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Metro is the federally mandated metropolitan planning organization designated by the governor
to develop an overall transportation plan and to allocate federal funds for the region.
The Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT) is a 17-member committee that
provides a forum for elected officials and representatives of agencies involved in transportation to
evaluate transportation needs in the region and to make recommendations to the Metro Council.
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transportation policies, including allocating transportation funds.
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Introduction
The Southwest Corridor Plan, launched on
Sept. 28, 2011, focuses on the corridor
connecting Sherwood and Portland, Ore.,
and integrates:
•

•

•

local land use plans to identify actions
and investments that support livable
communities, including Portland’s
Barbur Concept Plan, the Sherwood
Town Center Plan, the Tigard High
Capacity Land Use Plan and Linking
Tualatin

•

•

a transportation plan to examine
potential roadway, bike and pedestrian
improvements and including a transit
alternatives analysis

strategies for improving the built
environment such as economic
development, housing choices, parks,
natural areas, trails and health.

Background

This integrated planning strategy continues
a decades-long tradition of planning for
future growth in a way that makes the most
of public resources while preserving
farmlands and access to nature.

•

•

•

•

In 1973, Oregon Senate Bill 100
mandated the protection of the state’s
agricultural lands, forestlands and
natural areas. Metro implements that
vision through a focus on efficient land
use within the urban growth boundary
and planning for transit, innovative
roadway projects, and bicycle and
pedestrian facilities.

In 1974, elected leaders in the Portland
metropolitan area rejected an urban
freeway project and set aside plans for
54 new highway projects in favor of

modest roadway projects and a
network of high capacity transitways.

In 1995, the region adopted the 2040
Growth Concept, a 50-year land use
plan that identifies centers for walkable
urban development, protecting existing
neighborhoods within the urban growth
boundary as well as farms and
forestlands outside the boundary.

The 2010 update to the 2035 Regional
Transportation Plan works to
implement the 2040 Growth Concept by
setting policies and priorities that
emphasize the mutual advantages in
land use decision-making and
transportation investments. These
policies direct future projects to be
developed as multimodal
transportation – road, bike, pedestrian,
transit and freight – and land use
planning efforts with multi-agency
collaboration and public participation.

Following the High Capacity Transit
System Plan, a part of the 2035 Regional
Transportation Plan update, the
Southwest corridor was selected as the
highest regional priority for further
study for high capacity transit
investment. The potential investment in
the Southwest corridor best meets the
livability and community needs,
supports the economy, provides
environmental benefits and has the
highest potential for implementation
based on local support, costs and
efficiencies of operation.
In 2010, in addition to prioritizing the
Southwest corridor for potential high
capacity transit investment, the Metro
Council also selected the corridor as
one of its two highest priorities for
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investment strategies that integrate
transportation, land use and other plans
and policies to enhance movement in
and through the corridor and stimulate
community and economic development.

Terwilliger and approximately 133,000
near OR 217 3

•

has a resident population of
approximately 200,000 4

•

has 120,700 jobs as of 2010, with major
employers such as Oregon Health &
Science University (OHSU) and Portland
Community College (PCC) Sylvania as
well as major employment centers
including Tigard Triangle, Washington
Square, five town centers and the
Tualatin Industrial area

This corridor:
•

•

•

•

•

1

spans the jurisdictions of cities of
Beaverton, Durham, King City, Lake
Oswego, Portland, Sherwood, Tigard
and Tualatin; Multnomah and
Washington counties; and Metro

is in the TriMet transit service district,
with 18,607 average transit boarding
per day in the area outside of
downtown Portland 1

includes Highway 99W and the
Interstate 5 freeway, both managed by
the Oregon Department of
Transportation
has a daily vehicle count on Highway
99W of approximately 24,000 near
Terwilliger and approximately 50,000
near OR 217 2

has a daily vehicle count on Interstate 5
of approximately 134,000 near

Downtown Portland boarding was excluded from this number
to reflect a more accurate, yet conservative, picture of
ridership in the study area. The total average transit boarding
within the study area, including the portions of the downtown,
is 81,940 per day. While many of these riders are traveling to
other portions of the metro region outside of the study area, a
number are also boarding lines for destinations within the
Southwest corridor.
2

The approximate daily vehicle count for each intersection was
calculated using the average of two points along the roadway:
one north of the referenced intersection and one south.
OR-99W
I-5
0.05 mile south
31,200
0.10 mile south
of Terwilliger
of Terwilliger
0.05 mile north
16,600
1.07 mile north
of Terwilliger
of Terwilliger
0.03 mile west
49,100
0.40 mile south
of OR217
of OR-217
0.05 mile east
50,200
0.80 mile north
of OR 217
of OR-217
Source : ODOT 2010 AADT volumes

126,600
141,400
156,900
109,300

•

contains key regional educational
institutions and universities, including
Oregon Health & Science University
(OHSU), Portland Community College
(PCC) Sylvania campus, Portland State
University, Lewis & Clark College and
Law School, and George Fox University.

Existing and future traffic conditions in the
corridor are projected to worsen as
population and employment continue to
grow. The corridor already experiences
long traffic queues, poor levels of service
and significant capacity constraints at key
locations. Travel times through the corridor
are unreliable due to congestion on
Highway 99W.

The Southwest Corridor Plan takes
advantage of partnerships between the
cities of Beaverton, Durham, King City, Lake
Oswego, Portland, Sherwood, Tigard and
Tualatin; Multnomah and Washington
counties; Oregon Department of
Transportation; TriMet; and Metro. Elected
and appointed representatives from each
agency participate in the project steering
committee, while staff participate in
3

Ibid

4

Population represents 2009 counts sited in the Housing
existing conditions report.
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technical committees, support local
community advisory committees, and
ensure meaningful public engagement.

Previous public engagement,
September 2011 to February 2012
The last public engagement stage of the
Southwest Corridor Plan was held
September 2011 to February 2012 and
aimed to determine the scope, evaluation
framework and goals of the overall plan.

In that process, plan partners focused on
announcing the integrated planning effort,
informing of the background and elements
of the plan, and asking residents what they
value about their communities. Residents
and business people were asked about
challenges and opportunities in the
corridor and their visions for the future of
the area. The information and ideas offered
informed decision-makers as they
determined the scope and goals of the plan.

During the public comment period of Sept.
28 through Oct. 28, 2011, respondents
posted their thoughts on boards at the open
house and community events and
submitted 98 public comments via the
online questionnaire, mail and email.
See the Southwest Corridor Plan Scoping
public involvement report, February 2012
for details on outreach activities and public
comments.

Current public engagement,
February to August 2012

In this stage, the Southwest Corridor Plan
project partners have:
•

hosted the online open house and
questionnaire

•

•

•

•

•

•

updated and maintained the project
website as a repository for information
on the plan (www.swcorridorplan.org)
maintained the Twitter feed for quick
updates about events and reminders of
events (twitter.com/#!/SWCorridor)

maintained the Facebook page for quick
updates, announcements and photos
from events
(www.facebook.com/SWCorridor)
publicized articles on the project blog
for wider-topic considerations,
conversations and facts about the
corridor
(www.swcorridorplan.blog.com)

participated in city meetings,
presentations and events related to the
corridor (see Appendix A, Outreach
events calendar)
provided updates to the Southwest
Corridor Plan interested persons email
distribution list.

From Feb. 1 to Aug. 13, 2012, the project
website was viewed by 1,059 visitors.

Additional networking efforts within the
above social media platforms were made
throughout this phase to broaden and
diversify the project’s spectrum of
engagement.

Examples of communication to and through
other outlets are the discussions on the
Portland Transport blog related to the
Southwest corridor (see Appendix B,
Portland Transport blog posts for sample
discussions on bus rapid transit in the
corridor).

Due to the expansive nature of the
Southwest Corridor Plan and its potential to
impact entire communities, a wide variety
of individuals, businesses and organization
have been either “friended” (Facebook) or
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“followed” (Twitter) as a part of the project
partner’s effort to foster both an inclusive
and equitable engagement process.
Adding an additional 39 followers on
Facebook garnered an average monthly
reach of 140, with a peak reach of 357, and
a potential reach of 8,746, depending on
viewer traffic and the virality of a post.

Adding 214 new followers on Twitter
fostered 226 new connections, with an
average weekly reach of 860 followers a
potential reach of 2,223 followers (for
details on these results, see Appendix C,
Social media metrics).
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Summary of outreach activities
One project factsheet was produced to
demonstrate the screening process of
narrowing the wide range of ideas to a
narrowed list of potential projects. The
factsheet also illustrated the connection
between evaluation criteria to the project
vision, goals and objectives (see Appendix
D, Outreach materials).

•

Metro and project partners shared project
information at community events, and city
partners convened community committees
and events as part of the local land use
planning processes (see Appendix A).
•

•

•

•

The City of Portland convened two
Barbur Concept Plan Community
Working Groups in June 2012, sharing
information about the history of Barbur
Boulevard and the Barbur Concept Plan
and to learn how the community
envisions the Boulevard's look and feel.
On June 23, 2012, the City of Tigard
hosted a booth at Tigard’s Festival of
Balloons event, sharing information
about the city’s High Capacity Transit
Land Use Plan, how it relates to the
Southwest Corridor Plan, and ways to
connect and stay involved.
On Aug. 14, 2012, the Tigard City
Council accepted the final report for the
Tigard High Capacity Transit Land Use
Plan, which reflects the community
values as understood by the Citizens
Advisory Committee who worked on
the effort throughout 2011.
In addition to hosting a booth at the
Tualatin Commons Farmers Market on
July 14, 2012, one open house and a
four-day charrette were held by the City
of Tualatin between June 4 to 7, during
which comments and priorities were

•

collected from the community to guide
the development of transportation and
land use alternatives. The community
was asked to provide its vision and
values for the study area, identify
transportation alternatives, and
prioritize community values.
The City of Sherwood shared
information at the Tualatin River
Songbird festival and at the Tonquin
Trail open house on May 23, at the
Tualatin Sherwood Road Project open
house on July 11 and at Music on the
Green on Aug. 1. In addition, the
Sherwood Town Center Plan technical
advisory and stakeholder advisory
committees met on June 11.
Information about the plan was
provided at the Washington County
Transportation System Plan open
houses June 13, 14 and 25, 2012 and at
a booth shared with the City of Tualatin
at the Tualatin Commons Farmers
Market on July 14. Three additional
farmers' market booths and an online
virtual open house related to the
county's plan were also offered. In total,
more than 450 people shared values
related to transportation and the
transportation system.

Existing conditions summary, executive
summary and technical reports were
produced in this time. Outlining the unique
physical, economic, and demographic
elements of the corridor, the reports
identify existing challenges and potential
opportunities in economic development,
housing choices, natural areas, trails and
health for the corridor.
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Online open house
From June 22 through July 31, 2012, project
partners hosted an online open house on
project website (www.swcorridorplan.org).
The open house provided video feeds
featured project elected officials and staff to
explain the purpose and process of the
overall plan, collection of ideas for the wide
range of potential projects and the
screening phase as well as the need for
public input. The videos were coupled with
maps, factsheets and reports, allowing
participants to determine their depth of
interest in pursuing further information.

Participants were directed to a related
questionnaire that asked whether the
sources of the projects to be considered are
comprehensive, what projects the
respondent wanted on the wide-range list
and if the process for narrowing that list to
move forward reflect the values of the
communities in the corridor.

The questionnaire received 543 responses.
During this timeframe, the open house web
page was viewed by 446 visitors, indicating
that some to many received a direct link to
the questionnaire and did not get the
benefit of the open house information.

To notify the public of the open house and
the importance of their feedback, project
partners highlighted the open house in two
updates to the interested persons email list,
coverage on Metro's newsfeed, Metro
Councilor news messages, multiple posts on
Twitter, Facebook and the plan's blog, and
outreach to other local blogs and local
newsletters. Additionally, an invitation to
participate was sent to 3,240 Southwest
corridor members of Metro's OptIn
program.

“If we don’t have alternatives such as safer bike/pedestrian facilities and a grid
network, just building new lanes will never alleviate the congestion.”
“Please keep putting community health high on the list—so that projects which
promote good health (walkability and bikeability projects) get additional emphasis.”
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Summary of comments
The online open house and questionnaire
was available June 22 through July 31,
2012. A total of 543 respondents offered
responses to and comments through the
questionnaire (see Appendix E,
Questionnaire responses).

Generating the wide-range list

The first set of questions sought responses
to the process of generating the wide range
of potential projects. This process includes
ideas from: the Regional Transportation
Plan; local transportation system and land
use plans; plans from non-governmental
transportation and community
organizations; residents, businesses and
other stakeholders through outreach last
fall; and projects that would meet needs
discovered through the existing conditions
and needs analyses.

“We need to consider outside views,
including the latest results from
other efforts around the state,
region, country, and globe.”
Figure 1. Responses: These are good sources
to use to generate a list of potential projects.

Respondents could respond to the
statements in five ways: strongly disagree,
disagree, neutral, agree or strongly agree.

Of respondents, 78 percent agree/strongly
agree these are good sources to generate a
list of projects (12 percent are neutral; 10
percent disagree/strongly disagree). Six
participants skipped this question.

Of respondents, 64 percent agree/strongly
agree these sources take advantage of past
planning and community engagement work
(24 percent are neutral; 12 percent
disagree/strongly disagree). Seven
participants skipped this question.
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Figure 2. Responses: These sources take
advantage of the past planning and
community engagement work done
throughout the corridor to avoid duplication
of effort.

“Make sure the roads and bridges
are in good repair and are safe.
Address downtown parking as part
of the project.”

Do you have any projects you think
need to be added?

58 percent agree/strongly agree this will
result in a comprehensive list of project
ideas (28 percent are neutral; 14 percent
disagree/strongly disagree). Eight
participants skipped this question.
Figure 3. Responses: This will result in a
comprehensive list of project ideas.

The intent of this question was to ensure
that additional ideas for potential projects
were added to the wide range of potential
projects before implementing the screening
process. Ideas for projects that were not
already part of the list through the previous
public engagement, review of local plans
and the needs analysis have been added to
the wide-range list. This question garnered
223 responses.

This question elicited a wealth of feedback
and responses; few, however, added
specific projects or locations that they
would like to see on the list. 5 Generally,
respondents used this opportunity to offer
their broader transportation, land use and
political goals for the area. Those that
offered suggestions for specific projects
often cited clogged and dangerous
intersections in need of retooling, a need for
added lanes on highways and major
arterials, and the need for sidewalks and
safe crossings near schools.

Generally, response topics were
reoccurring, but opinions on solutions
varied:
•
5

Many expressed interests in favor of
connected, safe, 20-minute community

Specific project ideas that were offered during
this comment period will be included on the widerange of potential projects before that list goes
through the narrowing process.
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•

development such as high capacity
transit along Highway 99W, added
sidewalks, traffic calming techniques
(such as street trees and signal
synchronization) and improvements for
increased pedestrian safety.
Other suggestions that arose less
frequently were widening Interstate 5,
adding more lanes to Barbur Boulevard
and Capitol Highway, removing lights,
increasing bus frequency and doing
nothing (no additional public
investment).

Responses can be clustered into two groups
with shared interests:
•

The opinions of the respondents varied
significantly in regards to high capacity
transit. Both groups, however, tended to
cluster their suggestions with three or
four other interests.
o

o

•

Respondents requesting high
capacity transit often expressed
interest in improving active
transportation options, community
connections, and pedestrian safety
along the corridor.

Respondents opposed to high
capacity transit often included
suggestions such as adding lanes in
Interstate 5 and Barbur Boulevard,
adding a by-way to Northwest
Portland (Westside Bypass), and
utilizing the current transportation
budget to repair and maintain the
existing infrastructure already in
place.

“Expand I-5. Get rid of the gates and
dead ends – punch through to
connect neighborhoods.”
requests), both groups expressed a
common interest in resolving
congestion in the corridor.

Some respondents stated a need for more
information, expressing frustration in the
inability to access the wide range of
potential projects.

What of the projects would you
like to see on the ground in the
next two to three years?

The intent of this question was to discover
community priorities for the investments
that may come out of the Southwest
Corridor Plan. This question garnered 265
responses.

The most frequently requested priority (by
27 percent of respondents) is for increased
bicycle and pedestrian facilities, specifically
along major arterials (such as Barbur
Boulevard, Capitol Highway and Taylors
Ferry Road), on bridges (both arterial and
highway), and in school zones. Many of the
respondents backed their selection by
citing a strong desire for safety and equity,
such as the need for ADA accessibility in the
corridor.

While responses specifying favor for
high capacity transit and associated
interests occurred more than twice as
often (30 requests) as those expressing
favor for alternative solutions (12
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Figure 4. Summary of responses: What of the projects would you like to see on the ground in the next
two to three years?

The second most frequently requested
priority (by 20 percent of respondents) is
for some form of high capacity transit 6
traveling through the corridor and relieving
traffic congestion along Interstate 5 and its
surrounding arterial streets.
•

•

•

6

Several of these respondents added the
desire for a high capacity transit
“express,” featuring fewer stops and
faster access to downtown Portland.

Many voiced the need to connect major
employment centers, such as OHSU and
PCC Sylvania.

Others made specific recommendations
on how to best implement the line, such
as tunneling or a sky bridge.

Light rail was requested by 16 percent of
respondents, while another 4 percent suggested
bus rapid transit; it is unclear whether those who
suggested light rail preferred it over bus rapid
transit or if that was the high capacity transit
option with which they were most familiar.

•

Three respondents specifically
requested long range transportation
options via light rail, connecting Salem
to Portland, while one respondent
offered a complete underground light
rail proposal and included a map.

Though many of the responses were
transportation and flow oriented, 10
percent of respondents expressed a strong
interest in projects bettering the aesthetics,
ecology, and quality of life within the
corridor.
•

Responses in this area focused on three
categories of priorities, suggesting
immediate investment in street trees (2
percent of total respondents), storm
water management and habitat
restoration (4 percent), and trails and
green space (4 percent).

A smaller portion (9 percent of
respondents) voiced a desire for more
alternative transportation options generally
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and increased bus service along the
corridor.
•

•

Several of the respondents called for a
repeal of recent bus service cuts and
added lines, specifically in the Bull
Mountain area.
Another fraction of these respondents
cited increased bus service as a more
affordable alternative to light rail.

An equal portion of respondents (9
percent) called for wider roads (added
lanes) along major arterials such as Barbur
Boulevard, Capitol Highway and on
Interstate 5
•

•

•

•

Almost all of these respondents voiced
the need to alleviate either the
“bottleneck” of Interstate 5 or the
frequent congestion along Highway 217
and surrounding arterials during rush
hour.
Some called for an additional highway
connecting Southwest Portland with
Northwest Portland, sometimes
referred to as the Westside Bypass

Others added a call for decreased
spending on alternative transportation
services such as light rail, bike lanes and
sidewalks.
One suggested converting Barbur
Boulevard to six-lane expressway to
Newberg.

Speaking specifically to issues regarding
traffic flow in the corridor, 6 percent of the
respondents cited issues with stoplights
and intersections, suggesting light
synchronization and intersection
improvements.

In alignment with the respondent’s general
agreement that it is important that this
narrowing process consider if and when we
can afford a specific project in light of other

“Building a tunnel for light rail is
not necessarily more expensive
than building it on the surface.”
local and regional priorities, funding
capacities and budget considerations,
several residents (6 percent) voiced
concern for project affordability,
prioritizing minor improvements to
existing infrastructure, such as repainting,
repaving and filling potholes.

A smaller number (almost 3 percent) called
for a complete halt on public investment
projects and to “do nothing.” Several
respondents had the opposite perspective
on the topic of spending and affordability,
stating that if the project is right, funding
will follow.
Comments that occurred in frequencies of
equal to or less than 3 percent included
projects that promoted mixed-use
development, community and economic
development, traffic-calming techniques
along Barbur Boulevard, implementing
existing plans, skate routes, and
streamlining highway access points from
neighborhood streets and arterial roads.

Narrowing

Another set of questions sought responses
about the proposed narrowing process,
which analyzes potential projects based on
four questions:
•
•
•
•

Does the project support the
community and corridor vision?

Does the project meet transportation
needs and local land use goals?
Can we afford it and when?

Are there too many impacts?
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Respondents could respond to the
statements in five ways: strongly disagree,
disagree, neutral, agree or strongly agree.

Of respondents, 67 percent agree/strongly
agree this screening process enables us to
focus effort on the most promising projects
rather than evaluating everything (20
percent are neutral; 13 percent
disagree/strongly disagree). Twelve
participants skipped this question.
Figure 5. Responses: The screening process
enables us to focus effort on the most
promising projects rather than evaluating
everything.

“Community wants and costs may
not coincide. Long term plans and
visions based on actually
transportation chokes now need
to be given consideration.”

Of respondents, 79 percent agree/strongly
agree the narrowing questions are good
questions to ask about cost and benefits (12
percent are neutral; 9 percent
disagree/strongly disagree). Eleven
participants skipped this question.

Figure 6. Responses: These are good
questions to ask about each project’s cost and
benefits.
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Of respondents, 62 percent agree/strongly
agree that the narrowing questions relate to
the goals that reflect people’s values (22
percent are neutral; 16 percent
disagree/strongly disagree). Fifteen
participants skipped this question.

Figure 7. Responses: These questions relate to
the goals that reflect people’s values – like
health, prosperity, accountability and
partnership and mobility and access.

“If one impact is to condemn my
home, that’s one too many
impacts.”
Of respondents, 67 percent agree/strongly
agree that narrowing will help focus efforts
on achieving projects that support
community supported vision and goals (19
percent are neutral; 14 percent
disagree/strongly disagree). Fifteen
participants skipped this question.

Figure 8. Responses: These questions help the
plan focus efforts on achieving community
supported visions and goals.

“I think affordability may determine when a projects is done but not if. In fact, there may
be times a very expensive project should be put ahead of several cheaper projects with
less potential positive impact.”
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Of respondents, 80 percent agree/strongly
agree that it is important to consider if and
when we can afford projects in light of
other priorities (12 percent are neutral; 8
percent disagree/strongly disagree).
Twelve participants skipped this question.
Figure 9. Responses: It is important that this
narrowing process consider if and when we
can afford a specific project in light of other
local and regional priorities, funding
capacities and budget considerations.

Several of the underlying themes regarding
time, affordability and the decision-making
process that emerged early in the
questionnaire continued to carry and frame
the comments throughout this category.
These themes reflect that respondents care
about investment in their communities and
have a desire to improve the conditions of
the corridor. Other themes included:
•

•

•

•

•

•

Additional comments
Participants were given the opportunity to
add additional comments about the process
for creating the wide list of potential
projects, the narrowing process, the overall
plan, the public involvement process or the
questionnaire itself. The additional
comments opportunity garnered 162
responses.
Generally, respondents commented less on
the narrowing process and more to
emphasize their highest priorities and
vision for the Southwest corridor.

frustration in the inability to see the list
of specific projects
prioritizing improvements that reflect
the desires of the communities within
the Southwest corridor more so than
those simply traveling through it

conducting more public outreach as to
better ascertain the community desires
of the corridor

spending less time in the decisionmaking process so as not to bog down
the process and prevent actual project
implementation
exercising special consideration to the
unique physical and cultural
characteristics of corridor

a desire to learn more about the project,
its possibilities and its potential
impacts.

Who responded?

Participants were asked to respond to
demographic questions to help Metro
respond to its independently elected
auditor’s recommendations to engage a
diverse audience and seek demographic
information in order to measure whether it
is reaching a cross section of the public.
Based on provided month and year of birth
data, respondents ranged in age from 24 to
85. The highest number of respondents are
age 50 to 64 (39 percent), and the lowest
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number are age 24 to 34. The youngest is
24 and the oldest is 85. Of the 543
participants, 431 responded to this
inquiry. 7

“Light rail would be horrible going
to Sherwood. We don’t have
those transportation dollars
available anymore.”

Figure 10. Age of respondents

Figure 11. Gender of respondents

Responses were split almost evenly
between men and women. Of the 543
participants, 472 answered this question.

Over 50 percent of respondents have a post
graduate degree; 33 percent have a (fouryear) college degree; 16 percent have some
college, technical school or a two-year
degree less than 1 percent of respondents
have only a high school degree or less. Of
the 543 participants, 495 answered this
question.

“Many people ride their power chairs and scooters in the streets because the
sidewalks are so unsafe. Please update the currently problem areas as you ponder
whether or not to build new places.”

7

Demographic information was not requested in
the paper form of the questionnaire, which was
submitted by four participants; for the online
questionnaire, 108 participants skipped this
question.
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Figure 12. Level of education of respondents

“Why rush a [bus rapid transit]
system because we can “afford” it
when [light rail] will draw more
riders and be a point of pride for
the community…”
Of respondents, 29 (6 percent) identified
themselves as one of these racial/ethnic
minorities; 428 (92 percent) identified
themselves as White/Caucasian; five (1
percent) as Slavic; three as Middle Eastern;
and 28 (6 percent) as being something
other than the options given.

The Southwest Corridor Plan Title VI and
environmental justice analysis, July 2012,
uses the U.S. Census Bureau categories for
racial (Black, Asian, American Indian and
Alaska Native, Native Hawaiian and Pacific
Islander) and ethnic (Hispanic) minorities.

Of the 543 participants, 465 answered this
question. Respondents could choose
multiple ethnicities, and 18 respondents did
so.

Figure 13. Ethnicity of respondents

Southwest Corridor Plan wide range and screening public involvement report, August 2012
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Based on ZIP code analysis, 50 percent of
participants live in Portland, 17 percent live
in Tigard, 6 percent live in Tualatin, 6
percent live in Beaverton, 3 percent live in
Sherwood and 10 percent live in the ZIP
code that spans Tigard, King City, Durham
and Tualatin. 8

Figure 14. Cities of residents of respondents

One percent of participants live outside of
the region (e.g., Vancouver, Corvallis), and 2
percent live in a regional city outside of the
corridor (e.g. Wilsonville, West Linn). 9
There was no question that sought to
determine the interest that these
participants have in the area or the
Southwest Corridor Plan such as working
in, commuting through or attending school
in the corridor.

“I think the last question should
focus on impacts to whom:
especially low income residents
of the region who are
disconnected from jobs and
services."
“The local communities here
travel primarily by car because
the infrastructure makes other
options inconvenient or unsafe.
This creates a self-fulfilling
prophecy that the car is the only
practical option. Unfortunately
the car is not only the least
energy efficient, but also the
most costly transportation option
in terms of money spent by local
governments.”

8

Since ZIP code and city boundaries are not
directly aligned, it is not always possible to
determine if participants live within the city
boundaries or in an unincorporated county area.
9
Though included in the above numbers, it was
determined that at least three participants (less
than 1 percent) live in Beaverton but outside of
the corridor; 48 participants (9 percent) live in
Portland but outside of the corridor. One provided
ZIP code was invalid, and one paper-form
questionnaire did not include a ZIP code.
Southwest Corridor Plan wide range and screening public involvement report, August 2012
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Conclusions
Process
Public engagement in this second stage of the
plan process focused on continued outreach
to the public, informing the public about the
wide range of potential projects and the
narrowing processes, and gathering feedback
about these efforts.

The open house and questionnaire were
made successful through the robust outreach
through the interested persons email list,
Metro's newsfeed, Twitter, Facebook, the
plan's blog, local blogs and newsletters, and
Metro's OptIn program. Though it is hard to
make a direct comparison between this
corridor plan and those for previous
corridors (due to differences in populations,
size of corridor and scope of the corridor
plan), comment opportunities asking these
types of questions at this phase of the
planning process typically garner around 200
or fewer responses. A physical open house
might garner 15 to 25 participants,
depending on when and where it were held.
Previous corridor studies have not tracked
diversity of participation, so expectations for
different populations were not set. Future
efforts, however, should work to increase
participation of residents with lower
education levels and ethnic minorities (see
figures 12 and 13 for reference).

Recommendations
The processes for generating the wide range
of potential projects and for narrowing that
list to those projects that will move forward
are supported by those who participated in
the online open house and questionnaire.

Specific project ideas that were offered
during this comment period will be included
on the wide range of potential projects before
that list goes through the narrowing process.
Based on the frequency that types of projects
were mentioned when asked what they
would like to see on the ground in the near
term, respondents prioritize bike and
pedestrian facilities (27 percent) followed by
high capacity transit (20 percent). Other
priorities include increased local bus service
(9 percent) and expanding roadways (9
percent).

Participants ask for an efficient decisionmaking process so that on the ground
improvements can move forward but want to
make sure that the public continues to be
informed about and involved in that decisionmaking process. Participants also emphasized
that the improvements that come out of the
Southwest Corridor Plan should reflect local
goals and values.

“Whatever option is considered for the SW Corridor, it needs to be FAST. Give us a
reason to get out of our cars that doesn’t rely purely on altruism”

Southwest Corridor Plan wide range and screening public involvement report, August 2012
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Appendix A: Outreach events calendar
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OUTREACH

TYPE

Community Events
Tualatin River Songbird Festival Community
Event

PARTICIPANTS/AU
DIENCE
General Public

EVENT
DATE

AGENCY

EVENT PROMOTION

5/1/2012

Sherwood:
Michelle Miller

Metro calendar,
twitter promotional

5/19/2012 5/20/2012
All Day

WaCo: Mike
Dalstrom

Metro calendar

Metro calendar

Washington County Public
Works Week

Community
Event

Tonquin Trail Open House

Community
Event

General Public

5/23/2012

Sherwood:
Michelle Miller

Tualatin Community Charrette

Community
Event

General Public

6/4/2012 6/7/12
8AM 8:30AM

Metro: Jamie S. Metro calendar,
Tualatinr: Cindy twitter promotional
Hahn

OHSU Farmers' Market

Community
Event

General Public

6/19/12
Metro: Leah
9/25/12
Fisher
11AM - 3PM Portland: Jay
Sugnet

Metro calendar,
twitter promotional

Festival of Balloons

Community
Event

General Public

6/23/2012
All Day

Metro calendar,
twitter promotional

Tualatin Farmers' Market

Community
Event

General Public

7/13/2012

Metro: Leah
Fisher
Tigard: Marissa
Daniels
Tualatin: Cindy
Hahn

Wa Co Farmers' Market at
Tualatin Commons

Community
Event

General Public

7/13/2012
4PM - 8PM

Washington
County: Mike
Dahlstrom

Metro calendar,
twitter promotional

Sunday Parkways, SW Portland Community
Event

General Public

7/22/2012

Metro: Patrick
Metro calendar,
twitter promotional
McKinney
Partner: Morgan
Tracy

Beaverton International
Celebration

Community
Event

General Public

7/28/12 @
5PM

Beaverton: Erin
Moran

Metro calendar,
twitter promotional

Music on the Green

Community
Event

General Public

8/1/2012

Sherwood:
Michelle Miller

Metro calendar,
Twitter promotional

Lake Oswego Concert in the
Park, Foothills

Community
Event

General Public

8/1/2012

Lake Oswego
Christine Kirk

Metro calendar,
Twitter promotional

NUMBER
REACHED

Metro calendar,
twitter promotional
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OUTREACH

TYPE

PARTICIPANTS/AU
DIENCE

EVENT
DATE

AGENCY

EVENT PROMOTION

Lake Oswego Concert in the
Park, Foothills

Community
Event

General Public

8/8/2012

Lake Oswego
Christine Kirk

Metro calendar,
Twitter promotional

Tualatin Crawfish Festival

Community
Event

General Public

8/10/2012

Partner: Cindy
Hahn

Metro calendar,
Twitter promotional

Beaverton City Visioning
(Transportation focused)

Community
Event

General Public

8/11/2012

Beaverton:
Margaret
Middleton

Metro calendar,
Twitter promotional

Beaverton Vision Open House

Community
Event

General Public

8/11/2012

Beaverton:
Margaret
Middleton

Metro calendar,
Twitter promotional

Tigard Street Fair

Community
Event

General Public

8/11/2012

Tigard: Marissa Metro calendar,
Daniels
Twitter promotional

Lake Oswego Concert in the
Park, Westlake Park

Community
Event

General Public

8/15/2012

Lake Oswego
Christine Kirk

Metro calendar,
Twitter promotional

Multnomah Days

Community
Event

General Public

8/18/2012

Portland: Joan
Frederickson

Metro calendar,
Twitter promotional

Lake Oswego Concert in the
Park, Westlake Park

Community
Event

General Public

8/22/2012

Lake Oswego
Christine Kirk

Metro calendar,
Twitter promotional

Lake Oswego Concert in the
Park, Westlake Park

Community
Event

General Public

8/22/2012

Lake Oswego
Christine Kirk

Metro calendar,
Twitter promotional

NUMBER
REACHED

Local Government Events
Washington County Board of
Commissioners

Council/Com Committee and
mission
Residents
Briefing

2/1/2012
1:30 PM

Metro:
Tony Mendoza
Karen Withrow

Metro calendar, email
invitation

Beaverton City Council

Council/Com Committee and
mission
Residents
Briefing

2/1/2012

Metro:
Karen Withrow
Tony Mendoza

Metro calendar, email
invitation

Barbur Concept Plan Community
Working Group

Working
Group

Committee and
Residents

2/2/2012

Homestead Neighborhood
Association

Neighborhood
Association

Committee and
Residents

Portland Planning and Sustainability Council/Com Committee and
Commission
mission
Residents

Briefing

28

20

Portland: Jay
Metro calendar, email
Sugnet, Morgan invitation
Tracy

28

2/7/2012

Portland: Morgan Metro calendar, email
Tracy
invitation

16

2/14/2012

Portland: Jay
Metro calendar, email
Sugnet, Morgan invitation
Tracy
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OUTREACH

TYPE

PARTICIPANTS/AU
DIENCE

EVENT
DATE

AGENCY

EVENT PROMOTION

NUMBER
REACHED

Southwest Neighborhoods, Inc.
(SWNI) Transportation Committee

Neighborhood
Association

Committee and
Residents

2/15/2012

Portland: Morgan Metro calendar, email
Tracy
invitation

24

Sherwood Planning Commission

Council/Com Committee and
mission
Residents
Briefing

2/28/2012

Sherwood:
Julia Hajdukj

20

Working
Group

3/1/2012

Barbur Concept Plan Community
Working Group

Committee and
Residents

Barbur Concept Plan Community
Working Group

Working
Group

Committee and
Residents

4/5/2012

Joint Beaverton/Tigard City
Council/Planning Commission

meeting

Committee and
Residents

4/10/2012

Barbur Concept Plan Technical
Advisory Group

Technical
Advisory
Group

Barbur Concept Plan Community Community
Forum
Event

Committee and
Residents

5/2/2012

Residents/Business 5/3/2012
Owners

Metro calendar, email
invitation

Metro: Malu
Metro calendar, email
Wilkinson
invitation
Portland: Jay
Sugnet, Morgan
Tracy

34

Portland: Jay
Metro calendar, email
Sugnet, Morgan invitation
Tracy

24

Metro: Malu
Metro calendar, email
Wilkinson
invitation
Portland: Jay
Sugnet, Morgan
Tracy

75

Metro: Malu
Metro calendar, email
Wilkinson
invitation
Portland: Jay
Sugnet, Morgan
Tracy
Metro: Malu
Portland
Wilkinson
Portland: Jay
Sugnet, Morgan
Tracy

Committee and
Residents

5/10/2012

Metro: Cliff
Higgins

Metro calendar, email
invitation

Tigard City Council and Planning
Council/Com Committee and
Commission (Tigard HCT Use Plan) mission
Residents

5/15/2012

Tigard:
Judith Gray

Metro calendar, email
invitation

6/7/2012

Metro: Malu
Metro calendar, email
Wilkinson
invitation
Portland: Jay
Sugnet, Morgan
Tracy

Highland Neighborhood Association Neighborhood
Association

Briefing

Barbur Concept Plan Community
Working Group

Working
Group

Committee and
Residents

45

8

23

23

OUTREACH

TYPE

Barbur Concept Plan Subgroup
Partner
meeting at the Northwest College of event
Naturopathic Medicine

PARTICIPANTS/AU
DIENCE
Committee and
Residents

EVENT
DATE

Metro and PTL
staff

Metro calendar, email
invitation

26

Metro staff

Metro calendar, email
invitation

25

Metro calendar, email
invitation

15

7/8/2012

Metro Council Work Session

Council/Com Committee and
mission
Residents
Briefing

7/31/2012

Council/Com Committee and
mission
Residents
Briefing

8/14/2012

Briefing

Environmental Justice
Tigard/Tualatin Family Resource monthly
Center
meeting

NUMBER
REACHED

Metro: Malu
Metro calendar, email
Wilkinson
invitation
Portland: Jay
Sugnet, Morgan
Tracy

Council/Com Committee and
mission
Residents
Briefing

Other Outreach Efforts
Tualatin River keepers

EVENT PROMOTION

6/26/2012

Metro Policy Advisory Committee
corridor tour

Tigard City Council

AGENCY

Tigard:
Judith Gray

Executive Director
Board Members,
Staff, Guests

7/25/2012,
6/29/2012

Metro: Heather
Kent

10-12

Social service
providers

5/17/2012

Metro: Cliff and
Leah

16

24
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Main

Southwest Corridor
July 22, 2012
Pros and Cons of Center- v s. Curb-Running Bus Rapid Transit

The City of Boston has created a pretty nice one-sheeter laying out the advantages, disadvantages,
and design principles of running exclusive bus lanes in the center of a road vs. along the curb. As the
Portland region considers BRT for future rapid transit lines (Powell/Division, Clackamas to Washington
Square, and the SW Corridor are all under consideration for BRT), it is worth thinking about these
principles and trade-offs, so take a look!

