS ONLY

are

can

o s4- 1 2 3 8
Don't
Know

9
NR

POLICY FOR
HOUSING
AITORDABILITY

o

choose any 1to7.
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l*iliiHi?,i:X,,:i:'ifl,f,'li:Hl1t'J'Jit'#,iif:::il1'il; tf,1.fr;i3ii,iJ,X,'Ji XiX trff|l
the survey results.

20. How long have you lived in the Portland Metropolitan Area?

o

9s- l-
2-
3-
4-
5-
6-
7-

Less than I year
l-2 years
3-5 years
6-10 years
I l-20 years
20+ years
Refused

21. What is the county in which you reside?
%- 1- Multnomah

Clackamas

22. How would you describe the setting in which you reside: ntral, rural changing to suburban,
suburban, or rural?

9'7- l- Rural
2- Rural changing to

suburban
3- Suburban
4- Urban
5- Refused

23. What was your major activity during the week before last?

2-
3-
4-

Washington
Refused

o
98- 1-

2-

3-

4-

5-
6-
7-
8-
9-

Working full-time
(30 hrs. or more)
Working part-time
(Lrss than 30 hrs.)
Have job but not at
work because of
illness, vacation,
strike, etc.
Looking for work,
unemployed,laid
off
Attending school
Retired
Keeping house
Other
Refused

o
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o

o

E2

24. How many trips have you uken on a Tri-Met bus or MAX in the last month? Count each

direction as one trip. 99_ l_ Frequent user (13
triPs or more)

2- Inirequent user (2-
12 trips)

3- Non-user
4- Refused

25. What is Your ziP code?

97 -ffi- -i6i- ffi
26. Do any children under age 18 live in your household?

103- l- Yes
2- No
3- Refused

27. ls your age berween:
lo4- l- 18 -242- 25-34

M
54
64

Refused

28. Gender (DON'T ASK/RECORD)

105- 1- Male
2- Female

IxTBRI,TPWER RECORD:

35-
45-
55-
65+

3-
4-
5-
6-
1-

Respondent's Phone Number:

Verification Receipt: By this signature, I hereby certify that I hayq 9r99q1ly filled out the

survey honestly, complete.ly, and. correciiy. i undttstand that should I falsify' or in any manner

misrepresent the infoimation gathered onit ii inttt r.nt, I will be solely liable for damages that

mighf accrue to Decision Sciences,lnc.

o
Interviewer' s S ignature Date
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RroroN 2040'.
CHorcES FoR THE 21sT CTNTURY

" : t1s-

METRO 4fr+."11

%
,.&

Ff

$,.#ffii

-f

-d

Ploy on importont
role in the region's
future

Jo,. the Mekopoliton Service Districl (Afutrol for workshop discussions rhot focus on you -
whol you like ond don't like obout lhe region, whol you see os imporlonl issues during lhe nexl
50 yeors, how ond where you believe giowth should occur ond whol sleps you believe we
should loke lo further enhonce lhis region's livobility.

These workshops ore on imporlonl pod of the public involvemenl phose of Region 2040,. 
.

o Metro plonning proiecl lhol will l"relp people decide whol this region will be, ond look like, in
lhe nexl 50 yeors - lhrough lhe yeor 2040.

Pleose ioin us for one (or oll) of these free, hondson workshops lhot will ollow you to moke
o difference in lhe region's fulure. For more informolion, coll AAory Weber ol Melro,
221'1646, ext. I I7.

o

a

Soturdoy, June l3
9-l I:3O o.m.
Weslminsler
Presbylerion Church
Greol Holl
1624 NE Honcock
Porllond

Wednesdoy, tvne l7
7-9:3O p.m.
Woshington County Publlc
Services Building
Cofeterio
155 N Firsl Ave.
Hillsboro

Tuesdoy,June I6
7-9:3O p.m.

Mt. Hood Community College
Town ond Gown Room

2600 SE Stork
Greshom

Tlrursdoy, June l8
7-9:3O p.m.

Clockomos County
Deporlmenl of Tronsportolion
ond Developmenl
2nd floor, Room A
902 Abernethy Rd.

Oregon City

Printed on reopbd popr

;.>'
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MEIROPOLIAIY AREA URBAN REsER\rF^s PROJECT

PRELIMINARY PROJECT OUTLINE 5127192

l) Initial Data Review - Panels of "experts" will be constituted to review the data in the
RLIS system and rank its importance for locating lands best suited for residential
development, employment, agriculture/forestry, and conservation. The product of this step
will be maps for each of the land use categories listed above. To be completed by mid-June,
1992.

2) Map Review - Maps generated in Step I will be provided to jurisdictions,
sewerage/storm drainage providers, water providers, transportation planners,
parks/greenspaces agencies, and agriculture/forestry producers and processers for review.
The purpose of this step will be to confirm or revise the expectations of the "expert panels,.
To be completed by late luly,l99Z.

3) Revise Maps - Based on the review in Step 2 and a follow-up meeting with the panels
in Step l, the maps will be revised. To be completed by mid-Augurt, t992.

4) Public Review - The set of maps generated in the first three steps will be reviewed by
the public through a series of workshops. The purposes for the workshops will be to aquaini
the public with the data and the process, to receive comments from the prUti. regarding the
map products, and to initiate a discussion regarding the synthesis of the map views into
prospective urban reserve sites. To be completed by october, 1992.

5) RTAC/RPAC Proposed Reserves - RTAC will provide RPAC with a first-cut
synthesis of the views into proposed urban reserves. Control totals for expected long-term
growth will be provided by Metro in order to specify the size of the reserves and the land
characteristics needed. Based on the nature of the mapped views, RTAC may decide to
furnish a single set of urban reserves to RPAC. Alternatively, RTAC may decide to
consider an urban reserves alternative for each of the alternatives emerging through the
!9cio_n 2040 Study, and thereby provide RPAC with more than one r.ior proposed reserues.
RPAC will recommend a set or urban reserves, responsive to the control totals and the
Region 2040 alternatives, for public hearing and submission to the Metro Council. To be
completed by January, 1993.

6) Public Review - The RPAC proposal will be taken to the public in the form of public
hearings. To be completed by March, 1993.

7) Review and Revision - Based on the comments received at hearing, RTAC and RpAC
will revise the urban reserves proposal. To be completed by May, 1993.

8) Metro Council Hearing and Adoption - The Metro Council will hold hearings on the
urban reserves proposal and either remand the proposal to RPAC for additional woik, revise
the proposal and adopt it, or simply adopt the proposal as submitted. To be completed July,
1993.

o

o



o

PRELIMINARY DRAFT:

E)(ECUTTVE SI]MIVIARY OF TIIE METROPOLITAIY
GREENSPACES MASTER PLAN

THE NEED TO IAOTECT OPEN SPACE

o
i

Io

o

Aa iocrc* of 4g0,0o pcnnns is projoctcd for thc portrrnd -vrncouver rctropolitra url oycr rhc ocxt tweory

;;, ,"d orc leod *iir u" ocvclopod to Gt thir rnticipetcd 3rowth.

If tbcfc rrc to bc prrtr rnd opca sp.cc ucrs in tbc fuh,c, wc ocod o rcpositioa o'plrnnin3 ud fundio3 prioritics

b reflet tho iryortrrcc of 3rarprccr in our urbu frbric'

I! 19t9, Mctro invcoloriod .od ErppGd tbc reoriaia3 nrnret sitr. wlthitr t31z,6t2rro ody rrce- At thrt tic
ryproxinol y zg 6i(toi,sls ."r."l or tuc crrJpohtrn rrgioa's lrod (incldia3 tho coluobie Goryc bctra
tbc Srody Rivcr rnd ,h. ni. iooa X.,i*rt Forcst) *rs coosi&rca o bc lr*cly witbout hunrn-odc '.nEtufct'
Approxiorraly t.59[ of tbc lrad in rhc cotirc tnray'.t- is in public prrks owncrship rnd/or curratly prctetod u
ortunl rrrorr or oPCa sprc..

\1ro crnmt teko it for jnatod tbrt lhGtc areca pl|cce will rcorin with us .l wc rou' iDto thG fuhlrc' If tbc poplo

of tbo portlrnd-v**r- r. e..& o 1puio I 5r- heritrgc-rs wo Srow' *o ou* rct mw !o prolcl ripificrot

D,u,.l .re.l, opca slrcre., prrks, forests, *et6ids, rivcn rad ttto*' ripnra corridon' rd wildlifo brbitrt'

TEE METROFOLITAN GREENSPACES VISION

Wcajoyehi3hqu.uryoflifoiathcP.ortlud,oro3on.Vrrcouvcr,wrshilstmnctrcpotiunrrce.Tbodivcrsity
of ort.nl lrDd$rpo. - u-.a rivcr vellcyr riippr.i*i,r wetlra&'-orrrow rivcr crayoar veilcd by ira stripr of

rip.ri.a vcact$ioa. bu[G. rod forrcr, -uo-,li- .oa Edovvr' foothilb rod hrD - iEPrrt r speid seorc of

pL"o .od chrnctcr io thil dropotitra erce'

Toeoarcrhqe8rocolcarcyirprotetcdforounclverrndfutut!Scocfrtiool'w.cbrvccrcdcdtb3Motropolitla
Gra4roor prqrrn- Iiir ; coircndvc rpprorh roog *y go"rro'*td tDd rcoSovemEBtrl oqraizrtioor

!o cc$lilh u intcr+ooretcd sylt o of ornrnl erErr, opco grco, tnilr rod 3ra*ryr fior wildlifo rnd poplc

lhroushou! thc four cflaty oc&opolitra rree'
Tho Marcpolitro Granprccr psos,.' J a autr,o r..hcr thrE dirfi3.rc orinc't rrod,po. tt cGG&! o
i-tUrt-.i- r &ily rcnr of lcwtrdship for o.r rcmriniry 3ra plrccr'

FURPoSEoFTEEMEIIoRoLITANGnEENSPACESMASTEnPI,/\N

Tb Mcareolitra Granprcor Mrlct Plra propocor.r cohocil.srrrcEy to lc liz3 our vido' Th'ouSb $triDcd

iryloutetio of i6 pooudrtioor, t*'*ili coatinrr !o cclcbrrta o' spcid scar of ple'

protcctim of ornrnt ruburco rreg in tho prblic intcrd ir tb prinrsy objetivo ?{F Mt*Ptlitra Graspccr

Mtcsr PlrE. Tho M|ltcr Phs is e policy dmumt lhrl iDcludc' speific trskr *hith TGd 
to bc crricd * o'o

thc coria3 ycrt !o rhiwc otr 3cl or unlntrinioi G q*riry of tifo ror thc rcaio ua p'rotetinS oPGo rprco ia

pc4rarity fq thc PrbDc aood.

o NcooPita Grcas4cct lllrrur Pbt DR'lFt' APdl 1992
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ThG p.tcha of E1qr1l rg wirhin tho humra doninrtcd urbea leadscepo form thc supPortins rcmtrrnt syccmr of
nrtivo flon rad feuar which omc flourishd throu3hout the erer. They dso form rn intcgnl prt of tho viul
scrtin3 rrreirrcd wrth tbc nctropoliua rcgion.