28

Center-running bus lanes in The Hague
portlandtransport.com/archives/projects/southwest_corri/
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In general, a center-running alignment is preferable if we want a high level of service. It eliminates
conflicts with right-turning vehicles and bicycles, generally gives exclusive signal phasing for transit
vehicles, and it breaks up wide streets in a way that can dramatically improve pedestrian crossings.
There is a reason why virtually all transit (both trams and buses) in the Netherlands runs in the
center of the street, and I can report from experience that it works very well and breaks up wide
streets very nicely. Of course, we don't have to look that far for examples. Our very own Yellow Line
on Interstate and Blue Line on E Burnside follow the same principle, although I would argue they
could be retro-fitted to be a lot more attractive.

Center-running transit can be quite attractive

Unfortunately, because Bus Rapid Transit is often chosen over Light Rail Transit as a way to save the
most money possible on a project, it is all too often relegated to the outside lanes where
performance is not as high. Both RapidRide in Seattle and Swift north of Seattle are examples of BRT
lines that run in the curbside lanes, either in mixed traffic or in semi-exclusive Business Access
Transit (BAT) lanes that are shared with right-turning and parking vehicles. While BAT lanes are
better than nothing, they can often be just as clogged with cars as regular lanes, are difficult to
enforce, and are often compromised (as we see through Interbay in Seattle) by making them peakonly.
As far as I can tell, there are two main reasons to choose curb-running over center-running lanes.
First, if there is not enough right-of-way to fit in the center platforms. Second, if there is a political
unwillingness to completely take away car travel lanes. The first reason doesn't really apply to the
roads being considered for BRT in Portland. Powell Blvd, even in inner SE Portland, has plenty of room
to make the center lanes bus-only and still install median platforms. All we have to do is remove the
center turn lane and the planted median. Same goes for Barbur Blvd in SW Portland, which has 3 car
29
lanes in each direction and a small painted median.
portlandtransport.com/archives/projects/southwest_corri/
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The second reason is what will determine whether Portland ends up with high-quality BRT or not.
People will object to removing any car capacity on Powell or Barbur, insisting they are critical auto
corridors that should not be significantly altered. Curbside BAT lanes (probably peak-only) will be
proposed as a way to "balance" the needs of cars and transit. ODOT continues to insist that Barbur
needs its current capacity to act as an "overflow valve" for I-5 in case of accidents or congestion.
These arguments fail to convince after the experience with N Interstate Ave. That was a road that
was considered an important auto corridor and an overflow valve for the northern section of I-5, and
yet we reduced its car capacity in favor of building MAX and life goes on. People have adjusted to
the new reality and I am unaware of any major problems with the new configuration.
In the case of Powell, a reduction of lanes and a corresponding reduction in speeds would do
wonders to improve the street's safety, walkability, and livability. We should also remember that any
BRT would be able to get off Powell somewhere around SE 17th to head up to the new Willamette
transit bridge, so extra capacity would be available to deal with the Ross Island Bridge bottleneck. In
the case of Barbur, that road is over-capacity anyway and should not be kept that way simply to
absorb the occasional spillover from the freeway. Why do we have a 6-lane freeway and a 6-lane
highway running parallel anyway? Rather than treating it as if it were one 12-lane superhighway in
two parts, perhaps we should design them to perform distinct functions.
Zef Wagner is an analyst at Fregonese Associates and is pursuing a Master of Urban and Regional
Planning degree at Portland State University, specializing in transportation planning. His views are his
own and do not necessarily reflect the views of Fregonese or PSU.
Posted by zefwagner at 10:39 AM | Comments (21) | Permalink

July 9, 2012
More Chances to Weigh in on SW Corridor
There are still several chances to express your views during this round of public input on the SW
Corridor Plan, an online open house, through July 13, and at several community events during the
summer:
July 13, Farmers' Market, Tualatin Commons
July 22, Sunday Parkways, SW Portland
July 28, Beaverton International Celebration, Beaverton
Posted by Chris Smith at 9:42 PM | Comments (1) | Permalink

June 27, 2012
What If the SW Corridor Started on the East Side?
Extending the Yellow Line south to Tualatin should be
considered in the SW Corridor Plan. It would provide a northsouth rapid transit alternative to I-5, which is becoming
increasingly congested. The line would extend 19-miles

30

between Vancouver WA and Tualatin with at least 24 stations
portlandtransport.com/archives/projects/southwest_corri/
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providing connections to rest of the transit system.
I propose it traverse the central city on the east side and
south waterfront thus avoiding the slow downtown operation
that plagues the Blue and Red Lines, and serves OHSU with a
deep tunnel station similar to the one at the zoo.
Note: Building a tunnel for light rail is not necessarily more
expensive than building it on the surface. Land values can drive
the cost of surface construction to great heights. The 2.9-mile
click m ap to vie w full size
Robertson light rail tunnel through the West Hills, with one
subway station, opened in 1998 at a cost of $184 million. That
underground work would be about $290 million or $100 m illion
a-m ile in today's dollars. Compare this to the 7.3-mile Milwaukie Line, now under construction above
ground, costing $1.5 billion or $200 m illion a-m ile.
Following is a brief description and map of the line.
Segm ent 1 - Rose Quarter to OMSI
This 1.7-mile segment could run on the surface along Water Avenue or on a structure above the UP
Railroad tracks on First Avenue. It should have three intermediate stations at the bridgeheads for
connections to all the eastside bus lines that cross the Willamette.
Segm ent 2 - Riv er Crossing
This segment, with a new platform adjacent the OMSI MAX Station, shares the new Willamette River
Bridge and South Waterfront Station with the Orange Line.
Segm ent 3 - Marquam Hill Tunnel
This 2.8 mile-long tunnel would have an east portal immediately west of the South Waterfront
Station and a west portal at Burlingame. It would have a deep station to serve "Pill Hill" and a
Hillsdale Station to provide a connection to the frequent bus lines on Beaverton-Hillsdale Highway.
Segm ent 4 - Burlingam e to Tigard Transit Center
This 4.2-mile segment could run on the surface along I-5 and Barbur Blvd. It could have three or four
stations. They would be at Burlingame, the Barbur Transit Center, and one at SW 72nd and Barbur
Blvd. The line would enter the WES right of way at the Tigard Transit Center. An alternate alignment
could be in a tunnel between The Barbur and Tigard Transit Centers with a subway station at PCC
Sylvania.
Segm ent 5 - Tigard to Tualatin
The possibility of adding a 3.8-mile section of electrified track in the Portland and Western and WES
rights of way in order to extend MAX south to Tualatin should be considered. MAX could possibly
share the WES platforms.
Posted by Jim Howell at 12:10 AM | Comments (65) | Permalink

June 19, 2012
SW Corridor Purpose and Need

31
Scotty recently had a great discussion about the importance of the Purpose and Need statement for
portlandtransport.com/archives/projects/southwest_corri/
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a project.
Last week, the steering committee for the SW Corridor Plan met to discuss the draft Purpose and
Need statement for the project. Here's the agenda packet (PDF 4M) for that meeting. It contains
both the draft Purpose and Need (beginning on p. 10) and a "Statement of Problems, Constraints,
and Opportunities" document (p. 15).
Here's the draft purpose:
The purpose of the SW Corridor Transit Alternatives Analysis is to identify a safe and
reliable high capacity transit project that will support the land use planning strategies
being developed by the cities of Portland, Tigard, Tualatin and Sherwood and serve the
existing and projected travel markets in the corridor while connecting regional centers,
town centers, local activity centers and the central city. The identified project will
advance applicable federal, state, regional, local and the SW Corridor communities' land
use, transportation, economic development, environmental and health plans and policies.
The identified project will promote the continued success and creation of healthy and
more vibrant communities in the SW Corridor in a financially responsive and
environmentally sensitive manner.
This is followed by two pages of "needs", which I'll let you all read yourselves.
I like that it leads with supporting land use strategies and puts mobility after that. If I were going to
change anything, I'd probably work to include active transportation in the purpose. It's mentioned
about halfway through the needs, but my vision of the corridor is one in which people can walk, bike,
take transit and drive safely through the entire length of the corridor. I'd love if that could be
articulated right up front!
One slightly startling line from the constraints document:
"OR-99W serves as an important relief valve for I-5, with signals designed to absorb I-5
traffic when incidents or construction occur."
I wonder if that comes as a surprise to the signals engineers in Portland? It seems like we could
probably do better for daily users of Barbur if we didn't operate it in a fashion optimized for a handful
of days each year.
So what's your take on the draft? What are we missing that could come back to haunt us in five to
ten years?
Posted by Chris Smith at 12:34 AM | Comments (34) | Permalink

May 21, 2012
Southw est Corridor BRT?
In the previous post, we noted that Metro had approved study for the Powell/Division corridor. A
Metro planner indicated that the region in the future would be pursuing a less capital intensive
strategy in the future, and hinted that the Southwest Corridor might just not be light rail.
The Southwest Corridor stretches roughly from downtown Portland, along OR99W, southwest 32
to
Sherwood. (Map courtesy of Metro).
portlandtransport.com/archives/projects/southwest_corri/
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Sherwood. (Map courtesy of Metro).

Major destinations and communities along the corridor include PSU at the north end, the South
Portland neighborhood, OHSU/Marquam Hill, Hillsdale, Multnomah, Capitol Heights, PCC-Sylvania, all of
Tigard, Garden Home, Progress/Washington Square, some parts of S. Beaverton, Lake Grove,
Durham/Bridgeport, Bull Mountain, King City, a small part of Tualatin, and Sherwood.
The corridor was identified as a high-priority corridor in Metro's 2008 High-Capacity Transit System
Plan. The cities of Portland, Tigard, and Sherwood are active participants in the project, and Portland
and Tigard have significant planning activities ongoing concerning 99W; Sherwood will be starting a
town center plan soon.
Metro has emphasized that the transit mode for the corridor has not been determined: The project
website states "Light rail may be included as a potential solution at that time, but other high 33
capacity solutions, such bus rapid transit, commuter rail or rapid streetcar, or even improved local
portlandtransport.com/archives/projects/southwest_corri/
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bus, may also be pursued as well or instead." That declaration has not prevented many observers
(including myself) from believing that light rail is the most likely choice, so the suggestion that BRT is
a likely possibility was interesting indeed.
After the jump, we take a look at whether or not BRT, of some form, would work in this corridor. We
will not consider rapid streetcar or commuter rail any further.
What w ould a Southw est BRT look like?
The following is, obviously, rampant speculation and geekery on the part of yours truly. A major
assumption with a BRT implementation of the Southwest Corridor is that it would be a surface route,
using existing rights of way, with capital spending at a minimum. More exotic solutions such as a
subway tunnel under Marquam Hill and Hillsdale are considered out of scope--both due to the cost
and the issue of ventilation if internal-combustion-powered vehicles are used. Some limited capital
enhancements, beyond preparing the right-of-way and building stations, are considered within
scope; but a busway solution to the Southwest Corridor is not likely to look like Milwaukie MAX with
tires. I do assume, in a few cases, that planned urban projects along the busway are done (and that
these aren't part of the project budget itself). This proposal ignores the question of project phasing.

Click on the image for a larger version.
A hypothetical design corridor would start at PSU and the south end of the transit mall. Rather than
proceeding south on Barbur, it proceeds east on Lincoln along the transitway being constructed for
PMLR along Lincoln Street, serving the Lincoln Street stop near Naito Parkway. It then will proceeds
south on Naito (which will have a busway constructed in the middle--I'm assuming that some of the
recommendations of the South Portland Circulation Study Report and Recommendations are done),
with stops near SW Arthur/ SW Kelly , and Whitaker/ Curry . The busway then connects with
Barbur, and proceeds in the median of Barbur until further notice.
Another stop would be at Bancroft/ Ham ilton. After this stretch, it enters the "woods" segment.
There might be a local-service stop near the 4900 block of Barbur (there's no named cross street
here, but a big apartment complex), and another near the interchange with SW Capitol Highw ay .
One thing the South Portland Circulation Study recommends is an interchange between Capitol
34
Highway and I-5, so auto traffic coming from Raleigh Hills and/or Hillsdale can use the freeway,
portlandtransport.com/archives/projects/southwest_corri/
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allowing further de-highway-fication of Barbur Boulevard. If a Capitol Highway stop could also be
connected to the Marquam Trail (crossing under the highway), so much the better.
Stop density would increase a bit in the Burlingame area, with a stop just northeast of SW Third,
another at Terw illiger/ Bertha, and 13th and Custer. Stop density would then decrease somewhat
compared to S. Portland or Burlingame (every 600-800m or so), perhaps at 19th and Capitol Hill,
26th Way, Alice/ 35th, and the Barbur TC. Beyond that, SW Huber and SW 53rd/ Pom ona.
After that, the line would cross into Tigard, and Barbur Boulevard becomes Pacific Highway. While the
city of Tigard has plans to tame OR99W through its limits, such plans may be subject to pushback
from ODOT, as well as from established property owners and an electorate less sold on density and
upzoning. I'm going to assume stops at 64th, 71st/ 72nd, Dartm outh, Hall, and then Tigard TC.
Beyond that, Main/ Johnson, Park St., McDonald/ Gaarde, Bull Mountain/ Beef Bend, Durham
Road/ King City , and F ischer Road.
After leaving Tigard and crossing the Tualatin, OR99W ceases all resemblance of an urban
thoroughfare and becomes a high-speed expressway. While grade-separation of the line isn't
necessary; pedestrian overcrossings are probably a useful thing to have in this stretch. A station
could be supported at Tualatin Road/ 124th and possibly at Cipole Road, then nothing until Six
Corners is reached. The current 12/94 takes a rather winding route through Sherwood; while the city
of Sherwood is mostly single-family housing, I can think of several places where transit service would
be useful. As Sherwood is the "end of the line", I'm assuming minimal capital improvements here.
For most of the line--certainly until one gets past the Tualatin River, my assumption is a median
busway within 99W for most of the length, with a few deviations at places like Tigard TC. In some
places, this may difficult to accomplish, but one advantage of BRT is that it can mix with regular
traffic if needed for a tight spot. I'm also assuming robust signal priority along the route; the bus
should only rarely have to wait for crossings or be blocked by traffic. I'm assuming platforms designed
for 67' busses (in addition to better capacity, longer busses speed dwell times by having more
doors), and proof of payment used on busses that serve the BRT corridor, including those that
branch off, and that stations will have amenities and facilities similar to light rail.
One obvious issue: By running on Barbur (and Naito), the line as indicated doesn't serve
OHSU/Marquam Hill directly. Given its location, OHSU is awfully hard to serve with transit. The
current streets up to and around Marquam Hill aren't suitable for a rapid transit line. Some possible
options to reach OHSU include tunneling (which would favor light rail over combustion-powered
busses), a new surface route (on a gentler grade) up to the top of the hill, or some way for transit
users (as well as pedestrians and bicyclists) to reach the campus from Barbur Boulevard. Although a
subway tunnel is likely out of scope for BRT, my assumption is that OHSU is an important enough
destination that a reasonable connection to the line and the hospital complex is made--either a
pedestrian tunnel to a bank of elevators (passenger throughput will be a big problem, as said
elevators may be a bottleneck at shift changes), or a bank of escalators up the side of the hill
(similar to the Central-Mid Levels Escalator in Hong Kong). Or a funicular, or some other technology.
In the above map, a connection from the Whitaker/Curry stop is assumed, and shown in yellow.
Technical analy sis of BRT
In this comment, I list several technical advantages that BRT has in some situations. One additional
one, relevant to this discussion, is that it's far easier to support passing (and thus things like express
services). Supporting this with rail is far more difficult--you need to add switches, reconfigure the
35
signalling, etc--but for busses running on pavement, providing passing opportunities is easy. This is
important. You'll notice that over the 11 mile stretch between PSU and King City (we'll ignore
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important. You'll notice that over the 11 mile stretch between PSU and King City (we'll ignore
everything past there), there are about 26 stops/stations called out; one about every 700m--and
depending on development patterns, I could see calls for more. This stopping distance is far closer
than needed for rapid transit--the Yellow Line, for instance, also travels in a street median and has
3000' (1km) stopping distance on average, and still regarded as kind of slow. I'm assuming that since
this is BRT and not rail, there will be opportunities for busses to pass, and thus many of the busses
running the busway will have limited stopping patterns. (Were this to be a LRT line rather than a BRT,
I'd suggest fewer stops). On the above map, the stops indicated in blue are assumed to be called on
by all stations, those in red may be skipped by rapid services.
Now take a look at this map of the current TriMet services in the area.

If one looks at the map of existing bus services in the area, one thing stands out: There's a whole lot
of bus lines heading south from downtown, on one of five corridors: Terwilliger, Barbur/Naito,
Corbett, I-5, or Macadam. Other than those bus lines heading down Macadam, most of them branch
out and head west to varying degrees in the vicinity of Hillsdale/Burlingame; but in between there
and downtown, you have some intense bus activity. Many of these lines run limited service through
this area. This sort of branching configuration is something BRT supports well, particularly through
"open BRT", and is something that rail has a harder time supporting--rail works best with linear
corridors, not trunk-and-branch. Geography prevents construction of an effective grid in southwest;
one doesn't encounter a significant crosstown bus line until one reaches Tigard and the 76/78. Many
of the major trip generators (such OHSU, PCC, Washington Square) don't lie in a line; serving all of
these with a single rail line would be difficult. Note that BRT-like improvements outside the Barbur
corridor aren't discussed, but a BRT line along Beaverton/Hillsdale out to Beaverton TC (and then
along TV Highway to Hillsboro) would be a fine idea, as would BRT improvements down Capitol36
to
PCC, then to Kerr and along Boones Ferry to Bridgeport and Tualatin. (I'd love to see the 44
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extended to Tualatin--far southwest really could use an all-day direct line to downtown).
There are a few flies in the BRT ointment, however. One is that ideally for an open BRT, you'd have
intense development and high density along the trunk; so many people would be able to take
advantage of the very-frequent transit service. Most of the "trunk" of Barbur Boulevard, however, is
built along the side of a cliff--the terrain prevents any significant development. While this permits
fast service through the area, it's unlikely that significant new development along Barbur would be
able to take advantage of this. One exception is the stretch along Naito Parkway that the city hopes
to rebuild one day, as the parkway is turned from its highway past to a tame urban street; there are
ample development opportunities here.
Another potential issue is that while the current transit topology is tree-like, travel patterns might
not be. OHSU, in particular, draws many people from the south and west; several express bus lines
serve Pill Hill. Improving transit connections to OHSU is an important issue.
Finally, one downside of open BRT is that it limits vehicle choice--in general, the busses that operate
on the BRT section are limited to standard rolling stock--in particular, things like center-platform
boarding (requiring doors on the left) are off limits. This can be mitigated by having some bus routes
run limited service, skipping some stations--the skipped stations can be configured for left-side
boarding.
Political analysis
A longstanding rule of project development (in both the public and private sectors) is "if the politics
doesn't fly, the project won't either". Whether a BRT solution will be acceptable for stakeholders is
an interesting question. Several important points to consider when thinking of the politics:
The South Corridor DEIS, which led to PMLR, concluded that light rail would produce 33% more
trips than a busway would.
A big factor in the choice of light rail over busway for Portland-Milwaukie was objections by the
city of Milwaukie. The reasons for this objection I'm not sure enough about, but other metros
(LA comes to mind) have had nasty fights between different communities over who gets
"better" infrastructure, much as children will squabble over the largest piece of cake. Expect
some hurt feelings in Tigard and Sherwood if they "only" get BRT whereas Beaverton, Hillsboro,
Gresham, and Milwaukie all got light rail--many politicians seem to view rail as the more
prestigious project.
On the other hand, Tigard already has rail--WES. Given the manner in which Washington
County twisted TriMet's arm on that project, the region might be justified in saying no to light
rail.
The same folks pushing anti-rail politics in Clackamas County have been active in Washington
County of late, trying to get anti-rail initiatives on the ballots in Tigard and Sherwood. (And in
Tualatin, though the line only nicks a corner of Tualatin, so I'm not sure its contribution
matters much). If these measures are similar to the one one the ballot this September in
Clackamas County, they only would affect rail, not BRT.
OTOH, Tigard still seems to be a Democratic-leaning town, and Washington County is still a
blue-leaning county, so anti-rail organizers may have less success here than they have been
having in Clackamas County.
Given the present national and economic situation, the region may not be able to count on
buckets of cash from Uncle Sam; a low-cost option may be required.
A good argument can be made that WES and Milwaukie MAX have "poisoned the well" for
37future
rail construction, at least for the time being.
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At least one recent TriMet board appointees, Craig Prosser, is known to be an ardent supporter
of MAX on the SW Corridor. While the TriMet board won't be directly involved in the planning
process, were board members to object to BRT it would be a major obstacle.
One other potential political land mine is OHSU's involvement with the Portland Aerial Tram,
which suffered cost overruns of over 200%. OHSU management was accused of misconduct by
public officials, including Portland city councilor Randy Leonard, after it became known that
OHSU officials knew of cost overruns early on but didn't inform city officials, preventing the
city from considering the cancellation of the project prior to the expenditure of public funds.
Given that, there may be considerable political resistance to any further infrastructure
spending seen to be beneficial to OSHU, even though it may be otherwise important to the
region.

A plausible political case for BRT can certainly be made, though a BRT project may face opposition
that a rail project might not. One key constituency to be concerned with are developers; they seem
to still exhibit a definite pro-rail bias, and are less likely to consider BRT-facing properties to be a
lucrative opportunity. Developers and their financiers tend to be a conservative (meaning slow-tochange, not politically conservative) lot, and many of them still don't believe that bus service can be
an attractive amenity. To the extent the Southwest Corridor is intended as a transformation project
instead of just a transportation project, there may be pushback against bus.
One other issue is environmental goals. Assuming that the region isn't likely to consider trolleybus (or
other types of electric-powered bus), the issue of bus emissions may be important (even if no
tunnels are built). One reason busses suffer from a bad rap is that their engines are often noisy and
smelly; compared to the electric motors in LRT vehicles which are quiet and emission-free. (On the
other hand, there's no rail squeal with a bus). This doesn't rule out bus, of course--a bus project
that can attract motorists out of cars can still meet environmental goals--but at a certain price
point, this too will exert a strong push to a rail based solution.
I suggest that the recent Metro announcement may well be a trial balloon to see if the region is
ready to do a BRT project on a major regional corridor. BRT on Powell/Division is probably an easier
sell--much of the route is already developed; there's already a parallel light rail line (and thus no
reason for Portland or Gresham officials to get upset), the established bus service does well, and
given the existing grid there's nothing to be saved by eliminating overlapping routes to downtown.
But none of these things are true for the SW Corridor.
Posted by EngineerScotty at 10:30 PM | Comments (46) | Permalink

March 25, 2012
Anti-LRT petitions being circulated in SW Corridor cities
The Portland Tribune is reporting that groups in four cities which may be affected by the Southwest
Corridor project--Tigard, King City, Tualatin, and Sherwood, have filed initiative petitions with
respective city governments. (This was previously mentioned in the open thread; now petitions have
been filed). The petitions, if able to collect sufficient numbers of signatures by the respective
deadlines, would place a measure on the ballot to require public votes to approve future city funding
of light rail projects. Petitioners are hoping to place the measures on the September ballot. 38
The petitions are based on a similar petition which was recently circulated in Milwaukie. They don't
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The petitions are based on a similar petition which was recently circulated in Milwaukie. They don't
attempt to ban light-rail outright (something which was tried in Damascus, but narrowly defeated) or
prohibit funding for it altogether, they merely require a public vote for any municipal funding for such
be approved.
My reaction?
Good.
The right tim e to speak up
No, I don't say this because I'm skeptical about the Southwest Corridor project--which at this point,
is still in the planning phases. (Technically, no mode or alignment has been chosen for the corridor-though I would be surprised if light rail weren't the ultimate decision). Nor do I particularly care for
the motives of the petition supporters, which include a few folks who hold positions that I would
characterize as anti-transit. I say "good" because I'm a firm believer in democracy--if the good
citizens of the affected cities don't wish to pay for light rail, that's they're right.
But more importantly, I say good because--unlike the Clackamas County efforts--these petitions are
being circulated at the right time: when the project is still in the planning phases, and no
commitments have been made. The Clackamas County and Milwaukie petitions, not circulated until
the ink was dry on the intergovernmental agreements (and the project had actually started
construction), are a bit late in the game. (There's a reasonable chance that the petitions, even if
they pass, may not have the desired effects: I could easily see legal council for Milwaukie and
Clackamas County ruling that they only affect future projects, not Milwaukie MAX as designed, as
use of legislative power to abrogate public contracts is impermissible under the Contracts Clause).
If one or more of the aforementioned cities doesn't want a MAX line, or other type of transit
infrastructure, it is good to know it now, so that plans can be made to accommodate these civic
desires. That said, it would be nice to see a similar standard be applied to freeway construction.
Posted by EngineerScotty at 9:29 PM | Comments (31) | Permalink

October 20, 2011
The proposed Metro UGB ex pansion into South Cooper Mountain

In this month's open thread, it was noted that Metro was considering an expansion of the urban
growth boundary, which will be voted on at Thursday's council meeting. Metro staff proposed a
recommendation containing a list of ten sites (three industrial, and seven residential/commercial); of
these ten, three were initially endorsed by the acting Chief Operating Officer: An industrial parcel in
North Hillsboro, and residential parcels in South Hillsboro (or if you prefer, West Aloha) and South
Cooper Mountain. Since the Open Thread was posted, Metro has also published a FAQ on the
process.
(In late-breaking news, a 49-acre parcel west of Bull Mountain, along Roy Rogers Road, has been
added to the proposal to be voted on tomorrow; and the cities of Cornelius, Wilsonville, and Forest
Grove are voicing displeasure about parcels adjacent to them not being included.)
Many commenters in the open thread were troubled by the proposal for one of two reasons: 1)
39 Some
though that expansion of the UGB, particularly for residential uses, was not necessary at this time,
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given the current state of the housing market, and the ability of the region to add density within the
UGB. 2) Others questioned the wisdom of putting higher-density development out on the urban
fringe.
We may consider the issue of industrial expansion at another time; and Portland Transport looked at
the South Hillsboro site last year. Today, we consider the South Cooper Mountain site (and to a
lesser extent the Roy Rogers site, which is located nearby), and ponder the issues involved in the
second question. I don't intend to ignore the first question--it's an important one, and there is plenty
of infill development going on as we speak; but the readily observed phenomenon of "high-density
suburbia", with urban levels of density but a lacking of urban amenities, is a problem which needs to
be addressed.
South Cooper Mountain: Where is it?
The South Cooper Mountain parcel is located on the southern flanks of Cooper Mountain (and the
eastern flanks of the Progress Ridge, another landform in South Beaverton), pretty much to the
south of Aloha, to the west of Murrayhill and the Progress Ridge development, and to the northwest
of Bull Mountain. It is bounded on the south by OR210 (Scholls Ferry Road), on the west by Tile Flat
Road, and on the north and east by the aformentioned hills. This map shows in detail where it is:

40
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View Beaverton UGB study area in a larger map

Metro has published a more detailed report on the parcel, which would be annexed into the city of
Beaverton as it urbanizes. In addition, a Metro staff report provides additional information. Likewise,
the Roy Rogers West parcel is described in further detail here (the report describes a larger parcel of
which the 49 acres are a subset).
The South Cooper Mountain parcel consists of 543 acres, of which 361 are deemed buildable; Metro
foresees construction of ~4350 dwelling units in South Cooper Mountain, along with various
commercial properties. In addition, the parcel is being eyed by the Beaverton School District for the
future construction of an additional high school. Currently, the parcel contains some agricultural
uses, though is located on a slope, and is in close proximity to existing development, in particular
Progress Ridge.
Transportation links
Transportation in the area is likely to be problematic with existing services and infrastructure. The
main thoroughfares which serve the South Cooper Mountain area are Scholls Ferry Road, running east
to Washington Square and the bulk of the metro area; and running west to rural Washington County
(and to Hillsboro via River Road); Roy Rogers road, running south to Sherwood, with connections to
Bull Mountain and King City via Bull Mountain and Beef Bend roads, and SW 175th, which connects to
west Beaverton and Aloha. Other important thoroughfares in the area include SW Murray Road, which
provides access to the remainder of Beaverton, and SW Walnut, which provides access to Tigard.
The Roy Rogers Road parcel is flanked on the west by Roy Rogers Road; nearby east-west streets
are Bull Mountain and Beef Bend roads.
Scholls Ferry Road is a 5-lane facility between the intersection with Roy Rogers and the
Progress/Washington Square area, except for a short stretch west of Murrayhill which is presently
three lanes (though a widening of this stretch to five lanes is planned in 2013). It currently is at or
near capacity during rush hour, with backups frequent; in addition to local traffic, it serves
significant amounts of regional traffic (being a state highway). Roy Rogers Road is a high-speed,
two-lane rural highway for most of its length, including where it abuts the parcel named after it.
Murray has more tolerable traffic in the immediate area, though is frequently a parking lot further
north, in the stretch between Farmington (OR10) and TV Highway (OR8). 175th over Cooper
Mountain has numerous sharp curves and steep grades, and is unsuitable for high traffic volumes
(and would likely be an undesirable route for bus traffic).
TOD w ithout transit?
Even without the addition of high-density development in South Cooper Mountain, the area already
has a fair bit of higher-density housing. The Progress Ridge neighborhood, sandwiched between
Scholls Ferry and SW Barrows, has numerous townhouses and apartment buildings, along with the
Progress Ridge shopping center. This shopping center is unusual in that despite having several
destination tenants (including an upscale movie theater and a New Seasons market, along with a Big
Al's across the street), it isn't located on a major thoroughfare--Barrows Road functions as a two41
lane collector. Bike access is rather good, though some of the steep slopes may be an impediment to
bicycle use--the Powerline Trail runs nearby, and the city of Beaverton does take bicycle
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bicycle use--the Powerline Trail runs nearby, and the city of Beaverton does take bicycle
infrastructure seriously.
But despite all of this, transit use (and service) is limited. No transit serves the South Cooper
Mountain parcels directly, and no fixed-route transit is in the area. The only seven-day bus service is
the half-hourly 62, which starts at Washington Square, proceeds down Scholls Ferry to Murrayhill,
than heads north to the Millikan Way MAX station and the Cedar Mill neighborhood before heading
back east, ending at Sunset TC. The South Beaverton Express (92) also provides service to the area
(and the South Beaverton and Greenway neighborhoods), connecting to downtown, and reaches as
far west as SW Teal. As a peak-hour express service, however,, it only provides inbound service
during the AM commute and outbound service in the afternoon and evening. The 45 also ventures
near the area, coming as far west as SW 121st before heading south to Tigard TC.
None of these services is of sufficiently high quality to attract many choice riders; and the real
estate in the area is too expensive for the poor to afford.
Similar criticisms have been made about other TOD/high density projects in Washington County, such
as Orenco Station--which has disappointing transit share, despite being located close to MAX.
However, other than the MAX line, Orenco has poor transit connections, and many of the
Washington County employment parks where Orenco residents work, likewise are not easily reachable
other than by automobile or bike. As South Cooper Mountain presently has worse transit service than
Orenco, it would be folly to expect better outcomes without a focus on better service. Of course,
the development plan for SCM has not been realized, and nobody has claimed that it will be TOD of
any sort--but higher-density housing generally is improved by good transit service, and currently the
level of service is not great. (It's better than other parts of Washington County, but that isn't saying
much).
The Roy Rogers Road parcel presently is rural in nature, and has no transit service.
What could be done?
At the present time, there doesn't seem to be plans in the works to improve the quality of transit in
the area. The Washington County Transportation Plan does not include any new transit lines in the
area. (The City of Beaverton would like to widen Scholls Ferry to seven lanes, however; a notion
which is seconded in the RTP).
Given the demographics of the area, it might be tempting to suggest playing the streetcar card-there are probably a lot of residents in the South Beaverton area who will board a streetcar, but
would rather ride in the back of a hearse than in the back of a bus. Both the Murray and Scholls
Ferry corridors have major anchors such a line could connect to, and lots of useful destinations along
the way. That said, it's hard to justify such a project in a corridor which currently does not merit
frequent bus service.
However, development of South Cooper Mountain (and possibly of the Roy Rogers parcel, though it
appears to be of lesser import) may provide an opportunity to improve and/or reconfigure bus service
in the area. The current shape of the 62 limits connectivity between Beaverton and the southern
parts of Washington County--it heads south down Murray, takes a hard left at Murrayhill, and then
heads northeast to Washington Square where it ends. Having the 62 instead serve Walnut and/or
Gaarde streets and connecting to Tigard TC (and extending the 56, 45, or 43 out to Murrayhill and
the SCM parcel) would greatly improve connections between Beaverton and Tigard.
Having a transit "anchor" south of Cooper Mountain might encourage other regional routes as well-42
such as a route between Sherwood and Beaverton along Roy Rogers road (which would connect the
two parcels under discussion), or possibly even a route to Hillsboro along Scholls Ferry and River
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two parcels under discussion), or possibly even a route to Hillsboro along Scholls Ferry and River
roads (these routes are popular shortcuts among knowledgeable Washington County commuters
seeking to avoid traffic on the area freeways).
It also should be noted that part of the SCM parcel lies outside of the TriMet service district. (All of
the Roy Rogers parcel lies within; Roy Rogers Road is the service boundary in the area).
One other factor to consider: Both parcels are "on the edge" of the Southwest Corridor plan map-while they aren't likely to receive any sort of high-capacity transit as part of the corridor (or
otherwise), development of a high-capacity transit line in the 99W corridor would make good transit
connections for these to-be-developed areas more important.
Posted by EngineerScotty at 12:00 AM | Comments (8) | Permalink

Septem ber 17, 2011
SW Corridor public outreach
For those interested in the SW corridor project, Metro now has a series of public events scheduled
as part of the agency's public outreach on the project. These events, scheduled during the months
of September and October, include an open house, numerous presentations at various local farmers'
markets and other agricultural festivals, and a pair of walks through Burlingame.
Posted by EngineerScotty at 12:29 AM | Comments (32) | Permalink

August 10, 2011
SW Corridor now has a "fact sheet"

The public process of the Southwest Corridor project is moving along, with publication of a project
fact sheet, and the designation of committee stakeholders. The fact sheet is the more interesting
bit, given that it comes with this map showing the corridor area (map courtesy Metro):

43
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As you can see, in addition to the "obvious" areas close to OR 99W, the study area includes
Washington Square, Lake Grove, and Durham/Bridgeport; however it does not include Tualatin, other
than the northwest corner of the city.
Posted by EngineerScotty at 12:30 AM | Comments (12) | Permalink

Decem ber 23, 2010
Southw est Corridor project starting up, w ins $2 m illion F TA grant

The next rapid transit corridor to be extensively studied in the Portland Metro area, what many in the
media (including us) have been calling the "Barbur Boulevard" corridor, has a new (and more generic)
name: The Southwest Corridor.
And it has a new page at Metro's website.
And--it now has $2 million in the bank, or on the way, thanks to a $2 million grant from the Federal
Transportation Administration to study the corridor, defined roughly as the travel sheds of Barbur
Boulevard/OR99W and I-5. The study areas include the cities of Portland, Tigard, King City, Tualatin,
and Sherwood.
At this point, Metro insists that no decisions regarding mode or routing have been made--although
many critics would scoff at this claim, believing that "the decision" has been made to build light rail,
and that discussion of other alternatives will be for show. (I'd suspect that LRT enjoys a strong
advantage, given the 50+ miles of existing track and the potential length of the corridor; but that
other options have not been ruled out). Whether service to Tualatin is part of the corridor definition
is unclear--the City of Tualatin is involved, but that may be simply because 99W passes through
Tualatin's northwest corner just across the river from King City. (The city of Durham is NOT included;
which makes me suspect that downtown Tualatin is not within the project scope). And another
unanswered question is how much of the defined corridor will actually get served--Gladstone and
Oregon City were part of the South Corridor project (which spawned the Green Line and MLR) but
rapid transit service to these two cities remains a long-term goal.
44
Still, a project isn't really a project until it gets a name. And the first milestone on the next rapid
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Still, a project isn't really a project until it gets a name. And the first milestone on the next rapid
transit corridor in the Portland metro area has hereby been passed. :)
Posted by EngineerScotty at 5:06 PM | Comments (27) | Permalink
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August 22, 2012
F ive reasons w hy BRT m ay hav e adv antages over rail
Once more into the bus/rail breech, my friends.
In various comments and articles, I've enumerated various advantages that bus rapid transit has
over equivalent-service rail in some circumstances; this post is simply a collection of these. It
doesn't constitute an endorsement of bus over rail for any specific project or system, hence the
word "may" in the title--that analysis needs to be done on a case-by-case basis. And this is a onesided post; the corresponding advantages that rail has over bus are not listed. Not because they
don't exist or are not important, but simply because I wanted to collect many of the good technical
pro-bus arguments in one place. (I'm limiting myself to technical arguments for the most part;
sociological or political arguments such as "trains cause gentrification" or "rail is just pork for
developers" are not included).
A bit of terminology: This article refers to "Class A", "Class B", and "Class C" transitways, which refer
to the isolation of the transitway from other traffic. Very roughly:
Class A is a grade-separated transitway (or one with absolute crossing priority), such as the
various freeway-adjacent sections of MAX, and much of the Blue Line between Beaverton and
Hillsboro. There are no examples of class A bus in the Pacific Northwest; North American
examples can be found in Ottawa and Pittsburgh.
Class B is surface operation in an exclusive right of way where the transit vehicle may need to
stop at crossings, such as MAX through downtown, along Interstate and Burnside, and in
downtown Hillsboro. Much of the EmX line in Eugene is an example of Class B BRT.
Class C is ordinary mixed traffic operation--such as the bulk of TriMet's bus operations as well
as the Portland Streetcar. Generally, plain class C bus is not considered BRT, but a type of bus
service that is is commonly referred to as class C+ bus (or by other names such as "rapid
bus")--this refers to mixed traffic bus that enjoys enough enhancements (off-board fare
collection, all-door boarding, signal priority, limited stop spacing, prominent stops) that it is a
materially better product than local bus. Mixed-traffic streetcar systems can also have signal
priority (and be class C+); the Portland Streetcar does not do this however.
A claim was made in a thread at Human Transit that for class A and B operation, rail is almost always
preferable; this is a partial rebuttal to that, but the content is important enough to emphasize that it
46
deserves a post of its own.
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After the jump...
The reasons
BRT enjoys these advantages over rail:
Topology adv antages. One thing that BRT does easily but rail cannot do is operate in an
"open" configuration--meaning vehicles travel in a transitway for part of their journey, and then
filter out into the existing street network without need for any special off-transitway
infrastructure. Trains can only run where there are tracks and switches, but busses can mix
between a busway and local operation. Open BRT isn't useful for every situation--it works best
in cities with the main transit nodes concentrated in one place and transit demand dispersing
outward from there--but many cities do have that transit topology.
Related to the open busway issue is the capability to handle large number of discrete vehicles.
I'll ignore some of the more extravagant claims concerning high-traffic freeway bus lanes like
the Lincoln Tunnel XBL (Exclusive Bus Lane) between Manhattan and New Jersey; the XBL is a
special case (there are no stops in the tunnel, after all). But here in Portland, the transit mall is
able to handle--easily--180 busses per hour and 10 trains per hour, in each direction. Even if
both 5th and 6th streets were dual tracked, and MAX trains limited to a single car-length, I
can assure you that the Mall could not handle 180 trains per hour. For a long corridor--say
Gateway to downtown--you wouldn't want to run 180 busses per hour; if you had that much
demand over such a distance that's an obvious candidate for rail. But for highly branching
topologies, the high vehicle throughput is a major consideration.
Partial operation: The ability of busses to run on ordinary streets has a second set of
advantages. It permits easier phasing--agencies building a busway or bus lane can open half of
it when it's done, and have busses run in the completed sections of the busway and on local
streets the rest of the way, and then shift additional sections of the route into the busway
when it completes. BRT also lets you get around hard parts with mixed traffic operation.
Obviously, mixing in a mixed-traffic (class C) section adversely impacts the overall reliability of
a route, but it's a way to utilize existing (expensive) infrastructure such as bridges or tunnels.
Rail, OTOH, can only go where there are tracks, and mixed-traffic operations compromises rail
far more than it does bus.
Costs. For Class C/C+ operation; bus is way cheaper to install--it's just ordinarily local bus
service, possibly with changes to traffic signals and nicer stations. The equivalent rail
technology is mixed-traffic streetcar. Streetcar may be better suited to placemaking and landuse transformations, but the performance characteristics of mixed-traffic streetcar are
generally the same as ordinary bus service; but streetcar requires installation of tracks. BRT
also lets you do class B cheaply--if planners are willing to taking a traffic lane. Class A
infrastructure will require major capital construction regardless of mode; a good argument can
be made that rail is more suitable for class A operation for this reason (though that isn't an
open-and-shut case; Class A open BRTs like Melbourne are highly effective). But if political will
exists, class B bus can be installed as cheaply as class C+. And even if a transit agency does
decide to pour concrete--replacing asphalt with a road surface more able to withstand the axle
loads of bus--you don't have to relocate the utilities under the pavement or rebuild the
roadbed. Which brings us to...
Less prone to catastrophic failure. BRT doesn't break down as easily or as spectacularly
when the line gets blocked or closed. This benefit is most often discussed in the context of
streetcars vs local bus (where obstacles along the route are plenty), but even class A and B
transit lines are impacted by events such as accidents, breakdowns, power or control failures,
47
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the transitway if necessary. Rail often requires "bus bridges" to be set up when a line is taken
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the transitway if necessary. Rail often requires "bus bridges" to be set up when a line is taken
out of commission. Generally, many sections of track--up to the next switch on either side of
the incident--will need to be bridged. This happens all the time in Portland--and frequently
results in bus runs being cancelled so a bus bridge can be assembled, angering just about
everybody, both bus and train riders alike.
The ability to pass. BRT makes it far easier to mix express and local services and provide skipstop service. Busses can simply pull out of the busway for stops; only a little more pavement
and real estate is needed to enable passing. The transit mall is a fine example of this
capability, using skip-stop operation to achieve a high vehicle throughput.. Adding express
tracks or passing sidings greatly complicates the design of a rail line, as switches need to be
installed and signals changed for any change in track topology.
Posted by EngineerScotty at 12:30 AM

Com m ents
August 22, 2012 8:38 AM
John Reinhold Says:
I can think of one more - which may or may not be a big deal to some folks.
Emergency services access.
A busway of class A is still usable by emergency vehicles such as police, fire, and ambulance. Not to
mention other use in *extreme* emergencies - where you may need to move earth moving equipment
or rescue equipment, or other types of things.
A class B facility with bus also applies, and *may* apply for some rail purposes (for example the class
B rail facilities in downtown Portland are usable by emergency services because they are just built in
normal pavement...
So class A busways can be beneficial to emergency services.
Obviously there can be multiple uses - as such as the new Willamette bridge will be accessible by
emergency services AND bus/rail.
August 22, 2012 11:51 AM
Jim Lee Says:
Hmm...topology...doughnuts versus baseballs...Poincare's conjecture...
Many decades ago, whilst riding Shinkansen from Osaka to Yokohama, I was astounded to see
Kodama units stopped at secondary stations to accommodate scores of perfectly uniformed school
children as my Hitari unit zipped through at 200 km/hr.
Evidently the excellent folk of Japan are willing and able to structure their affairs, including public
transport, to benefit one and all.
August 22, 2012 3:50 PM
Ron Swaren Says:
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The new MAN double decker buses in Berlin have 128 passenger capacity.
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The new MAN double decker buses in Berlin have 128 passenger capacity.
And to save on transit money elsewhere I suggest pup tents instead of 100,000 dollar shelters. It
worked for Occupy Portland.
August 22, 2012 4:41 PM
Ron Swaren Says:
Very short Video of the New, Berlin Double Decker buses:
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=w1S-cwtdin4
Longer video:
CT-Doppelstockbusse 3576 und 3776 auf dem Ringbahn-Ersatzverkehr in Berlin :
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=fJJmTo9fDLs&feature=related
"Evidently the excellent folk of Japan are willing and able to structure their affairs, including public
transport, to benefit one and all."
True, but a more basic point is that transit is now a relatively negligible activity, interspersed around
activities ----of the web, the polis, your health, etc. So, it's no big deal if your ride takes a few
minutes longer since you (can) use the time for doing other things, anyway. It's no longer a factor in
the cost of living....especially as compared to when you had to get around by oxcart!
Therefore demanding that the people spend more money because you expect your ride to be short
(that time which you are actually using for other personal reasons) is a very impolite and selfish
demand. If the public has option A to get you around, but option B costs one-tenth the amount and
you can use your time just as constructively, why not go for option B? And I could say similar things
(but not identical) about many other added policies and costs that transit advocates seem to think is
critical for successful public transit.
The bottom line, is that the public would ultimately do better if public transit was solved using a
profit model, as oppose to an equity model, thus freeing public money for other transportation needs.
August 22, 2012 7:05 PM
Ron Swaren Says:
Brit. TV news story of the new, futuristic, bright, shiny, red Routemaster bus:
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=QNtg7fwsPiA&feature=related
August 22, 2012 10:08 PM
al m Says:
It's a no brainier for intra city transit or short distance transit.
The whole third world, which doesn't live in luxury, (you know the part that lives on $2/day, where
thousands die daily due to malnutrition and disease, but I digress, sorry), is using BRT because its
cheaper, CHEAPER, I Know that word doesn't mean anything in a culture such as ours.
And its F LEXIBLE, you can MOVE IT, and it keeps going if there is a failure of one of the vehicles.
And everything else that Scott mentioned.
49
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CREATIVE CLASS actually have meaning.
So why be cheap about it?
Lets spend like there is no tomorrow, hell, people make millions off it, and who cares about tomorrow.
August 23, 2012 12:50 PM
al m Says:
ITDP | Institute for Transportation and Development Policy : News : Rockefeller Foundation Gives
Official Endorsement to The BRT Standard
August 23, 2012 1:10 PM
Erik H. Says:
Class A infrastructure will require major capital construction regardless of mode
Still, even "Class A" infrastructure (fully separated busway) is half the cost of LRT - while Los
Angeles' new Silver Line was about $125 million/mile, a comparable light rail line in the same area was
more than twice that cost. (Everything in L.A. is expensive.) Rail switches are expensive; building
200 foot LRT platforms are expensive. Most of a 200 foot LRT platform is unused for the most part; a
BRT platform can be less than 100 feet long which means less concrete, less real estate, less shelter
hardware. Bus pullouts for platforms, passing areas are also much cheaper than building rail sidings.
And the amount of underground utility relocation is much lower with BRT than LRT.
But most importantly is that you don't need a "Class A" busway for the entire route. Let's say we
want to build BRT from Portland to Sherwood. You don't need a busway from Tigard to Sherwood,
maybe just some queue-jumper lanes to King City, and use the existing travel lanes to Sherwood.
That's tens of millions of dollars in savings over LRT that can be plowed into additional service or
additional BRT routes. Likewise, BRT could have been employed Portland to Gateway TC, and diamond
lanes on existing, under-capacity roads east to Gresham - a fraction of the cost of LRT. Or BRT
Portland to Beaverton, but a diamond lane along TV Highway or Sunset Highway to Hillsboro and then
queue-jumper signals west to Forest Grove.
August 23, 2012 1:50 PM
EngineerScotty Says:
Not to argue, Erik, but most of the Silver Line route is decades old (particularly the El Monte
busway), and little of it is bus-exclusive. The new parts of the Silver Line route (on the Harbor
Freeway) are shared bus/carpool lanes. Shared bus/carpool can actually be a reasonable solution--so
long as the carpool threshold is high enough to keep these from becoming congested. The Silver Line
is HOV-3, which keeps busway speeds reasonably high (an attempt to permit 2-car carpools was
cancelled when the busway became clogged with traffic).
Most of the rest of your comment seems to be in agreement with the article.
August 23, 2012 2:02 PM
al m Says:
Here's an interesting take on the BRT issue.
BRT might be cheap to build, but it's cheaper to destroy
portlandtransport.com/archives/2012/08/top_ten_reasons.html

50
5/19

9/4/12

Portland Transport: Five reasons why BRT may have advantages over rail

August 23, 2012 5:25 PM
John D Says:
Actually Erik Class "A" Busways cost equal if not more than light rail. For example the only reason the
Orange Line did not cost more in LA was that it did not require grade separations at intersections like
a light rail line would have required.
Also since you bring up the Silver line which is actually two busways stitched together as one line
despite having completely different markets. The Harbor Freeway busway is one of the worst transit
projects in history carrying somewhere around 5000 passengers a day while a few miles to the east
the Blue Line light rail line carries more than 70,000 passengers per day (of course it has a better
endpoint in Long Beach).
Getting back to the Oranage Line, while hailed as a success it has reached capacity limits. If it was a
light rail line you could ad just another vehicle but with the busway you also add another driver that
brings up the cost.
August 23, 2012 6:47 PM
Ron Swaren Says:
This video from Oporto, Portugal, claims that the new MAN double decker bus carries 146
passengers. Berlins version is only 128, I wonder why the discreprancy?
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=3QE9AM_E-oA&feature=related
Fun Video showing the view from top level through steep, old world city streets:
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=xYn8gdjaons
August 23, 2012 9:25 PM
al m Says:
I like the double articulated VAN HOOLS!
August 24, 2012 9:13 AM
Ron Swaren Says:
Al m, here's an idea for buses that surpasses LRT. Instead of siting light rail station every 1/2 mile or
so, have bus service that ALTERNATES at stops, with short headways.
Criminy, there's so many reasons why buses can provide better service than fixed rail; I'm sure that
Everett, WA is proving it with their new Double-Tall express service. They're so efficient you can't
even get a report out of them! ;) I called, and it's like "What? A report?" but, I think it's working.
There's something to be said about those blue collar towns! And I guess they pick up folks in
Everett---and then just head for downtown Seattle, y'know "sc--- everyone else, in between, we
got ours." It works! I don't know if they secretly serve PBR on the upper level or not.....
Here in slackerville they plan things to death.
August 24, 2012 9:25 AM
Ron Swaren Says:
portlandtransport.com/archives/2012/08/top_ten_reasons.html
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Al m, here's an idea for buses that surpasses LRT. Instead of siting light rail station every 1/2 mile or
so, have bus service that ALTERNATES at stops, with short headways.
Criminy, there's so many reasons why buses can provide better service than fixed rail; I'm sure that
Everett, WA is proving it with their new Double-Tall express service. They're so efficient you can't
even get a report out of them! ;) I called, and it's like "What? A report?" but, I think it's working.
There's something to be said about those blue collar towns! And I guess they pick up folks in
Everett---and then just head for downtown Seattle, y'know "sc--- everyone else, we got ours." It
works! I don't know if they secretly serve PBR on the upper level or not.....
Here in slackerville they plan things to death.
Electric buses, hydrogen buses, hybrid buses, huge tour buses with dining areas, switching routes,
express routes, wi-fi, it all works so much better. The only thing is that the roadways have to get
unclogged, which is not that big of a deal.
August 24, 2012 5:13 PM
Lenny Anderson Says:
Alternate stops are great unless you want the one that is bypassed.
Thanks ES for breaking BRT down into A, B, C. In a region that already has LRT, A type BRT would
make little sense, as it would save little on construction and cost more to operate with lower
capacity vehicles.
B type BRT has more potential, but I seriously doubt that ODOT is ready to give up a lane on SE
Powell or SW Barbur, so all you could hope for is type C. Which ain't much.
But what if you ran a decent B type line to Tigard, and then split it as you suggest with one branch
going on to King City or Sherwood, another to Kruse Woods and the third to Washington Sq. If you
have 10 minute service to Tigard, that would mean that beyond Tigard you would have 30 minute
service. Lousy at best. What am I missing here?
What would Interstate Ave look like with type B? Would the entire street, property line to property
line, be rebuilt as was the case with LRT? If not, BRT would be cheaper to build and would look
cheaper...not pleasing to those neighborhoods. Old Interstate was a very tired old state highway and
needed a makeover badly. Would stations be 1/2 mile apart? probably, so operating time would be
the same or maybe slower with big buses. Frequency? To handle the same number of riders in the
peaks you would need more trips, which is nice for riders, but adds to operating cost.
Note that emergency vehicles can operate on the trackway on Interstate between N. Fremont and
N. Argyle. Bottom line, would B type BRT attract the riders and the investment that LRT appears to?
Would it be part of a realtor's pitch for a neighborhood? Perception is a good bit of the game when it
comes to transit...some folks "Will Not Ride a Bus!" And a last thought, isn't Ottawa now building
LRT? Why's that? Pittsburg is the only US city with a long history of both BRT & LRT; maybe that is
the place to go for some comparisons.
August 24, 2012 5:41 PM
EngineerScotty Says:
Ottawa's BRT system is interesting. It was well-designed on the periphery, but the downtown transit
mall, unlike Portlands, was a single lane in each direction--and could not handle the volume.
One other technical difference worth mentioning: the effect of weather. Ignoring underground
52
vehicles, trains have advantages over bus in cold weather (which Ottawa gets lots of--this is also a
major issue there); it doesn't take much snow and ice to make the bus unsafe or unpleasant
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major issue there); it doesn't take much snow and ice to make the bus unsafe or unpleasant
(chained-up busses are SO much fun to ride in, after all). Trains handle snow much better.
Rail, OTOH, suffers in the heat as catenary sags, tracks warp, and TriMet posts slow orders on 100
degree days--while bus engines are more likely to overheat on hot days, and busses without AC
suck, the underlying infrastructure doesn't fail in the heat as train tracks can do.
August 24, 2012 9:02 PM
Ron Swaren Says:
"Alternate stops are great unless you want the one that is bypassed."
You could walk to the apposite one, if you had just missed the bus at your preferred stop. They are
alternating.
" Frequency? To handle the same number of riders in the peaks you would need more trips, which is
nice for riders, but adds to operating cost."
Which is why Everett, WA is using 90 passenger DD buses. (And I wonder what Berlin does to cope--they have about 500 double decker buses, Do they get snow there at all???) They also have been
shown to be adaptive to slippery conditions because of weight-shifting tech, in the rear axles.
Lenny, since you work around probably the most mechanically-oriented part of town maybe you
should solicit ideas on how to make LRT affordable. 150 million per mile is kind of crazy. When it
counts the private RR's seem to be able to lay track pretty cheap. Plus, the propulsion systems are
advancing pretty quickly. A gearhead like you should check out the Greencar congress. Tired of
putting the link on here.
August 24, 2012 9:57 PM
al m Says:
I never understood why Trimet got rid of the articulated buses. The only reason they gave was they
didnt fit into the stops in the old transit mall, which is a pretty lame excuse.
Trimet got rid of them because they don't want people riding the bus!
They want people to be riding the train.
I believe that.
This whole new 'reconfiguration' as been created to 'force' people onto the train.
Take a good look at it.

August 25, 2012 8:37 AM
Lenny Anderson Says:
Those old Hungarian artics were monsters! belched exhaust, were loud as hell, and tough to manage
with Portland's short blocks and narrow streets. I used to ride the 12 to and from PDX, usually by
myself with the Op. Lovely ride.
But a brand new artic still only carries half or less of a LRT train with one Op, and ops are transit's
"cost center."
53
re LRT cost...remember Interstate Avenue was rebuilt not just in the trackway, or curb to curb, but
property line to property line. So the City and the residents of N. Portland got a lot for their dollars.
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property line to property line. So the City and the residents of N. Portland got a lot for their dollars.
Actually, the local match for the Yellow line was the privately and locally financed Red Line (no fed
dollars for that) and initial Streetcar line which was paid for with an LID with no federal money, nor
PDC money. So the feds covered all of the $350M cost of MAX to Expo. Note that unlike MLR the
Yellow Line had just one structure; MLR has four, including the River bridge. Comparable type A BRT
would require the same four structures.
August 25, 2012 10:40 AM
Ron Swaren Says:
Lenny,
While European cities are often cited here as models for Portland mass transit concepts, the scale of
their facilities has a huge variety. Sure there are subways in lots of places. And there are also simple
wooden platforms with just a few benches a roof and ticket machines. It depends upon where you
are---we're talking about hundreds of cities. I guess a complete analysis would ask if there is better
ridership and project payback where they have sunk in large amounts compare to cities where the
facilities are relatively primitive. And, what causes the differences. Lots of questions there.
So far the Interstate MAX is a waste, aside from peak hours there are no more people on it than a
normal city bus. However, now that it's in, perhaps the idea of extending it a bit further to Jantzen
beach make sense, when it is combined with other features, such as eliminating the I-5 ramps to JB,
too.
But the big question: Can we come up with a bus that is just as, if not more popular than a LRT.
Looking at the latest designs, like London's. Or the latest technology, like China, it seems we should
be able to so it. The next step is the aesthetics, features and "coolness" of it.
Maybe we need a Peter Max for bus design.
August 25, 2012 11:34 AM
Nick theoldurbanist Says:
"So far the Interstate MAX is a waste..."
>>>> Boy, DO I AGREE with that! Intersate Avenue would have worked well as a Class C BRT;
uncouple it from the PCC Sylvania leg, and have signal priority to provide better service than Yellow
Line MAX. Maybe articulated buses with 3 and 2 seating, too.
My point is that the $350,000,000 could have been much better spent elsewhere (third track
between Beaverton Central & Willow Creek TC, for instance).
August 25, 2012 8:21 PM
Lenny Anderson Says:
Many residents of N. Portland would beg to differ.
After the substantial property tax based investment on the west side MAX, it was time to put in the
line to the north. When it gets to Vancouver, it will be a very busy line. Now it carries three times
what the old 5 carried, the street welcomes all modes, and development continues to come to each
station. I've never heard of a bus line achieving theses results...much as I love the bus.
54
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al m Says:
A Vancouver line does make sense,the problem is someone will have to pay to operate it and that will
come out of current bus operations which in turn ends services that people have come to rely on
over the years. (Which btw has always been my main objection.)
John Laird: Transportation options - A lot has changed since 1995 | The Columbian
August 26, 2012 9:19 PM
Ron Swaren Says:
Touting "a Vancouver line" is disingenuous. I asked Steve Horenstein how much he expected the 1.6
mile spur into Vancouver would accomplish? He replied that it was just a start. Great. So with the
main raison d'etre for the CRC being to extend this 1.6 mile spur into Vancouver we have to allocate
$4 billion, and then absorb the administrative costs and economic fallout, plus tolls "in perpetuity?"
Then because it really won't do much on its own we have to "thread the needle" so to speak and
snake light rail several miles across Clark Co and then back to PDX? What does the light rail cross on
to get back to PDX? This is just another street fight in the making. And it would take how many
years to pull this off? with what guarantee of ridership? And the est cost (likely to at least double
before completion) is how many billions? Whereas if they really wanted to they could start express
bus service, and also an I-205-PDX express service and have it going in the next year.
Methinks something is rotten in Denmark.
August 26, 2012 11:33 PM
EngineerScotty Says:
If you think the main purpose of the CRC is light rail, Ron, I've got a bridge... you know the rest.
Yes, I'm aware of the oft-quoted state Supreme Court ruling. Don't confuse the legal sleight-of-hand
the CRC project sponsors are using to cut through some local red tape with the political reality of the
project--it's a highway project, with transit thrown in as a carrot.
August 27, 2012 6:40 AM
Jason Barbour Says:
If you think the main purpose of the CRC is light rail, Ron, I've got a bridge...
My real answer:
So does Third Bridge Now.
My sarcastic answer:
(begin sarcasm)
And I also have tropical ocean beachfront property in Kittitas County, WA, I'm looking to unload.
(end sarcasm)
August 27, 2012 8:21 AM
Ron Swaren Says:
55
"If you think the main purpose of the CRC is light rail, Ron, I've got a bridge... you know the rest."
Local signatory agencies: METRO, Tri Met, C'TRAN and SWWRTC----their main concern is more
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Local signatory agencies: METRO, Tri Met, C'TRAN and SWWRTC----their main concern is more
freeway room or LRT? But I get your point, ES.
Like my local mechanic explained to me, he had three levels of service:
1. Answers.
2. Answers requiring thought.
3. Correct answers.
August 27, 2012 9:47 AM
David Piper Says:
The main agencies funding the CRC are WDOT and ODOT. What do you think their main concerns
are?
Of course TriMet and CTRAN are going to be most concered with the transit element. They're transit
agencies. But they aren't the ones driving the CRC in the first place.
August 27, 2012 9:58 AM
EngineerScotty Says:
Local signatory agencies: METRO, Tri Met, C'TRAN and SWWRTC----their main concern is more
freeway room or LRT?
Even if we were to assume that Metro and SWRTC were entirely transit-focused agencies, instead of
broader-scoped planning agencies, there is little wisdom in simply counting noses.
But I leave the last word to the late great American poet and songwriter Shel Silverstein:
My dad gave me one dollar bill
'Cause I'm his smartest son,
And I swapped it for two shiny quarters
'Cause two is more than one!
And then I took the quarters
And traded them to Lou
For three dimes -- I guess he don't know
That three is more than two!
Full poem here.
August 27, 2012 10:36 AM
al m Says:
U.S. Taxpayers Are Gouged on Mass Transit Costs - Bloomberg
August 27, 2012 10:50 AM
EngineerScotty Says:
A bit ironic that Bloomberg would run that piece, given who the mayor of New York is...
But yes, there's lots of waste and abuse in US transportation construction. Where the article 56
errs
somewhat is in limiting this observation to mass transit; roadbuilding has plenty of problems of its
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own.
August 27, 2012 10:52 AM
al m Says:
We can just expand that alm ost ev ery contract that is aw arded using tax pay er funds!
August 27, 2012 11:07 AM
al m Says:
But the point of the article was to contrast practices in the US vs practices in other countries
regarding transit installation.
Of course most of us were already aware of that information but its nice to see the media talk about
these things once in a while.
August 27, 2012 12:08 PM
Lenny Anderson Says:
Portland rail projects have been famous for being on time and on or under budget. In NYC it may be
otherwise. I remember when I lived in Chicago, 18" curbs only went down about 12"...a nice little
skim off the bottom.
August 27, 2012 12:16 PM
Lenny Anderson Says:
I'd like to hear what the experts here think about the prospects of BRT on Barbur and/or Powell. Can
transit get its own lane? If not, then what? C-type BRT, which in my view, does not get you much or
the real enchalada?
August 27, 2012 7:01 PM
Douglas K. Says:
If the projected ridership on a given BRT corridor is high enough, how about putting some of these
256-seat buses on it?
August 27, 2012 9:17 PM
Ron Swaren Says:

"Portland rail projects have been famous for being on time and on or under budget. In NYC it may be
otherwise. I remember when I lived in Chicago, 18" curbs only went down about 12"...a nice little
skim off the bottom."
Which is why the Gresham MAX finished out 25 percent over budget. But I agree that was much
better than carving Portland up into 2 mile square chunks with the 1990 Transportation Plan. Which
is why I volunteered for Tom Walsh. Who did you say Neil Golds--t was?
"I'd like to hear what the experts here think about the prospects of BRT on Barbur and/or Powell. Can
57
transit get its own lane? If not, then what? C-type BRT, which in my view, does not get you much or
the real enchalada?"
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the real enchalada?"
And what is the reason for considering that? Just because METRO said so? Is that for the new, taco
bender population?
August 27, 2012 9:30 PM
Ron Swaren Says:
"We can just expand that almost every contract that is awarded using tax payer funds!"
Very true!! Thank you. al m, you should run for office. You're used to sitting on your rear end all day,
aren't you?
August 28, 2012 7:15 PM
Aaron W. Says:
Ron,
What is "the new, taco bender population"? I'm not familiar with that phrase.
August 28, 2012 7:40 PM
Ron Swaren Says:
Check the urban dictionary
August 28, 2012 8:31 PM
Douglas K. Says:
I did. Every definition listed is some type of racial slur for "Mexican". If there isn't a rule against that
sort of thing on this site, there should be.
August 28, 2012 9:34 PM
EngineerScotty Says:
Ron,
Cool it. Any more incivility or language like "taco bender" and you will earn a comment vacation.
August 28, 2012 10:06 PM
Ron Swaren Says:
I think upsetting our civil stability is worse than a slur. Besides, use of the term 'bagger has been
seen on here before. That's not only a slur its obscene.
[Moderator: Slurs are not allowed. Period. Drop it. Incidentally, a Google search on all of
PortlandTransport for the keywords "teabagger" or "bagger" returns zero results. So you're wrong
about that. The term (despite controversial origins oft-associated with the original 2009 tea party
organizers rather than opponents) has either never appeared here or has been moderated out. Just
like your slurs should they recur. And you've been warned about this sort of behavior before. I would
58
expect you should know better. Further disputes of this policy are not allowed. - Bob R.]
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August 29, 2012 10:43 PM
Ron Swaren Says:
wrong search terms I guess.
May 2, 2009 2:14 PM
Bob R. Says:
I wonder how many "teabaggers" oppose the "S.L.U.T."?
March 14, 2010 12:22 PM
Wells Says:
.. And Psst, Let's not leave them with the impression that Portland transit activists are either
surrealist mud hut dwellers or tea baggers, tea baggists, tea baggerians, tea baggeranados....
August 30, 2012 12:45 AM
Bob R. Says:
I'm very glad you found that, Ron.
Although a search for "teabagger" (in quotes) revealed nothing, a search for the plural did indeed
return three results (out of every published comment from the whole entire blog!).
You didn't share the link to the original thread from 2009, so for anyone who cares, here it is.
You'll note that my entire comment (from which you excerpted) was in response to a commenter who
was introducing the acronym "SLUT" to refer to the Seattle Streetcar.
I responded, in jest, using the term "teabaggers" to point out (perhaps this was lost on you) that
using slurs doesn't win a political argument.
I'm sorry you didn't get the point, and I'm sorry you insist on disputing this further. (I'm also sorry
you don't realize that back in 2009 some members of groups that are now referred to as "tea party"
had assigned themselves the unfortunately already-claimed designation "teabagger", but I digress.)
The Wells comment you posted came from a thread referring to a call for proposals for a streetcar
conference, to which you responded with an anti-immigrant rant:
If the final, essential component to building this new "sustainable" America, is a huge
influx of new inhabitants.....I say "Who needs it?"
Wells was responding to you.
So your examples only undermine your defense. Pot, kettle, black, and all that.
So drop it. Get your own blog and you can slur immigrants all you like. Not here.
August 30, 2012 8:14 PM
Erik H. Says:
Portland rail projects have been famous for being on time and on or under budget.
So, WES cost just $80 million, right? And it opened in September, right?
portlandtransport.com/archives/2012/08/top_ten_reasons.html
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Oh...no...it cost $162 million (and several million post-construction costs), and opened at the end of
January.
ANOTHER benefit of BRT is that you can open it incrementally, or start a BRT route and stage it from
a regular bus or express bus to BRT over time. With rail (and especially streetcar/light rail) it's all - or
nothing. Although many of the anti-bus folks decry how "buses get stuck in traffic" how much of that
is truly an issue in Portland? You can start out by simply installing queue-jumpers or HOV lanes at the
chokepoints - that will expedite ALL buses through the area. Enhanced bus stops will improve the
rider experience for ALL riders. Those improvements can be done TODAY, RIGHT NOW, if only we had
a transit agency interested in providing any semblence of service improvements to the dedicated bus
riders who make up the majority of its ridership. Instead - we get excuses about how "nobody rides
buses..." and "we need to spend lots and lots of money to build light rail". Imagine...if some of that
money was simply used to improve the existing bus system - you'd have instant ridership growth,
with zero additional operating expense, but an immediate cost-per-boarding-ride reduction.
Actually Erik Class "A" Busways cost equal if not more than light rail. For example the only reason
the Orange Line did not cost more in LA was that it did not require grade separations at
intersections like a light rail line would have required.
Sorry - the Orange Line (sorry I referred to the wrong route) still cost half as much per mile than a
LRT line built at the same time.
And...grade separations? I never knew light rail required grade separation...what does MAX do on
Interstate Avenue with all those cross streets, or out on Burnside? And I keep hearing about times
when runners wearing headphones mysteriously get killed by MAX trains...AT GRADE. If light rail
requires grade separation...is MAX not light rail? Or did TriMet get some super-special top secret
permission from the feds not to do grade separation?
Sorry...BRT still is cheaper. Requires fewer utility relocates. Stations have a smaller footprint. No
cost of electric overhead, substations, and all of its hardware. Doesn't require a signalling system
that requires a massive CTC desk. Building passing lanes or pullouts is MUCH cheaper and less
complex than a railroad siding.
And in most cases "Class A" BRT is overkill. Just like MAX is massively overbuilt; yet for every 15
minutes in life, it sits idle, doing absolutely nothing. Even WES - it's wonderful $165 million total cost
- the vast majority of the time it's a wasted asset providing zero benefit to anyone. Yet, one doesn't
need full-blown BRT on Hall Boulevard, just selective improvements in congested areas to speed
buses through (i.e. from the Beaverton Library to the Beaverton TC, from the Hall Boulevard
Albertson's to Washington Square, Greenburg at 99W, Durham Road to Bridgeport to Tualatin) - most
of the route doesn't need any improvements other than better bus stops.
August 30, 2012 10:06 PM
EngineerScotty Says:
Erik,
WES may be the exception that proves the rule--although the projected cost of the project at FEIS
was closer to $120M rather than $80M.
At any rate, I agree that opening incrementally is a benefit of BRT--which is why it was explicitly
60
mentioned in the article in the section labelled "partial implementation". And indeed, a major purpose
of BRT, which is the subject of the article, is to keep busses from being stuck in traffic.
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of BRT, which is the subject of the article, is to keep busses from being stuck in traffic.
LRT doesn't indeed require grade separation--though class A transit (whether bus or rail) requires
either that or fully-protected crossings (i.e. the transit vehicle never gets a red light). The LA
Orange Line, unfortunately, isn't class A, as it has to stop at traffic lights in many places. One
*legal* advantage rail has over bus (in the US) is that rail projects can demand crossing gates and
traffic over priority as a matter of law, but busways cannot--and the road authorities in LA County
have refused to give the Orange Line signal priority.
One other interesting thing about the Orange Line--it runs in an old rail corridor but was built as a
busway mainly because a state law, passed at the behest of some anti-transit NIMBYs a few years
back, bans light rail (or any surface rail) on that specific corridor.
August 30, 2012 10:21 PM
dave Says:
Anyone remember when Barbur had a bus lane in the 70s and early 80s? Funny how we could be
going back to the future. I remember that lane cut a lot of time off the commute.
August 31, 2012 5:46 AM
John D Says:
And...grade separations? I never knew light rail required grade separation...what does MAX do on
Interstate Avenue with all those cross streets, or out on Burnside?
Erik,
I was talking about Los Angeles. The Orange Line would have required certain grade separations if it
would have been built for light rail.
Also please show me a apples to apples comparison of light rail to busway. Feature to feature the
same, that is the only way you can say that BRT is indeed cheeper. Plus it may be cheaper on
capital cost only because it is not equal, but operating cost is another thing.
August 31, 2012 7:25 AM
Chris I Says:
BRT advocates talk a lot about capital costs, and tend to ignore the topic of operating costs...
August 31, 2012 8:23 AM
Douglas K. Says:
And once again, I bring up the AutoTram Extra Grand hybrid bus that debuted in Dresden, Germany
last week.
It's almost a hundred feet long with 256 passenger capacity. That's about 1.5x the capacity of a
MAX 400 series car (or 3/4ths the capacity of a 2-car MAX train). Running one of these buses every
ten to fifteen minutes should cost no more for drivers than a light rail line.
Create a trolley-bus version of this vehicle, and it will need little or no gasoline/diesel fuel. It has a
61
five-mile battery range, so only part of the route would need overhead wire.
What happens to the O&M disadvantages of BRT if one of these vehicles (or something similar) is
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What happens to the O&M disadvantages of BRT if one of these vehicles (or something similar) is
used on a corridor that doesn't quite require the capacity of a two-car MAX train?
August 31, 2012 10:06 AM
John Reinhold Says:
"You can start out by simply installing queue-jumpers or HOV lanes at the chokepoints that will expedite ALL buses through the area. Enhanced bus stops will improve the rider
experience for ALL riders. Those improvements can be done TODAY, RIGHT NOW, if only
we had a transit agency interested in providing any semblence of service improvements
to the dedicated bus riders who make up the majority of its ridership."
To be fair - TriMet doesn't own the roads. So if TriMet wants to do anything like that in general they need cooperation from the jurisdiction that *does* own the road. So ODOT and PDOT and
county governments may be more appropriate blame targets than TriMet. (in this one specific
regard).
TriMet can't just say "I want my bus to go faster" and simply create a bus lane on a state highway.
It takes a lot of inter-agency agreements and policy work.
August 31, 2012 10:23 AM
Chris I Says:
Doug,
The problem with vehicles that large is that they then require the infrastructure to be Class A or
Class B at the very least. You can't operate one of those in mixed traffic on standard street. I would
also imagine that it would take quite a lot of work to get those approved by ODOT.
August 31, 2012 10:24 AM
EngineerScotty Says:
Douglas,
The Autotram Extra Grand would be an interesting solution for a dedicated (class A or B) busway.
The vehicle is almost certainly not street-legal. I know that double tractor-trailers are longer (113',
typically) but the 70' busses used on the LA Orange Line are not legal to operate elsewhere.
John,
You are correct--and many road authorities are loathe to do anything that slows down cars. I've
seen reports (from Erik IIRC) that the queue jump signals along Barbur are out of order (or were);
which would be a problem that ODOT needs to address.
August 31, 2012 10:55 PM
Nathanael Says:
"And even if a transit agency does decide to pour concrete--replacing asphalt with a road surface
more able to withstand the axle loads of bus--you don't have to relocate the utilities under the
pavement or rebuild the roadbed. "
62
Yes you do.
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Or, conversely, you don't have to relocate utilities and rebuild the roadbed for rail service.
The sole purpose of the utility relocation is so that you don't have to shut down the rail/bus line next
time you have to make an alteration or repair to the utilities.
So this supposed advantage is just another example of "it's only a bus, we don't give a damn if it has
to be shut down for six months to repair a gas main / water main / sewer". It's an example of how, if
it's a bus, half-assed is considered fine and disruptions in service are considered normal and
acceptable. Whereas if it's rail, there's some attempt made to provide decent, reliable service.
I can't explain the difference in psychology!
August 31, 2012 11:06 PM
EngineerScotty Says:
Nathanael,
A bus can detour around utility repair work with minimal disruption in service quality--it's not a matter
of "its OK to shut a bus line down".
Trains (more generally, fixed-guideway vehicles) can only run where there are tracks and switches.
September 1, 2012 9:14 AM
Ron Swaren Says:
"BRT advocates talk a lot about capital costs, and tend to ignore the topic of operating costs.
LRT advocates talk a lot about lower operating costs, and tend to ignore the cost to individuals' time
as they get drawn into the length and elaborate planning processes, or the time spent in acquisition
of right of way, cost of adverse litigation, impact studies, sifting out different designs of vehicles,
choosing "artwork"---actually quite a list of time and money consuming hurdles.
Altering schedules to produce at least a basic BRT is easier. I point to Everett WA. model because
the planning activities, which could involve the public, take place in a geographically small but well
populated area where riders are also easier to find. They just get their people and go---and don't get
involved in the protracted, revenue challenging discussions and debates on "equity." I am having a
difficult time even getting a report out of them!
September 1, 2012 8:20 PM
Ron Swaren Says:
[Pointless quip at moderator removed. Apparently you cannot take "no" for an answer. Learn to relax.
- Bob R.]
Post a com m ent (**by posting a com m ent, y ou are granting a license to Portland Transport
for y our com m ent**)
Name:
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Date:
To:

From:

Subject:

Tuesday, August 21, 2012

Karen Withrow, Clifford Higgins

Patrick McKinney, Southwest Corridor Plan intern
Social media measurement tools

In order to better understand and gauge our social media outreach, reports through third party
services, such as Facebook insights, bit.ly, Simply Measured® and Tweet Reach® have been
generated for the Southwest Corridor Plan’s Facebook and Twitter account.

Why measure?
Social media networks offer immense potential to engage large groups of people that might
otherwise, had been inaccessible through traditional outreach efforts. Online engagement, however,
requires both time and energy and therefore should be evaluated for effectiveness. These tools help
us learn which engagement techniques work, which ones do not, and how to stimulate organic,
ongoing discussion. Most importantly, these tools help us better understand the communities of our
region, so that we may serve them better.

How do they work?
These services utilize online analytics to capture and analyze the online traffic flowing to and from
accounts over a specific period time and then compile that information into a report. For more
information about analytics, visit: http://www.google.com/analytics/learn/index.html.

What do analytics measure?
Each service measures something slightly different. For Simply Measured®, the reports vary
slightly for Facebook and Twitter, but generally, they measure the total reach, impressions, and
exposure of the account.
What are reach, impressions, and exposure, and how do they work?
o

Reach is the size of the potential audience for a message. In detail, reach is a total of the unique
Twitter accounts that received a tweet about a topic, with duplicate recipients removed.

If the @SWCorridor account posts a tweet to its 212 followers, it has an immediate reach of 212.
If two of those followers, each with 200 followers not already following the SWCorridor account
re-tweet a tweet, and they then expand the reach by 400 to 612. Those re-tweets can then be retweeted to even more accounts.

o

The more followers the re-tweeter/poster has, the broader the reach of the original
tweeter/poster. Known as virality, this is an extremely powerful element of social media
platforms, capable of infinitely expanding a reach in a very short period.
Impressions are referred to the receipt of an individual tweet.

If the @SWCorridor account posted eight tweets to 212 followers, the initial impression would
be 1696. If those tweets were again re-tweeted by two followers, each to 200 more users, the 68

o

impressions would grow to a total exposure of 4896; which again, underscores the power of
virality in online engagement

Exposure is the total number of times tweets about a search term were delivered to Twitter
users.

These examples work interchangeably with Facebook. If the SWCorridor account posts a link about
an event to its 50 followers, and 2 of those followers, each with 300 of their own followers re-post a
link, or “like” it, they then, exponentially expand the SWCorridor account’s reach to 650.

Additional tracking tools
The link-shortening site, bit.ly.com. This site, and several others like it, allows users to shorten a
long link, into a much shorter one (which is useful for tweeting, due to constraints on the amount of
characters allowed in a tweet), and more importantly, tracks the number of times a person clicks on
a link. This process gives the poster/tweeter, a good idea of how engaged the recipients of the
post/tweet actually are. As of yet, we have not developed a strategy to track and analyze linkfollowing traffic.
Final thoughts
The initial impact of online engagement might initially seem small and opportunities few, but if
employed consistently, thoughtfully, and in conjunction with simple and powerful analytics tools
such as those outlined above, the results can reflect the expansive nature of the media. Single ideas
can spread and grow into conversations and inspire action. These are the seeds of vibrant and
engaged physical and digital communities that, overtime, can help make great places.
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But Wait, There's More!
Download your Simply Measured report to Excel to analyze
all the raw data and play around with all of the
beautiful charts and graphics that you see above.
Download to Excel

Like What You See?
Get more reports and more data by starting
your trial of Simply Measured today!
Trusted by over 35,000 users.
Sign Up for a Free Trial

77

Tweet 1 Person Viewing
Free Twitter Follower Report for 07/31/2012 - 08/14/2012
Version 1

Twitter Account for swcorridor
Original Version by Simply Measured at 08/14/2012 02:53PM PDT
This is Your Free Twitter Follower Report. Get More with a Full Simply Measured Account →
Type Keywords for Profile Search. Top Keywords Shown by Default -->
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Spring 2012

G R E AT

P L A C E S

SW Corridor
This effort begins with local

From a wide range of ideas to potential projects

land use plans to identify
actions that support livable
communities. Building
on the land use plans,
the transportation plan
examines high capacity
transit alternatives
and potential roadway,
bicycle and pedestrian

Does the project support the community
and corridor vision?

improvements.
The actions and investments
that result from this plan

Does the project meet transportation
needs and local land use goals?

will support key elements
of a successful region,

Can we afford it and when?

things such as vibrant
communities, economic

Are there too many impacts?

prosperity, transportation
choices, clean air and water,
leadership in minimizing
contributions to climate
change, and equity.
Southwest Corridor
Plan partners: cities of
Beaverton, Durham,
King City, Lake Oswego,
Portland, Sherwood, Tigard
and Tualatin, Multnomah
and Washington counties,
ODOT, TriMet and Metro.

CONNECT
www.swcorridorplan.org
swcorridorplan.blog.com

Early

Long term

opportunities

Short term

Mid term

(0 to 5 years)

(5 to 15 years)

(15+ years)

Residents, businesses and other
stakeholders in the Southwest
corridor have offered many great
ideas for neighborhood and
transportation improvements.
These ideas ranged from sidewalk
improvements on a specific block
to adding urban trees along major
roads, expanding the freeway,
changing land uses, adding parks
or trails and more.
The Southwest Corridor Plan
seeks to maximize limited local,
regional, state and federal funds
to support, strengthen and
connect livable and prosperous
places. The next step toward a
shared investment strategy for the
corridor is to narrow these ideas
to a range of projects that offer the
most community benefit while
still recognizing today’s financial
challenges. An important task for
the narrowing process will be the
consideration of when we might
be able to afford each of these
projects in light of other local,
regional and state priorities.
Short- and mid-term projects will
move forward to be considered
and evaluated as elements of
a shared investment strategy
for the corridor, while early
opportunities – projects with
committed funding – can move on
to immediate implementation.

search: SWCorridor

Bicycle infrastructure

Natural areas

Local transit service

trans@oregonmetro.gov

Health and safety

Parks

Urban trees

503-797-1756

High capacity transit

Pedestrian infrastructure

Watershed and habitat

@SWCorridor

Roadway infrastructure
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From vision to criteria: Determing measureable assessments
Building a shared investment strategy begins with using our shared values to determine how we will assess which
alternatives best meet community visions for the corridor for downtowns, mainstreets and employment areas.
Vision The plan vision, developed from what residents and others stakeholders value and see is needed for the

corridor, provides a foundation for the work to be done.

Goals The goals for the project spring from the vision, dividing it into four themes.
Objectives Objectives come from the goals, helping to define how we measure shared investment strategies.
Evaluation criteria The evaluation criteria are specific measures used to determine if, and how well, the goals

and objectives are met by potential projects. Certain criteria may inform more than one goal and objective.
Process for developing goals, objectives and criteria for evaluating shared investment strategies for the corridor

Process for evaluating alternatives and potential shared investement strategies for the corridor to reach the best solution for the corridor
The vision for the Southwest Corridor Plan is to support, strengthen and connect livable and prosperous places from Portland
to Sherwood. Through an open and inclusive community process we will select land use and transportation alternatives for
implementation. We will seek to balance enhancing employment, housing choices, the environment, and quality of life. We will
use public resources efficiently, thoughtfully and equitably, and stimulate private and public investment.

Accountability and

Prosperity

Health

Access and mobility

partnership

People can live, work,

An environment that

People have a safe,

Manage resources

play and learn in thriving

supports the health of

efficient and reliable

responsibly, foster

and economically vibrant

the community and

network that enhances

collaborative investments,

communities where

ecosystems.

economic vitality and

implement strategies

everyday needs are easily

effectively and fairly,

met.

quality of life.

and reflect community
Develop transportation

support.
Develop communities that
provide education, jobs,
services, shopping and
Build upon existing plans,

recreation

private development and

Stimulate potential for

investments in public
infrastructure
Make investments that
maximize limited resources

private investment
Support a wide variety of
employment
Improve opportunities

Equitably distribute the

for affordable living,

benefits and burdens of

considering the combined

growth geographically and

housing, transportation

demographically

and utility costs

facilities and urban
form that enhance the
natural environment
Support active and
healthy lifestyles

Improve access to places
where people live, work,
play and learn
Improve access, mobility
and safety for all
transportation modes,

Strive to enhance the

ages and physical abilities

natural environment

Improve the freight

to improve ecosystem
function and air and
water quality

transportation system to
ensure that the region
and its businesses stay
economically competitive
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June 2012

www.swcorridorplan.org

Appendix E: Questionnaire responses

83

This page intentionally left blank.

84

Southwest Corridor Plan screening

1. What is your ZIP code? (required)
Response

Response

Percent

Count

1. ZIP

100.0%

539

answered question

539

skipped question

0

2. 2. These are good sources to use to generate a list of potential projects.
Response

Response

Percent

Count

strongly disagree

5.1%

27

disagree

4.9%

26

neutral

12.6%

67

agree

55.2%

294

strongly agree

22.3%

119

answered question

533

skipped question

6

85

1 of 142

3. 3. These sources take advantage of the past planning and community engagement work
done throughout the corridor to avoid duplication of effort.
Response

Response

Percent

Count

strongly disagree

5.5%

29

disagree

6.6%

35

neutral

24.1%

128

agree

47.4%

252

strongly agree

16.5%

88

answered question

532

skipped question

7

Response

Response

Percent

Count

4. 4. This will result in a comprehensive list of project ideas.

strongly disagree

6.4%

34

disagree

8.3%

44

neutral

27.9%

148

agree

46.5%

247

strongly agree

10.9%

58

answered question

531

skipped question

8

86

2 of 142

5. 5. Do you have any projects you think need to be added?
Response
Count
258
answered question

258

skipped question

281

6. 6. What of the projects would you like to see on the ground in the next 2 to 3 years?
Response
Count
306
answered question

306

skipped question

233

7. 7. The screening process enables us to focus effort on the most promising projects
rather than evaluating everything.
Response

Response

Percent

Count

strongly disagree

4.6%

24

disagree

8.7%

46

neutral

20.5%

108

agree

54.6%

288

strongly agree

11.6%

61

answered question

527

skipped question

12

87

3 of 142

8. 8. These are good questions to ask about each project’s cost and benefits.
Response

Response

Percent

Count

strongly disagree

3.8%

20

disagree

4.7%

25

neutral

12.5%

66

agree

64.0%

338

strongly agree

15.0%

79

answered question

528

skipped question

11

9. 9. These questions relate to the goals that reflect people’s values – like health,
prosperity, accountability and partnership and mobility and access.
Response

Response

Percent

Count

strongly disagree

4.6%

24

disagree

11.5%

60

neutral

22.3%

117

agree

51.1%

268

strongly agree

10.5%

55

answered question

524

skipped question

15

88

4 of 142

10. 10. These questions help the plan focus efforts on achieving community supported
visions and goals.
Response

Response

Percent

Count

strongly disagree

6.1%

32

disagree

8.2%

43

neutral

18.9%

99

agree

58.1%

305

strongly agree

8.8%

46

answered question

525

skipped question

14

11. 11. It is important that this narrowing process consider if and when we can afford a
specific project in light of other local and regional priorities, funding capacities and budget
considerations.
Response

Response

Percent

Count

strongly disagree

2.8%

15

disagree

5.7%

30

neutral

11.6%

61

agree

52.3%

276

strongly agree

27.7%

146

answered question

528

skipped question

11

89

5 of 142

12.
Additional comments
Response
Count
185
answered question

185

skipped question

354

Response

Response

Percent

Count

13. 12. Month and year you were born (optional)

Month

Year

85.4%

368

100.0%

431

answered question

431

skipped question

108

Response

Response

Percent

Count

14. 13. What is your gender? (optional)

Male

51.7%

244

Female

48.3%

228

answered question

472

skipped question

67

90

6 of 142

15. 14. What is the highest level of education you have had the opportunity to complete?
(optional)

High school degree or less

Response

Response

Percent

Count

0.6%

3

16.0%

79

College degree/4-yr degree

33.3%

165

Post graduate

50.1%

248

answered question

495

skipped question

44

Response

Response

Percent

Count

Some college/technical/community
college/2-yr degree

16. 15. What is your race or ethnicity? (optional)

African

0.6%

3

2.2%

10

Asian or Pacific Islander

1.5%

7

Black/African American

0.6%

3

Hispanic/Latino

1.3%

6

Slavic

1.1%

5

White/Caucasian

92.0%

428

Middle Eastern

0.6%

3

Other

6.0%

28

answered question

465

American Indian/Native
American/Alaskan Native

skipped question

7 of 142

91
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Q5. 5. Do you have any projects you think need to be added?

1

"Corridor" by it's very name implies moving people into and out of the city center,
yet a significant part of the traffic needs to move "across" the corridor (around
the perimeter). Traffic signals and unnecessary stop signs appear to work
against smooth traffic flow on the lower use collector streets. Buses are focused
on moving in-out of city center, which increases automobile traffic flow because
cars are the only time-sensitive alternative. I've noted intersections where the
side street queue (at off peak times) must wait 2 or 3 light cycles to pass onto or
across a major artery, while the arterial actually has less traffic than the local
collector. Examples: 1) Bertha Blvd and Terwilliger at Barbur (the traffic division
told me this was "optimized" - FAIL! 2) SW 45th Ave at SW Multnomah.
Traffic signals also seem to be timed to stop the maximum number of people - is
this some twisted idea of traffic calming, or do planners just like the extra
exhaust fumes from repeated acceleration/braking? Eugene seems to have
easy flowing traffic at moderate speeds, why can't Portland? The constant
start/stop of ill timed lights seems to beget rapid acceleration and more
frustration. How about posting the ACTUAL SPEED THE LIGHTS ARE TIMED
FOR, maybe on odd colored signs, so smart traffic can proceed without the
aggravating red lights? Buses go in-out of city center. Again, there isn't much
"across corridor" or "corridor to corridor" thinking. If my doctor/dentist/specialty
store is in Tigard and I live in Garden Home, there is no reasonable alternative to
a car for any but the most intrepid bicyclists. Sidewalks on SW Shattuck,
streets abutting Gabriel Park, SW Multnomah.

Aug 1, 2012 12:02 AM

2

Mass transit between Tualatin/Sherwood/Hillsboro

Jul 31, 2012 8:22 PM

3

Am opposed to Light Rail on 99W and high density housing projects. It impacts
local neighborhood, brings in crime and changes the nature of the area.

Jul 31, 2012 6:16 PM

4

YES! Instead of devoting more FANTASY thinking that light rail or bus's will fill
longterm needs out this way, and a current MAX saturation on Train Length
because of size limitations to clear intersections, it's time to start a RAPID
TRANSIT UNDERGROUND Train System! Use the "BIG PIPE" Core Machine
(that's already here in town) and start somewhere!

Jul 31, 2012 4:42 PM

5

A street connection between Dartmouth and Hunziker between Costco and the
proposed Walmart.

Jul 31, 2012 4:35 PM

6

No. But I do think that the light rail should be deleted!!!!!!!!!!!!

Jul 31, 2012 3:40 PM

7

Rail line connecting Tigard to downtown (wes is not adequate).

Jul 31, 2012 11:56 AM

8

Overall comment is that we need to expand lanes going to SW Corridor from
Downtown Portland. Can't eliminate any lanes, nor stay static where we are with
lanes even with additional forms of transportation.

Jul 31, 2012 11:54 AM

9

I don't know anything about transportation planning, so I have no specific
projects to recommend, just desired outcomes from changes that will be made.

Jul 31, 2012 9:21 AM

10

Woonerf conversion of the Rieke School parking lot.

Jul 30, 2012 10:56 PM

11

Sidewalks.

Jul 30, 2012 10:47 AM

12

Sidewalk connections in my neighborhood are very poor. For instance, my kids

Jul 30, 2012 10:14 AM
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would be able to walk to Jackson Middle School in Portland if there was a
sidewalk along SW 35th Avenue from SW Stephenson Street to SW Arnold
Street. This is a high-speed road that has no shoulder and is very dangerous to
walk on, but the City can't afford to upgrade it. Another sidewalk or shoulderwidening project that is a key neighborhood walking connection is for SW
Pomona Street in Portland from SW Capitol Hwy to SW 35th Avenue. These
projects may fall under the category of School Access Safety Improvements, but
the City has only $500k slated for those kinds of projects in the RTP.
13

No

Jul 30, 2012 9:23 AM

14

Add a street extension from Bertha Blvd. behind Barbur Shops, US Bank and ABoy to Barbur east of Kaady carwash.

Jul 30, 2012 8:44 AM

15

I think you should consider bringing in light rail as an extension of the MAX
Green Line along I-5. This would be a 12 mile route with stations at South
Waterfront/SW Gaines, SW Corbett, SW Terwilliger, SW Spring Garden, Barbur
TC, SW Haines, SW Kruse, Bridgeport Village, and Tualatin. There would be
new park & rides at SW Spring Garden, SW Haines, SW Kruse, and possibly a
new transit center at the Tualatin station on the corner of SW Tualatin-Sherwood
Rd. and SW Boones Ferry Rd. This project would have little impact on the
environment as it would adjacent to I-5 for most of its alignment. This project is
very feasible, all it needs is the money and the support of the community.

Jul 30, 2012 2:30 AM

16

-Basic bus-only lanes on Barbur/Naito entering/leaving downtown- huge bus
trunk line slowed by SOV traffic: Buses #1, 12, 38, 44, 45, 54. 55, 56 all share
this stretch from Transit Mall to about Capitol Hwy turnoff, this is the stretch most
needed. -Light Rail in the corridor should be in a Robertson-like Tunnel hitting
OHSU, Hillsdale, Multnomah Village - reinforce and enhance the existing
walkable mixed use nodes and major destinations in the corridor, this is where
in-scale urban development should be located. I would rather wait to get a
quality light rail line than see a slow compromised light rail line running through
all autocentric development patterns. So many of our light rail lines are built
where it is easy to build and not where they are most needed or would reinforce
the existing urban development pattern locations. Ideally the line would also hit
PCC, as a student there I took the 44 everyday and it is packed so there is
definitely plenty of demand, even more so if there was a quality transit option. Improve connectivity by punching through shortcuts through big blocks and at
the end of cul-de-sacs -Extend the 51-Vista bus just a little further south to
become more of a north-south crosstown bus line, would provide more transit
options, have connections to many more bus lines and would make this
underutilized bus more usable to more people, currently terminates just shy of
most of SW, bring it to Multnomah Village or Hillsdale. Instead of just carrying
passengers to Council Crest as it does now, let it also carry through passengers
from SW to downtown passing through Council Crest. -Fix and reduce the width
of Naito Parkway through Lair Hill, either make into a multi-way boulevard, add
permanent transit-only lanes or sell off excess land, way too much land is
wasted on roadway, ramps and cloverleafs. And reclaim some of the wasted
land around the west end of the Ross Island Bridge for development that
exhances the existing urban neighborhoods and restitches the neighborhood
back together

Jul 28, 2012 10:51 AM

17

Whatever the projects be, we all agree that we need better, faster options for

Jul 27, 2012 4:22 PM
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commuting between major population areas in Tigard (and points south) and
downtown Portland. Give us an option that gets us out of our cars and gets us
downtown rapidly, and we will use it!
18

Establishment generated projects in the Portland area are always long on mass
transit and bikes and short of needed road improvements like additional lanes
and better intersections. Who do you think you have fooled all these years with
these supposed neutral studies? No one. The last big project foolishly killed
(late 90's to early 200'0s?) was the I5-Hwy 26West Side bypass, which was
needed then and even more today. It would have been on its own a a big boon
towards further economic development and provided an alternate and faster I5
access to the Intel technical corridor.

Jul 27, 2012 12:40 PM

19

Adding an additional right hand lane on I-5 South between Haines St on ramp
and the Kruze Way / 72nd St. exit (next one down.) This is a constant bottleneck
every afternoon.

Jul 23, 2012 9:50 AM

20

Added to what? I haven't seen the list. My main concern is that cities like Tigard
recently did a major update of their TSP and have a very long list, while cities
like Portland haven't done a major update in recent years and the list is woefully
out of date. The existing conditions report does not mention the problem of
substandard freeway interchanges, particularly in the Portland segment. Onand off-ramps on neighborhood streets cause major congestion in local
neighborhoods, especially SW Taylors Ferry Road, SW Capitol Highway and SW
Huber.

Jul 23, 2012 9:16 AM

21

Metered on ramps need a longer space between the light and merging into
traffic. The idea of metered on ramps is good, but it was poorly implemented.
Commercial trucks have no hope of reaching highway speeds before merging
into traffic. Many fuel efficient vehicles also have difficulty getting up to
appropriate merging speeds. It only takes a few slow merges to cause a wave of
slow downs and inefficient driving.

Jul 23, 2012 8:29 AM

22

Develop outdoor markets and public plazas at transportation hubs and link them
through greenways for pedestrians. Purchase and add more parks along the
route.

Jul 23, 2012 7:01 AM

23

yes, would love to see improvements to Beaverton Hillsdale Highway, i live in
West Slope and would like to be able to walk to New Season's in Raleigh Hills or
Fred Meyers or to bike there, there is a sidewalk but with so many cars and their
speed and no separation between sidewalk and traffic, it is extremely unpleasant
to walk/bike there. would also love to see that we get rid of the cul de sacs in
between Beav-Hillsdale and Canyon so that if there was a thorough fare, i could
walk/bike on neighborhood streets instead of being forced onto 10 or 8.

Jul 22, 2012 5:06 PM

24

A Proposal for SW Corridor Transit Public transportation in the SW Corridor is
inadequate and has to be upgraded and redesigned if the long-term
transportation needs of the public are to be met. The SW Corridor currently
generates less than 9% of TriMet’s ridership and yet it consumes 25% of its total
bus hours and 22% of all vehicle hours including MAX and WES. This poor
ridership and inefficient service cannot be blamed entirely on sprawling land
development. Much of it has to do with poor system design and operation. The
SW Corridor lacks a system of connecting lines able to provide convenient

Jul 22, 2012 12:49 PM
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access to and from the entire metro region as well as downtown. Rationalizing
the bus service into a multi-destinational network and adding a Rapid Transit
Line as an effective alternative to I-5 would significantly increase transit ridership
while reducing traffic demand, especially during peak hours. Multi-destinational
transit Multi-destinational transit networks provide convenient transit access to
and from any destination within the area served by the use of connections or
transfers. If a transit system is designed around accommodating only single-seat
trips, it will fail to become a serious competitor to the private automobile because
most destinations in the metro region are not concentrated in a single location
such as the CBD. To be effective, a Multi-Destinational Transit Network must be
there when you need it and must be able to get you to your destination in a
reasonable length of time. This requires daily service during most of the day
(span of service) with frequent service lines that connect directly to major
regional destinations and to each other. This can be achieved with two basic
routing configurations, namely the grid and the hub and spoke. Experience at
successful transit systems has shown that a grid of transit lines running
frequently (Frequent Service Transit*) is the most efficient way to attract
ridership. The routes are direct and the transfers are fast and reliable. The hub
and spoke configuration, with less frequent local service, can be an effective way
to provide access between more isolated suburban neighborhoods and to the
grid network if their schedules are timed for convenient transfers. On a regional
scale, a hub and spoke configuration cannot provide fast and convenient multidestinational service because it requires out-of-direction travel for many trips. An
exception is where higher speeds on rapid transit lines can compensate for
some out-of-direction travel. The SW Corridor is currently served by a hub and
spoke system oriented to the CBD. It has routes of insufficient span of service
and frequency, and with no rapid transit. Its only cross-town grid service is
provided by the #76 Tualatin, #78 Lake Oswego and WES, none of which
provides FTS.
Grid Network for the SW Corridor Following is an example of a
basic grid network of Frequent Service Transit that would provide direct access
to the entire metro region and would connect to other lines. They may replace or
incorporate parts of some existing lines. ·A new FST line between Lake
Oswego and Sherwood via Country Club Road, Boones Ferry Road and Tualatin
Sherwood Road. (Major connections at Lake Oswego TC, Tualatin and
Sherwood) ·A new north-south FST line between Sherwood and PCC Rock
Creek via Elsner road, Roy Rogers Drive and 185th Avenue. (Major connections
at Sherwood, TV Highway, Willow Creek TC, Tanasbourne, and PCC Rock
Creek) ·A new east-west FST line between Washington Square and Clackamas
Town Center via Taylors Ferry Road, Sellwood Bridge, Tacoma Street, Johnson
Creek Blvd. and 92nd Avenue. (Major connections at Washington Square,
Barbur TC, #35 on Macadam, Sellwood/Moreland, Tacoma MAX Station, #75,
#71, #72 and Clackamas TC) ·Retain the #12 Barbur Line. (Major connections
at CBD, Barbur TC, Tigard TC and Sherwood) ·Retain the #76
Beaverton/Tualatin Line and upgrade it to FST. (Major connections at Beaverton
TC, Washington Square, Tigard TC, Bridgeport Village and Tualatin) Local
Transit Local bus routes with service frequencies no greater than 30 minutes
should be established where needed. They should connect to the grid bus
system and rapid transit. Where two or more local buses connect at a station or
other exchange point, their schedules should be coordinated to avoid long
connecting delays. A North-South Rapid Transit MAX Line (Between
Vancouver and Tualatin along the I-5 Corridor) MAX currently provides a rapid
transit alternative to I-84, Highway 26, portions of I-5 north, portions of I-205 and,
soon, the Milwaukie MAX Line in the 99E Corridor. Unfortunately it does not
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have rapid transit at its core. The accepted concept is to develop a radial rapid
transit system with lines on surface streets in the central city that converge on
Pioneer Square in downtown Portland. Slow operating speeds through the
central city resulting from traffic, concern for pedestrian safety, train congestion
and frequent stops result in a disincentive for commuters to chose MAX for long
interregional trips. If the east-west MAX lines are expected to function with the
speed and efficiency of true rapid transit, they will someday have to be
connected through the central city in a subway with minimal stops. In the
meantime, the SW Corridor Planning process provides an excellent opportunity
to provide true north-south rapid transit. It could provide a viable alternative to I5, greatly reducing traffic demand while not getting bogged down on downtown
streets. This proposal extends the North Portland Yellow Line south on the
eastside from the Rose Garden to OMSI and then across the Willamette River
on the new light rail bridge to South Waterfront. While not going through the
CBD, this alignment provides excellent connections to and from the CBD with
direct transfers to the Blue, Red, Green and Orange MAX Lines. It also
connects to numerous downtown FST bus lines at four inner eastside stations.
From the South Waterfront Station, the line could enter a tunnel under Marquam
Hill with stations at OHSU and Hillsdale. It could also be extended as a subway
with stations at Multnomah Village, Barbur TC and PCC Sylvania. The line could
then extend to the Tigard TC via tunnel, structure and on the surface where it
could follow the WES alignment to Tualatin on a second (electrified) track. Note:
Building a tunnel for light rail is not necessarily more expensive than building it
on the surface. Land values can great increase the cost of surface construction.
The 2.9-mile Robertson light rail tunnel through the West Hills, with one subway
station, opened in 1998 at a cost of $184 million. That underground work would
be about $290 million or $100 million per mile in today’s dollars. Compare this to
the 7.3-mile Milwaukie Line, now under construction above ground, costing $1.5
billion or $200 million per mile. This 15-mile line between the Rose Quarter and
Tualatin and the six-mile Yellow Line from the Rose Quarter to downtown
Vancouver** would combine to become a 21-mile regional rapid transit line.
There would be at least 20 stations providing connections to four other MAX
Lines, many frequent service bus lines and the streetcar system. It would have
an end-to-end running time of approximately one hour and would draw many
regional commuters off I-5, thus eliminating any need for further freeway
expansion. (See attached map)
* Frequent Service Transit (As defined by
Tri-Met – Oct. 2005) ** Assumes MAX will serve Hayden Island and extend at
least to a terminal station in Downtown Vancouver.
Proposed by Jim
Howell 7-22-12 jimhowell89@hotmail.com
25

I disagree with the 1st three questions above because the RTP, TSP and other
plan's project list are not adequate. Many plans remain unimplemented, projects
languish on the lists for many years, even those smaller RTP projects on the
federal financially constrained list can't compete in this era of scarce funding
because of political decisions to prioritize larger reqional projects with long term
debt service: (CRC, PMLRT, Eastside Street Car, Sellwood Bridge, etc).
Projects to add: 1) A comprehensive analysis of the lack of adequate and
safe pedestrian crossings of the major arterials, including freeway interchanges
and crossings, that results in a short term project: design and implement
additional crossings in strategic locations, ie near transit stops and major
destinations (large employers, schools, grocery stores, etc) and improve existing
substandard crossings: add rapid flashing beacons at existing unsignalized
crossings. Regional guidelines call for pedestrian crossings every 530 feet, and

Jul 21, 2012 12:53 PM
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only 15% (475) of the crossings required by this standard exist today. Strict
adherence to this is unnecessary and cost prohibitive. However, if this standard
were applied, more than 2700 pedestrian crossings would be needed to meet
the standard. 2) Many of the bridge structures in the corridor lack safe or
adequate bicycle and pedestrian passage (no bike lanes, substandard width or
no sidewalks). These should become stand alone projects given high priority for
short term funding. Many of the older structures are poorly maintained, need
seismic upgrades, and are weak links in critical infrastructure on major arterials
that also serve freight and transit. 3) Complete the gaps in sidewalks and bike
lanes in the corridor, including the collector streets, especially in focus areas
where land use change and growth is planned and expected. Improve the transit
stops and service in these areas as well. 4) Traffic calming is very much needed
on historic section of Barbur Blvd: Reduction of lane widths, more pedestrian
crossings, median safety islands, curb extensions, consolidation of commercial
driveways, etc. 4) A detailed review of all freeway interchanges in the corridor
is needed. Poor designs from past autocentric planning have long lasting
negative impacts on adjacent communities: Freeways ramps should not connect
to local service streets or even neighborhood collectors - only to arterials that are
designed to handle the traffic volumes. Ramps that violate this should be closed
and relocated. New lanes on freeways and arterials are not needed and will not
reduce congestion. Improved and smarter access and circulation plans are
needed, plus better coordination of signal timing on the arteriaIs.
26

No light rail please. I notice weeds growing on city property along Barbur Blvd.
and elsewhere - the city and Federal gov't. has no money for light rail.