Thir Mrecr Plra idcotificr 1f,3 pmrinin3 D8ntnt upes within fu urb.a rod urbuizils p.rls of thc rcaioo, ovdurlcl
thoir si3nificracc rnd reletionsbip to tbc colqy of tho rcgionel lradscepo, rnd propoccr r systcn of regioorl Drtunl
rreer rnd cooactin3 corridors o bo dcsigartcd for prtccwetioo.

IMPACIS OF EITMAN SETTLEI'O0NT

Hgm 3p6lc4at initi.bd. procc.. u,ticl h.. rtailtGd ia ponnrcot rad mrssivo dtcrrtio of tbc rcSiood
lrndrcrps. Beruso thc regiort traOgpc ir r coryler mric of topogrrrphic, 3ologic, rod biolqic faturE
intcrrcting with hgmra ,goc, e acrr mceic of humrn scllcmt oftco diqrhcr lrr3c rrcer of nrtivc cover. Thic

llcoopita G;r;crvrycct lluur Plot DRAff, Alttll 192

o
t

2

Th. Rgion l / Locrl PrrhcrshiP

A regioorl systc6 of intsrconncctGd orhrnl rttts, perts, rnd opca sP.cc' oDcrt cdlblLhd, will bo rouryod rad
gpcf,rt"d in prrtacrship by Maro, lerl, srtc rd fodGnl rgeocics, nonprofitcooscwuioo oryuizetioo!, hDd ttustE'

citian r3d orhcr gtrkcholdcr!. SoEc ho& will bo orruod by Mctro, rcrc lrodr by othcr prrk povi&n' sotll
by rcoproht lgd ttusts, individurb, rod brsisece. Eopbrsis is oo intan3my cmpcrrtim rod prrtacr$ipc.
Mctro will not rssue ErDtgemt rcspoosibility for existing perks rnd/or ortunl rrers owncd or mrnrgod by othcr
qcocice withort the conscot of borh thc curteat providcr rad thc Mcro CouDcil.

Itilciro's Rolc

Gtowth Egtcmeot is e priority for Mctro ead mst of thc locel jurisdictioos in thc ro3ioa. Maro ir rccPmriblc
for coordinetia3 tbc efforE of ell rycicc oo 3lowth ErDr8cmt issucc to thc regioa. Mctro's Rcaioorl Urt D

Gror*th Gorlr rad Objcctivct (RUGGOT) covcr thccc 8ro\r,th nenr8?mqrt issrcs; RUGGO Go.l U, Objetivo
m6bcr 9 li1! Ertunl rrar, prrts, rod wildlifo brbitrt rs cnrcid isqr:r to bo dcdt with withi! thc rcaiorl
pcrrpctivc.

RGSiod plrnniry eutbority ir ra iryorteat lml evrileblc b Mctro for nrtunl lusluttot Protetioa. Rcaiood plras 
Ofrirarcr- of nctropolitro sijpificrocc lilc trrnsportrtioo, wrtcr qurlity, tad urbu 3rorvtb erc usod !o influmc

16,31l coq,rchcosivc plrnr. Nrtunl rrter plrnaing rad protetioa rn !o bo clovetod !o tbc sec lcvcl of priority.

Mctrc, g tbc lced rfocy il tbo &vclopmt rod irylcmtrtion of tbo Grusprccr Mrslcr Pha. will P,rot6t
sijpificrat ortunl rrera rnd opca sp.ct ruia3 itr vrriou powct!, wtich irclu& iE ftsrocid rod bod usc

egthoritico. C611plod with thc lrthoriticc of citicr, @uoticE, speid districls, stetc ud fodcnl rgcacioc, much cla
bo dooc to prolet our ulutrl rcrourcc hodr.

Tb Mcarc Couscit will formlly twios rd do?t tbo MctropolitraGraspcce Mr$cr Plea druin3 tho ryria3 rad
crrly ermrcr of l9{2. ThG Pha will sve rr e policy documt for tho r8cocy o bcSn vrriour irylcmutioo
rctivitia !o proad tod potlati.lly rcquiro rcgimdly sijiaificrot 3raryl:G..

Mctro g orcmll coqidirdor of 6o Cranprccr Progrra will ddrt*t tbc chrllca3cr of ovcrcooin3 diffcrcat
pcrrpctiva rnd priciticr wiei! juridictiood boundrricr, tinittd lo3+rnm frrudiry rehmiEml, rod e 3cocnl
b.h.ity .rarrytioo thrt 'our Sta sp.cc. will rlwryr bo horo' thlt brvo broPctd implcmorio of e

coryGhadvo ttilofc/ to prcad rcsimrl olirrd rrers rDd oP.o lp.cG frr ncrrly s ccaurry.

O

O



o
3

O cru=l fng'trtioo rad requirte edjustcnts o brlrncra rEoDS precxistin3 cologicrl syttcEl'

' Dc'elopmt for humen urps or occuprtioo resuls in fngmenution which is us[lly PerE|trcot' Mray faturca

of tho b.ora lrnd*pc block or inriiir Brnlnl conncctiviry rad flow in thc lpdscrPo rod cra limrt biodivonity'

Ttctc di8nrytioor includc ,r-rpo-,i- rnd utility rightsof-wey rnd frciliticr, e3ricultunl feocing, clcrrod

rgricultunl ir,dr, culvedcd senoor of streens, rad hcevily dtcrcd riprrirn zonca'

AliErt speice rrc incxtricrbly linkod !o thc b8bit8t which srsteins thcm, rnd rssuring thc srrvivrl of spccica

re<1uirls tf.t tbcf hrbitet cootinucs o srstein ttr"it sscds'

Fn3mtrtioa of hrbitrt continucs todey rs we crprnd onto the lendsepe rad construct brrricrs srithin forrerly

cootigrrcru prchcc of tbo lrndscrpc. wi'thin our livrng rnd working spsc. ' thoec pbce tbrt rrc within eesy reech

for our:clvec ud o^' childrco - L ;"n divcrsity oflteats rnd wildlifc which thrivod in thc pristinc strlc of this

rc8loo cootinuce !o diminish'

proretioo rod eohrrccmt of th€ brbitrt tbrt rcmrins within r ntioErl ovcrrll systcE of 3rasprccr will rssurc

i. cootinuity for fuore 3eocntriar to cojoy. Mray of thc noods of wildtifc prrellel thoca of sgr QWrr rnd tbc

bcocfit! o wildlifo ere mutrully bcaoficirl to huorn populuioor. Pocitivo intarction with our aetivc hndscrpo cra

cootinucococxigwithcffioruowerdssteinrblcfururcdcvcloP@nt.

E:eltiry GcofnPhic Fcetures

Tbc topo3rrphy of tbc regioa hrr bcca shrpcd by mray cvcots in its 3ologicel history, inclrdin3 thc Brctz Flood!'

which wcre rcqo.siblc for mray oin. i-d";pr c-hrncaristics tr.r meto up thc Portlrod retmpolitra rree'

^ Mray of thcco fcrnrrca p,rovi& gra bcckdropc for portions of the city, distinct tcrnac foran, or elcvelod pstcbct

I cf 3ra visiblc from mrn;r prru of the crry'

Ninc di*irct 3o3rrphic fcetures erc redily distinSrishcd in thc oregoa portioo of thc mtropotiua regioo' Thcsc

3o3rrPhic uniE uc:

l. Thc Columbie River
2. TbG Srady Rivcr rad Cescedc Foothills

i: H H.lI,'i*? orcgoo citv Pretar
5.PctceMotmtein'PrrrcsMouDtrin'CtehrlcmMounteinr
6. Tbo Cae RraSo
7. Turlrtin Mounninr, For€c Prrk' rnd thG Wc€r Hilb
t. Tudrtin Rivcr VelloY
9. Willrdo VdlcY

Thir vrriay of ft.nllc. srppofitr r brord divcrsity of wildlifc hrbitrt rad prcccwca tbc pctccptioo of opca spro

yirhin e hlilt-up rra- Ar grtraizetioo cootinucs o spreed onlo tbo countrysi&, orr pcrspetivo Elltt shift bcyood

tbc hodottr of ordicr tiE. ML T$or lDd Rcky Burc scocd iryornbly diltrst for urtrnizrtioa er thc tiu
of thc olmcd Rcpoil, rod yor thcy rrc oow islrn& in e scr of ntdcatirl rod coortcid davclopmu our

p.oniqhmimr ourtcoatiau;p."d; prcEslr? for edditioorldavclopmtPshc. !o8ros'boymd tbccurrtnt

urtrnizsl rrces.

O
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NATTIRAL IIABTTAT AIYD WATERSHEDS OF THE REGION

GOAIS:

Idcotify rnd protet Brturrl ud sccaic r€Eoutea through pro8rrnc which prtccwc rad coeuo opco sprcc ead
D.tunl rt$nnqc. for futurc 8coctrtioot rad promtc hcelthy rad visnlly etlnctive eaviroomts in hrrmoy with
tbG nrtunl lrndlcrpc cherrctcr.

Preecrve rad cohrncc biologicel diversity rnd ccologicel intcgnty within thc crropolitrn rrr.
Crc.ta thc Mctropolitra Grmsprccc Progrem in thc contcxt of ccosystcos, using wrta:hcdt u primrry uairs of
radyrir.