Jul 20, 2012 1:00 PM

27

Pubic access to Oswego Lake.

Jul 20, 2012 12:20 PM

28

Pill Hill: The Homestead Neighborhood up-zoned the area immediately west of
OHSU as part of the SW Community Plan (CoP, 1990s) to allow for
neighborhood oriented mixed-use development (CS & CM) and has a significant
amount of R1 zoning as well but this area has not seen any significant new
development since re-zoning. And OHSU is Portland's biggest employer yet it
doesn't have a direct connection to regional mass transit (tram & streetcar are
local; Milwaukie MAX is a long walk or too many transfers away). At the same
time, neighborhoods in inner SW Portland close to Barbur Blvd. don't want to
see increased development (Lair Hill, Homestead). OHSU and the "Marquam
Village" area of Homestead should be directly served by a SW LRT line (tunnel
and elevator sim. to Zoo.)

Jul 19, 2012 12:01 AM

29

1. Widening Tualatin Sherwood Road from Teton to Langer Farms Parkway. 2.
Making River Rd and Scholls Ferry corridor wider. 3. Roy Rogers should be the
size of 124th in Sherwood

Jul 17, 2012 8:52 PM

30

Westside Bypass

Jul 17, 2012 11:44 AM

31

Fanno Creek Trail should be considered as part of the discussion. This trail may
augment efforts to improve pedestrian and bicycle safety in the area. How does
it fit in with the SW corridor?

Jul 14, 2012 8:55 AM

32

Improvement of existing corridors (help with direction/flow)

Jul 14, 2012 7:35 AM

33

Not sure what all the projects are? I am in favor of sidewalk development for

Jul 12, 2012 3:31 PM
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sure and any projects aimed at promoting public transit and pedestrian/bike
access over auto use.
34

Remove all mexicans and anyone responsible in the state of Oregon for letting
illegal mexicans come in to the state of Oregon out of the United States forever!

Jul 12, 2012 3:28 PM

35

Too many projects are planned now. Traffic flow along 99W could be greatly
enhanced by timing traffic signals to the speed limet and creating space for
busses to pull CLEAR of the traffic flow at bus stops. The idea for widened
sidewalks is expensive and wasteful. We have better things to spend money on
than additional parks and trees, and nature walks. Face the fact that budgets
are limited and bureaucrats ideas for aggrandizement are irresponsible and
wasteful.

Jul 11, 2012 4:46 PM

36

Stop the light rail focus. Put money in expanding roads that have been
neglected for years.

Jul 9, 2012 2:58 PM

37

99w should be more like an expressway with less traffic lights space further
apart with intelligent traffic handling. There should be a minimum of 1/2 mile
(maybe 1 mile) between lights. For example, the 217, hall blvd, greenberg rd,
puts 3 lights too close together and impedes traffic. Make 99w 3 lanes each
direction from I5 to Sherwood. The same expressway approach would work for
Tualatin Sherwood road. Tualatin-Sherwood road should be expanded to 3
lanes each directions with more distance between lights.

Jul 9, 2012 2:48 PM

38

I am assuming that these plans have mapped out the highest-capacity
destinations as important considerations in SW corridor planning... if not, these
should be studied!

Jul 9, 2012 2:09 PM

39

Widen or remove bike lanes on Beaverton Hillsdale Hwy between Hillsdale and
Beaverton. These lanes are too narrow and have major vegetation overgrowth.
Let's not plan more projects until we commit resources to maintain the projects
we've already paid for.

Jul 9, 2012 12:11 PM

40

We need to be sure that there are adequate sidewalks and off road bike routes.
We are encouraging people to ride bikes and yet we are placing them in
competition with automobiles. We also need to improve our bike use laws and
enforcement. I also believe that we need regulated entry to trains and trolleys.
Most of the time I ride either, I feel that I am one of the few paying riders.

Jul 9, 2012 11:17 AM

41

No.

Jul 9, 2012 10:21 AM

42

Yes, you have my additions

Jul 8, 2012 9:09 PM

43

No

Jul 7, 2012 3:13 PM

44

West Tigard, especially Bull Mountain lacks public transportation options and
has very limited bicycle access to the main corridor such as Fanno acreek and
Cook Park. I have to walk 2 miles to reach the nearest bus stop and 4 miles to
reach the nearest WES station. I feel like I am taking a major risk to cross 99w
near Bull Mountain Rd on my bicycle. McDonald has no sidewalk and no bike
lanes despite it being a major connector between West and East/downtown
Tigard. There are no bike lanes on Walnut St from Tiedeman st near Fowler

Jul 6, 2012 9:24 PM

98

55 of 142

Q5. 5. Do you have any projects you think need to be added?

Middle School to 121st, and no safe sidewalk from Fowler MS by the tennis
courts to 114th Terrace
45

All the property within the Barbur Envelope that was left out of the Southwest
Community Plan needs to be included in this effort as it was excluded from the
earlier zoning update. Connector sidewalks from the adjacent neighborhoods
and the sidewalks needed along SW artierals need to be included in the effort
and are not called out in Portland's TSP nor are they specifically identified in
Metro's RTP. We need a sidewalk infill planning effort in SW Portland like
Seattle's Sidewalk Improvement Initiative.

Jul 6, 2012 4:46 PM

46

Removal of all interstates highways from populated areas. They should be
relocated to unused areas or to suburbs.

Jul 6, 2012 12:48 PM

47

Safety education about "sharing the road," bikes, cars, and pedestrians.

Jul 6, 2012 9:40 AM

48

Researching what has been done in other, similarly-sized areas throughout the
country to find other innovative ideas and/or partnerships.

Jul 5, 2012 3:16 PM

49

A new SW light rail. More bike lanes/bike corridors in SW. More sidewalks in
SW!

Jul 5, 2012 2:54 PM

50

Don't know because I'm not familiar with any of the specifics in those several
documents. Note: I don't think this is a valid question - assumes familiarity with
the projects in the documents.

Jul 4, 2012 12:09 PM

51

Connection between I-5 and 99W

Jul 4, 2012 10:43 AM

52

Pacific Highway 99W should be turned into a boulevard with as much of the
center turn lane space greened up as possible, and trees planted everywhere we
can on each side of the road.

Jul 4, 2012 8:37 AM

53

I hope that there is some work being done to look at future types of
transportation, e.g., more electric vehicles, smaller vehicles-- not necessarily
motor vehicles--minibuses to serve suburbs, etc.

Jul 3, 2012 9:39 PM

54

I've yet to see the current list, but can't imagine I've thought of something new
just sitting here.

Jul 3, 2012 8:17 PM

55

Even though I've spent a few days thinking about this topic, I don't have ideas for
any additional projects.

Jul 3, 2012 7:16 PM

56

Transformation on 99W into a Boulevard style street and when possible a
Multiway Boulevard.

Jul 3, 2012 6:26 PM

57

I don't know all the projects but I am very excited about Lightrail on Barbur Blvd.
from Hillsdale or Burlingame to downtown.

Jul 3, 2012 5:26 PM

58

MAX line down Barbur New Playground equipment at Gabriel Park (appropriate
for 6-12 yrs) ADD sidewalks but do so by NARROWING roads to slow traffic
down (make this safety improvement by taking the width away from road in lieu
of cutting up yards and razing trees)

Jul 3, 2012 5:18 PM

59

What about comparing other cities' transportation projects and plans?

Jul 3, 2012 4:12 PM
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60

I would solicit and add contributors from the regional academic organizations.
Specifically: PSU, OSU, UO, UW, etc. Also from other regions that would find
our project a subject for research and study.

Jul 3, 2012 3:06 PM

61

"Bike and ride" facilities along the transit corridor.

Jul 3, 2012 2:24 PM

62

complete change to on ramps in capitol hiway to terwillger stretch centralize and
make safer with Taylor's Ferry and 26th modification.

Jul 3, 2012 6:50 AM

63

Restore service cuts, particularly to very high ridership routes and to locations
that have lost Saturday/Sunday service entirely. This must be a priority.

Jul 3, 2012 4:55 AM

64

I think a tunnel through the hills as part of a new MAX line should be prioritized -to maximize access to OHSU.

Jul 2, 2012 6:07 PM

65

The areas which are most desperately needed are better bike/pedestrian access
across Hwy 217, better access between Riverview Cemetary and Multnomah
Village. Also easier bike access to Lake Oswego

Jul 2, 2012 3:03 PM

66

Emphasize the local and Metro regional trail system & connections to proposed
station locations & between key OD's off the line.

Jul 2, 2012 12:42 PM

67

Better interconnectivity among transporation arteries...

Jul 2, 2012 11:03 AM

68

Connectivity with public transportation coming from/going to Salem, Corvallis,
Eugene, etc.

Jul 2, 2012 10:33 AM

69

Yes; extending 125th Street in Beaverton. Beaverton already has right-of-way for
the extension; however, claiming lack of funds, the city has regularly and
routinely shoved this project to the bottom of the Regional Transportation Plan
for the past 40 years. Meantime, the city is proposing building new unneeded
streets in the area of "The Round", while the increasing traffic on the
Brockman/Greenway 40-yr-old "detour" goes unaddressed.

Jul 1, 2012 11:06 PM

70

Light Rail along Barbur Blvd to King City or Sherwood. Final plan of Lake
Oswego rail link.

Jul 1, 2012 9:59 PM

71

Sidewalks on SW 80th and (at least) a safe lane for bikes and peds on Taylors
Ferry.

Jul 1, 2012 4:36 PM

72

While not a project as such, I believe that the potential impact on the overall
health and well-being of humans, wildlife and the environment needs to be
incorporated in to this planning.

Jul 1, 2012 2:21 PM

73

Less governmental intervention. The administrations existance depends on
bigger and more grandiose programs.

Jul 1, 2012 12:05 PM

74

I would love to see a plan in the not too distant future for the MAX to run up
Barber to as far south as is possible. Perhaps to King City or so.

Jul 1, 2012 11:20 AM

75

Implement the South Portland Circulation Study.

Jul 1, 2012 10:04 AM

76

Infrastructure repair at an accelerated rate. Roads in Beaverton and Tigard (and
I sure in other areas) need repair now. Regrading and repaving of such major

Jul 1, 2012 9:11 AM
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arteries cannot wait. Hall Blvd is in process but seems to be taking a very long
time. Scholls Ferry is so heavily traveled that the integrity of the roadway is
threatened, and vehicles are being damaged.
77

Your list of sources for potential projects is so broad and so general that I
haven't a clue what is really behind the listed sources. Plus, as I learned from
the recent Parks Dept. closure of our local community center, I have come to
believe that administrators will do what ever they please, no matter what the
users of the facility, or the people using the transportation, would prefer.

Jul 1, 2012 7:06 AM

78

ADA accessibility issues need to be brought more into focus not only in future
projects, but in updating older cities.

Jul 1, 2012 3:17 AM

79

Potential future commuter rail between McMinnville and Portland could possibly
alleviate some of the demand for high capacity transit SW of Tualatin and would
be a faster alternative into downtown Portland for many commuters than a lightrail or bus-rapid-transit system.

Jul 1, 2012 12:46 AM

80

More alternative transportation program and more bike parking

Jun 30, 2012 9:40 PM

81

Better and more diverse mixed use development along Barbur Blvd

Jun 30, 2012 7:25 PM

82

I like the focus on communities talking about what they would like for their
specific area.

Jun 30, 2012 4:52 PM

83

Light Rail

Jun 30, 2012 1:21 PM

84

If by projects you mean more areas to research, no.

Jun 30, 2012 11:51 AM

85

more mixed use buildings to encourage "main street" feel in appropriate areas

Jun 30, 2012 10:55 AM

86

Better access to public transportation.

Jun 30, 2012 9:16 AM

87

Better access to public transportation.

Jun 30, 2012 9:16 AM

88

Light rail

Jun 30, 2012 8:52 AM

89

SW Portland needs sidewalks

Jun 30, 2012 8:16 AM

90

There needs to more buses or vehicles that can help us travel to light rail or
WES. WES should be open on weekends and for longer hours.

Jun 30, 2012 7:56 AM

91

Include planning for the many Portland-to-Salem commuters who have no choice
other than traveling via I-5 or Barbur.

Jun 30, 2012 3:58 AM

92

The city of Portland needs to have less power over surronding cities.

Jun 29, 2012 10:19 PM

93

Only lived in Sherwood for 3 years - still learning ins & outs of regional planning
in Metro area

Jun 29, 2012 10:15 PM

94

Any kind of westside highway to enable easier access to Hillsboro/Forest Grove
without having to navigate 217.

Jun 29, 2012 10:09 PM

95

A bypass from Hwy 99 to I 5 & I 205 should be a priority

Jun 29, 2012 10:05 PM
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96

Bicycling routes in SW Portland specifically Dosch Rd. Paving side streets in SW
Portland - MANY of them are now so patched and cracked that they are very
dangerous - both for cyclists and for pedestrians because cars do dangerous
things to avoid the bumps & potholes.

Jun 29, 2012 9:58 PM

97

Convention bus or electric trolley bus (tire, not rails) systems.

Jun 29, 2012 9:44 PM

98

?

Jun 29, 2012 9:29 PM

99

What I find complicating with the above is the generality of titles and names; land
use for example is so generic that I am never certain what it means. The same is
somewhat true for other elements.

Jun 29, 2012 8:48 PM

100

I am concerned that in my neighborhood, the increasing use of the Fanno Creek
trail system has eroded the quality of life for our animals, birds and other
species. I do not want this to happen when light rail comes to Tigard.

Jun 29, 2012 8:22 PM

101

Planning for yesterday tomorrow should be your motto. This has nothing to do
with the lives of the residents. It's just about YOUR vision of what should be. The
westside has wanted a coast by pass for over 35 years. Good luck with that.
Instead we get more taxes, regulations, rail mass transit we can't afford and
don't want... yet can't get a reliable bus on a decent/timely schedule!

Jun 29, 2012 6:44 PM

102

A water taxi to connect downtown with the Rose Quarter, OMSI, South
Waterfront and the Pearl.

Jun 29, 2012 6:30 PM

103

Not a new project, but a new way of thinking about the green infrastructure that
you add: Use only NATIVE plants and trees in any new green streets, bioswales
or other SWM facilities, green walls, parks, other landscapes. For ecoroofs follow
the guidelines from Dusty Gedge from London that Audubon and BES
sponsored a year or two ago. He did mounds and ponds, logs and rocks to
create levels of habitat--making the ecoroof truly ecological and multifunctional.

Jun 29, 2012 6:27 PM

104

I do not know the particulars of all these plans so I can only evaluate from broad
experience. I assume the alternative transportation possiblities (light rail, bike,
trails, ped) are contained in these plans. From this list of "projects" I have
learned NOTHING new about the SW Corridor, even though I live in the area.

Jun 29, 2012 4:52 PM

105

Car sharing in the 'burbs

Jun 29, 2012 4:49 PM

106

MAX line to Tigard area

Jun 29, 2012 4:43 PM

107

Traffic signal synchronization.

Jun 29, 2012 4:12 PM

108

fixing dangerous intersections (e.g. Barbur and Capitol)

Jun 29, 2012 4:09 PM

109

repaving West Burnside from 2400 block to bridge.

Jun 29, 2012 3:39 PM

110

west side bypass

Jun 29, 2012 3:11 PM

111

SW Portland seems to be the least side-walk and therefore walking friendly
quadrant of city.

Jun 29, 2012 2:50 PM

112

I feel the most pressing issue is to extend the Max system south eventually to

Jun 29, 2012 2:47 PM
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Salem. The rails are there and to do modifications in order to accommodate the
Max could save a ton of $$$. It would cut down on traffic and if the city promoted
Max more aggressively it could remove the need for expansion of the freeway
system which is not a good choice in comparison. It's time for America to join
other western countries regarding our public transport systems. That Oregon has
not already done this shows a serious lack of foresight. I would like to see the
Max extended to the coast and to Bend and into Vancouver, WA. Given
Oregonians professed concern for the environment it is an obvious goal and the
right PR campaign could get the majority of us behind the idea. Why not show
the rest of America how it can and should be done?
113

Portland Plan as a reference More street trees on Barbur Blvd. more pedestrian
crossings with lights, and greenways with sidewalks.

Jun 29, 2012 2:44 PM

114

Planning should include the CWS Healthy Streams Plan, Fanno Creek
Watershed Plans, Tryon Creek Watershed Plan.

Jun 29, 2012 2:16 PM

115

access management on Barbur/99W (reduce # and clearly define driveways),
eliminate continuous left turn lane. street tree planting, green street facilities, and
other traffic calming (speed reducing) strategies

Jun 29, 2012 2:01 PM

116

The planner need to ensure that communities are walkable and bikeable and
that the various communities are connected by pedestrian and bicycle friendly
routes

Jun 29, 2012 1:55 PM

117

Sidewalk on north side of Walnut street in Tigard near Fowler Middle School.
Better connectivity of Fanno Creek trail system. Trail along power lines around
Bull Mountain.

Jun 29, 2012 1:55 PM

118

Maybe this isn't relevant to your project list but the Southwest side of Portland
woefully needs sidewalks. This could help link neighborhoods as well as the two
schools: Stephenson Elementary and Jackson Middle School. It is dangerous to
walk on Stephenson/SW 34th Ave. More sidewalks in general.

Jun 29, 2012 1:52 PM

119

Every car without Mult Co. license plate must pay a toll on the Sellwood Bridge.

Jun 29, 2012 1:12 PM

120

Timing traffic signals. At 12:30 on a Friday afternoon, it took three cycles to get
through the Sherwood 99W intersection (westbound on Tual-Sher Rd/Roy
Rogers), because only four to five cars made it through on each green light. So
much of our traffic problems in the Portland area are due to poorly managed
traffic signals, and the technology exists to fix this. Spend a few thousand on
software before a few million on a major intersection redesign.

Jun 29, 2012 1:05 PM

121

Walking and bicycling paths on Gardenhome Road. Signal at Multnomah &
Gardenhome Rd.

Jun 29, 2012 1:02 PM

122

Do we have a multi-country bike path plan, that would encourage large groups of
cyclers to use the path instead of highly traveled rural roads where they tie up
traffic and create peril?

Jun 29, 2012 12:58 PM

123

When will Tri-Met start to think about the outer communities needs? Having
spurs going out to certain areas are great for downtown portland, but not great
for the outer areas. The outer areas need to start connecting in a more efficient

Jun 29, 2012 12:52 PM
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way. This should start to focus on connecting Hillsboro with Sherwood, then to
clackamas, etc. Basically it is time to put the wheel on the spokes. Also, start
considering undergrounding the system. Max is very restricted on speed due to
at grade crossings, land use restrictions, and other issues. I would like to to ask
the real question to transit users, and those who don't use transit; travel time.
Most folks want to get from point A to point B quickly, not in masses. Rapid
transit systems are badly needed and if not planned for now we will be looking to
fix that mess as well. What do we really offer good companies to relocate or
stay here? It is not a great transit system, good, maybe.
124

Walking paths that can be used at no charge for competitive walking or running
events.

Jun 29, 2012 12:47 PM

125

A streetcar or Max line to go between Portland and Sherwood along 99W. Also,
have a bus go down SW 131st from Beef Bend Rd. to Fischer and eastward to
99W to connect all the people in the several new developments along 131st to
the public transportation along 99W.

Jun 29, 2012 12:38 PM

126

NO!

Jun 29, 2012 12:10 PM

127

These are all beginning points, not ending points. Plans from the past are just
that - the past. We also need to consider outside views, including the latest
results from other efforts around the state, region, country & globe. All too often,
we find ourselves boxed in by the sometimes dead-hand of the graveyard of past
proposals. Studies from City Club of Portland, as well as other objective
research & study, should be considered.

Jun 29, 2012 12:04 PM

128

Added to what--I don' know what projects you have listed ??!

Jun 29, 2012 11:59 AM

129

The State of Oregon might want some input i.e. ODOT's plans for maintenance
along said corridor

Jun 29, 2012 11:55 AM

130

shut the thing down

Jun 29, 2012 11:50 AM

131

As the projects are not listed, just the sources of the projects, I have no idea as
to what projects might need to be added.

Jun 29, 2012 11:45 AM

132

No

Jun 29, 2012 11:41 AM

133

West side I-205

Jun 29, 2012 11:32 AM

134

Not me personally- but I do believe it is unrealistic to consider this a
"comprehensive" list of project ideas-it will be a robust list, but not
comprehensive or fully complete

Jun 29, 2012 11:26 AM

135

More parks and bikeways in the Bull Mountain area and better bikeways from
south beaverton to the Beaverton Transit Center. You have that beautiful bike
parking structure that I am dieing to use but the ride from Bull Mountain to BTC
is AWEFUL and DANGEROUS. Not all bikers are willing to be bold and risky.
Some of us just want a nice alternative way to get somewhere that won't get us
killed (particularly with fuel prices as they are).

Jun 29, 2012 11:18 AM

136

We need to comprehensively redesign our surface bus system to cordinate with

Jun 29, 2012 11:11 AM
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WES from the Murray-Scholls Ferry area nd Bull Mountain.
137

In general, I strongly feel that un-interrupted off-street bike/walk paths
connecting our various cities and natural areas should be a high priority. They
should be designed with both recreation and commuting in mind, and should
connect to downtowns, business area, neighborhoods, while still being primarily
routed through greenways.

Jun 29, 2012 10:59 AM

138

Light rail out to Newberg or even all the way to McMinnville. Also, rail transit
down the I5 corridor. Why this hasn't been done yet, I have no idea.

Jun 29, 2012 10:47 AM

139

Pedestrian and bike infrastructure - specifically sidewalks in SW portland.
Recreational trails that may not be in the above plans

Jun 29, 2012 10:46 AM

140

I know for certain that this study and any study done by Metro is a charade.
Portland and surrounding communities have never voted FOR the many light rail
projects and they will not listen to the public any time soon.

Jun 29, 2012 10:45 AM

141

Build sidewalks or paths along major SW streets where none exist and danger
for pedestrians is high.

Jun 29, 2012 10:26 AM

142

mass transportation

Jun 29, 2012 10:21 AM

143

Improving and enhancing bus service. Light rail would be horrible going to
Sherwood. We don't have those transportation dollars available anymore.
Having european style (19th century) trains does nothing to improve our
business climate. We need jobs! And not short term Davis-Bacon construction
jobs.

Jun 29, 2012 9:56 AM

144

Improve bike safety along Barbur. Especially the stretch from SW Terwilliger to
downtown.

Jun 29, 2012 9:55 AM

145

I'm astonished to discover that the SW Corridor Plan does not appear to include
Raleigh Hills and upper Beaverton-Hillsdale Highway. A consideration of "SW
Corridor" traffic planning should not ignore upper Beaverton-Hillsdale Highway,
which often draws increased traffic when Barbur/99W and I-5 suffer traffic
disruptions, and should not ignore Raleigh Hills, which serves as a significant
link between the included SW Corridor communities of Garden Home and
Hillsdale and which is a larger retail/residential nexus than either of those. (It's
also strange that most of SW Scholls Ferry Road from Redtail west is squarely
within the SW Corridor vision and study area, yet the stretch from Redtail to
Raleigh Hills is not.) Specifically, I'd like to see the SW Corridor Plan recognize
and include resolution of the infamous "five way intersection" traffic snarl that is
the intersection of SW Beaverton-Hillsdale, SW Scholls Ferry Road, and SW
Oleson Road. Two significant secondary projects in the Raleigh Hills/BeavertonHillsdale corridor should include addition of sidewalks to the full length of
Beaverton-Hillsdale in this area, and improved pedestrian crossing opportunities
on Beaverton-Hillsdale between Oleson Road and SW 62nd Avenue.

Jun 29, 2012 9:53 AM

146

bike/ ped Lane on SW Capitol Hwy and longer ped Xing times across Barbur

Jun 29, 2012 9:52 AM

147

Sherwood-downtown PdxSts rapid transit

Jun 29, 2012 9:50 AM
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148

If transportation does not include linking us all with max trains then yes. I want
max from LO to all metro and immediate suburb towns.

Jun 29, 2012 9:43 AM

149

lower speed limits on certain arterial roads; more bike lanes and people-powered
transportation (bikes, pedestrians, etc) corridors; more connections between
cities and to destinations for people-powered transportation such as grocery and
shopping, entertainment and more safe parking at such destinations.

Jun 29, 2012 9:36 AM

150

No. I think we need to stop with the planned development and improve on the
(neglected) infrastructure we have. For example, instead of more rail projects,
go with small, efficient buses. Additionally, add sidewalks to SW portland and
outer East portland, making it easier for residents to walk from their homes to
stores and transit.

Jun 29, 2012 9:33 AM

151

Repair and repave the streets

Jun 29, 2012 9:29 AM

152

North and south connectors to SW Macadam. Both have limited access or
choke points through neighborhoods and As they have been called others and
myself "old Wagon cow trails" Highway 43 is a major thouroughfare .

Jun 29, 2012 9:27 AM

153

A realistic high speed, suburban mass transit option for commuters living in the
suburban area of Bull Mountain/99W. A realistic commute option that truly is fast
enough to be a real world commute option for the thousands of commuters who
end up clogging 99W during peak hours, each and every day, as they try to get
to and from I-5 and downtown Portland. For more details, please see the answer
to question number 6 below.

Jun 29, 2012 9:20 AM

154

Theere doesn't need to be any projects. Let the base zoning, economics, and
owners of property along the corridor decide.

Jun 29, 2012 9:19 AM

155

Lightrail on 99W

Jun 29, 2012 9:18 AM

156

no

Jun 29, 2012 9:16 AM

157

Not at this time.

Jun 29, 2012 9:16 AM

158

no - I would like to concentrate on transportation in general

Jun 29, 2012 9:16 AM

159

Yes, I would rather see efforts in developing employment centers away from
Downtown Portland. We will never solve commuter transportation as public
transportation is not as flexible as an employee has to be. We need to make
sure there are workplace opportunities close by to outlying population centers.

Jun 29, 2012 9:10 AM

160

Dedicated bikeways and efforts to move jobs to the suburbs

Jun 29, 2012 9:08 AM

161

Moratorium on anything that would cause a measurable increase to property
taxes. (>1%)

Jun 29, 2012 9:07 AM

162

I don't know if it's a project, but the current light situation at the intersection
where Roy Rogers heads into Sherwood (Safeway on the corner) needs to be
fixed. If you are coming into Sherwood from Tualatin and you get to that corner,
the light is inconsistent. Sometimes it lets 3 cars through, sometimes 8 cars.
There is consistently a backup of traffic heading into Sherwood from Tualatin as
a result. It seems to me that simply making the light would help relieve traffic

Jun 29, 2012 9:06 AM
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concerns. A resident of Sherwood told me that the light isn't controlled by
Sherwood, otherwise it would have been addressed already.
163

You have not provided a list of projects. How can I determine what might need
to be added?

Jun 29, 2012 9:03 AM

164

Expand I-5 Get rid of the gates and dead ends - punch through to connect
neighborhoods

Jun 29, 2012 9:00 AM

165

we need the bullet train from Eugene to Seattle. we need continued emphasis on
mass transit, particularly that run without fossil fuel but even buses.

Jun 29, 2012 8:58 AM

166

More ways to make suburban use of mass transit convenient.

Jun 29, 2012 8:50 AM

167

Streetcar to Sellwood.

Jun 29, 2012 8:41 AM

168

More efficient transportation to overcrowded roads to OHSU.

Jun 29, 2012 8:39 AM

169

Did you talk with schools/districts in/near the corridor?

Jun 29, 2012 8:29 AM

170

Although some of the following are included, I support: sidewalks street paving
street car tree planting, landscaping

Jun 29, 2012 8:25 AM

171

Projects to eliminate congestion on Tualatin-Sherwood Road such as extension
of 124th Avenue

Jun 29, 2012 8:19 AM

172

burying the I-5 Terwilliger curves in a tunnel to straighten them out

Jun 29, 2012 8:15 AM

173

public transportation should be encouraged and the money saved from these
projects should go to public education

Jun 29, 2012 8:02 AM

174

We should encourage Tri-Met to enhance bus frequency and replace their aging
fleet of diesel buses with natural gas powered vehicles.

Jun 29, 2012 7:46 AM

175

Quicker pot hole filling. Left turn light @ Scholls & Greenberg Left turn nightmare
@ Hall & Greenway

Jun 29, 2012 7:44 AM

176

na

Jun 29, 2012 7:26 AM

177

Not at this time

Jun 29, 2012 7:14 AM

178

skate routes

Jun 29, 2012 7:12 AM

179

Westside bypass freeway

Jun 29, 2012 6:40 AM

180

We need projects that reduce stormwater runoff from roads and parking lots.
We need projects that remove the hydraulic bottlenecks from Fanno Creek
(99W, Main Street, Hall Blvd, Bonita Rd, Durham Rd.)

Jun 29, 2012 6:40 AM

181

We need to be sure we are adding safe paths for running and walking, as these
are vital to helping citizens attain and maintain health.

Jun 29, 2012 6:34 AM

182

The survey about Barbur Blvd redevelopment, and other redevelopment studies
and groups.

Jun 29, 2012 6:29 AM
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183

This whole survey is too vague to get enough real information to have any real
opinion on. You are jumping the gun a tad.

Jun 29, 2012 6:28 AM

184

No

Jun 29, 2012 6:27 AM

185

Better transportation, for example, max line from sherwood to portland.

Jun 29, 2012 6:26 AM

186

having not read any of these reports I cannot give input on this question..I would
hope the plans include more bicycle paths and walking paths as those are my
strongest interests

Jun 29, 2012 5:17 AM

187

no

Jun 29, 2012 4:14 AM

188

Sidewalks for safety in SW neighborhoods!

Jun 29, 2012 4:00 AM

189

Not specifically. I think things are going in the right direction; we need to keep
moving toward bringing communities together. The idea of 'community' has
been lost somewhat and we need to bring a strong sense of community back to
our neighborhoods and schools.

Jun 29, 2012 12:40 AM

190

TM needs to take better care of what it's got already, fully fund it's operations,
take better care of it's union workers and retirees, and think less about private
contractors before building more light rail!

Jun 28, 2012 11:36 PM

191

more roads; less tri-met

Jun 28, 2012 10:37 PM

192

Local transit service to areas of growing into higher density with more
development that requires more trip movement.

Jun 28, 2012 10:20 PM

193

Local transit service to areas of growing into higher density with more
development that requires more trip movement.

Jun 28, 2012 10:20 PM

194

A physically separated bicycle path to connect the communities. It is important
that it is connected and would be an important symbol of equity.

Jun 28, 2012 10:11 PM

195

I would like to see a pedestrian/bike bridge in Hillsdale as the
business/consumer community is bifurcated by a very busy highway. While the
crosswalk/light helps, it does not work for folks to feel comfortable parking on
one side and going to the other for shopping on both sides. Hillsdale should be
more like a village and not two + highway stripmalls.

Jun 28, 2012 9:57 PM

196

Not sure how to answer this without the complete list of projects already listed in
the above plans. ?

Jun 28, 2012 9:37 PM

197

No

Jun 28, 2012 9:31 PM

198

Westside bypass connecting I5 and 99W south of the Tualatin river, Dundee
bypass

Jun 28, 2012 9:29 PM

199

Pavement. More pavement. Build more roads. Widen existing roads. Widen
Roy Rogers to 4 lanes where it enters Sherwood, and trash that stupid
landscaping.

Jun 28, 2012 9:29 PM

200

Expanding the Max.

Jun 28, 2012 9:28 PM
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201

Another car-bridge across the Willamette around the South Waterfront area.
Widening I-5. Charging stations. I know it's on the books. Either mass-transit
South of Portland to Salem or increased train service.

Jun 28, 2012 9:26 PM

202

Additional highways and highway lanes throughout the region. Include the
Sunrise Corridor project phases two and three.

Jun 28, 2012 9:14 PM

203

Silly question. Where's the list of projects?

Jun 28, 2012 9:11 PM

204

bike lanes

Jun 28, 2012 9:07 PM

205

No

Jun 28, 2012 8:59 PM

206

A bicycle connection from the southbound Naito frontage street to southbound
Naito near where it connects with Barbur. There is a curb where the bicycle lane
starts making the connection very awkward.

Jun 28, 2012 8:57 PM

207

Bus lanes. Instead of max trains or heavy gauge rail use bus lanes that can be
used by cars in off hours. Bus's are cheaper are nimble and can be changed
with in min or added. One thing would be instead of max tracks in a right of way
use the right of way for bus's.

Jun 28, 2012 8:51 PM

208

bike access

Jun 28, 2012 8:49 PM

209

Light rail or Electric buses.

Jun 28, 2012 8:47 PM

210

A light rail line from downtown Portland, to Sherwood that is on Barbur Blvd, and
Pacific Highway West. A way to cross Pacific Highway from west to east, near
the I-5 overpass (bus stops on #12 south bound) without risking your life
crossing. Sidewalks on Pacific Highway/Barbur blvd. between Capitol Highway,
and I-5 overpass right before Tigard. Some more development (small
businesses) between Capitol Highway, and I-5 overpass near Tigard.

Jun 28, 2012 8:40 PM

211

No

Jun 28, 2012 8:19 PM

212

Light rail.

Jun 28, 2012 8:17 PM

213

Either provide a VERY comprehensive mass transit system with the ability to get
downtown in less than the 40 minutes it takes now via MAX, or face the reality
that people have cars, there's a lot of people and the roads are built for the
amount of traffic circa 1976 not 2012. Expand the freeways and change the
combination exit ramp/on ramps that exist now. One lane should not fight to get
to the right while another lane fights to get to the left.

Jun 28, 2012 8:07 PM

214

Projects that take into account equity issues

Jun 28, 2012 8:05 PM

215

Sidewalks on SW Hamilton and SW Sunset

Jun 28, 2012 8:04 PM

216

No

Jun 28, 2012 8:01 PM

217

We need an analysis of how transportation can be facilitated without destroying
local businesses by using limited access highways.