FOLICIES:

Mclro end Cmpentors in thc Mctropolitrn Grcenspeces hqrem will:

3.1. Estrblish r Drtunl 8r€. systcn following ocologicd considentions thrt eocoungc biodivcrsity rad coanetioos
berurE nrErsbcd!.

Mcno will:

3.2. Coordinrta cffo,rtr by rppro,grirta locel, rcgioorl, strt6, fdcnl, rad citizca-bood or3rnizrti663 !o cr!.ta r
rcaioorl cyrtco of nrturl urlr, opco sprc, tnib, rnd grocnweyr for wildlifc rod br pcoplc il Muloomrh,
WuLirttm, Clrckrnrr (rDd Clrt, WA) Counticc. Thc go3nphic focru for prot*tim rod rcquisitioo efrortr
ia thc Orcaoa conpocot of thc Granpccr systcm wiU bo bouadod !o tho c.st by thc Ml. Hfid Nrtiorl Forert
boundrry, to thc south by Ore3on Sbta Routc 2l I rad tho Chchrlcm Mounteins, !o thG wcc by thc Corl Rnge,
rod to tbo oorth by tho Columbie Rivcr. (Clert County is respoasiblc for tho Wshinstoa Strtc coryoncat of thc
syaao.)

3.3. Cmsi&r lrndr outsi& of tbo Ufto Grounh Boundrry rad Metro's jruidictioorl bouDdrry for protetioo rDd
potatid rddition !o thc regioorl lyslcn whca thcro lrndr cahraca tho systcm rad protet Brnrnl rcrourccr rad
feenuc of regiood sipificrre.

3.4. Nesetirtc prblic rc!. rg@ts u kcy sitcr withia 3rary.cc. of regiorl sigpificrm, if thc lrad is trot
in public o*urhip.

3.5. Potatidly rcquim rDd protet hieoric or cultunl ncsourcG sitcr srocirrad with urb.o ortunl rrc.s.

Ttc lrodrcryo of tbo Porthod-Vmrvor Itgloo ir coopoaod of htarrctin3 6y!aao, chroging lrnd fc.nrG. thd
uo dirioilrr i! fortn ed fretioo hE*o,ea b3c{hor ia intarctiry coryrtoor. Thir qiood hnrl+rpo EoloS},
brr b6 tho cootcxt uodcr u/tich phanin3 for tho Mctro,politra Granprccr tyssco b.t ba undcrtefca.

Ia &finin3 tbc vicioo rad prbritio for tho Gruspccr hogrro, it is iryortrat !o look rr tbc coalaxt withi! u/tich
ah orntnl url licl, irclrding tbc stucturc iad "rG of thc srrrouading lrodsc+c rad how it fitr within thc rqioa
er r urtolc.

a
{

o

o
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nEGIONAIIY SIGNInCANT TnAIIS, GREEI{IilAYS, & WEDLITE con'RIDoRs

rcSiod diPificrw
. lcosth rod cotinuity of tnil rod'/or conidor;
. @tior tointar-loSioorl tnilr (tnils which 3o ortsi& tbc districl'c bonderics)
. wildlifr urqo;
. rmrat of locel amort for tbo tnil rod/or corridoc
r public scrribility;
oimmadircyofdeiriowhcaopportrrnitia!ocetrblichconidonErybloadrrctoinmincot

dcvclopmt or cbrn3cr in ProPcrty otnocrship;
. $rndoood nil coridorc;
. trrilr doo3 thc Wilhdtc Grccowly;
. $dttbitity to catrblish rivcr tnils'

5

O rh. d.anrctioo of nrnnl brbitdl rad coovcrsioo of lud !o othcr u:cr ir tb rBt c thtc't !o tbo biodivcnity of

rclrtivoly intrct ornrnl coonrniticl h rld rrouod tbo regioo. Loo of biologicd divctsity ir ra irrorcdrblo prwcr

rod ir pobrbly rbc Dc importrat effet of csviroomrrl cben3c. Providin3 @ura hrbitrt prrchcr rnd &finin3

6ruhol& of hebiu fqrncotdoa ua imporrent if wc rre !o co$rc tho ecuprrEy of hrbitrrr by dcrircd ryocia'

Thc brsic lrndscrpo unit of r rcaioo b rhc wrtanhod or strerm bsia. It rclrtar direuy to hydrology ' t hJy

p.fidcf of rhc nrtunl *rir*i . Activiticswithin thc wetcrshcd hrvc r cuoulrtivc ioplct, rad crch usc Bust

L" u.r.rcoa ia or&r !o EriDtri! r hcrlthy overrll systlE.

Tho Mracr plea irclpdcr dc*ripioor ud ra rodysir, by wrtar$od' of ry opportraitior for cctrblishing ra

olqicdly brrod Graryroe ,yrtr., imluding r*o.*ia"tioor of 3cocnl prioriticl for proletioa in eh of

tb ?zwrrcrlbcd! idcotificd. ft ioai"ia,r.t wercrshcd rorlyscs rre or3rnizod to bo cooristcot with tho nino

3ojrrphic uair outlinod rbovc'

o

GTOAIS:

Eltablilh ra crtcosivc forr+ounty Jyslca of intcrcooaetod Ertunl rrc.!' oPGO cprco, prrtr, tnib, 3rawryr' rod

wildlib conrido' so thrt ch coom,nity in rbc Gglon nry bcacfit froa rccc* b rr lc.st m lint ia thc rystao'

FOLICIES:

ItfidrorndCoopcntonitrthrlrficrrcpoUtenGrtrrspeccsPloremwill:

4.1. rffort in r coordinetcd E|oDsr !o Gstsblish e comprehcasivo fort'<ounty 3ys'E of intcrcoanetod trrils'

gro.o*,ry!, ud corrioon t5.1 wiU provi&.;"y of rercetioorl .od G&rcrtiorl opport,aiticr' Thir rcgiood

sydaE will liDk urtra comnuaiticrud cooret tricotp*- with locd, htcr-rcaiood, rDd nrtiood trrils'

4.2. Frcilitrta pleuiry efforu rhrt caorrc tnil rnd grawry connetioor bctwa tho vrriou juridictiooc' whca

pciblo rDd if .pprog[.., ltrDdrrd uO a"taopJt, n id.fioo will bc rscd by tho djrccot lcrl juricdictioos'

4.3. Prioritizo, on e rtgioorl brgil, trrib, Sramwryt, rad corridorr rcordin3 O tha follovin3 critarir:
. tnib .od cffii&n which intercooncct ortunl ueer, prtr' oPGa spro, rad dcciortioos of

o llcoopllta Ctnasryct llrrtur Pbt DRAFI' A?'11 1992
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Melro will:

4.4. Invcatory rnl prepcre r Erstcr mrp end lisr of tnils, Srrocowsys, rad corridors for thc rcgion.

4.5. Coodinerc plen'rin3, fuodin3, rquisitioa, dcci3p, &vclopmt, rad constnrctioa of thrc key tnil rlipmcatr
of regioorl si3ni6cercc: Hrgg I .t s !o Mt. Hood Nuioorl Forc* Tnils; Sruvio IslrDd / Forest Pr* !o Oxbow
Pert Tnil; rnd Truletin Rivcr Nuioorl Wildlifc Rcfu3c to Berton Prrt Tnil.

Intcrcoonctioas bctwcco neturd erers, perts, rnd opeo sptc€s ere cnrcid to tbc hcrlth rad cristcocc of thc
6p6[ysa6. Wildlifc corridon u well rs rccrprtionrl tnils nood to bc cootinuour. It ir, thcreforc, iEPortrot lbrt
Metro, loc{, strtc, rDd fodcrrl rgcacicr, doog with inarcstad bwincsscs, citizcos rad ocighbortood 3roupc, wort
0ryethcr !o dcvclop rnd implcmt r syscn of rcgioorl freils rnd Srscowrys .s p.rt of tbe Maropolitra
Grasprcce systcn.

A ncrrvort of inarcoaocctcd tnils rnd corridors is e mejor conponcnt ia thc Grmsprccs Mrstar Plro. Linkrgce
providcd by srrch r octwort provi& lincer systcms for rereetion, tnssportrtioa, rnd wildlife Dve@ot. ThG

ootropolirra ttgroo is fortunera in hrving .cccss to e lrrger octwort of tnils to which coanetioor from thc
urb.niud lral! cla bc rnticiprrad. Considcntim of cxisting rad propocod tnils of wi&r influeo providcr e
ucful plrn'ring c{rot rt for e four-county syslrn, tho focus of which wi[ ircludc both cxisting rnd propocod tnilr.

Tho dcfinitioo rad hictrrchy of tnils is rs follows:

Reqionrllv siqnificrnt trrils. qracowrvs. rad wildlifo corridon
Of inportrmc to thc Motropolitrn Gra+rcce systcn erc tnils which coanet to regioorlly si3nificrat sitcs, rrc
nulti-jgridictioarl, multi-modrl, rad which cooncct b nrtioorl, intar-regiooel, or olhcr rcaioorl tnils.

Irnd-bGcd Tnils
Tbcco rre multi-model / rercerionrl (c.g. hiking, biking, pcdcstrien, oqucstrirn, etc.) di3nmalr primerily uscd
by pooplc.

Grawrvs:
Tbe ere lincer vegereted corridors ofteo essocietcd with riverr rod strcrms which could bc sbred by both humens
rnd wildlifc.

Wildlifc Corridon
Thoco rrc tiur n hrrrl ereu rnd hrbitrr primrrily reacrvcd for wildlifc Eccds.

Rivcr tnils
Rivcr tniL rrc rivcrs nrvi3rblc by sorll cnft wtich provi& s.rlcr+.!d terGdimrl opporoaiticr rod offer
cooretior u/hich EiSht mt bG pciblc oo lrodtrccd tnilr. Whorc pmiblo, opportraitia for rcquisitioa of
dditimd.hndl doq tho rivorr for public rccosr will bo cxplorod u wall rr c.scmtt for lrad-brsod tnilr.