Jun 28, 2012 7:53 PM

218

No

Jun 28, 2012 7:52 PM

109

66 of 142

Q5. 5. Do you have any projects you think need to be added?

219

I think that cities involved should have the opportunity to vote on any projects
that will take money out of their pockets over the next few years, regardless of
big picture thinking. The economy needs to catch up with the great ideas.

Jun 28, 2012 7:52 PM

220

no

Jun 28, 2012 7:49 PM

221

Highway 217 congestion at every overpass

Jun 28, 2012 7:46 PM

222

More designated bike lanes to align with and continue the progress Portland has
been making (and bike-friendly road constructs).

Jun 28, 2012 7:41 PM

223

Adding more sidewalks throughout the area.

Jun 28, 2012 7:40 PM

224

Sherwood meetings had very few participants and options presented were
decided upon prior to public meetings.

Jun 28, 2012 7:40 PM

225

Affordable Housing Planning Communities where one can WALK to the Store,
park, library, etc

Jun 28, 2012 7:39 PM

226

I don't know enough about the projects from the sources above

Jun 28, 2012 7:37 PM

227

plans for improving open spaces and wildlife corridors.

Jun 28, 2012 7:35 PM

228

community center development

Jun 28, 2012 7:19 PM

229

Study the impact of these decisions on schools and public water supply.

Jun 28, 2012 7:18 PM

230

Study the impact of these decisions on schools and public water supply.

Jun 28, 2012 7:12 PM

231

Make sure roads and bridges are in good repair and are safe. Address
downtown parking as part of project.

Jun 28, 2012 7:03 PM

232

No, people wiser than I are knowledgeable and more deeply involved.

Jun 28, 2012 6:56 PM

233

Please see below (solutions for more jobs, connecting cities, fighting obesity,
uniting a strong community feeling in Oregon)

Jun 28, 2012 6:54 PM

234

make explicit use of colleges and universities in the area for help studying and
designing options

Jun 28, 2012 6:52 PM

235

Portland Parks &Rec/ Metro greenspaces/Intertwine

Jun 28, 2012 6:44 PM

236

No.

Jun 28, 2012 6:43 PM

237

I'm a little confused about what projects are already included. For me, the most
important thing is to have public transit options available for everywhere I might
need to go, since I don't drive. For example, I wanted to make an appointment to
see someone in Stevenson, WA, but there is no public transit that goes there, as
far as I can tell from the TriMet website. That's not in the SW corridor, but the
basic point is the need for more comprehensive public transit options.

Jun 28, 2012 6:36 PM

238

Better sidewalk (more complete) in Beaverton/Washington County, particularly
along main corridors like Scholls Ferry Road, to improve ped options

Jun 28, 2012 6:34 PM
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239

The "reach" was weak. The plan partners may be a nice list but the fact remains
that very real people were consulted.....

Jun 28, 2012 6:33 PM

240

Anything to alleviate the congestion on 99W and 217. Would be fabulous to
have a lightrail/max out to Tigard and Wilsonville rather than the WES. Or have
the WES operate more often, including evenings and weekends.

Jun 28, 2012 6:32 PM

241

general road maintenance, traffic control coordination

Jun 28, 2012 6:29 PM

242

I would like more residential and land use plans.

Jun 28, 2012 6:27 PM

243

Busses, busses, busses. NO MAX or WES lines.

Jun 28, 2012 6:26 PM

244

None at this time

Jun 28, 2012 6:25 PM

245

Please strongly consider an augmentation or adjustment to WES (or even
replacement) in order to improve service, add capacity, and reduce operating
costs.

Jun 28, 2012 6:19 PM

246

Does this include non-motorized plans such as the 2030 Bike Plan?

Jun 28, 2012 6:17 PM

247

I have no idea how to answer this question intelligently. You listed some sources
but not a list of planned projects.

Jun 28, 2012 6:17 PM

248

mass transit for SW to the core!

Jun 28, 2012 6:06 PM

249

No projects added. Less government control. NO light rail. Improve the existing
bus service on the existing road systems. Barbur is an arterial. It moves traffic
efficiently, don't screw it up with your hare brained, social engineering ideas.

Jun 28, 2012 4:30 PM

250

Improved bus stops NOW not 10 years from now. Better sidewalks especially on
side streets. Buses that do not twice violate federal transportation guidelines.
Bus stop amenities EQUAL to MAX. Barbur TC should take into account transit
user equity - sorely missing now.

Jun 27, 2012 5:01 PM

251

Sidewalks throughout outer SW! Especially on busy streets (Vermont,
Multnomah, Beaverton-Hillsdale, etc.) and especially around schools!

Jun 27, 2012 4:15 PM

252

This isn't a survey - it's your attempt to get me to validate what you already plan
to do. How about asking me for my original thoughts?

Jun 27, 2012 3:28 PM

253

no but they must give serious consideration to our aging population needs today
and tomorrow

Jun 27, 2012 1:09 PM

254

I think we need a plan to reduce the current scale of light rail in the PDX metro
area. We need a plan for improved freeway circulation. We need a plan that
does not involve toll roads.

Jun 27, 2012 12:18 PM

255

Boones Ferry Road improvements in the Lake Grove Village Center (Madrona to
Kruse Way). The Lake Grove Village Center is a metro designated "town center"

Jun 27, 2012 11:24 AM

256

Long-term plans to increase the use of lng bus transport rather than fixed-rail
transport.

Jun 25, 2012 11:51 PM
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257

More frequent commute options for the workers in the area of 72nd and Upper
Boones Ferry Road. More frequent bus route or an added MAX stop at the
tracks at Duram Rd, before the Tualatin Park and ride, there are at least 1000
possible commuters with in a 4 block radius that might be able to use the MAX if
it stopped there. It would be about a block from Upper Boones Ferry Road, and
it is already an intersection. The busses in the area are not frequent and only
run on peak hours.

Jun 25, 2012 2:22 PM

258

Difficult to say because I don't know if my project is on one of those lists.

Jun 25, 2012 2:19 PM
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1

Striped crosswalks for pedestrians with BRIGHTLY FLASHING automotive
warning lights on major arteries. Walkways on arteries and collector streets (a
macadam path with identifying stripes or paint along the roadway would be
adequate

Aug 1, 2012 12:02 AM

2

Mass transit between Tualatin and Sherwood Community Bike storage/rental
within flat regions of Sherwood (for anyone, and especially benefits young
families and older adults)

Jul 31, 2012 8:22 PM

3

Lightrail down Macadam/Barbur.

Jul 31, 2012 7:58 PM

4

I would like to see a bus stop near the Winco on Southwest Dartmouth Street in
Tigard.

Jul 31, 2012 7:40 PM

5

Keep high density living in downtown Portland. Give us low density living in the
suburbs.

Jul 31, 2012 6:16 PM

6

Finish Walnut and stop the 4 way stop congestion at 135th!

Jul 31, 2012 4:42 PM

7

Improve sign regulations and enforcement along the corridor, including
"temporary" banners. Start a program to underground all utilities along the
corridor - no overhead wires. Improve pedestrian facilities, especially along 99w,
the entire length through Tigard from I-5 to the Tualatin River. For instance, the
stretch between Tigard Towne Center on Durham Road and the Tualatin River
has a lot of pedestrian use, but no sidewalks. Start adding street trees along
99w. Turn it into a landscaped boulevard. Rename it Pacific Parkway. Better bus
shelters. In some places, there is not even a bench, let alone a shelter.

Jul 31, 2012 4:35 PM

8

Road repair and widening and better bus routes.

Jul 31, 2012 3:40 PM

9

Sidewalks and bike lanes that allow safe, non-motorized transportation in
suburban areas. Would REALLY like to see Walnut Street in Tigard finished out
so it's safe to walk abd ride in all areas, particularly near Fowler Middle School.

Jul 31, 2012 1:52 PM

10

Noise abatement. Silent railroad crossings near the intersections at Bonita
Avenue and 72nd Ave, and Hall Blvd and Commercial Street. Stop the
embezzlement of public funds. All public fund expenditures should be put to the
vote of the people before they are spent. Stop the WES train. It is a failure, a
waste of public funds, and a tremendous noise nuisance to the locals.

Jul 31, 2012 1:18 PM

11

Rail line

Jul 31, 2012 11:56 AM

12

Lane widening of existing roads along 99W.

Jul 31, 2012 11:54 AM

13

See my answer to Q5.

Jul 31, 2012 9:21 AM

14

Safe pedestrian crossings and sidewalks on Barber Boulevard.

Jul 30, 2012 10:56 PM

15

Sidewalks

Jul 30, 2012 10:47 AM

16

Any bicycle/pedestrian connection projects that would connect to neighboring
schools and/or parks are important priorities to help kids be safe now, not ten
years from now when LRT or BRT would be built on Barbur Blvd. These projects
could help lay the groundwork for connections to potential future station

Jul 30, 2012 10:14 AM
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locations.
17

Sidewalks, in particular along SW Vermont Street between Gabriel Park and
Hillsdale

Jul 30, 2012 9:23 AM

18

Capital Highway Barbur crossing: eliminate NB left turns.

Jul 30, 2012 8:44 AM

19

In the next 2 to 3 years I think bike and pedestrian improvements are a priority.

Jul 30, 2012 2:30 AM

20

-Basic bus-only lanes on Barbur/Naito entering/leaving downtown- huge bus
trunk line slowed by SOV traffic: 1, 12, 38, 44, 45, 54. 55, 56 - from Transit Mall
to about Capitol Hwy turnoff -Continuous sidewalks on Barbur and BeavertonHillsdale Hwy in particular with many more crosswalks. Reduce travel speed on
arterials.

Jul 28, 2012 10:51 AM

21

1. Limited-stop light rail along a dedicated right-of-way. None of this 10-mph and
stopping for cross car traffic as we see in downtown Portland--I can practically
walk faster than the Max downtown. A tunnel might be too expensive for the SW
Corridor, but would be a guaranteed dedicated line. Everyone agrees that the
Red/Blue lines are super fast going westbound once you leave Goose Hollow-try to capture that same experience in the SW Corridor. 2. Improved auto
commuting experience. 217 is a mess much of the day, 7 days a week. I-5 is not
bad, but need a better alternate route when I-5 is backed up. Removing traffic
lights, improving traffic light timing, limiting access, limiting left-turn lane, and
pedestrian bridges are some ideas that would greatly improve traffic flow along
the following roads: 99W/Barbur Blvd, Greenburg/Oleson, Scholls, BeavertonHillsdale Hwy 3. All plans must account for good access to any Cascadia High
Speed Rail stations that will be planned. 4. A pedestrian/bicycle bridge over Hwy
217 between the Scholls and Greenburg overpasses to provide access to
Washington Square.

Jul 27, 2012 4:22 PM

22

Do both the planned Tualatin-Sherwood road improvement, but also re-open the
file on the I5 to 26 west side bypass, and use it as an economic development
tool.

Jul 27, 2012 12:40 PM

23

Light Rail from or WES from closest PDX connector South through Tigard and
preferrably all the way to Sherwood. But Hwy 99 has to be widened to
accommodate (a feat that may be impossible to accomplish; but at a minimum
wherever possible.)

Jul 23, 2012 9:50 AM

24

More sidewalks, bike paths, safety improvements, and transit improvements.
NO MORE HIGHWAY WIDENING. The "intersection improvements" in Tigard at
Hall and Greenburg are not improvements at all; it's more dangerous for
pedestrians and bicyclists and just as congested as before. Fix the signal timing
on 99W in Tigard.

Jul 23, 2012 9:16 AM

25

Bike lanes on rural roads. This is frustrating and dangerous to both bicyclists and
motorists. Many times visibility is poor to safely get around a bicycle causing
much slower driving speeds and eventually rapid accelleration. If this happens
multiple times, it probably negates the greeness of bicycling.

Jul 23, 2012 8:29 AM

26

Improved pedestrian access with sidewalks, plazas and greenways. Transit
should focus on streetcars, not high speed rail.

Jul 23, 2012 7:01 AM
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27

in SW Portland, we need sidewalks in all our neighborhoods, bike lanes along
Canyon and Beaverton Hillsdale.

Jul 22, 2012 5:06 PM

28

The FST crosstown grid routes listed above.

Jul 22, 2012 12:49 PM

29

Project numbers 1, 3, and 4 in Item 5 above.

Jul 21, 2012 12:53 PM

30

Street painting is badly needed. On SW Barnes Rd. the traffic dividing line
disappeared! Street signs are in need of repair. In some neighborhoods, street
signs are not visible, either due to tree or shrub overgrowth or due to missing
signs! Fix what we have first then make plans. However, there is no money for
any of your Utopian plans.

Jul 20, 2012 1:00 PM

31

Public access to Oswego Lake.

Jul 20, 2012 12:20 PM

32

Nothing I've seen regarding the SW Corridor Project solves the needs I see in
inner SW Portland.

Jul 19, 2012 12:01 AM

33

Improvements to bike and pedestrian connectivity & safety!

Jul 17, 2012 10:51 PM

34

See above

Jul 17, 2012 8:52 PM

35

Additional bus service in the corridor

Jul 17, 2012 11:44 AM

36

?

Jul 14, 2012 7:35 AM

37

Light rail up Barbur Blvd.!

Jul 12, 2012 3:31 PM

38

Nothing right now.

Jul 12, 2012 3:28 PM

39

Pullout space for busses to clear traffic. Time the signals to expedite speed limit
traffic flow.

Jul 11, 2012 4:46 PM

40

Need to extend MAX to serve OHSU directly

Jul 11, 2012 9:38 AM

41

This is a bit of a biased questions since most of the capitol intensive projects are
more years away. Ideally in the next two or three years you'd see better bus
service with improved stop spacing, better bus stops, and improved pedestrian
crossings. Easy/cheap pedestrian improvements should also be implemented as
soon as feasible. Sidewalks towards bus stops should also be prioritized.

Jul 10, 2012 9:31 AM

42

Safer biking along Barbur Boulevard south of Terwilliger An improvement of the
Barbur Boulevar Terwillinger intersection A bike ped improvement/safety area on
the Barbur Boulevard, Capitol Highway intersection Safer crosswalks at the
Safeway/Barbur Boulevard intersection. A bike path that goes from Barbur
Boulevard to Multnomah Boulevard that doesn't compete with car lanes

Jul 9, 2012 5:29 PM

43

Pedestrian & Cycling. Active transport improvements

Jul 9, 2012 4:27 PM

44

Add lanes to 99w and Tualatin-Sherwood road.

Jul 9, 2012 2:58 PM

45

Expand 99w and Tualatin-Sherwood road to 3 lanes each direction with
intelligent traffic signals.

Jul 9, 2012 2:48 PM
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46

reduction of single occupant car/commuter traffic

Jul 9, 2012 2:09 PM

47

Sidewalks and off street bike corridors.

Jul 9, 2012 11:17 AM

48

Road improvements to arterial/connector streets like Tualatin Sherwood Road
and 124th Avenue.

Jul 9, 2012 10:21 AM

49

Completed red electric trail 33rd & Bertha through Hillsdale to new pedestrian
bridge at Gibbs. This will include new Ped/bike bridge beside existing Newbury
Bridge.

Jul 8, 2012 9:09 PM

50

No comment now.

Jul 7, 2012 3:13 PM

51

Bike lanes and sidewalks on McDonald St. (from 99 to Hall), Walnut st from
Tiedeman st to 121st ave, and a safer means for bicycles to get from Bull
Mountain Rd to Cook Park. Add bus stops along Bull Mountain Rd with stops at
major developments (e.g. Hillshire) with the bus line going to downtown Tigard,
Cook park, and near Fanno Creek trail. Add a more direct bike trail from Hall
Blvd & Durham to the Durham trail that connects to Tualatin (i.e., make a safe
means to get from the end of SW 85th ave to Durham city park instead of going
way out of the way through the narrow trails of Cook Park).

Jul 6, 2012 9:24 PM

52

A completed sidewalk along the busy SW Barbur Blvd. from SW Miles to the
Portland city limits to the west.

Jul 6, 2012 4:46 PM

53

Better bicycle connectivity.

Jul 6, 2012 12:48 PM

54

Increased opportunities for bike riders to put their bicycles on a bus - at rush
hour, two spaces per bus is sometimes not enough! Let's encourage more
carpooling and bike riding.

Jul 6, 2012 9:40 AM

55

Get through traffic off Barbur. If Barbur were easier to travel on bicycle, foot or
mass transit, it could have a more 'neighborhood' feel. This would encourage
business.

Jul 5, 2012 5:36 PM

56

The list of projects seems more like a list of plans or information sources that
would then lead to some kind of potential project. It also seems like all the
"projects" are already in existence. In general, I think it's good to get input from
a variety of stakeholders and residents and have a transparent process
throughout.

Jul 5, 2012 3:16 PM

57

More and better sidewalks, bike lanes, bike corridors.

Jul 5, 2012 2:54 PM

58

light rail along Beaverton-Hillsdale Hwy and/or Barbur Blvd.

Jul 5, 2012 11:25 AM

59

Ditto (see 5.)

Jul 4, 2012 12:09 PM

60

Improve 99W surface and traffic congestion.

Jul 4, 2012 10:43 AM

61

More intersections and pedestrian crossings in Tigard, on 99W, in the long
stretch between I-5 and 217 so we begin connecting the Tigard Triangle to the
rest of the community. Currently there are only 2 access roads leading down
into it.

Jul 4, 2012 8:37 AM

116

74 of 142

Q6. 6. What of the projects would you like to see on the ground in the next 2 to 3 years?

62

Again, what list?

Jul 3, 2012 8:17 PM

63

1) Continued focus on regional transportation needs (which I think this area does
very well right now) and what can be done in support of those plans (i.e.,
designating residential and retail development along planned transportation
routes). 2) Comprehensive land-use planning for the entire area, including
preservation efforts for wildlife sanctuaries, mitigation of environmental impacts
to waterways, park planning, and conservation of agricultural uses as residential
areas expand.

Jul 3, 2012 7:16 PM

64

I-5/Barbur Max line

Jul 3, 2012 6:26 PM

65

Read that it (Barbur Blvd. Lightrail) was in the 10 year plan. The sooner the
better for the poorly-served bus areas like the #55 Hamilton

Jul 3, 2012 5:26 PM

66

MAX line down Barbur New Playground equipment at Gabriel Park (appropriate
for 6-12 yrs) ADD sidewalks but do so by NARROWING roads (ie SW 45th /
Camron) to slow traffic down (make this safety improvement by taking the width
away from road in lieu of cutting up yards and razing trees)

Jul 3, 2012 5:18 PM

67

I'd like to keep the entire focus on bringing Max to Barbur.

Jul 3, 2012 4:23 PM

68

Sidewalk improvements so you can get places without risking your life if you
choose not to take a car.

Jul 3, 2012 4:12 PM

69

A start to a trolley line or light rail in the corridor encompassing the towns cited.

Jul 3, 2012 3:06 PM

70

Better timed intersections, not only for cars, also for slower crossing entities like
pedestrians and cyclists, like the intersection of SW Miles and SW Barbur Blvd.
The traffic light already switched to green for cars when a cyclist is still crossing
the intersection. Better designed facilities for Bicyclists to stimulate bicycle
commuting to and from downtown. Separate bikelanes, or otherwise wider
bikelanes, and better indicated. The access to the new Fred Meijer from SW
Barbur (just South from SW Bertha and Barbur) needs a sign and a barrier to
remind car drivers to give priority to bicyclists. This is a very dangerous situation.
The bikelane at SW Capitol Hill Rd and SW Barbur disappears, and is a hazard.
A separate facility for cycists needs to be put in place, even if it were in the form
of a deck sticking out from the hill.

Jul 3, 2012 2:24 PM

71

Don't have enough info, but we are way overdue to expand our highway system
in and around the metro area. Get the bikes off the roads and onto a separate
system built and funded by bikers.

Jul 3, 2012 11:30 AM

72

Restore service cuts first. If there's no money in the budget to run the existing
system, there's no money to expand it.

Jul 3, 2012 4:55 AM

73

Definitely light rail. 99W is horrible during rush hour. Even four years ago when
I rode my bike to PSU and back, I could get home faster by bike.

Jul 2, 2012 7:50 PM

74

A new MAX line -- hopefully the last of the "spoke" lines before a ring line is built.

Jul 2, 2012 6:07 PM

75

see above

Jul 2, 2012 3:03 PM

76

Extension of MAX lines.

Jul 2, 2012 1:08 PM
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77

See above, trail system, off-roadway bike and pedestrian network from a system
perspective...focus on connecting key OD's...not enough to build piecemeal.
Consider park and rides, bike and rides and other connections to potential
station locations.

Jul 2, 2012 12:42 PM

78

Rezoning to allow for transit-supportive uses.

Jul 2, 2012 11:34 AM

79

Road capacity improvement

Jul 2, 2012 11:03 AM

80

Regional transportation

Jul 2, 2012 8:35 AM

81

See #5 as a top priority project--it has waited the longest of all projects on the
books. Addressing it is critical for quality of life issues for residents in south
Beaverton, as well as effectively managing increasing traffic congestion and
adding to south-north street continuity for the eastern part of Washington
County.

Jul 1, 2012 11:06 PM

82

Not sure

Jul 1, 2012 9:59 PM

83

Safety for peds in the SW 80th / Taylors Ferry to Capital Hwy area.

Jul 1, 2012 4:36 PM

84

More pedestrian walkways/sidewalks

Jul 1, 2012 2:52 PM

85

Again, this is not a project as such but I strongly believe that the residents,
businesses & other stakeholders should be encouraged to get personally
involved in the selected projects, not just contracting out the work but having
some of these people put some "sweat equity" in to the results so that they own
and appreciate the result and than better care of the results.

Jul 1, 2012 2:21 PM

86

Just pick up the garbage

Jul 1, 2012 12:05 PM

87

All of them.....

Jul 1, 2012 11:20 AM

88

Projects that slow traffic down, reunite communities, enhance bicycle and
pedestrian access and safety, and add open green spaces.

Jul 1, 2012 10:04 AM

89

Continuation of expansion of MAX, restoration of the free zone within the City
limits. This is a major help for students, commuters, and tourists. It is a major
plus for people who visit our City. We need to find the funding to restore this
service.

Jul 1, 2012 9:11 AM

90

I don't think Metro can affect any improvements in the SW corridor without
negative affects. I have yet to see a Metro/ Trimet transportation project that has
achieved any real positive traffic improvements. Look at the short comings of
WES. WES only chokes traffic at its crossings every morning. WES has done
nothing to improve traffic or neighborhoods in Tualatin, Tigard or Beaverton.
Nothing has changed.

Jul 1, 2012 8:51 AM

91

Sidewalks on SW Taylor's Ferry Rd., SW Dosch Rd, and other streets in SW
Portland

Jul 1, 2012 7:06 AM

92

King City and other 55+ neighborhoods are sorely in need of sidewalk, streets
and even curb cuts being brought into ADA compliance. With the aging
population, this simple, seemingly costly project of making streets and sidewalks

Jul 1, 2012 3:17 AM
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ADA compliant will save huge amounts of city resources needed due to unsafe
traffic and pedestrian situations in King City alone.
93

tunnel construction to serve OHSU and Hillsdale regions.

Jul 1, 2012 12:46 AM

94

Light rail/street car on Barbur Blvd is a must along with better pedestrian
accomodations

Jun 30, 2012 7:25 PM

95

I am anxious to see what ideas people come up with

Jun 30, 2012 4:52 PM

96

Intersection and signal timing improvements at major intersections, continuous
left-turn lanes along Hwy 99

Jun 30, 2012 2:02 PM

97

Light Rail

Jun 30, 2012 1:21 PM

98

I don't see any actual on-the-ground projects suggested anywhere so I'm not
sure what this question is asking.

Jun 30, 2012 11:51 AM

99

Improve traffic movement in areas like the West Portland Crossroads area,

Jun 30, 2012 10:55 AM

100

sidewalks and jogging trails

Jun 30, 2012 10:47 AM

101

Better bus service

Jun 30, 2012 9:46 AM

102

You don't give many specifics.

Jun 30, 2012 9:16 AM

103

You don't give many specifics.

Jun 30, 2012 9:16 AM

104

Light rail lake Oswego to downtown Portland.

Jun 30, 2012 8:52 AM

105

Sidewalks should be a priority for the SW Portland area - more people would be
able to take advantage of walking to Hillsdale and other communities if there was
a safe passage - sidewalks. It would alleviate school drop off and pick up issues
to - if parents were able to let their kids walk on sidewalks especially around
Bridlemile school.

Jun 30, 2012 8:16 AM

106

Concrete plans for Barbur-to-Salem service that does not involve a patchwork
solution (the Wilsonville bus is not a viable option for anybody who lives on the
east side).

Jun 30, 2012 3:58 AM

107

Less max, and more bus use. Road improvements.

Jun 29, 2012 10:19 PM

108

Because traffic is often backed up, improvements to Tualatin/Sherwood Road
from Tualatin to Sherwood are needed. I don't understand why Herman Road is
empty much of the day - perhaps Tualatin & Sherwood should make the public
aware of the improvements made to Herman Road.

Jun 29, 2012 10:15 PM

109

Any that will help with traffic.

Jun 29, 2012 10:09 PM

110

Lessl concern about bike paths and more planning for additional streets and
roads

Jun 29, 2012 10:05 PM

111

Bicycling routes in SW Portland specifically Dosch Rd. Paving side streets in SW
Portland - MANY of them are now so patched and cracked that they are very

Jun 29, 2012 9:58 PM
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dangerous - both for cyclists and for pedestrians because cars do dangerous
things to avoid the bumps & potholes.
112

Electric trolley bus -- enough with the rail construction! Move the wires as the
population moves. Serve the community, don't create it in your own image.

Jun 29, 2012 9:44 PM

113

Continued expansion of MAX and street car.

Jun 29, 2012 9:29 PM

114

Transportation.

Jun 29, 2012 8:48 PM

115

Tonquin Trail

Jun 29, 2012 8:38 PM

116

I would like to see Hwy 217 expanded. This is the Westsides only north south
highwy connecting Hwy 26 to I-5. Without expansion the traffic fans out into
residential areas seeking an alternate route. There is already talk in Washington
County of turning Roy Rogers Road into a 4 lane road to accomodate the "cut
through" traffic. Keeping 217 a 2 lane highway each way doesn't force people
onto mass transit. It forces people to find alternate routes through
neighborhoods, developments and farm land; which is planning by default.

Jun 29, 2012 8:15 PM

117

Urban trees, expandIng the freeways

Jun 29, 2012 7:01 PM

118

better mass transit option from Tualatin to Portland. Specifically on weekends,
which practically don't exist at all, and extneded hours on weekday. The
Express 96 is great, for xommuting hours on weekdays. If it ran once an hour on
weekends from 9 AM to 11 PM, I would use it often to get downtown and back.

Jun 29, 2012 6:51 PM

119

None! Parks, trails, foo foo stuff???!!! Not with my tax dollars. We need more
lanes, roads paved, pot holes filled... You know the stuff our gas tax dollars are
supposed to be doing.

Jun 29, 2012 6:44 PM

120

Use busses to direct people to trains for long distance travel.

Jun 29, 2012 6:30 PM

121

A mixed-use building or two with the type of ecoroof described above along a
"Green Main Street" (again, of the type above) near the Burlingame Fred
Meyers. Better bicycling facilities along Barbur from Terwilliger to downtown--at
least put ramps on the sidewalks over the viaducts and remove the blackberries
that stick out into the trail. I'd prefer that you have a bicycle only lane over the
viaducts, so that the cars would have to slow down and move over.

Jun 29, 2012 6:27 PM

122

Southwest Portland Circulation Study implementation.

Jun 29, 2012 6:02 PM

123

sidewalks

Jun 29, 2012 4:52 PM

124

Calming congested transportation corridors.

Jun 29, 2012 4:52 PM

125

Light rail along the 99W corridor, but all the way TO NEWBERG

Jun 29, 2012 4:49 PM

126

Remove bus only restrictions on left turns on Barbur Blvd.

Jun 29, 2012 4:12 PM

127

improved pedestrian and bike lanes

Jun 29, 2012 4:09 PM

128

repaving West Burnside

Jun 29, 2012 3:39 PM
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129

in conjunction, an education effort to have homeowners on side streets be aware
of the requirements for shrub and landscape clearances. These narrow side
streets are bad enough for car traffic let alone pedestrians

Jun 29, 2012 3:07 PM

130

Those sidewalks built first where school children routinely walk or bike to school-elementary of the highest priority; high school, the lowest.

Jun 29, 2012 2:50 PM

131

I would like to see the project I briefly outlined in my answer to #5.

Jun 29, 2012 2:47 PM

132

Sidewalks and street trees

Jun 29, 2012 2:44 PM

133

crosswalks that are better lit at night and better stripping on the main streets:
canyon, BH highway,

Jun 29, 2012 2:19 PM

134

99W near the Tualatin River generates a lot of runoff. There is a wide center
median and wide shoulders (in places) that could be used to better reduce
runoff. It would be good to use these wide areas to plant some trees which
could intercept rain and provide some cooling shade in the summer. The stretch
of HWY 26 from HWY 217 to 185th recently got a lot of new trees planted. I’d
like to see this kind of planting on 99W in the King City, Tigard, and Tualatin
areas. 99W, Main Street, and Hall Blvd in Tigard are hydraulic bottlenecks for
Fanno Creek. While we are planning this corridor, we should plan some better
bridges that allow the creek to meander, provide safe wildlife passages and
leaves room for pedestrian and bike trails that are a reasonable distance from
the creek. Small top-flow dams on urban creeks increase water temperature
through solar gain, impede natural sediment distribution and block fish passage.
Removal of these small dams in the SW Corridor would improve water quality
and fish habitat and be supportive of the goals of the Tualatin Basin Healthy
Streams plan. WES commuter rail should be expanded to go to Salem. It would
give the citizens of Beaverton, Tigard, Wilsonville and Tualatin better access to
the legislature and state agencies. There are a lot of huge parking lots in the SW
Corridor including Washington Square, the Tigard Triangle and big box retailers
in Sherwood. We should use this planning opportunity to eliminate runoff from
these parking lots (and the large roofs they serve) with pervious pavement,
parking lot trees, bioswales, ecoroofs. Bus access to the Tualatin River National
Wildlife Refuge is good outbound but not inbound. A sky bridge or tunnel across
99W would provide Tri-Met riders a safe way to get back to Portland from the
refuge. The crossing of 99W at Durham Road is unsafe. Several pedestrians
have been killed here. We need a pedestrian bridge or a tunnel. Tonquin Trail
crossings of 99W and Tualatin-Sherwood Road should be made with safety in
mind (skybridges). In the regional and city transportation plans, there has long
been a proposed road and bridge over the Tualatin River connecting Hall Blvd in
Tigard to Boones Ferry in Tualatin. This project would mess up the Cook Park
Wetlands, Durham Park and Tualatin Community Park. This project should be
removed from all transportation plans permanently.

Jun 29, 2012 2:16 PM

135

fill the sidewalk gaps and make bike lanes continuous, at least through Barbur

Jun 29, 2012 2:01 PM

136

Sidewalk on north side of Walnut street in Tigard near Fowler Middle School.

Jun 29, 2012 1:55 PM

137

Sidewalks

Jun 29, 2012 1:52 PM

138

124th in Tualatin extended south, southeast to connect to I-5. This will take

Jun 29, 2012 1:38 PM
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much traffic off Tualatin Sherwood Road and around Tualatin, thus increasing
Tualatin's quality of life.
139

Keep the street car free downtown. It was a promise made to downtown
merchants to partially compensate them for the years they lost business while it
was being built. For those who say "Everyone outside downtown pays for it, why
shouldn't downtowners?" I say, OK, but that means Clackamas county doesn't
get to use the Sellwood Bridge.

Jun 29, 2012 1:12 PM

140

Increased public transportation in SW

Jun 29, 2012 1:09 PM

141

Increased public transportation in SW

Jun 29, 2012 1:08 PM

142

Westside bypass and develop east-west alternates to TV Highway.

Jun 29, 2012 1:05 PM

143

By pass of Newberg/Dundee.

Jun 29, 2012 12:58 PM

144

Finish what you have started and revamp the current system in terms of
operations. That is a project that would really help a lot. Express trains (don't
stop at every station during peak hours), faster trains, and increase the
operations. One thing that is missing is an effort to expand services to those
who don't use it. Why don't more people use it? Work on safety by putting
conductors on the trains checking tickets. Having their presence will help with
crime.

Jun 29, 2012 12:52 PM

145

Walking paths that can be used at no charge for competitive walking or running
events.

Jun 29, 2012 12:47 PM

146

A bus to go down SW 131st from Beef Bend Rd. to Fischer and eastward to 99W
to connect all the people in the several new developments along 131st to the
public transportation along 99W.

Jun 29, 2012 12:38 PM

147

NONE!

Jun 29, 2012 12:10 PM

148

High capacity transit to southern Washington County should be a major priority.
TriMet's proposal to cut service to southern Washington County in September
will create huge programs for people living in Tigard, Tualatin, Sherwood, and
other areas. Additionally, there are large sections of roads lacking even
sidewalks along the corridor, making transit the only safe option for many people
to get around.

Jun 29, 2012 12:10 PM

149

In past, transportation plans far too much in 'silo' from other concerns. And, far
too dominated by Departments of Transportation, who are far too immersed in
thinking of decades ago - e.g., more lanes = better flow. Unfortunately, this often
results in the 'tail' wagging the 'dog' - bureaucrats determining what is done,
rather than citizens, focusing on past planning, rather than future.

Jun 29, 2012 12:04 PM

150

above

Jun 29, 2012 11:59 AM

151

more invasive plant species removal along corridors (to prevent further spread-large numbers of invasive seeds are carried in the wake of automobile traffic).

Jun 29, 2012 11:55 AM

152

a great big pothole.....all the way to the bottom

Jun 29, 2012 11:50 AM
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153

better pedestrian and bike lane safety on Barbur Blvd

Jun 29, 2012 11:49 AM

154

A new study to determine if the assumptions made about growth and in-fill
development are correct? Do they really reflect the community as a whole or
only the special interests of the "squeaky wheels" and politically connected?

Jun 29, 2012 11:48 AM

155

There is not list of projects given, just sources for the project lists, so I cannot
give an opinion here.

Jun 29, 2012 11:45 AM

156

Local traffic options to 217.

Jun 29, 2012 11:43 AM

157

The most essential projects are: safe roads and bridges that can carry the traffic
on the heavy commuting hours increasing bus traffic to remove vehicles from
highways parks that are attractive to a wide variety of users and easily accessed
by properly sized and conditioned roads

Jun 29, 2012 11:41 AM

158

preserve natural spaces through purchase and permaent easements. Trails
should also avoid impacting resources. urban trees along roadways.

Jun 29, 2012 11:41 AM

159

sidewalks, trees, swales, education about why these changes benefit all

Jun 29, 2012 11:40 AM

160

Expanding the freeway

Jun 29, 2012 11:32 AM

161

Increased frequency of bus service

Jun 29, 2012 11:26 AM

162

Bikeways/Multi-use paths in south beaverton to the transit center.

Jun 29, 2012 11:18 AM

163

Complete a Water Meter survey of where people live and see where they work
and see if some changes could be made for more express service to increase
service by shortening commutes. Complete Walnut Street to 99 in Tigard from
Gaarde.

Jun 29, 2012 11:11 AM

164

As you are not providing a list of projects here, I can't answer that very well...
But, generally: trail connections and traffic congestion mitigation along with a
resolution to the Trimet mess so westside public transit can be improved.

Jun 29, 2012 10:59 AM

165

Complete the region-wide bicycle trail.

Jun 29, 2012 10:47 AM

166

more sidewalks in SW Portland. Added street connections in Washington
County (and Western Multnomah County) to provide additional routing options. I
would love to see bus rapid transit or light rail, but that is probably more than just
a few years away. Recreational bike trail in the Markham hill area from I-5 and
Barbur up past Terwilliger on the side of the hill.

Jun 29, 2012 10:46 AM

167

I would love to see more roads, wider roads and better bus connection. QUIT
spending billions on your toy trains. IT ISN'T WORKING people. We are sick and
tired of you forcing these projects down our throats.

Jun 29, 2012 10:45 AM

168

The continuation of the park along South Waterfront is at the top of my list!

Jun 29, 2012 10:29 AM

169

Restore bus service to areas of SW whose schedules have been nearly
eliminated.

Jun 29, 2012 10:26 AM

170

mass transportation

Jun 29, 2012 10:21 AM
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171

Projects that are limited in scope but are capable of filling in gaps between
existing and planned public transportation improvements ..... example the Gibbs
St bridge. Projects that continue to improve the walkability and bikeability of the
region and help to knit the metro region together.

Jun 29, 2012 10:14 AM

172

Sidewalks on and in proximity to Barbur boulevard.

Jun 29, 2012 10:12 AM

173

Create TriMet bus service between suburban cities not just from Portland to the
suburbs. i.e. service between Tualatin and Sherwood, service between
Sherwood and Beaverton and/or Hillsboro, service between Wilsonville and
Sherwood. Actually have metro build new roads or expand existing roads - a
crazy idea when you look at their history - but a very good one. Fix vehicle
choke points in the area to reduce congestion.

Jun 29, 2012 9:57 AM

174

expanded bicycle and pedestrian access.

Jun 29, 2012 9:56 AM

175

Repaving and paving our existing roads. NO money for light rail, especially to
Milwaukie.We have seen that social engineering does not work! Do not
subsidize any developments.

Jun 29, 2012 9:56 AM

176

Improve bike safety along Barbur. Especially the stretch from SW Terwilliger to
downtown.

Jun 29, 2012 9:55 AM

177

On one hand, I'd like to see pedestrian-safety fixes (sidewalks, crossings, signal
syncing, etc. -- implemented as promptly as possible, both because safety is an
intrinsic priority and because, in the grand scheme of things, they're likely to be
less expensive than whatever major transit upgrade is chosen. However, I think
the first priority should be evaluating and deciding on the form that major transit
upgrade will take (light rail vs. high-capacity bus, etc.), because the choice and
alignment of that upgrade will necessarily affect the shape of pedestrian
improvements, and I *don't* want to see us rebuild intersections and lay down
sidewalks that must then be torn down and rebuilt within a year or two to
facilitate the major transit initiative. So: (1) Pick a transit initiative, (2) lay down
the supporting infrastructure (intersections & sidewalks, etc.), (3) build out the
transit initiative. The first of these is probably a year's project; the second most
likely takes another year or two.

Jun 29, 2012 9:53 AM

178

Long term, it seems to me that it is wise to focus on seismic upgrading bridges in
case of devastating earthquakes. This seems more important than filling
potholes.

Jun 29, 2012 9:52 AM

179

max trains, more alternative transport for all and less car traffic and congestion.
I was recently in Amsterdam and absolutely amazed at their system and how
well it works. I moved to Portland area 17 years ago and could get around in my
car fairly well. Now it is an area of rude people in cars, police jam ups for hours
when there is a problem, construction at ruch hours, bad roads and gets worse
daily. If it is a priority we can fix it and be a model for others.

Jun 29, 2012 9:43 AM

180

A more connected people-powered transportation network-- complete bike lane
and sidewalk networks especially along major arterial and connector roads with
missing bike lane/sidewalk/shoulders.

Jun 29, 2012 9:36 AM

181

See above: fewer trains, more sidewalks.

Jun 29, 2012 9:33 AM
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182

I feel it is important to look realistically at use patterns. Though I am a native
Oregonian, I have traveled extensively throughout the US and have found that
many cities embrace a single vision for metropolitan areas when determining
transportation policy, rather than trying to breakdown their areas by user
preference. Sherwood, for example, is a bedroom community with a long
standing tradition of driving everywhere; perhaps this stems from their past as a
more rural community. For the most part, they not only do not take advantage of
mass transit but do not even take advantage of carpooling. This makes me
seriously doubt the wisdom and expense of light rail. The most effective use of
transportation funds to aid traffic flow between Portland and Sherwood supports
creation of roadways (proposed 15 +/- yrs. ago between I-5 and 26.

Jun 29, 2012 9:31 AM

183

Repair and repave the streets

Jun 29, 2012 9:29 AM

184

A realistic high speed, suburban mass transit option for commuters living in the
suburban area of Bull Mountain. A realistic commute option that truly is fast
enough to be a real world commute option for the thousands of commuters who
end up clogging 99W during peak hours, each and every day. A realistic fast
commute option into downtown Portland and the Central East side Industrial
employment area. The max and bus "milk run" concept is NOT a viable
commuter option, unless it is designed with an express component (express
being a commute with LIMITED stops during peak commute times). "Milk run"
mass transit systems (something stopping at each and every stop) will not get
people out of their cars because it fails to meet the primary criteria of being as
fast if not FASTER than their existing car commuting option. What would be fast
enough? A rapid transit system (bus or light rail) that has the ability to transit
riders from Bull Mountain/99W into Downtown/Central East side within 20-25
minutes. It is also critical for the success of this system, that it provides
surrounding suburban residents with park and ride options so that they can
access the pick up/drop of locations at the express stops. Also please
consider carefully the law of unintended consequences. Specifically, by adding
additional development density by way of zoning designation at certain key
intersections of 99W and Barbur blvd, without adding a "real world, realistic and
FAST commuting option", you will simply making the situation worse and
increasing congestion along these arterials. 99W is at present unable to handle
the existing density, let alone handle the projected growth from the West Bull
Mountain Expansion project (which WA county has already railroaded in), which
will add thousands of new housing units to the already congested roadways.
Roy Rogers is already functioning as a freeway and is projected to be the new
HWY 217 equivalent and all can see how well HWY 217 is working out as
lackluster drivers option. Sadly, the addition of a couple new turn lanes on 99W,
will most certainly prove to be deficient and inadequate in being able to handle
the existing peak traffic on 99W and Barbur, let alone future traffic based on the
propose and planned development. Please consider these factors carefully.
The communities of Bull Mountain, Sherwood and Tigard are primarily made up
of commuters who need real world commuting options into downtown Portland
(the primary destination for the vast majority of residents, as evidenced by the
sheer number of cars flowing onto any I-5 access point during peak morning
commute times). Please reach out to those on Bull Mountain, Tigard and
Sherwood, create a physical or virtual questionnaire, send folks door to door and
ask them SPECIFICALLY what their commuting patterns are and what their
destinations are, before planing the impact on their commute.

Jun 29, 2012 9:20 AM
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185

Nothing involving the use of tax dollars. Where is the overall public input that
develop these "visions, goals and objectives". Having a few people on a
committee, having a few people in a few neighborhood associations, and having
Metro and all other governmental agency's staff directing the path to their vision
is not public input. If you think the "vision, goals and objectives" are correct, then
put it up for a vote.

Jun 29, 2012 9:19 AM

186

can't think of ant

Jun 29, 2012 9:16 AM

187

Regional transportation for the people who need it most (this is not a profitmaking venture but a service that contributes to a vital community). Local land
use- IF you stop shoehorning structures into every open spot of land;
greenspaces, including private yards, are critical to the health of the
environment.

Jun 29, 2012 9:16 AM

188

Improve intersections and bus service. These arethe most cost effective and
quickly implemented solutions and would give immediate improvement. Light
rail/street car options are TOO EXPENSIVE and inflexible. Increasing capacity
on I-5 would be my next project - it would help aleviate congestion on Barbur.

Jun 29, 2012 9:11 AM

189

I would like to see much more emphasis and integration of employment
opportunity systems like http://www.emp.state.or.us/jobs/index.cfm to reduce the
need for long duration public transit commuting.

Jun 29, 2012 9:10 AM

190

More optimized traffic signal algorithms; taking into account time of day, realtime
traffic measurements, taking into account not only local intersection but adjacent
and nearby intersections/roads as well. Some sort of automated tolling
mechanism to allow use of carpool lanes for non-HOV vehicles, adding HOV
lanes for metered onramps (e.g. $2 to use HOV meter, per-use).

Jun 29, 2012 9:07 AM

191

You have not provided a list of projects. How can I assign priorities?

Jun 29, 2012 9:03 AM

192

Expand I-5 Get rid of the gates and dead ends - punch through to connect
neighborhoods

Jun 29, 2012 9:00 AM

193

a plan for buses that takes into account the needs of passengers, not of trimet.

Jun 29, 2012 8:58 AM

194

Unsure.

Jun 29, 2012 8:50 AM

195

Streetcar to Sellwood.

Jun 29, 2012 8:41 AM

196

More efficient transportation to overcrowded roads to OHSU.

Jun 29, 2012 8:39 AM

197

I-5 both north and south of the city must have increased capacity. Traffic in both
directions often comes to a standstill on Fridays year round and every day in the
summer or if there is any event that slows traffic flow. Mass transit can help a
little but will not be enough to avoid increased capacity on the road.

Jun 29, 2012 8:29 AM

198

streetcar sidewalks street paving tree planting, landscaping

Jun 29, 2012 8:25 AM

199

Congestion on Tualatin-Sherwood Road needed attention 20 years ago.

Jun 29, 2012 8:19 AM

200

sidewalk and bike path improvements additional safe pedestrian crossings over
Barbur, particularly around SW 22nd encourage more "Main Street" type

Jun 29, 2012 8:15 AM
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businesses to replace the "strip-mall" feeling on many stretches of Barbur (i.e.
more Multnomah Villages/Hillsdales instead of 7-11's and adult entertainment.)
201

regional public transportation

Jun 29, 2012 8:02 AM

202

More bike and pedestrian safety improvements along Barbur Boulevard.

Jun 29, 2012 8:00 AM

203

More transportation systems in place to help alleviate traffic concerns.

Jun 29, 2012 7:48 AM

204

Kill Barbur Blvd. light rail and use the savings to improve bus service. Spend the
rest of the savings on new sidewalk construction, and "traffic flow" improvement
strategies rather than "traffic calming".

Jun 29, 2012 7:46 AM

205

?

Jun 29, 2012 7:44 AM

206

Note: You have a grammatical error in your question. Planned sidewalks for
Sunset; Capitol Hwy.; S. Waterfront greenway improvements; continued bicycle
system improvements on Barbur.

Jun 29, 2012 7:38 AM

207

infra structure to complete projects without extended debate

Jun 29, 2012 7:26 AM

208

Freeway/road expansion. Traffic congestion is the biggest problem in this area
that needs to be addressed. It has been neglected for far too long.

Jun 29, 2012 7:21 AM

209

N/A

Jun 29, 2012 7:14 AM

210

skate routes

Jun 29, 2012 7:12 AM

211

Additional HOV and Bike Lanes on the West side

Jun 29, 2012 6:53 AM

212

SIDEWALKS!!!!!!!

Jun 29, 2012 6:49 AM

213

217 widening and paving

Jun 29, 2012 6:40 AM

214

All SW Portland: more sidewalks (especially on main thoroughfares that lead to
schools and community centers), more trees and greenery along the main roads
to beautify and reduce speed, improved pedestrian safety features (It is
downright terrifying to cross Barbur and Terwilliger, even at the lights!), improved
green stormwater management on main streets, increased and improved
business offerings (like Sellwood or Alberta or Hawthorne offers) that are within
walking distance and offer a variety of local (not chains, please) shops,
restaurants, and services.

Jun 29, 2012 6:29 AM

215

There aren't enough specifics to give a valid opinion.

Jun 29, 2012 6:28 AM

216

Tigard light rail with parking

Jun 29, 2012 6:27 AM

217

Roads and bridges need repair

Jun 29, 2012 6:26 AM

218

Congestion pricing Bus rapid transit HOT lanes

Jun 29, 2012 5:41 AM

219

more bicycle paths -especially for commuting purposes

Jun 29, 2012 5:17 AM

220

community improvement

Jun 29, 2012 4:14 AM
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221

More accessible public transportation.

Jun 29, 2012 4:00 AM

222

Congestion mitigation and road maintenance

Jun 29, 2012 1:09 AM

223

More intense 'wrap-around' community resources to provide support for families
struggling in areas such as childcare, healthcare, sense of belonging,
involvement in schools, and lending a voice to the community developments that
come into play in the future.

Jun 29, 2012 12:40 AM

224

None. Bus routes make more sense in the short-term.

Jun 28, 2012 11:36 PM

225

The South Portland Circulation plan (in the RTP and Portland TSP) would
advance the critical goals of the SW Corridor Plan and the region: it would help
create family-wage housing and small businesses near the central city, reduce
VMT, increase transit ridership and support greater use of bicycling and walking.

Jun 28, 2012 11:11 PM

226

Less expensive, more practical improvements.

Jun 28, 2012 10:48 PM

227

More sidewalks.

Jun 28, 2012 10:46 PM

228

bridge repairs and road maintenance

Jun 28, 2012 10:37 PM

229

More frequent and available light rail and buses

Jun 28, 2012 10:31 PM

230

Same as above. But not widening of the highway. That is, by far, not the best
use of public resources and is quite inequitable by the nature of it.

Jun 28, 2012 10:11 PM

231

More sidewalks in the Hillsdale - Multnomah area.

Jun 28, 2012 9:57 PM

232

I-5 improvements through downtown and SW Portland.

Jun 28, 2012 9:49 PM

233

Begin construction of either new freeways or expansion of current freeways.
West side corridor needs a freeway.

Jun 28, 2012 9:42 PM

234

Greater pedestrian safety and connectivity to existing trails in the 'hood south of
Multnomah Village, north of Barbur. SW 30th north of Barbur is a ped/bicycle
fatality waiting to happen. Cars zoom at 40+, roar through the Hume stop
sign..it's one of the only through streets for all modes of transportation.

Jun 28, 2012 9:37 PM

235

Improved public transportation. Better access to light rail into Portland.

Jun 28, 2012 9:31 PM

236

Westside bypass connecting I5 and 99W south of the Tualatin river

Jun 28, 2012 9:29 PM

237

Widen 99 at least one additional lane, with provision to make it even wider in the
most congested areas. Develop it with future plans to make 99W into a 6-8 lane
freeway to Sherwood; 4-6 lanes to Newberg; connecting to a 4-lane freeway to
Lincoln City.

Jun 28, 2012 9:29 PM

238

NA

Jun 28, 2012 9:28 PM

239

Widening I-5. Car bridge across Willamette around South Waterfront.

Jun 28, 2012 9:26 PM

240

Sunrise corridor

Jun 28, 2012 9:14 PM
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241

See earlier answer

Jun 28, 2012 9:11 PM

242

bike lanes

Jun 28, 2012 9:07 PM

243

Always keep adding trees

Jun 28, 2012 8:59 PM

244

Safe bicycle access from downtown Portland along the Barbur corridor. The lack
of space for bicycles on several bridges is particularly dangerous. A safe
pedestrian crossing in the vicinity of the pancake house on Barbur near SW
24th.

Jun 28, 2012 8:57 PM

245

Widening of 217

Jun 28, 2012 8:51 PM

246

park corriders more public space

Jun 28, 2012 8:49 PM

247

Light rail but I know that it takes longer to work through.

Jun 28, 2012 8:47 PM

248

Light rail. Traffic calming. Separated bike and pedestrian paths. Community
centers - reducing sprawl and need for long distance travel.

Jun 28, 2012 8:41 PM

249

More small businesses along that section of Barbur Blvd. , Light rail plans to start
construction of a new line running on Barbur Blvd., a crosswalk across Pacific
Highway/Barbur Blvd., near I- 5 overpass on the north side of the overpass.

Jun 28, 2012 8:40 PM

250

I do not know.

Jun 28, 2012 8:19 PM

251

Sidewalks

Jun 28, 2012 8:17 PM

252

MAX express. Beaverton/Hillsboro to downtown Portland in 15 minutes.

Jun 28, 2012 8:07 PM

253

More Safe Routes to Schools implemented throughout the entire Metro region.
These can include numerous traffic calming engineering plans, streetscape
improvements, dedicated pedestrian and bikeways along with signage, signals
and barriers between motor vehicles and people powered transport

Jun 28, 2012 8:05 PM

254

(1) Improved safety for cyclists and pedestrians, including dedicated bike lanes
where they are missing. (2) Bus turn-outs at stops to improve traffic flow and
cyclist safety.

Jun 28, 2012 8:01 PM

255

Repair existing roads.

Jun 28, 2012 7:53 PM

256

Parks, especially well-maintained (i.e., kept free of invasives) natural areas with
informal trails. this will help counteract Nature Deficit Syndrome.

Jun 28, 2012 7:52 PM

257

Existing problems need to be addressed. Potholes, sidewalks, poor
intersections. That would spend enough money just for those.

Jun 28, 2012 7:52 PM

258

painting of faded or now missing road markings (lane markings, crosswalks, etc.
), sidewalk improvements

Jun 28, 2012 7:49 PM

259

Highway 217

Jun 28, 2012 7:46 PM

260

Anything creating easier accessibility to further locations by means other than
cars.

Jun 28, 2012 7:41 PM
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261

Expanding freeways and opening more sidewalks and safe walkways.

Jun 28, 2012 7:40 PM

262

Interconnectedness of useful and safe sidewalks, biking paths separate from car
roadway.

Jun 28, 2012 7:40 PM

263

Public Transportation so that we can get Cars OFF the roads!

Jun 28, 2012 7:39 PM

264

sidewalks and a bus system that is responsible to the public

Jun 28, 2012 7:39 PM

265

I don't know enough about the projects from the sources above

Jun 28, 2012 7:37 PM

266

barbur blvd max line

Jun 28, 2012 7:35 PM

267

Plan movement on a MAX line along Barbar

Jun 28, 2012 7:32 PM

268

- refinement and restoration of Tri-Met surface transportation - innovative use
(new vechicle) of PDX/LO Lakeshore Trolly right-of-way for morning/evening
commute without all of the "improvements" and rerouting... just up-grade the
terminus.

Jun 28, 2012 7:28 PM

269

Upgrade Barbur Blvd Corridor for traffic, businesses and pedestrians

Jun 28, 2012 7:19 PM

270

Park and Rides on the out skirts of Tualatin such as near 99w and Tualatin
Rd/124th as well as south of Tualatin say between Wilsonville and Tualatoin or
close to the Wilsonville !5 area perhaps

Jun 28, 2012 7:19 PM

271

Pave SW Vermont between 35th and Capitol HWY

Jun 28, 2012 7:17 PM

272

None In this bad economy we do not need to spend more money that we do not
have.

Jun 28, 2012 7:15 PM

273

As a resident of Tualatin, recovering from a stroke and cancer, the biggest issue
I face is not enough transportation options available, to allow me to get around
this city, and to nearby communities of the Portland Metro area for things like
medical appointments, grocery shopping, and just getting around to live my life.

Jun 28, 2012 7:12 PM

274

Bike lanes across the 3 Barbur bridges.

Jun 28, 2012 7:00 PM

275

I've found that the blinking green light turn signals really assist in helping traffic
move. I would think that should implemented area wide. Not sure that's a 'big
enough' issue to count; but I think it would be very helpful.

Jun 28, 2012 6:56 PM

276

I am not sure if this is in line with what is listed but there was a commerical a
couple of years ago looking into the future. A few of the ideas on the commerical
geared to Oregon was: That the libraries stay open 24 hours a day. I love this
idea and would really love to see it implemented. It would also create new jobs
for those that can work at night and for night owls it would give us a place to go
and gather our thoughts. Also, the commercial brought out or was talking about
a plan that started to take place but never gained momentum and that was to
make Portland one of the first cities where the majority of people would leave
their cars at home and ride their bikes to work at least part of the way. For
instance those that lived farther away would have to bring their bikes on the max
train part way, etc. This would create a need for more bike lanes which would
create a need for more jobs to make the bike lanes and would also add to our

Jun 28, 2012 6:54 PM
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reputation of clean living for the environment. It would also increase Oregonians
health and fight the obesity issue and also add to a sense of community that I
feel Oregon needs with each other, our neighbors. Bicycling to work in the
morning and back at night would help us to be healthy, get to know our
neighbors, add to our health and create more jobs. Also, you know how some of
the city security officers ride Segways, the stand up scooter that rotates 360
degrees. This would also be a great addition. The lanes for bikes could also be
used for Segways. There could be Segway days in Portland and people could
also choose to ride their bikes to Segways for those perhaps more elderly that
cannot ride a bike. I would like to see the cost of the Segways lowered by the
city. They are now only affordable for the rich at like $5,000 each. There could
be charging stations. I am not sure exactly how often a Segway has to be
charged but if so, the city could have designated charge stations and the public
could have like a prepaid debit card to use for their Segways and for a small fee
charge their Segways thus adding revenue to the city as well in creating,
designing the implementing the charging stations and also the prepaid cards that
any citizen could purchase at the store for a reasonable price. This too would
foster a sense of community and create jobs. I would like to see what they have
in Japan, the trains that operate above ground. They are extremely fast in
Japan, do not use fumes and are very quiet. The max is nice but we are way
behind Japan. And the max is always crowded and I feel having a transit system
in the air could create unlimited possibilites in addressing the needs you stated
above as far as connecting cities, as well as providing employment and cutting
down on pollution. I hope you will take my ideas into consideration. The only
way we can change is to really get things moving and let Portlanders and
Oregonians feel that they too are a part of the community. Yes we can vote on
decisions and agree or not agree but I would like to see some of our suggestions
implemented and taken seriously and try to bring the community together as a
whole.
277

increase walking options in the SW hills. Sidewalks in areas that do not have
them, wide road verges, trails

Jun 28, 2012 6:52 PM

278

SW Barbur

Jun 28, 2012 6:47 PM

279

None of them. Quit wasting tax payer money. Metro doesn't need to continue to
"find" ways to spend money. Lower taxes and provide only essential services.

Jun 28, 2012 6:44 PM

280

Improved bike and pedestrian access

Jun 28, 2012 6:44 PM

281

None

Jun 28, 2012 6:43 PM

282

Local transportation systems plans-no light rail on the Barbur corridor.

Jun 28, 2012 6:38 PM

283

Local transportation

Jun 28, 2012 6:37 PM

284

Light rail along Barbur/99w from Portland to Sherwood. Even after Tigard made
"traffic improvements" last year, 99w is still heavily congested during peak times
(i.e. 7am-9am and 4pm - 7pm).

Jun 28, 2012 6:35 PM

285

None - balance the budgets and stay out of our pockets

Jun 28, 2012 6:33 PM

286

Alternative/regular transportation connecting Portland to Tigard, Sherwood, and

Jun 28, 2012 6:32 PM
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south western suburbs (like has been developed north of Portland)
287

freeway expansion,

Jun 28, 2012 6:29 PM

288

Especially the land use projects.

Jun 28, 2012 6:27 PM

289

Busses, busses, busses. NO MAX or WES lines.

Jun 28, 2012 6:26 PM

290

WES service extended to Salem, and weekend runs.

Jun 28, 2012 6:25 PM

291

Enhancements to bus service such as improved stops, pedestrian crosswalks
associated with stops, bus priority lanes, etcetera.

Jun 28, 2012 6:19 PM

292

Sidewalk improvements need to be dealt with NOW, as many communities in the
metro area have none, or ditches, making it a dangerous or non-existent area to
walk!! This is the pacific northwest, where people are health conscious, and yet,
you have to travel to a mall or a park to walk!! Can't do it near your home, as
you will die an early death being hit by traffic!!

Jun 28, 2012 6:18 PM

293

Bike lanes, cycle tracks, etc.

Jun 28, 2012 6:17 PM

294

I'd like 99W to not be such a nightmare.

Jun 28, 2012 6:17 PM

295

I-5 to 99 connector.

Jun 28, 2012 6:13 PM

296

Repave the freeways and fix the pot holes.

Jun 28, 2012 4:30 PM

297

Sidewalks, sidewalks, and more sidewalks

Jun 27, 2012 5:50 PM

298

Better bus service! Immediate order for 25 high capacity diesel-electric hybrid
buses dedicated to 12 line. New bus stops with MAX like amenities - lighting,
art, shelter, Transit Tracker signs, etc. sidewalk connectivity within 1500 feet of
all bus stops.

Jun 27, 2012 5:01 PM

299

Sidewalks!

Jun 27, 2012 4:15 PM

300

The #1 priority should be bringing bicycle infrastructure up to the same level as
automobilists have enjoyed for 40-50 years. Why, for example, should I, a
bicyclist, fear for my life when riding over the Barbur Blvd bridges that have no
bike lanes? Just yesterday I almost lost my life there. Why should I have to
compete with cars at the horrid Barbur - Cap Hwy - I-5 intersection? Before you
started building new infrastructure for cars, you need to bring the bicycle
infrastructure up to parity with automobiles.

Jun 27, 2012 3:28 PM

301

local bus service system which connects to major lines

Jun 27, 2012 1:09 PM

302

Progress to completing the 205 loop through Washington Co. and into
Vancouver.

Jun 27, 2012 12:18 PM

303

Boones Ferry Road improvements in the Lake Grove Village Center (Madrona to
Kruse Way). The Lake Grove Village Center is a metro designated "town center"

Jun 27, 2012 11:24 AM

304

Rationalize the Taylor's Ferry/Capitol Hwy/Barbur intersection - I live near there.

Jun 25, 2012 11:51 PM
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305

MAX if residents along the corridor want it. Or consider expanding WES to
Sherwood. Bike route Separated from traffic on 99W. Thanks.

Jun 25, 2012 4:53 PM

306

Frequent ride busses, a MAX stop at the tracks. Many people have said at work
that if there was a MAX stop, they would be more likely to ride out to this area. I
imagine that other local businesses and the nearby business parks would feel
the same way. There are a lot of riders that I see every day out here.

Jun 25, 2012 2:22 PM
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1

I live near Hwy 99 in Tigard. I work full-time but my children still qualify for free
and reduced lunch. I support affordable medium and high density housing for the
Tigard area. Two people in my family have asthma. We live in an area where it
is predicted that air pollution levels will be in the second highest category, which
is very concerning to me. While I understand the concerns regarding commute
times for those living in Sherwood, I do not support adding car lanes to Hwy 99
because of the direct impact on air pollution. I would support a dedicated bus
lane and/or light rail and an active conversation that encourages carpooling and
incentives to use public transportation. I do not feel it is acceptable that my
children's health suffers for the convenience of a quick commute.

Jul 31, 2012 7:40 PM

2

I like all of the considerations so far - pedestrian and bike considerations,
highway repair and widening, signal timing, drainage improvement and better
bus routes. The only thing that "should not" be considered is light rail. It's too
expensive, does not carry enough people and is not something the people want.

Jul 31, 2012 3:40 PM

3

What may not seem affordable now, might be prohibitive in the future. I don't
think we can afford to not move ahead now. I strongly support high-capacity
transit in areas that will most be able to use it. Please do something on the west
side from south of Sherwood into Portland.

Jul 31, 2012 1:52 PM

4

We need to focus on building up the infrastructure of the SW Corridor now for
future generations. If we peace meal this process it will only be a band aid
approach.

Jul 31, 2012 11:54 AM

5

The 4th question, "Are there too many impacts?" is vague and subjective.
Impacts can be good or bad or neutral, so the question isn't really helpful. Plus,
how many is too many? If one impact is to condemn my home, that's one too
many. Other's may feel that's an acceptable number of impacts. I suggest you
tighten up the question or replace it with a something about critical risks or some
other fatal-flaw related consideration.

Jul 31, 2012 9:21 AM

6

Southwest residents seem to be last on the "improvement" list. There are no
buses that go past my street (SW 34th) and no sidewalks to walk to Barbur
Transit. There is a strip where it is so narrow it is dangerous to walk, There is not
a consistent sidewalk between Jackson Middle School and Stephenson
Elementary. Kids can't evewn walk or ride their bikes to school several blocks.
Please priortize for sooner rather than later.

Jul 30, 2012 10:47 AM

7

It's a good start, but I worry that the wording is too vague. What constitutes "too
many impacts"? It varies by person.

Jul 30, 2012 9:23 AM

8

-Do more with buses and make them better and more attractive to use, more
crosstown service and grid like -Reinforce the existing 20 minute neighborhoods.
town centers and walkable main streets in the corridor primarily Hillsdale and
Multnomah Village. This is where the transit service and pedestrian activity will
be most utilized. I think it is a mistake to think it is possible reshape Barbur Blvd
with its mile after mile of autocentric land uses built for the last 80 years into a
transit and walkers paradise with new TOD. Place the TOD in the places where it
is best suited and will flourish that is the existing walkable nodes. Barbur no
doubt needs pedestrian and bike improvements so that it is possible to walk and
bike safely along the highway but overall is a lost cause to be radically
transformed with its land use. Even Interstate Ave in Portland is having a hard

Jul 28, 2012 10:51 AM
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time being transformed into a transit oriented neighborhood and it has so much
more going for it than Barbur as far as walkability, destinations, building form,
street network, connecting transit. -Focus alternative transportation more on
walking and transit, while bikes are still important, SW is very poorly suited to
bikes by its very nature, please recognize this, officially designated bike routes
going up 40+ degree inclines dont work for 95% of people just as they also dont
work on major arterials with 50+ mph traffic for 95% of people. Focus most of the
travel options energy on walking for short distances and transit mostly in SW.
9

There's a group of individuals who will always ride public transportation because
they think it's the right thing to do, regardless of the fact that it takes them twice
as long or three times as long to get to their destination. I admire these people.
Then there's the rest of us who just need to get somewhere (for example, to
work), and don't want our commute to be 70 minutes each way when we can
drive it in 35 minutes. Given the option of emitting more CO2 and paying higher
gasoline bills vs. feeling really great about our environmentalism, we consciously
make the choice to drive because we want and/or need that extra hour to drop
off or pick up a kid from daycare, or to visit our elderly relative in the nursing
home, or to prepare a healthy meal for our family instead of picking up another
pizza. So imagine if one of our options was a public transportation system that
we could rely on to make it to our destination in 30 minutes? You wouldn't be
able to run enough trains because the demand would be so high. Bottom line:
whatever option is considered for the SW Corridor, it needs to be FAST. Give us
a reason to get out of our cars that doesn't rely purely on altruism.

Jul 27, 2012 4:22 PM

10

Money will always eventually come for a good project.

Jul 27, 2012 12:40 PM

11

The regional areas South and West of Portland have several major issues
centered around traffic. Clearly there has to be a priority list selected and then
move forward as soon as funding is possible. Options for Hwy 217 are being
looked at; but Hwy 99 should be in the top 3 for action.

Jul 23, 2012 9:50 AM

12

Cities like Tigard were built for motor vehicle traffic and newer communities like
Bull Mountain are auto-dependent and challenging to serve with transit. One of
the major causes of congestion in Tigard is the lack of a grid system within the
neighborhoods, forcing traffic to travel on 99W and Hall. If we don't have
alternatives such as safer bike/pedestrian facilities and a grid network, just
building new lanes will never alleviate the congestion, but there are a lot of lanebuilding projects in their plans. How are you going to compare projects that add
motor vehicle lanes and sidewalks vs. projects that only add sidewalks with
these questions? The Portland TSP needs to be updated with input from the
local community before these projects are prioritized.

Jul 23, 2012 9:16 AM

13

It is important to create businesses and housing that are close together so that
people do not have to commute long distances. That way the traffic is lessened
and the impact on the system is lightened. The focus should be on creating
neighborhood nodes that have local services and that encourage business
investment and livable areas.

Jul 23, 2012 7:01 AM

14

There should be Phase I and Phase II projects --- those that can be achieved
over the next 15 years, and those that the first phase of projects will
accommodate/support in the future (beyond the 15 year window)

Jul 22, 2012 9:25 AM
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15

RE # 11 above: This corridor's turn has come: It's communities have suffered for
many years from the past poor planning and design, been bypassed by political
decisions to prioritize investments in Portland's Central City and inner east side,
likewise in Washington County (improvements in Beaverton and Hillsboro are
favored over Tigard and Sherwood, etc). The SW Corridor Project list should
not include Portland Central City projects north and east of I-405 such as West
Burnside / Couch Couplet, the bridges over the Willamette River (Morrison,
Hawthorne, new TriMet bridge, etc. It should include safety improvements to the
I-405 crossings and ramps, otherwise I-405 should be the project boundary.
99W within Portland is an orphan urban highway, designated as a District
Highway (serve moderate to low-speed operation in urban areas for traffic flow
and for pedestrian and bicycle movements, not throughput traffic). It is time that
ODOT starts managing it as such, or turn it over to PBOT, along with the funding
agreement to enhance to at least the minimum standard - sidewalks, bike lanes
and safe crossings. High Capacity Transit must be carefully considered but
included as part of the solution. Short term improvements that build transit
ridership (pedestrian, bicycle, and accessible transit stops, plus improved transit
service) must be implemented as soon as possible and given a far higher priority
than in the past. I agree with the current focus on potential land use changes in
the focus areas. However the communities can't wait for future private
development or a major HCT project to fix the serious gaps and deficiencies in
the pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure that all citizens deserve.

Jul 21, 2012 12:53 PM

16

Your heads are in the clouds, people. Bicycle riding is for the young and
healthy: it's a limited mode of transportation. Buses and cars are for everyone,
young, old, and disabled. Yet you are planning for bicycles. As a 39 year
resident of Portland, I see the livability here has been cut in half by the following:
bridge closures for bicyclists who don't get ticketed for traffic infractions or pay
taxes for road use like cars do; naked bike rides; bike lanes and spoiled,
obnoxious bicyclists - one yelled "you mother f-er! as he appeared out of no
where on my right as I was making a legal right turn. Related to the creeping
bike superiority is the most egregious use of our taxes, time, and patience and
investment in downtown's Tri-Met zones in the 1970's - it was then a big step
forward for downtown; and the city embraced the Occupy Movement, bunch of
law breakers, many of whom do not live here or pay taxes. Metro, always looking
to the future never at the past.

Jul 20, 2012 1:00 PM

17

Metro needs to take a leadership role, along with the State in forcing public
access to Oswego Lake. This is a historically important transportation route
(connects Tualatin to the Willamette) in the Southwest corridor.

Jul 20, 2012 12:20 PM

18

I would hate to see a good idea completely mothballed just because it is deemed
too expensive today. I hope there is a process for identifying priority projects
that need further discussion re: funding and feasibility.

Jul 19, 2012 10:32 AM

19

nothing else today.

Jul 12, 2012 3:28 PM

20

We strongly support the concept of a transit tunnel under the OHSU/Hillsdale
corridor. We do NOT support inefficiently pushing LRT down Barbur Boulevard
past Hamilton Street completely bypassing the largest employer within the
Portland city limits. Any comprehensive evaluation criteria should make the
tunnel concept worth waiting 8 to 10 years to build the project if that is necessary
to create adequate funding mechanisms. The fact that the 2 bridges on Barbur

Jul 12, 2012 2:12 PM
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south of Rasmussen Village would have be completely rebuilt at significant cost
to carry LRT seems to make that a route to avoid by the tunnel emerging just
short of the A-Boy area.
21

Clinging to a "vision" that is expensive and intrusive into the daily lives of
residents is counter-productive and wasteful. When it was pointed out that
additional taxes on gasoline to fund "improvements" on 99W would simply
motivate residents to purchase gasoline outside of Tigard, one of the
bureaucrats present proved resentful and aggressive in stating that my opinion
was unreasonable. I have not purchased a drop of gasoline in Tigard since.