Udry critcrir &lisrcd in Policy 5.3., rcprcscatrtivcc of loc.l pr*! provi&rr, intcrectcd citizcor, oooprofit
groupo, rod qcacict hevc ourliood rad prioritizcd ro iaveoory of tnilr, 8locowryt, rod corri&n in ordsr t/o crG.to
thir ryrtc6

6

o

o

o
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Traits and Grtenways of Inter-Regional Siguifictnce
(Ilu following ,rs, ,J ,tot in ary order)

GEOGRAPHIC T]NITSTYPE OF CONNECTIONINTERCONNECTION
Tulatin Mountains,
Tualatin Vdley, Coast
Range

I:rrd-based tnilPortland o Coast Trail

Tualatin Mountains,
Columbia River, Coast
Range

Wildli fe conidor/ I-and-
based trail

Grecnway o the Pacifrc

Columbia River, SandY
River

Iad-based trailLower Columbia Gorge
Trail

Willamettc Vdley, Boring
I:va Domcs, Clackamas
River, Cascade Fmthills

Iad-based trailSpringwatcr Corridor Trail:
Barton Park to Estacada

Willamette ValleyRiver raiUGreenwaY/kttd-
based trail

Willametrc GreenwaY:
Wilsonville to Conage
Grove

o



oo
Regionelly Significant Trails, Grtenways & Wildlife Coridors

Clackamas CountY
(Ilu following Irsr is tot in ary Prioiry ordcr) o

o

INTERCONNECTION TYPE OF CONNECTION GEOGRAPTIIC I,INTTS

North Clackamas Trail hnd-based trail Boring I:va Domes,
Clackamas River

Clackamas River GreenwaY
Trail

River traiUGreenwaY/ I-and-
based trail

Clackamas River, Cascade
Fmthills

Newell Creek Canyon
Corridor/Bcaver I-ake Trail

Greenway/Iatd-based
tniywildlife corridor

Clackamas River/ Oregon
City Plateau, Willamette
Valley

Portland Traction R-GW:
Portland to Oregon CitY

I-and-based trail Clackamas River,
Willametrc Valley

Willamette Greenway River traiUG reenwaY/knd-
bascd trail

Willamette Valley

Springwarcr Corridor Trail hnd-based trail Cascade Foothills, Boring
Iava Domes, Willamettc
Valley

Mt. tlood National Forest
Trails

I-and-bas€d trail Sandy River/Cascade
Foofills, Clackamas River

Oregon TraiUBarlow Road Land-bas€d trail Sandy River/Cascade
Foothills, Clackamas
River/Oregon City Plarcau

East Willamette GreenwaY:
Gladstone o Milwaukie

I-and-based trail Willamettc Valley

Tualatin GreenwaY:
Tualatin to West Linn

River traiUGreenway/kttd-
bascd trail

Tualatin Valley, Pete's
Mountain, Willametrc
Vdley

Tonquin Trail: Willameue
Grecnway to Tnalatin River

Ifld-based trail Tualatin Valley, Willametrc
Vdley

o
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o R4ionelly significant Treils, Greenways & wildlife corrldots
Multnomah CountY

(Ilu following lisl rs not in anY PioritY order)

o

INTERCONNECTION TYPE OF CONNECTION GEOGRAPIilC I,JNITS

Forty-Mile I-ooP Land-based trail Tualatin MounainJForest
ParUWest Hills,
Willamettc Vdley, Boring
I:va Domes, SandY River,
Columbia River

Springwarcr Corridor Trail hnd-based trail Willamette ValleY, Boring
I:va Domes, SandY River,
Columbia River

Columbia Slough Trail Columbia River

Bcaver Creck CanYon
Conidor Trail

Wildlife conidor/l:nd-
bascd trail

Sandy River

Sandy River GreenwaY River raiUGreenwaY Sandy River/Cascade
Fmthills

I-205 BikewaY I:rrd-based trail Willamettc Valley,
Columbia River

East Willamettc GreenwaY
Trail

Greenway/Ifi d-based trail Willamette Valley

West Willamette GreenwaY
Trail

G reenway/knd-based trail Willamettc Valley

Forcst Park Trails Land-based trail Tualatin Mounains/Forest
ParUWest Hills

I-5 Bridge knd-bascd trail Columbia River

knd-bascd trail Tualatin Mounains/Forest
ParUWest Hills,
Willametrc Vr

Tryon Creck Trail Land-based trail Wiltametrc Valley, West
Hills

Sauvie Island Bridge Land-bascd trail Willamettc ValleY,
Cotumbia River

Mt. Hood National Forcst
Trails

I-and-based trail Sandy River/Cascade
Foothills, Columbia River

o

knd-bascd raiUGreenwaY

Tenvilliger/Marquam Trail
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Rqionelly Significant Trails, Grcenways & Wildlife Corridors

Washington County
(Ilu following list is rot in ary pioity order) o

o

INTERCONI{ECTION TYPE OF CONNECTION GEOGRAPIilC I,JNITS

Tualatin Greenway: Forcst
Grove to Tualatin

River traiU Greenway/knd-
based trail

Tualatin Vdley

Powerline Trail: St. John's
Bridge to Tualatin River

I-and-based trail Columbia River, Tudatin
Mountains/Forest Park,
Tualatin Valley

Oregon Electric Railway
Trail

Ia^d-based tnil Tualatin Mountains,
Tualatin Valley

Fanno Creek Greenway G reenway/ knd-bascd trail West Hills, Trnlatin Valley

Hagg I ake Trail I-and-based trail Coast Range, Tualatin
Valley

Mclky Creek Trail Ifld-based trail Tualatin Valley

Rock Creek Trail I-and-based trail Tualatin Valley

Bcaverton Creek Trail Land-based trail Tualatin Valley

Bronson Creek Trail Igrd-based trail Tudatin Mounains/Forcst
Park, Tualatin Vdlcy

o
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REGIONALLY SIGNIII'ICAT{T LARGE ACRE SITES

GOAIJ:

Id.Dtifyregoorllysipificeatortuntr$qE'opcosP.cG'Srocoweys,endwildlifccorri&n.

Initir' tbc crcetion of e regioorl sy$co of grmsprccr thrt ere lintod by wildlifc corridors, grorawrysr rnd tnils

buod oo sia enrlysis rbrt Uelrncce f,umrn rad wildlifc ueods'

FOLICIES:

MG.ro end Coopereton in tbc Mcaopolitrn Greersprces Prograrr will:

5.1. Focru oa rsecmblin3 art.nl rrer sitce ialo rad providing prssivc rcreetionrl opportunitice within e rcgioorl

SrssP.cct 3ystcE.

5.2. PtrD for thc rasp.ccs sy$cE oa 18 @osystam or leodscepc ccoloSy brsis' usin-t *tr'bdt u priorry units

of rorlysir, so thrt . iol," of pfrnnin3 rcorins'oo Prot*tin8 -a *Uo".o3 ortunl frrrctioos rcroer j,ridictioorl

bormdrricr u tbc regioa continucc to urbcdzl'

5.3. Idcatify D.tunl brbirrt end biologic.l corridors rad rccommd prognms !o coosctvc' cnhlnec' rnd seuo

rpp,roprierc mrrrSemt of cxistinS hrbiut rnd nrturc nescrvcs'

o
7

o

o 5.4. coordiurc cffortr !o ProtEt D|lrnl rreu rnd oPGo sPrcc lra& rmo3 locrl' strlc' rqioorl' tDd fdcfrl
qciorrodoooprofitlrnd.cmrctvrtiooorSrnizrtioogbcooplcmtrcquiiitiooP'o8llID'rodoginizcboth
fro.rci.t rnd lrDd rcsorrc3 Potcatid'

5.5. Dacroim tbc priority eod ocqueo of rcquisitioo rad-grogtioo of regioorlly siptficrat 8lccosPect oo r
crso by crso brsis, wcighin3 huoo rod wildtifc;ds,., *.ti rs frclon rcletcd !o th3 iEEcdircy of potcatid loes

Mcrro will:

of sie.

ETJMAI{ COMX)NEIIIT
G.o3r4hi dirrihlitlo
Coorcdood-t.
Notd qtdfi.. of 6r lrdr4o
PlodrnlY of ilr o goblic *cu
Vrcwr rd viru
Lcd FDlic rf?dr
Hiro.ic.l / C\hrnl cd.l

Crf.rir to b. \r.d in prbri&dry sitc rlction
BIOT'GICAL COMFONEIT

Rchivr nritY of rcaYrro
Cocdntyo d6 b.bll !.d.

Bbfoficd divrnitY
Prrd rizlr

Wd.dr td rurrrryr
F?.eiliry ol rcol4irl rreoodo

Stort Tcra lhcSor
tlidr Urto Orornt forurry o F ?Ptr*'l cd'iil 6 &Y'h9dd o Truaooticn rc'l '

n d{ lZt*fo. d'n'hgoc

It&dhrn Tctu Dccbba
ollridc UG! ' n bdv.ty har prcd vibore rriccr ' Liair'd rno4oruioa rcccrr o

o xraryUut hctFcct llurr P|,al DRAFT' AP'il 1992
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Soo phyricd limiredoo oo coomrctioo

Iaq Tcrr Dccisbns
Errco lioiotirar on coa$rctioo o No curcal tccc.a to tno?orurioo 'Rcnur &oo cxilia3 &vclogmc

r'.& hottctcd bY Othcr Mcer
nEITUIITION: Srrlo e Fodcnl Wcrl&dr 6It ud rtmvrl pcroiaiaj prcirrrD. o Coerdcorivc Ptror, Zooinj, rd Eavirpcn lZfi

dcrLY'God5icvcrotkr
Pt BLIC coNTloL: Lrdr cuncaly i! Pblic o*rnhip ' lrdl tnrr boldia3r o Er*rrcr

Tb M13tp1 Plra cmbrrccs thc ovcnll stnrcturc of thc lradscepc rad tho hebiua which rre comPoo€ots of this

frerrrork. Thrcqh r co6bi3rtioo of regionel rod locd rctioot, thc plra eavisionr building uPoo the cr,istiD8

stnrcnrrc rod cxtcoding its inflqcacc inlo evcry commgnify io thc regioo.

Tho 16rhcd Erp prcscots 'RcAioorlly Sig;uificeat Netunl Atcts, Grawrys, rad Tnile'. Tbcso rre tho mrjor
coryoocotl of ttc iropoeoa Crarycer Systcm thrt hrvc bocn idcotifiod throryh Mctro's inclrsivc rad coopcntivc
pt...i.3 p,roca. ft ,.p sho*r bdh cxisting regionrlly si3;nificeat Protctcd Slary.ccs rod 3cocnJ 3o3rrphic
iocrtimr ",tcnc 

MGtro rod coopcrrton ia thc Grecosprccs Pro3rrm sbotdd ry3rccsivcly pursuo edditioorl lrrjo
rrargo Onco rsscmblod togcther, thcsc sitcs, will scrvc tt 'rnchon' ia thc ovcrdl Grccosplccc

SyAan" Tho cxi*in3 rod propo,cod rcgiood trrilr systcm is dso idcotifiGd on tbo orp.

Tbo Mrdcr P6a lisjg crch of thc proposcd lrr3o rcrc protetioB sitcc which .Ppcrr oo this rorp. It idcotificr lhc
relo rod cttcaorice of lrDd rsccmbly reommadcd. Thc wetcr$od ia which tb3 Potcotid Protcctcd rras rrc
lgcrbd il rlrc idcotificd. Tho four lead rsscmbly ectioa cetcaoricc rrs dcfrnod u followr:

Rlvct' Acc{: 5O rcra ir fclt o bc nrfficicat for prkiag, lioitcd picuic rod Pssivo rercrtioa frciliticc, rad $nrll
bort mrmn cring rod llrrchiag hcilitia. This sbould lerve emplc room for dcsij;n cooprtiblc with Drtunl fcrtures

oo tto tilc rDd porcrvetioo of riperira vegctetioo.

RrCortioo: Rc*ontioo ritct, c gtoup! of siGc, ers sizod u rpproxiortcly l(X) rcrce. Berusc thcso rro in
hi6ly u15.sirat rrter, fn3rotetioo ory mrke single prccle of this sizc inpoesiblc to obtetn, but tbc cuaulrtivc
cffort will ranlt h rccontioo of thir mrynitu&.

Additior: Tbcrc rrc hnd! rdd.d to ra cxistin3 pmtetod opco sp.co, ortunl rrcr or prrk frcility in or&r to

buffcr hbitrt or cohrsoo thc opca !pr. rcscrvc. In 3cocnl, thcsc rro rsstrood !o bo rpproximrraly t50 rcrtr but

could vrry rccodia3 to dcrrild sildia.

Rgvcc: R616vc uo lrryo cmtfrnru nrtunl rrcrs which vrry in cizo froo 250 to 1000 rcror. Al t rcccwo'
cpiul i4rov666 will boniaiul, or rt lc.st lowcr priority tbrs tho prwiou crtcaorice.- wbcro pocsiblo' thcao

*Uf U. om*t a to Holqicrl corrido6 or othcr tnil rad 8rocawry coooetionr tht'ouSh thc regioo, but wiU dso

firetio tl lrrjo Ftcha of rlf-erstrinin3 lrndscrpc of high biologicrl qtdity.

Areobly of tho Granprcor Syfca Ed rpproprirto fecility dcvclopmt will bG ea ircrcmtd Prooccs tbel cool
rbql ov6 r nr65p1 oi y.o.- llr6lo e nrcycer rcquiritim rad crpitrl iryrovomt plra will bc pcprrod rod
pcriodicrlly rry&tod, ir ir drc reornizca ui ope"rn oism will bo ra iryortent lrrlcgy thr will efret thc rctul't"q,* oi iurytcmtrtim of 6c fha rcletivc io protetioa rnd iryrovcmt of spocific sitc. rod coryocaB of
tho Graspca Syslco.

o

O
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Regionalty Slguificant Large Acre Sites
hoPced for Protection

Tlu itcs in rlu following tdlc uc listed W *'^rm":.cographic unit atd arc arlit in an order of priority

o

o

o

FOTENTIAL STTES ACTION CATEGORIES WATERSIIEDS

E. Columbia Shore Additior/River Acss Columbia River

Col. River Islands Rescrve Columbia River

Hcron I:kes Restoration/Additn Columbia River

Four Corners Resoration Columbia Slough

Iohnson I:ke Restoration Columbia Slough

Littte Four Corners Restoration

Peninsula Canal Restoration/Additn Columbia Slough

Fainiew Headwaters Addition/Rstoratn Fairview Creek

River Gorge Additior/River Acs Sandy River

Boring Iava Domes Reserve Jhnsn Cl/Mt Scon
CUClackamas R

Mt. Talbert Addition/Reserve Kellogg/Mt Scott Ck

Scenic Clckms River Addition/River Acss Ctackamas River

RocUsieben Creeks Reserve Clackamas River

Holcomb Trail Ruts Restoration/Additn

Bcaver I:ke Rcscrve Cks

Newell Crek Rescrve Abrnthy/Newell Cks

Canemah Bluffs Rescrve Willamettc River

Petcs Mounain Rescrve/Addition Newland CUWlmta R

Hagg I:kc Addition Tudatin River

Gales Creek Reserve Gales Creek

Council Creek Reserve Council Creek

o U.aopolttes Gncnrycer Moget PIar DRAFT' ANil 1992
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Fern Hill Wetland Addition Tualatin River

Tualatin River River Access Tualatin River

Hedges Creek Addition Tudatin River

Sentinel Tree Park Addition Tulatin River

MclQy/Dairy Creek Reserve MclGy/Dairy Creeks

Rock Creek Reserve Rock Creek

Rock Creek Wetlands Reserve Rock Creek

Cedar Mill Reserve Bvrt/Cedar MiU Ck

Cooper Mountain Addition/Rescrve Tualh R/Fanno Ck

Bull Mountain Reserve Tudh R/Fanno Ck

Fanno Creek Grnway Addition Fanno Creek

Forcst Park Addition Wlmtte R/Tualh R

Tryon Creek Linkage Additior/Rstoratrr Tryon Creek

Tonquin Geol Area Reserve Wlmnc R/Tualh R

Willamene Narrows Addition/Reserve Willamette River

Wil River Islands River Acccss Willamette River

Finley Naturc Rsrv River Access Willamette River

Milwaukie Wufront River Access Willametrc River

Ross Island RescrvdAccess

Burlingon Bottom Addition Willametrc River

Kelly Buttc Addition Willamette River

Northeast Portland Restoration Wlmtte R/Columbia R

Lt.nolpllra, Grccrgaccs Maacr Ftar DRAFT, APtil 1992 o
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CooPERATTI,EAII{DCooRDINATEDPRoGRAMIMII,EMENTATIoN

MarorcojpizcetbetsrccocefulimplcmtrtiooofthcMaropolitraGrccaspcceMrrtarPlradcpcodroo
coordiortad lrod proretioo cfforg. I;1, r"si-;, sartG, rod roait t 8ovem.Eot r3micr, moprofit 3roupr' ud
o6c, lrLchol&,, 'rc wort oSabcr to *rpii-t rcqursitioo ead protetioo ?rosrr, .. 

rr/c muc coordinrtc

tho dcvclopmt eod rpplictioo of lrad,rro -n caviroomtel rcauluioor rad oducero rod iavolvc thc pttblic in

iaercr rod &cisioos relrtod b 8tasP'c€''

Whrtfollovrertthcaorlsradpolicicrundcrlyia3lcoEmDegendrrrorrnd*.hi.l..llcoopcrrronintbo
Granp*ce pro3nm Jo fo"* oo3oin3 pf-"iog -i futura inplcreotrtion cfforu' incl.ding speific policy rod

firodiry dirussioor ud lrad ,r*;S,r[t"ry ."tioa" tbrt rrc srrtuOrily rnd logic4ly cryriod out rt spei6c

3ovoramt lcvclr.

Mriltrin rod cohrnca tbc livrbility of tho urtra rcgloo throuSh initirtivco which prtscrvc Gavi,ooEatd qurlity rDd

intc,r-rpleto tbc bcacfits rad cooscq,cocct of groJtt il ooo prrt of tho rcaioa with tb bcocfi6 ud cooroqum

o
I

o

o

of gorvlh in lrctbcr.

Imrponta ccologicrl coosi&rrtioos into regionrl dcvelopmt proccsttct in ordcr !o Protet scasitivo arnrnl rreer

rod furthGr arturp cooscrvetioa'

Acquiro rnd/or proEotc conscrvetioo rod cnbroccmt of nrtunl caviroomB in tho urbra ncaoo for olivo pleaE

rndraiorlrwhitcprovidinSrbrlrrccwithbuoraD€GdlrDdrercrtionrldcmra&.

crc.lo rad irylomt r coopcfrtivc tydaE of artunl rrclr' oPca lprc, tnib, rad 3rawryr for wildlifc rad for

pooplo in the fogr.couary;fi-*" po,r6raa, Orcaoo / Vracouvcr, Wrshio8toa rctropolitrn rree'

FOLICIES:

Itfl.aro rnd coopcreton in thc I[ctropolitrn Grccpocr hqrem will:

6.1. Dcrrclop ry*cewi& sui&liE rDd ltrodrrdr o bc epplicd in opcntions end mrnrgemt of nrtunl rrce rnd

opco rprco sitce.

6.2. Pftp.rt ritc-{cific Erorsc@t phor for sp.! rsrcmblod rs r pert of tbo Granplcce 3y*cE'

6.3.PEp.'srodbi.rnornllyrp&roefiveyeerAcquisitionrad..oPi..lloprovemtPlrnultichwilllistlend
rquiaitimpriciticrradcrpiul-ia,rovcmtprojetsoaregioorllysignificeatsitcrradtnilr.

6.4. ErEulo iatalwcrar-.trl t3r!@B tbrt rre rpprovod by thc involvcd govcrain3 bodicr whGoGYc( Mctso

rsla b llanD rtryoribiliticr for e co4oocot of tbo Grasprccr syccE orarSod by rrcrbcr cntiu' o'r if
1aothcr catity wishcr b 13er6 Et3l8?@t rtspoosibilitiec for r Metro-ornryod sita'

6.5. Ioitila e $rdy of thc loaS-rcra frrodiry occds .od optimr eveilrbrc for opcntinS sitce ud prqnor in thc

Grcarprca tyltolB.

o llclroprfiwt Grccrupct lluur Pbt DRAF|' Apnl 1992
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6.6. Coasi&r dilturbGd sita, $rch s Einerrl ertrsctioo sitcs end landfills, rs poEoti8l rras for rcstontioo of
Drtu6l vcactrtion ro4 wildlifc hrbitrr rad for intcgntioo inlo thc Mctropolitea Grccosprcce sy.rreE oocc rctiviticr
crusiog disturbrncc ccesc.

6.7. Coo!i&r, oo I clsG by c$c brsir, the dcsinbility of rcccpting inO thc Maropolitrn Grmsprccr lystcn
prcpocrk involvin3 miti3uioo efrorts rnd/or sircs. Principd t6t6 will ba tbrr srch sitce or PrcPo..ll physicelly

exrad or cohr5c. tbc qt4lity ud diversity of thc cxistin8 8t!cosP.c.t systto rad thrt tbcy comply with *rtc rnd

fodcnl re,.ildory p-gr.-i, including U.S. Fish end Wildlifc Scrvicc rnd Enviroamntel Protction A3cacy

walrnd miti grtioo policics.

Metro will:

6.t. Acquire rnd/or prot4t trnd throu3h purchrsc, grft, by dedicrtion, or in r cooscwrtioo rSrccmot rDd will
pursua ryproprists locrl, regioorl, stltc, federrl, foundetion, rnd pnveto firnding lnuttcs in its rcquisirion rnd

opcntions strrtcSlcc.

6.9. Som of tbc lends which will bc rcquircd will bc owned rnd opcretod by Maro. Som of thc lrads will bc

owucd ud opcrrtod by otbcr coopcntorr ia thc Prognm, including lcrl 3ovcramtE, watcr qurlity egcocies,

noaprofrt cooscrt rtioo orgraizetioos, businccs corPontioos, rod lrod trusts.

6.10. Mcrro will ncgotirta rcquisition rgrccrcnts primerily with willing rllcrs. Metro will exercisc its powers

of emincat domrin mly in cxtnordiDrry circumstenccs.

6. ll. Hevc thc option to usc in-housc scwiccs rad/or contrsct with other rgcacicc rnd/or privelc vcodors for

operrtioor rnd mrintcoloco of tbo sitcs rad tnils.

6,12. Assue Ernrgcmcat responsibilitics of rny park or nrtunl rrers owucd rnd oenegcd by othcr entitics only 1|
with thc conscat of tbc govcraint body of thc provider rod tbc Metro Cottocil. tt

6.13. CoordiDric rnd publi$ the systcm-wide rcquisitiou end improvemot plens end u/etes so rs to fecilitea
coordinrtcd plrnnin g rnd implcmtrtioo cfforts.

GOALS: PROTTEENON AI{D ENIIANCEMENT OF PUBLICLYOWNED. OUASI'PT]BLIC. ANI)
PRTVATE TAX.EXEMPT LAIIDS

Incorpo6ta ortivc plrau to tho mrximum extcot prrctictblc rs thc dominrnt leodscepc mrtcrid oo publiclytnmod'
qursi-prblic, end trx+xcryt lendr.

Mraryc thctc hdt for mrxioum wildlifc potcotid in both rurrl rad urb.s scuin8s throughout thc mtropoliten
reSroo.

FOLICIES:

Mclro rnd coopcretors h thc Grtapcts hqrem will:

6. 14. Eacounge rdoption of plenting strndrr& which promtc thc usc of epproprietc nrlivc plrats in tho extcnsive

Hcooryltot Gzaaspcct l{arrer Piclt DRAFT, April 192
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O hirhmy rod utiliry n3htsof-wry in ordcr !o rc*orc tbo originrl artivc plent coomunity !o tbc cxteat po:riblc'

6.15. Emo.ngc ErDrgc6ot prrticcc by dl rord rad utility providers rad oeintcorncc opcntionr which cahrmo

thc PoLatid for wildlifc doo3 ri3huof'wry'

6.16. sGc& ro p*vcat fregmutioo of nrtunl ueel, tnilg, ead conidon thrt rre prt of thc Pq*$ 9t-+t"C.
Sy*cn, *, ototiOoa, .ra r..t !o oinioizo disturb.Dccs or ioprcE to colo5icel syttcEl (nrch u by tudr or

utitity lio1ryce). wbca rdvcr* t p*".* uoevoideblo, Mctro rod cooPcrrtoE in thc Grccosprccr Prqnm will

rdvoc.tc for rp,proprirtc nitiSetion cffodc to EiniEiz. deoe3o rad/or locscr u tbc cxpcaro of thc rocpoariblo

individud, ry.acy, oryraizrtioa, or corpontioo'

6.17. Ereunsc ryprop,ri.rc r3cocicr !o provi& ortivo pleatin3r oopublicly.owood lrldl, crch rl tnsspodrlioo

corrido', lrcrysr, rod wrrcr rightsof-wry, rnd mrarye tLn foi wiuiire brbitrt vrlucc rpProPrirtc to tbc scsin3'

6.1t. lovcatory s.rplru govcramt lrn& rad trx-forrcloscd propcrticc within crch jruidictioo oo e rcauler brsir

rad srrelurtc thcir potcntid rs r prrt of tbc rcamrl-octwork of 3t*tp*' Surplw ud trx'forelGcd l|Ddg

sritrblcforirclrrsioainthoGraryrccrsy$GEthouldborltriDdilprrblicoracr$ip.

6.19. Emo.rrjp hol&,, of leryc rncts of opca sp.oc, lilo 3olf courscr, rnd bol&n of un&rutilizcd prblic lrodl

rod privrrc t.'€xeqr prrccls, ircludiry..ia;L, chrucfr, rod scboolr, !o cstrblish plrotinjr conprtiblo wi6

tbo aurouodio3 oetunl Lrd*.F. Mrin-tcorncc prrcticcc oo,rra iDclu& niniort chcoicrl input rad tbc o[iouo
utilizrtioo of ortivo Ercridl'

o GO'I s: IROTI'CTION AIYD ENHAIYCEnG}{T OF WATERWAYS AIID FLOODPI nYS

Furrh, dovclop tbo potcotirr of tbo rc3ioo,r wrtanflryr for rercrtioo, cducltioo' touriso, tbc cajoymt rod

rtfftivco""r of nrturo whilc minimizing i'p."ts oo thc cologicrl systc,s which urc tho rssocirtod hrbitrts'

prolEt ud iryrove tbo caviroomt of wucrwryr rad rssrrc cootiauity of tbo hrbitrt chrrctcristicr doo3 tbo

shorctis rod promto cologic.l cmtinuity ii;i.,i. systl,l throush pOtic taa privrto cobrrcamt p'oie.'

scct i4rrovGmt, o thc rppcrnm of natcr*ryr tkousbo.t tb Ectropolitlo 18Q., , wcll s sccL to cmthu

iry^,6r-, of wrfcr qur'ity rnd qurlity of tbc regioo'! sttt E! rnd rivors'

pro@aa lrd dniDr3o fimtioor which rro conEistcat with cologicd eod eaviroomtrl considcntiool'

$ftsurrd floodrblc op.a ucrt in tbc rivcr vrllcyr rod discounSc coostnrctioo of buildiryr or othcr obctnrtiool

b th. Drnurl flov of rivcr rYrtcor

6.20. Prooro tbc p,fo.Etioo of DrNrl ereer doq *rtcrwryr rad will ooun3o cootinuou imprwemt of wrtcr

q,rotity od qurlity tbro.Sb lirirm *iO .fJio "'ti"i iont'36to cbugi rlooS streur rod rivcrr in 60

o
mctropoliua rrce.

Nc@r Ga,aqryacet Nuur fui DtAFf' A?dl 1992
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5.21. Prourrc r4..s to rivcr ryAoor for rereetion, oducrtioa. rnd tbc eojoymt of thcec re5ioorl rourca by
thc prblic in r mraocr consirtcat with protcction of nrnrrel nesourpe velucs.

6.22. ProDtE thc incorporuioo of ornrnl dreinrge systcus into future plrnning rad dcsiglu procccsce rnd bdrmc
tbcir coatributioor O cavironmtrl inprovcmot with recreetiooel uscs.

6.23. PhD[itr3 for gecospccr protetion, lend uso, trensportrtion, rad wrtcr lesoutlscs Ersr8cmt iretcc uc
intcrclrfod. Mctro rnd coopcrrton in tbc Grocosprcrr Progrrm will sck !o rddress thcsc throu3h comprobcosive
rad coordinetcd ErorSemt stntcgicr.

GOALS: PROTTECTION AIYD ENHAT{CEMENT OF AGRICT LTT RAL Al{D TIMBER LANDS

Provi& linkrgec !o rad eohrocc a1msp.ccs by reteining prire soils ouBidc of thc urbra 3r'owth bottDd.ry i! thc
Wilhmnc rod Trnletin Vdlcys in productive egriculturd usc.

Ercogngc ryricultunl pncticcc thrt rcsulf in minimum soil crosion, ti3ht nutricat cyclcr, rnd mini6un cbcmicrl
ilprt b thc wetcrshcd rad cavironmt tbrl runl end urbea lends shrrc.

R611h coomgniticr clocc by tho rctnopolitrn region thrt presarvc tho cultunl lradscrpc r$ocirtod with ryriculnnl
urer, thcrcby strcagth€oing tbc prrcticc of prescrving cxurbrn lrads rs rurd grasP.c€t.

Srrypo6 srSeinod-yicld rd cavironmtrlly nrad for6t Prrcticls which will rssurp tbc cxktcoco of 3rasprcce
netr Uc grbra rrce ovct tirc ud provido futuro rvrilebility of forcst resourccs with miainum &3rdetioa to tho

eaviroomt.

FOLICIES:

Mcfro end Coopcretors in tbc Mcfropotitrn Grecnsprcts Prqram will:

6.24. Work with tho Oregoo OArrmt of A3riculture's Extcosion Scrviccs rod othcr resourco eatiticc b Prcmtc
scnlcmt exprosioo which rdrior e srsteineblo egrrrirn len&crpc in this rc8loo.

6.25. Support plunin3, dcd1p, rod mroryemt prrcticcc thrt cooscrvc prire rgriculturd lrDdl ouBi& of tho

urbra 3rowth boundery, rh{ $pport biodiversity, rnd thrt prcscrvc tbc ebility of thcco l.Dd! !o reorin higbly
prodrrctivo.

6.26. Support rolod hrmia3 prrctica, includin3 implematrtion of crosioo control prrticor rod protetioo rnd/or
rl4omtioo of riprrira vqotrtio do3 wrtcr counlas tbrt rre cooncctod !o tho Grmspccr syslcE.

6.27. Srmo,ri cavirmmtrlty rorod mlrstgcocat of public rad privrrc forcst lea& within or oo thc cdjor of tbc

,nt nizing r.no rod Arict cobrccocat of thc *rta Forest Prrctices Act, wherc rpplicrblc' or lerl rcauhtioos
1j 15cy pt fo- t" hrnGC m nocp rlopcr, lrndr rdjrccot !o u/rttrcousc. rnd wrtcrtodic, ticly rnd cfbctivo
rcbrGcrtioo.

GOAIS: RESIORATION AITTD ENEAITTCEMENT OF AREAS DEFICIEhIT IN GREENSPACES

provi& Drtu6l rrees rnd/or opco sprcc through rcstorstioo efforts in ncighborhoods thrt brvo ba so intcascly

YcoWhlor.Geceruiryccs llurrlr Ptalt DRAF|, Apdl 192
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o urb.Diz.t 611 3rtcosprce bevc ba ell but eliminrtcd.

Folicics:

Mclro end Cmpcntorr in thc Grcmpects hqranr will:

6.2t. Idcatify portioos of thc rcgion deficimt in nrturel rrees rnd idcntify opportunitics for mrjor colosic'l

rcstontloo ProSrrnl in thcec dcficicot erces'

Critcrir to b. rs d in sdection of rtstontion sitts

BrrH x CoilFot{lNT
ll....o anr &0'6 hrPPqulrtitn3uPr
Norro rbob
Foorirl li&3or o r3ioad rnil rylco
CoanannitY erygon fot Prciru

E'coLoc lcAL C oi'aoilENr
Fcuibilily of ocoloSicd reontioo
Cosporr of cxiriry opco Arcc (i'c' pert)
Ncrrcrr o olicr PoLdi.l h.biur o' corti&o
Suaeinrbility of ccorylco rtledvr o edjrcea had ur
iirnlo..r". or.oaributioo o orhor boaGcirl cnvironmdrl furrioor G.r.

witar qnrrrity/qu.lity, 0oodPLi! protrctioo)

o

Mctro will:

6.29.\f,orkwith3ovcromtr8cacicsradcitizcos,srcuPsoidcotifyPotaatirlrestontionsitcsi!rrcrs&ficicnt
in grasprccs.

6.30. Provi& tehnicrl rDd filrDcid rssistence t'o locrl restontioa Projcc6' rs rtsourccr dlow'

6.31. Ertad rbc potatirl for wildlifc to coclist within e frercwork of scttlcmt Pdtlros by promtin3 lrad usc

dai3p rnd orarycmt which srcoun8c3 *oros,."l divcrsily rnd rccontioo in rlas thrt ue &ficicat in

8'asP.cc..

protet rod preccrvc Drtunl rrar rod oPca sPsc throu3h coordiutld lrnd-usc dccisioo-mrking rnd &velopmot

rpviow Ptwcslca.

FOLICIES:

Mclro rnd Cmpcreton in tbc Grccnspeces hqrem will:

6.32. Rwic,, rod iqrovc plronin3 policics rnd ordinraccs which srpport grEosPlccs protetion' cobrnccmt'

rnd mroryemt-

6.33. D6'clop oodcl r€casP.cc. o,rdinrnc,cs which cen bc rdoptod by locrl 8ovcrnents'

6.]a. cordiorrc ,,Eorp.""'rclrrcd policy dcrrclopmt, its ioplcmttioarnd caforccmt socr jruidictioorl

bouadrric.

6.35. coov-" r fanu 3roup of individurls in rh" buildi'3/&velopmtindulry .od locd 8ov."a't plrnocrs

!o sr8tcC urbu dcciSp Esures thrt prescrvc Srce,trsPrcca'

NcnpAnhaspca Nuur Pbt DR'IFT' APdl 1992o
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6.36. Idcatify opf)rnrnitics fe3 3gps6liaing, ead bringia8 coosistcscy to, &vclopmt Gvicw Prrelsc. rt vrriou
levclr of 8ovctDmrt for isercr rclerod !o srturd l*outrc/cs.

6.37. Eryhgrzc coordinrtioo of iles wifi mulfiplc leyen of 3overo.cat regulrtioo rad pcrmruiaS, nrch u
strcr6 corridor prpletron, storrvrtcr rtrmff, buffcr zoncr, wedrn& idcotificrtioo rad ortiSrtioa.

Mctro will:

6.3t. Upd8tc thc Grmsprccr Mestar Plra on e pcriodic brsis with thc coosultrtioo of rpproprirtc policy dvircry
rnd tehnicel rdvisory g4rmmig16ss, locel, strtc rnd fcdcrd rgcacies, hnd trusB, conscrvetioo orSraizrtioos, rnd
tbe citizcas of the region.

6.39. Usc locel perk mrstcr plrar end comprebcosive plrnr at onc set of building blcks for idcatifying rnd
ioplcmting e regioorlly iotcrconnoctcd Grccosprccs systlm.

6.40. Updrlo tbc regionrl nrtunl rreec invcotory rnd mepping projcct every fivc yerrs, with ficld verificetion rad
drtr coUetioa continuiag on rn oo-goin3 brsis, as nesourlirs dlow, rad producc rDd uPdrtc r coosoli&tal regioarl
pr*! direiory / nrnrrd erees diretory.

6.41. Prrticipetc ia dcvelopmt of opca sprcc plens el tbc fedcrel, stlt!, regionrl, county, ead city lcvclr ud will
rsci$ th65o rgeocies in irylemting their opcs sp.cc lrnd rcquisition plrn" ead regulrtory ftrnctioos, lr natourect
ellorr.

GOAIS: PR,OIECTION AND ENIIANCEMENT TIIROUGH RESOI]RCE MANAGEMENT PLAI{S

Esgllrc coosistcocy rnd continuity throryh coordinefad ErsrSemt plens dclinceting opcnting prrticec rt Drturrl O
rree sitcr thrt ere Erhtrincd ia thc mtropoliun-widc Grocaspoccs systcm.

FOLICIES

Metro will:

6.a2. Prcpre ncsflree mrorgcocnt plrns for spcific rcgionrlly sig;uificrnt nrtunl rrc. sitcs, in coopcntion with
locrl govcramts, spcciel districtt, rnd non-profit groups, within r spcificd tim frrttr eftsr seruinS thcE.

6.43. Potcatirlly rdopt int€rin protction gi.id"ti"o during prcprntioo of mene3cmt plras for regionrlly
sigdficeil silcr.

GOAIJ: PROIECfION AND ENHANCEMET{T TIIROUGH CITUZEN I}WOLVEMENT AT{I)

EDIICAIION

Ej6llc thrt ccolqicd tnowlc{c rod infornrtioo is evrillblc rad $rrad with citizcar rnd otbt srtcholdn! ir
tho Glasprccc Prolnm !o shryG both thc plrnning rad mrorgcmt of tho dropolitra rrcl cavirmmt rad
@unlio voluatery rtcrvr,rdship Prrticc. by poplo from dl wrlks of lifo.

kooto rnd cocoungc citizca ruyrrcocss of 3rasprcc isnrcr, involvcml in, cducrtioa rbout, rnd rtivo
slsrr,[dship of jncasprca rnd rphtcd ilsuca.

o
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Coadwt pcriodic public reviev of thc Grecospur Mrstar Plen ud rcletad plrar'

coordinrla, oo r regioorl brsis, graspeccs relrtod eavironmtel oducetioo provi&rs by building rnd upportin3

r communicrtioo Dctwort rmog thccc resourcc 8rouPo'

Intcrprct, with rssistrncc from environratrl cducetion r€{iouroo provi&n, the rcgiooel systcE of gtcosprcce'

Encoun3e, hcilitrtc, end coordinra donrtioos of lend rnd conscrvetion crscrcnts through dcvelopmt of

informrtimrl pro8rros rnd tchnicel dvicc'

FOLICIES:

Mcaro rnd CmpcnSors in tbc Grcempaces hqrem wilt:

6.u. provi& oo-goin3 oppornrnities for public informrtioo sbering rnd citizca inrolvcmt in Mrstcr Plra

progrcs, lrnd rcquisitioa, rcsourcc developmnt, rad opcntioor of 31qsPrcc reletcd Pro8rr6s'

6.45. Scr,c s rdvocrtcc for prorction, rcslontion, conscnvrtioo, rad orargereot of nrtunl erers in rad djrcnt
o tho dropolitra rrer, including Ernrgcmcnt of pessivc rercrtionrl opportuaitier whcrc epproprilc'

6.a6. Ercouqe tho public !o uadcrstrnrl rnd support thc relrfiooship bctrlu r nutrinrblc caviroomt rDd tbc

c]omEy rnd bclp pooplc mrkc rod cfret ornr3emt deisioor $out D&rtrl tuxxrrEct'

6.4?. providc rebrnisor for thc h$in6s community !o bc cffcctivcly iavolvod in protetion of oenrrd erers rnd

u,oft wi6 rijbbortood grouFi itrdividnrl hrsincssc., civic rad community orjraiztioor !o Gacoun8c voluntcr
armort of opcrtior rad-mrintmrrcc prosteor rnd moungc rpproprirtc nrc of publicly'ormcd nrtunl rrces'

6.4t. Iaitirfa cdgcrtioo progrrm! !o inform thc public rbout oppornrnitics reletod !o PtDtcctioo, rcstontion, or

cratio of 3rasprcce; iuo.rt rcil rad *.r." q,r-tity / qndity chrllca3ce; rbout bolv thc public imprct! thcco rnd

othcr ilnurl Eloutpcr; rod rbout hov citizcnr cra beorc involvod in solviry thccc problcms.

6.49. Wo* wi6 aviroomtd cdrrcetim rG*)uter orguizrtioa, rod qcacice b utF Drtunl rrc.r t! vchiclcr for

lcrraio3 .bout fu coviroamt, to ptrp.rc rnd provi& ortcrielr rod frilitia' whcso rpproprirtc, thrt ioarpra
wto nrirrll rrcu rod thc rtgiorl fGcalp.cc. systam'

Mcrro vill:

6.5O. Cmtinrn !o wort wi6 rpprcp,rirrc edvircry coomitta irlrding cmbe[l of tho 3cocnl Public, plrnncrr,

rod policy-orlcrr O rwicw kt ta.P. in g1asPrca rcquisitioa rnd orarycmt plrnninS'

6.51. HoC fonro for public prrticiprtioa in rcview of 3rasprco sitc our3cmt phar ud thcrcby provi&

reheaio for fGGe.ci oo *il.t pcoplo nccd/wrot to Llorv tout nraryc@t rDd crro of 3rusprcce in tho

rqio.
6.52. priodicdly coodrrct prblic o,pinion polb rad mnifor tbc urc rad eribility of SralFccs rod rcletcd

prosrrnr by tbo Scocnl rod speid prblics.

6.53. Frcilitdc Ed coo,rdinlo, oo r rrgioorl besis, cavfuoomtrl oducrtio provi&rr wi6 projrror reletod to
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8ta!p.cc. by b,uildirl3 rnd supportin3 I communicrtion nctwork ema3 tbcac recourcc 8rtxrP!' imludin3
crtrblichrsrt of r clcrringhousc for cavironmntd educrtion releted tJo 8rGGnsP.c€8.

6.54. Esr$Ush prtncrshipe with epproprietc public end privetc land boldin3 catitier, 3co3rrphicellySuod
commrmity lrnd tnrstt, rnd .hca&' 3-,rp. tl-ujuout ttc retropoliten ercr rnd cstrblish r clcerin3bouro, tGfcrtrl,

rnd informrtioo ecatrf, in ordcr to provide tlc puutic informetion on thc privetc lrad tnrsts rnd public rycocica in

chrrye of opca sp.ccr, Drtunl rras, wildlifc corridors, tnils, rnd Srecowrys.

GOAIS: NOTTECTION A}ID ENHANCEI'GNT TINOUGH TECI{MCAL ASSISTINCE PROGRA}IS

PIOLICIES:

Mclro rnd Cmpcntors in thc Grcerpsces hqram will:

6.55. propoec ud promtc inccativcc for privetc trndonmers, developers, nesourcc egencics, jurisdictions, rnd tho

prblic !o coosrclc Drtunl erces rnd tbcir essocietcd vducs'

6.56. provi& tccbnicel rssisfrncc rnd education to thc genenl public ead the work forcc.

Metro will:

6.57. In coo$lbrioo with rpp,ropriera rdvisors rnd coopcrerors, prioritizo ccologicrl sitcr for tbc prrpoec of
coorcr,rtion, presarvetioa, rcquisition, rad recreuion rnd will scl EtrnrSeraot 8ui&lincc for brbitet, speisg' rDd

rercrtioorl usc throughout thc mtropolitea rree.

6.5t. A.r resourpcs 1low, cmrdiDrto rnd providc technicsl rssistemo end oducetioo to tbc acacrrl public'

t,.,!i,G!!c!, rnd inducricr relrtod b lrnd &vclopmt (srch rs tho red cotrlo, dcvclopmt. rnd coatrrcting

coomnnitiec) thrt cncoungcs conscrvetion tcchniqu€s tbet protct urbra artunl erces'

FINAI{CE TLAT{

Mctto ir orratly uod6rrking e frnrrcirl stdy o dG&rEiDc how o cdrblish e rcgiod frrndiry sourcc for

Granprcor rcquiritionr ua crpiuf iryrovcmts. It ir dso rcscerchia3 rebrnisE! b covcs opcntioor rad

mriatcormc cortr. Tbcca studica rrc boin3 coordinrtcd witb lcrl, strlc .Dd fdcnl r3micr, ud marofit
Stoup.. Thc odice ddrco Mctro'l imnGdido racouc noodr to rcquirc rod mra4o Granpcce of rc3ioarl-

Iipih".*", , idcatificd in tho Grurpccr Mrstcr Plra. Thcy will rlso outlioc loo3-tcrm frnrncing optioor of
lol jwcramt!, tPcid dicrico, rod Metro for edditioorl rcquiritioo, cryitrl i4rovcmt, opcntioor, rod

Erintcorm of 3ranprccc' p.lt!' rod rcrG.tioorl hciliticr'

GOAIS:

E3rblilh rcd6rl n rrcanE g(mrer for ecquisitioa, cepitel improvcmls, rnd ornrgemt of 3rasprcoc throqh
prblic frnciry rltcrartivce.

Cmtinrs coopc6tivc cffortr r6ot lcd, stetc, rcgioorl, fodarrl r3mice, rod mprofit bod corcrvetioo
or3rniatimr ro rcquiro rod protct orturd end opca sprcc lrn&'

C@di1rto donrtionr of lrod, dodicetioor, rod cooscnretioo c.sc@tt !o bo .ddod to tb MctsoPo[tra Gtasprce

o

o
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Devclo,p rod nir frradr for Psojetl end pro3reos thrt will hclp rs cooltcrvc ud prcccrve eaviroomtd vduor

rchod !o thl Mct opolitea Grccasprcs sysllE'

FOLICIES:

MG.rorndCmpentorsinthcMerropolitanGreerspaceshqramwill:

7. l. Wort o3crhcr so thet, whcrc pocsiblc, decd restrictions which require usc of thc lrnd for oPGa sP.cc purPosa

in pcrparury will bG iDcliod rr thi ;r'r of t'nsfcr of propcrty, from privetc ProPrty o\vD'r to Mclro' Maro O

a6cil ;.";-t, or Melro or locel Sovem6c6t t'o noo-profit orgenizetioa'

7.2. Evel'rtc, on l crs€ by crsa bsis, len& of rcgiooel sigoificrnca, so thrt cxisting perk provi&rs crn hrvc thc

'firs ri3ht' to rcquire rnd oenege tbc sitcs within their boun&rics'

Mctro will:

j.3. Support &vclopmt of ncw ftrnding nesounces for thc MetroPolit$ Grocospeccs Prognm rnd cacounSc'

hcilibtc, rad coordinrto doortionr of lend rnd rcletcd sccoic rnd conscrvrtioo G'sGmts es r prrt of tbo

Grecasprccc systr,. Dcdicetioos of lrad, crscmats end cesh !o locd jurisdictions will cootinuc !o bo promtad'

7.4. Estrblish tbo Grasprcce Acquisition rnd Cepitrl Improvcmt Fuad in ordcr to collet ud mror3o frrodr

dcdicdGd for thcra PurPocct.

7.5. M&c frrading dccisioas thrt ere consisteot with thc prioritics of thc Grccaspcce Mrstcr Plro, ecquisitioo' rod

cryitrl imProvemt Plru.

7.6. Frcilitrtc cd6lkb6t of r Grasprccs Foun&tion, r scp.rrtG privrto oooprofit oryraizrtioa dodicrtod o
thcsrpportofGrasprcepro$rDsrndopcntiool],,hetwoulieoooulrScudrcccptprivetcdoorrioasoflrnd,
ql!cEo', rDd othcr trngiblo rssc0 eEh u cesb, staks or boods, which wo.ld futtb3r tbc rogioorl olturd rrE|s

sy6tcE. Acccptrnco of Jarycmt rcspoasibility for erces of mitiguionwill bo considcrsd on I crsc by crso brsir'

7.7. Esttblish, Erolgo, rDd firod e Maropoliten Grocnsprccs Hicetod Fuad for rcquisition' opcntioos' rnd

mrintcoroco of sitlt, tnilr, rnd corridorr'

?.t. Propocc, p(oDao, rod irylcmt e fundia3 strrtc8y to rddfct! oo3oiry opcntioor rod orintcorncc

r"q"ir".i" of i{ctrc'orvood or opcrrrod 3taspccs rnd prrks'

7.9. Scrrro u e rogiorl plrnnint.Dd fiuDcid informrtioo clcerin3horsc for projets rclerod to thc Gtasprcc
Prqru rcaerdlcrr of horv thpy rre fudod'

o

o

o
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DEPARTMENT OF LAND CONSERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT TASK GROTJP
ON DEVEI]OPMENT INSIDE TJRBAN GROWTH BOTJNDARIES

METROPOLITAI{ REGION COMMENTS ON TASK FORCE RECOMMENDATIONS

SCHEDTJLE AND OUTLINE:

SCHEDI,]LE:

RTAC DRAFTING OF COMMENTS JTJNE 25, T992
RPAC CONSTDERATTON OF RTAC PROPOSAL JULY 8, 1992
METRO COTJNCIL T+P COMMITTEE JULY 14
LCDC end of July

OUTLINE:

f) General:
- State's urban growth objectives need further clarification
- Urban Reserves, Transportation Rule, and Region 2040 work is extremely
important and needs to be completed first...limited to nonexistent resources
available to take on new projects

2) Substantive:
- Proposals for infill and redevelopment strategies (including minimum
dersities), annexation alternatives, transportation planning handbook, and
specific development plans are acceptable and useful.

- Applicability should be based on more than size or growth rate...what is
needed in a place to achieve the objectives?

- Strengthened service district agreements a good idea but should be done as a
result of the planning work already underway, not as a separate task.
Alternative service delivery structures as a periodic review task needs additional
testing.

- Centralization of lead growth management authority may or may not be useful
in metropolitan area since metropolitan area structured differently than rest of
state. Urban reseryes rule implementation will get at this for all urban land
added in the future.

- Rrblic Investment Area concept may not work well given complexity of urban
anea. However, rrcgional adequate public facilities standards is an interesting
idea and should be explored through a jointly funded grant application.
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