Jul 11, 2012 4:46 PM

22

The process is so complex and time consuming that most people can't fully
participate. The result is that only the transit zealots, the developers, and the
Tea Party zealots are left. The possibility of a cost effective and fast moving
plan to bring LRT to the corridor will get lost in all the complexity

Jul 11, 2012 9:38 AM

23

While the public input process is very good there should also be a vote if the
project does decide to go forward with really expensive capitol projects.
Specifically if there is a decision build a tunnel that should be put to a vote by all
those affected. Any sort of light rail or heavy rail improvements would qualify for
that threshold, to my mind. Equally any sort of proposed freeway expansion of
equivalent cost should be put to a vote as well.

Jul 10, 2012 9:31 AM

24

Why focus on budget so much, if the project is too big, then break it down into
smaller components over many years?

Jul 9, 2012 10:34 PM

25

Why is it the tourist zone of downtown Portland and south waterfront can gobble
up millions of infrastructure and the Barbur Blvd SW Portland area is a complete
mess? There is something fundamentally wrong with constantly providing a great
experience for tourists and doing nothing for neighborhoods.

Jul 9, 2012 5:29 PM

26

The "regional priorities" is just code words for light rail. We do not want light rail
on 99w. We want cost effective traffic improvements. Bike lanes are nice, but
not a priority for relieving traffic congestion. Any money spent on bikes lanes
should be small and NOT at the expense of vehicle traffic.

Jul 9, 2012 2:58 PM

27

Do not waste money on Light rail! It is not worth the money and has taken a too
large share of transportation budgets. It leads to increased crime and does not
improve congestion. NOTE: WES is a boondoggle and a total budget buster.
No more shoving trains down our throat. The cost for each transportation
options should be clearly available to all. We need to be able to compare both
capital cost and operating cost PER rider for every option.

Jul 9, 2012 2:48 PM

28

Planning is good - action is better.

Jul 9, 2012 11:17 AM

29

How have you determined our community's goals? Have you truly reached out
to the average citizen, not just those involved in the planning process?

Jul 9, 2012 10:21 AM

30

Based on past metro rankings of projects, I am not optimistic that community
goals will be achieved in an even handed manner. Metro seems to have a set of
objectives that are not shared by the rank and file citizens.

Jul 8, 2012 9:09 PM

31

DO NOTput light rail on Barbur Boulevard the way you did on Interstate Avenue,

Jul 7, 2012 6:10 PM
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reducing it to one lane of traffic in each direction.
32

"Can we afford it and when" should be a top priority.

Jul 7, 2012 3:13 PM

33

I find it hard to score a sidewalk infill project within the Southwest Corridor Plan
for affordability when Metro and the region is considering spending billions on
the Columbia River Crossing.

Jul 6, 2012 4:46 PM

34

The questions SHOULD achieve the goals questions 7-11 are trying to get at,
however, it all depends how the narrowing process is executed. It is difficult to
evaluate its potential effectiveness.

Jul 5, 2012 7:24 PM

35

A high priority for me is to have a way for autos to access I5 southbound
somewhere near Terwilliger. This would make Barbur from Downtown to Capitol
@ Huber seem less like a freeway with traffic signals.

Jul 5, 2012 5:36 PM

36

It seems like by considering cost and timing as two of the first elements they will
overtake whether a project supports the community and corridor vision. First,
there needs to be a vision of what is needed based on community input, longrange transportation plans, what's been done in other areas, etc. This vision is
what will get other residents and jurisdictions excited and engaged, I think; then
you'll have a bigger group of supporters from which to problem-solve the issue of
funding the vision that has been established.

Jul 5, 2012 3:16 PM

37

Please keep putting community health high on the list--so that projects which
promote good health (walkability and bikability projects) get additional emphasis.

Jul 5, 2012 2:54 PM

38

I don't see any reference to environmental effects (e.g. how do these options
affect our carbon footprint?). This may be reflected in the various documents but
I think it should be part of the criteria to narrow down the projects. A particularly
important aspect of "transportation" on the westside is neighborhood
connectivity. In so many places "you can't get there from here," requiring detours
and, often, getting lost - even for long-time residents. Connectivity needs to
trump the parochial aversion to "cut-through traffic". (And outlaw new cul-desacs!) Better connectivity should also result in lowering traffic jams.

Jul 4, 2012 12:09 PM

39

Having listed projects prioritized and ready to go, if and when federal
transportation dollars become available, is a way to have built-in successes that
are already community supported.

Jul 4, 2012 8:37 AM

40

The first question, -Does the project support the community and corridor vision;
in other words, does the project meet the overall vision, goals and objectives of
the Southwest Corridor Plan- assumes I am aware of an existing plan. If there is
one, I don't know about it or how it was developed. Who are the partners, which
individuals represent those partners, and what is the screening process they will
implement? Just evaluate specific projects against the four questions? I'm not
sure I'm informed enough for my survey answers to contribute much.

Jul 3, 2012 7:16 PM

41

A focus must be assured that something of value will occur not in some remote
future but within 5 to 10 years.

Jul 3, 2012 3:06 PM

42

Community wants and costs may not coincide. Long term plans and visions
based on actual transportation choices now need to be given consideration.

Jul 3, 2012 6:50 AM
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43

The budget MUST come first. We have seen multiple cuts to existing services in
recent years as we have seen a push to expand lightrail. I've been on the green
line—it's kind of convenient for me actually. But I am often the only one on the
car. What did the green line cost? I know it was over budget! Service cuts have
left many in outlying areas without any service on the weekend, and cuts to
heavy lines like route 12, for example, have resulted in buses too full to accept
even additional passengers on a frequent basis and places even within Portland
proper that you simply cannot go if you are departing after 5:30pm on a
weeknight. Figure out how to make the system work as it exists in the short
term. Do that and there will be a lot less opposition to long term plans. Don't do
it and you're just going to make people angry who can't ride anymore.

Jul 3, 2012 4:55 AM

44

I think it's important to revisit some ideas that don't make it through the first
screening process at a later date. The needs of the community may change and
some things that don't make the first cut may be things that are needed in the
future. Not that it has to be reviewed immediately, but maybe in 5 years, to reevaluate the direction and needs.

Jul 2, 2012 7:50 PM

45

The local communities here travel primarily by car because the infrastructure
makes other options inconvenient or unsafe. This creates a self-fulfilling
prophecy that the car is the only practical option. Unfortunately the car is not
only the least energy efficient but also the most costly transportation option in
terms of money spent by local governments

Jul 2, 2012 3:03 PM

46

Don't call it transportation needs; frame as desired outcomes. This project will be
a success if ____, is a much better question to ask...most survey respondents
are not given adequate items to choose from, nor do they know about TSPs,
RTPs, etc...this should be much more accessible and easy to understand, with
pictures and examples. Budget is important, but don't let it constrain you...value
in terms of the desired outcomes is more important...funding can follow...For a
hypothetical example, why rush a BRT system because we can "afford" it when
LRT will draw more riders and be a point of pride for the community if just wait
longer or find funding elsewhere. Define what you want first, then let cost follow.
Speed of the transit system is critical to success and a nagging hinderance to
the existing LRT...it is hardly rapid in most sections...don't allow so much
access...make people walk or drive to get to stations. Consider parallel bike,
walk paths between stations so users can bike part of the way, then store bike
and ride LRT/BRT rest of the way.

Jul 2, 2012 12:42 PM

47

I think the last question should focus on impacts to whom: especially low income
residents of the region who are disconnected from jobs and services.

Jul 2, 2012 11:34 AM

48

Connectivity with public transportation coming from/going to Salem, Corvallis,
Eugene, etc.

Jul 2, 2012 10:33 AM

49

When considering a project and whether it meets transportation needs, one
needs to take into account ALL modes of transportation and not just single
occupancy vehicles (family cars). As a bike commuter, MY transportation needs
will NOT be met by expanding freeways/highways and that is not an appropriate
use of my taxpayer money if no bike infrastructure is included in the plan. Also
the plan needs to account for cost (as mentioned) and pedestrian and bicycling
infrastructure is much cheaper per mile than roadways. The question should be
- how can we get people where they need to go as efficiently as possible in the

Jul 2, 2012 8:55 AM

139

98 of 142

Q12. <div class="pDesc"><font color="#ea9619"><strong>Additional comments</strong></font></div>

long run? This includes cost, impact on health and impact on the economy.
50

Although I appreciate public input processes, there comes a point where
decisions need to be made that concentrate on the longest range solution to the
most pressing problems. I work in local government (24 years) and I've seen too
many good projects get shifted due to too many cooks in the kitchen for far too
long.

Jul 2, 2012 8:35 AM

51

While I support & generally agree with the outlined approach, somehow the
majority of people are not engaged or involved. It almost seems like there has to
be a disaster, a personal tragedy/loss to get people's attention but unless they
get involved and buy into the value, the project's success can be under mined
and/or resisted.

Jul 1, 2012 2:21 PM

52

It seems to me that the funding of projects takes way too much attention away
from the importance of the progress of the project. I know that paying for a
project is important but there is already so much waste in the local system and
these projects are so important that I think that often people who oppose
progress throw financing up as a road block just to be heard and be nay sayers.

Jul 1, 2012 11:20 AM

53

Your process needs to make sure that the projects benefit the communities
involved and are not just another ODOT and PDOT mega-project that helps cars
and hinders appropriate transportation.

Jul 1, 2012 10:04 AM

54

We continue to have one of the best transportation systems in the country. We
need to continue to fine tune it, expand it where it will do the most good, and
maintain it for everyone's benefit.

Jul 1, 2012 9:11 AM

55

Metro planners may ask questions, however the "planners" don't listen!! Look at
the Milwaukee light rail project. Planners do what ever they feel will work.
Citizen input does not matter! I predict Metro/Trimet will shove a light rail project
down 99W. This project will only close businesses and make traffic worse. Visit
East side light rail and all the wonderful new neighbor hoods along Burnside
Blvd.

Jul 1, 2012 8:51 AM

56

I would just add that the values of beauty, ecology and so on are vital, however,
we must also keep in mind that the population, as a whole, is aging, and that
also means more disabilities. Therefore, accessibility must include true ADA
rules, not just a wink and a nod to get by and pretend it is ADA approved. Here
in King City, we have horrible, barely passible sidewalks and crosswalks, a few
ramps that are so dangerous they are simply unusable, curb cuts that are not
marked in yellow. Many people ride their powerchairs and scooters in the streets
because the sidewalks are so unsafe. Please, update the current problem areas
as you ponder whether or not to build new places.

Jul 1, 2012 3:17 AM

57

This survey is confusing.

Jun 30, 2012 11:51 AM

58

This should be practical while working towards a holistic vision, it will not be
easy.

Jun 30, 2012 6:08 AM

59

Focus on low-cost, flexible transportation that most fits the needs of lower and
middle-class working people who must use public transport. In other words, bring
back reliable, every-15-minute bus service on more routes, fix potholes promptly

Jun 30, 2012 3:58 AM
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without sending multiple crews to each site, and use rail as a long-distance
option, not as a substite for buses where buses do fine.
60

Who has final say in prioritizing projects? Do individual cities have the
opportunity of vote on plans that may result in raising taxes or bringing mass
transit to an area that may not want to go that direction?

Jun 29, 2012 10:15 PM

61

I see objectives about vision but not about whether it will actually help improve
traffic flow and enable people to get where they want to be in reasonable time. I
know there are a lot of visions about mass transit, but what we have isn't very
useful and not much used. We need to realize that people drive their cars and
make that easier, not try to force them into mass transit.

Jun 29, 2012 10:09 PM

62

Please plan long range understanding that most Oregonians use automobiles for
transportation even though our policymakers want us to use public transportation
and very few people in the SW want MAX and all the crime plus the costs that
come with it.

Jun 29, 2012 10:05 PM

63

Are your building services or building demand for services -- be honest.

Jun 29, 2012 9:44 PM

64

What needs to be stated is the process by which narrowing is completed, who
participates, and how the results are reported. Having been in good faith efforts
such as the above I have found that much is lost in the implementation .

Jun 29, 2012 8:48 PM

65

finite, quantifiable objectives with hard timelines are required. It's important to
make considerations concrete. "Vision" is a word that feels overly broad

Jun 29, 2012 8:38 PM

66

I don't feel that anything from Tigard's government or those in Metro represent
what real people in this area want. only the greedy business people (like the
gladly departed Fred Fields) ever really have a say in what is happening. At
least in Tigard, the government isn't trusted to do what is right (e.g. Walmart),
and so only the developers, real estate attorneys, etc., have a say in what is
occuring.

Jun 29, 2012 8:22 PM

67

I think local businesses and residents need to have a strong voice in the ultimate
decsion. Planners ofter have a different vision and different incentives than
affected residents and businesses.

Jun 29, 2012 7:14 PM

68

Multifunctional green infrastructure that is truly designed to use ecosystem
services reduces costs substantially over the long haul. Nature can help us
meet a good deal of our needs for free. Despite our purported attention to green
infrastructure, we are missing the boat by planting largely alien ornamentals.
See: http://articles.chicagotribune.com/2009-0913/features/0909100480_1_insects-food-web-ecosystem for confirmation about
what I am talking about.

Jun 29, 2012 6:27 PM

69

Frankly, this survey does not come up to the standards of Metro surveys to
which I have been pleased to contribute in the past. Hello!!! You need to
describe particulars in a way in which I, John Q Public, can interpret them and
give you some value from the citizen perspective. I am getting angry just taking
this survery, it is full of PLANNER SPEAK. This survey will have no value,
make no contribution to the project planning or outcomes. From the first
question to the second I lost confidence in the process.

Jun 29, 2012 4:52 PM
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70

Invite citizen input, but don't become hamstrung by concerns with satisfying
every constiuency, especially the knee-jerk naysayers who wouldn't support a
community benefit if their myopic lives depended on it.

Jun 29, 2012 4:49 PM

71

THIS IS A TERRIBLE SURVEY. I WILL NOT PARTICIPATE IN SOMETHING
SIMPLY TO ADD "PUBLIC INPUT" STATISTICS TO YOUR PROCESS. IT IS
INSULTING.

Jun 29, 2012 4:27 PM

72

Thanks for the sham public participation! Stop wasting resources on Metro's
useless layer of unnecessary planning.

Jun 29, 2012 4:12 PM

73

To answer questions 9 and 10, I'd need to ensure that the 'community and
corridor vision' is specific and measurable. For #11, yes, but criteria needs to be
clear when deciding priorities.

Jun 29, 2012 4:09 PM

74

Since I am not familiar with the specific plans, I can only agree that I assume
they provide the appropriate and comprehensive guidance one would think they
should.

Jun 29, 2012 2:50 PM

75

Please consider a streetcar system on Barbur Blvd instead of light rail. If light rail
is the only option, run it along the freeway.

Jun 29, 2012 2:44 PM

76

I think affordibility may determine when a project is done, but not if. In fact, there
may be times that a very expensive project should be put ahead of several
cheaper projects with less potential positive impact.

Jun 29, 2012 2:30 PM

77

seems like this could be a big waste of time to do all of this planning..knowing
there is no money to support the plan. This kind of stuff makes government look
stupide and wasteful.

Jun 29, 2012 2:19 PM

78

Your survey asks leading questions with little significance. Do you actually
expect this survey to provide valuable input to the SW Corridor plan?

Jun 29, 2012 2:16 PM

79

It would have been helpful to have the vision and goals to understand whether
these will properly screen the wide range of projects. While its important that the
process consider cost, using current fiscal scenarios to weed out projects from a
long term (15-30 year) plan is an unfortunate removal of the nose to spite the
face.

Jun 29, 2012 2:01 PM

80

The questions were too broad for projects of this size. I think the number one
question should be whether or not tax payers can afford these projects. People
who don't pay taxes should have less of a say becasue these projects don't
affect their household budget. Money is tight for everyone and we don't need to
spend money needlessly.

Jun 29, 2012 1:27 PM

81

I especially like that you are considering the costs. You might consider a
prioritizing question or process to help us decide what to spend our limited
dollars on.

Jun 29, 2012 1:25 PM

82

It is important to solicit citizen input, but it needs to be taken in context. Make
sure all voices/opinions are considered equally, not just the activists.

Jun 29, 2012 1:05 PM

83

•Does the project support the community and corridor vision; in other words,

Jun 29, 2012 12:52 PM
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does the project meet the overall vision, goals and objectives of the Southwest
Corridor Plan? This is a good questions, but you need to follow this over all
others. •Does the project meet the transportation needs and local land use
goals? Good. •Can we afford it and when? You can afford anything. The
question should be one of ROI. We need to start thinking about the amount of
time folks sit in a bus or on MAX. Having faster transit is good. Putting the
masses on a train does not solve congestion, getting them to where they want to
go is solving congestion. With all of our land use laws and the amount of
community involvement we have it would be much less painful to spend a bit
more money to go underground and avoid impacts to the neighborhoods,
enviornment, etc. and then we can see speeds increase and service go up as
well. Case in point, put the MAX underground from south waterfront to Lake
Oswego and turn the existing system into a rails to trails, or simply put a 14-ft
wide paved path along it for biking, walking, running. Much better use of the
corridor. •Are there too many impacts? Yes, too many, go underground and
save on impacts to the neighborhoods, environment, and reduce travel times. If
it takes a bit longer to fund, then so be it. A good plan will have good financing
opportunities and the long term cost/benefits may just outweight the short term
cost impacts of tunneling.
84

Expanding bus service to recently developed areas is less expensive and should
be planned before the larger Max line or streetcar expansions. However, we
need to plan for and fund both, and if taxes need to be raised then they should
be raised for higher income people and corporations.

Jun 29, 2012 12:38 PM

85

We don't want it. period! Stop the ruination of our beautiful city! Do not build this!

Jun 29, 2012 12:10 PM

86

Too often projects that "support the community and corridor vision" are sidelined
because they cost "too much" despite the fact that they're less costly than many
road-widening projects. Widening a road for motor vehicles makes it easier to
drive which is fine, but projects that address safety should come before projects
that address convenience, no matter the cost of the safety improvements. Safety
improvements save lives (and save money according to a recent report from
Metro); that should be the primary driver of which projects are selected.

Jun 29, 2012 12:10 PM

87

Cost/benefit is the most rational approach, and accordingly is often the least
used. Plenty of emotional/psychological/irrational motives guide plenty of public
policy. Impact statements about environment - ecological, economical, etc. should be considered, but not to the extent of bogging down process.
Sometimes very delicate balance ... Again, this kind of process unfortunately
lends itself to backward-looking @ past plans & concerns, instead of focusing on
today & tomorrow.

Jun 29, 2012 12:04 PM

88

There is only so much money to spend... spend it wisely and prevent cost
overruns.

Jun 29, 2012 11:55 AM

89

this is a waste of time

Jun 29, 2012 11:50 AM

90

I am concerned that you are approaching ebbs and flows of community life as a
series of PROJECTs. This is very engineering-centric mentality. Life is not a
series of projects. The growth of a community should not be subject to planners
and developers treating people and places like pawns on a chess board. This
type of thinking might have been considered appropriate and modern 20 or 30

Jun 29, 2012 11:48 AM
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years ago, but it is proving to be out-dated and creating more problems than it
solves. Metro needs to reevaluate how it looks at community life and take a
more holistic approach. Develop processes to allow residents to make their own
decisions. We don't need planners and projects. And we don't want top-down
plans that are presented as "we know better than you" because we are the
"experts". We need solutions based on understanding needs, opportunities, and
aspirations of the people that actually live in the community.
91

I believe that the most important consideration in this is pedestrian access, and
minimum disruption to the neighborhood, with minimum tree removals. Basic
pedestrian infrastructure is needed before any other plans should be considered.
There are whole neighborhoods that float as islands with no safe walking paths
to the neighborhood facilities such as SWCC, and have no safe walking routes to
schools. Walking on the street is just not a safe choice for Multnomah Blvd and
Vermont, Capitol, Dosch, 45th and 30th. Especially considering our
neighborhood's huge communities that walk as a religious imperative, we need
to address this safety as a priority before getting into bike and bus
improvements.

Jun 29, 2012 11:45 AM

92

We must look at alternative funding sources for our region if we wish to achieve
these goals - the public needs to understand that taxes for consumption may be
a fair and effective answer.

Jun 29, 2012 11:41 AM

93

There should also be an environmental cost/benefit analysis with each
alternative

Jun 29, 2012 11:41 AM

94

Create a way to cost out projects that can be handed over to the community for
fundraising efforts if they will not impact a large population to justify Metro paying
for it. Seems like everything happens in East Portland, 20 or more miles from
where I live.

Jun 29, 2012 11:18 AM

95

All too often the same citizens get handpicked because they support projects.
Reach deeper.

Jun 29, 2012 10:50 AM

96

The screening list appears to be pretty subjective and sort of generic. I can't
imagine that the results will be easily ranked and compared.

Jun 29, 2012 10:46 AM

97

Again, I am strongly persuaded that any response I'm making here will not
become a part of a comprehensive approach to what the people want.

Jun 29, 2012 10:45 AM

98

The impact question should be framed in a positive rather than negative way. It
is important to understand how many citizens will be impacted in a positive way
as well as whether there may be any negative impact.

Jun 29, 2012 10:40 AM

99

I find this survey difficult to comprehend. It's hard to recall from memory with
any specificity what projects are being proposed. Or I missed a step in here
somewhere.

Jun 29, 2012 10:12 AM

100

An important value that must be added to the list is safety. Safety is not limited
to the safety of a person using a transportation option (i.e. bike/vehicle conflict
rate) but also safety of community - crime rate impact (if there is one) - based on
design/function. An important question that is not being asked - what is the cost
of delay vs. action today. It could be a part of the "are there too many impacts?"

Jun 29, 2012 9:57 AM

144

103 of 142

Q12. <div class="pDesc"><font color="#ea9619"><strong>Additional comments</strong></font></div>

question. If you build something today, costs and conflicts are low, but if you
wait until an area is generally built out, conflicts greatly expand and make the
project cost out of reach. This is not and should not be about Portland.
101

Provide the basic services only. We are out of money!

Jun 29, 2012 9:56 AM

102

I dissagree. For example; The political visions are undeniably everything today.
One day we have a more liberal area govt and push for a vision to transport
more people in a safe environmentally sound way, making a community better
for most. Then we have an election and a more "conservative" group says "No
Portland Creep!" No max keep out the riff raff! Now instead we get fancy stores
of stuff no one needs and "gourmet " (not healthful or organic)food no one can
afford and more traffic and pollution so now even walking becomes unsafe to
breathe.Each town and it's under the table deals makes "Narrowing" projects
down leave We The Corridorians with nothing for most of us. We either do
something or keep spending years and end up worse!

Jun 29, 2012 9:43 AM

103

NO LIGHTRAIL ON BARBUR/99W!!!!!!!

Jun 29, 2012 9:37 AM

104

If two counties (Multnomah and Clackamas) couldn't agree on financing a single
bridge over the Willamette, I seriously question, particularly under the current
economic conditions, where the funding will realistically come from.

Jun 29, 2012 9:31 AM

105

Public works projects such as these are consistently under-budgeted. There
should be some kind of a mechanism that guarantees that a project will be
completed on budget, without risk to taxpayers.

Jun 29, 2012 9:28 AM

106

You are not "reaching a cross-section of the public". First, consider the people
that participate in these kinds of surveys. Secondly, being involved in planning
issues in Portland for over 40 years I can attest that very few people know what
the visions are, and then have a difficult time correlating what the "vision" would
be built out. Not one neighbor who I have talked to know even about the Barbur
project. You are not hearing from a representative group of people. How can a
few committee members and neighborhood activists (then, with an agenda)
represent over 100 thousand people who live in work in just the Barbur section
within CoP along this corridor?

Jun 29, 2012 9:19 AM

107

none

Jun 29, 2012 9:16 AM

108

I sam neutral on some questions because they ask about outcomes and I have
no idea if what people want will be implemented or if government/politics will
override us, as usual, :-(

Jun 29, 2012 9:16 AM

109

How do small portions of the community get a voice? My neighborhood can
really use sidewalks, but I can't imagine this is priority for SW as a whole and will
not get to be part of the list.

Jun 29, 2012 9:13 AM

110

Overall impact and cost/benefit analysis are crutial in prioritizing projects. One
big budget pet project can crater funds for anything else and severely impact the
overal improvement for the area.

Jun 29, 2012 9:11 AM

111

#8: "Too many impacts" is arbitrary and immeasurable."Can we afford it and
when" is also not a good question... practically all things can be "afforded" over

Jun 29, 2012 9:07 AM
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time. I would focus divide things up into short/med/long term goals, matrixed
across cost. For example, just because something is inexpensive doesn't mean
it should be done now; likewise, if there's something that has a huge positive
impact but is very expensive, it needs to be saved up for (multi-year budget,
rather than levies). #9: I'm not sure how each of these values apply to a
transportation plan. Access, yes. Prosperity? Health? Unless you're talking about
pollution (all types) effects, or safety, I don't see how these are relevant.
112

I would just like to say that I live in Bull Mountain Meadows, and the amount of
time it takes to get to the highways is constantly increasing. This is partly
because of added shopping/destination centers being added which brings added
traffic. I don't actually believe that traffic will be relieved with the corridor projects
because there will be additional destination centers added as well (as I
understand it), thus bringing in more traffic that does not have anything to do
with those of us who live in these areas. I know Sherwood is planning a rather
large shopping center which includes Kohls and Trader Joes, so a corridor which
is already overcrowded will only become even more so. I lived in California for
10 years (my husband is a native Oregonian), and I find it interesting that people
comment on how much they hate how Californian's come here and change
things. That this isn't California. But I have to tell you, I look around the area
where I live, and I see California all over it, especially the way the traffic is
increasing due to additional shopping/movie/restaurant destinations.

Jun 29, 2012 9:06 AM

113

Narrowing the list of potential projects must be based on prioritizing the items on
the list. Cost and impacts (your third and fourth questions) are two tightly related
aspects of projects, but do not reflect a prioritizing process.

Jun 29, 2012 9:03 AM

114

I don't know enough about this process to evaluate it.

Jun 29, 2012 9:00 AM

115

It's a tough time to consider projects when funds are so limited. However,
transportation(as mentiond ) is key both in economic development and in
people's health. No One wants to loose a job because they can't get to work, or
spend 4 hrs a day in a car. thanks for working on tis

Jun 29, 2012 8:58 AM

116

This series of questions seem to advocate for rail service through the S.W.
corridor. I don't know if your questions shouldn't be more broadly based so as to
forgo a bias for rail.

Jun 29, 2012 8:41 AM

117

I would ask how a project overlaps and/or complements other projects in the
plan. Overlap is not always a bad thing if necessary. Where did the "people's
values" come from? Were these determined by previous studies?

Jun 29, 2012 8:29 AM

118

While I suppose cost has to be a factor, I wouldn't want projects eliminated due
only to cost. When stimulus money became available a few years ago, it went
for shovel ready projects. A lot of those shovel ready projects weren't really the
best or most needed projects but they were what was in the pipeline and could
thus be funded. It make sense to develop plans for more expensive projects
which could be funded in the future, even if they can't be funded now.

Jun 29, 2012 8:25 AM

119

I don't feel that enough people are given all this information. It may be on a
ballot to vote for, but until the ballots come, no much is shared with planning with
communities. People hear about budgets and immediately are against
improvements. Goals and improvements could be more attainable without a

Jun 29, 2012 8:25 AM
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huge cost input and when the time comes to vote just have the small amount
each tax payee will need to pay included. Small dollar amounts are more likely
to be accepted then an overall amount.
120

sometimes, a local consideration will need to prevail over regional and
sometimes the other way - it is not possible to always have regional trump local
aspirations. Those with boots on the floor and living the situation have a better
insight than those detatched and reading about it in the newspaper and both
having equal say or vote in a process such as this.

Jun 29, 2012 8:22 AM

121

It is crucial to accurately access what the majority of people want and need
rather than just those who have time to show up for meetings and voice their
opinions.

Jun 29, 2012 8:19 AM

122

I haven't been completely in the loop on this process, so I don't feel qualified to
answer most of these questions. I only hope that the projects that connect the
SW corridor to Portland also have strong connections into the west side system
(max, transit centers, etc) to create a western loop in addition to a spoke from
central Portland.

Jun 29, 2012 8:13 AM

123

The criteria are so general they provide very little guidance.

Jun 29, 2012 7:55 AM

124

I would add the concept of "feasibility" of a project, something that engineers can
contribute as you narrow down choices.

Jun 29, 2012 7:50 AM

125

Don't constrain the process based on the current political divisions and tea-party
rhetoric. Some aspect of aspiration should be considered, even long-term for
the outside chance that additional funding becomes available over the next 10
years. This region needs to be able to compete.

Jun 29, 2012 7:38 AM

126

Difficult to answer, since I don't know what the overall vision, goals and
objectives of the Southwest Corridor Plan are?

Jun 29, 2012 7:21 AM

127

There should be a question about reducing environmental immpacts.

Jun 29, 2012 6:40 AM

128

What is missing is what are the options that bring business/income/prosperity to
the area? How much income and business will be generated by improving this
area? That can help pay for the project and answer the affordability question.
Also, what about the environmental impact (cost and benefits)? How will these
projects affect the livability of the area? Finally, what about pedestrian and
bicycle transportation, not just cars, cars and more cars that the SW suffers.

Jun 29, 2012 6:29 AM

129

Again, every question is waaaaaaaaaaaaaaay to vague for an answer.
Whomever put this survey together needs to go back to the drawing board.

Jun 29, 2012 6:28 AM

130

My impression, so far, is that your surveys are largely a waste of time.

Jun 29, 2012 5:57 AM

131

without any information about the subject these questions ask...I can not answer
them properly, a link to the subject matter would be helpful to be able to answer
in an informed way

Jun 29, 2012 5:17 AM

132

We also need to eliminate dumb ideas such as expanding the freeway. That is
very expensive, has adverse health and environmental impacts, and simply

Jun 29, 2012 5:06 AM
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erncourages more automobile traffic. The existing freeway is more than
adequate except for short periods twice daily due to commuter traffic. Slight
changes in broadening opening and closing times for employment would largely
eliminate these. It makes no sense to bear serious economic and social burdens
to avoid making marginal changes in habits.
133

We need to focus in congestion mitigation rather than the narrow interests if
community groups or special interests...

Jun 29, 2012 1:09 AM

134

These questions seem very broad to me; maybe that is a reflection of my lack of
comprehensive knowledge about the SW Corridor Plan. Also, how are the
voices of community members going to be integrated (this is a good start:)?

Jun 29, 2012 12:40 AM

135

Private corporations and the apointed board of directors will bankrupt the transit
district long before any of these projects will be completed. This will be a very,
very bad deal for the people in these communities.

Jun 28, 2012 11:36 PM

136

Budget is the most important consideration!

Jun 28, 2012 10:48 PM

137

Where in the process can facilitating job creation & supporting lower wage jobs
attendance be evaluated and prioritized. Overall economic impact should be
evaluated for short, mid and long term effects.

Jun 28, 2012 10:31 PM

138

I would like to add a few other questions: 1. What are the impacts on equity? 2.
Do these improvements make it a happier place to live? Does it make it more
inviting? Will it be good for children? 3. How will it impact future land values? 4.
What can be learned from the past decisions that we can apply to this plan?

Jun 28, 2012 10:11 PM

139

Ask: Does this plan support active transportation?

Jun 28, 2012 9:57 PM

140

These quesitons seem too focused on short term criteria. I am concerned that a
long range opportunity would be eliminated before it is to be considered.

Jun 28, 2012 9:57 PM

141

Barbur Blvd is a major traffic arterial, and whatever we do, we need to maintain
its capacity for truck and automobile traffic.

Jun 28, 2012 9:54 PM

142

None

Jun 28, 2012 9:31 PM

143

It seems as though the "vision" trumps the practical approach most of the time.
Priorities need to be re-evaluated in tough economic times and we need to focus
on practical and logical solutions rather than philosophical "visions" of a select
few.

Jun 28, 2012 9:29 PM

144

Every major road artery is under-sized. Hall Boulevard is a joke. 99W makes
people furious. Stop spending on light rail and put the money into our roads,
which are operational 24/7, and require no public vehicles nor their operators.
Personal vehicles take people where they need to go, when they need to go, and
are becoming more fuel efficient than any bus you can name. Other states have
massively better road systems than Oregon's. Metro's light rail myopia wastes
billion$, and 95% of us still need to use cars and trucks to meet our
transportation and freight needs, especially during rainy season, which is 9
months per year.

Jun 28, 2012 9:29 PM
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145

For other groups, it seems beneficial to meet also with state groups. For
example the charging stations along the SW corridor is a state-wide program,
where federal energy dollars are. For questions, it seems an important one is:
will not doing a project hinder the area. For example, light rail from Portland to
Lake O is important to the health and prosperity of the city. It fits into Portland's
values, but possibly not Lake O's; it may be worth exploring what would work
that keeps Lake O's values while bringing prosperity to both cities.

Jun 28, 2012 9:26 PM

146

Asking questions of the public about the process to be used seems like a
worthless endeavor. More appropriate questions at this point would be: What
are your transportation priorities for the SW Corridor: light rail, express bus, more
traffic lanes, etc. Do we need to spend significant sums of transportation money
on the SW Corridor? With your knowledge today, what would you favor for
transportation improvements in the SW Corridor: Westside Bypass, Hwy 99W at
6 lanes, light rail to Sherwood, improved local grid, better bus service to
downtown, better bus service to Hillsboro, no improvements needed.

Jun 28, 2012 8:52 PM

147

One thing is to avoid the problem of the Columbia river crossing. You have too
many people that has too much say too late in the design. You need to elect a
group to decide. Make far smaller and make it that they have to have to move
along and make deals and compromises sooner. Good luck

Jun 28, 2012 8:51 PM

148

We need to focus on the future and what we want our grandchildren to inherit.

Jun 28, 2012 8:47 PM

149

I do not feel that you have made enough of a concerted effort to reach out to
those of us that will be affected. Talking to my neighbors also prove that you
conveniently fail to provide opportunities for input and suggestions and truly take
into consideration our needs, wants and desires that should override anything
the local government offers or attempts to shove down our throats.

Jun 28, 2012 8:46 PM

150

Focus on planning how to get from Wilsonville to Portland in the shortest amount
of time. Multiple light rail trains on separate tracks, 8-12 lane freeways or even
multiple freeways. Toll Bypasses?

Jun 28, 2012 8:07 PM

151

Will today's vision of tomorrow be valid?

Jun 28, 2012 8:05 PM

152

There is no stated consideration being given to "project" impact on the areas
through which it passes. It perpetuates ODOT's vision of getting traffic from point
a to point b without worrying about the impact on the people along the route.

Jun 28, 2012 7:53 PM

153

When you use the term "we" it should mean the taxpayers that are directly
impacted not just the region or nebulous all of Oregon or to simply enhance
Portland.

Jun 28, 2012 7:52 PM

154

What does "too many impacts" mean? It's a meaningless and non quantifiable
parameter. Perhaps all of the questions are subject to multiple interpretations
and hence are meaningless? Therefore is the survey meaningless? A more
detailed survey with better defined questions is needed.

Jun 28, 2012 7:50 PM

155

I downloaded the PDF; the concern over the rapid transit corridor is a safety
issue over migrating big-city problems into suburbs.

Jun 28, 2012 7:40 PM

156

It is extremely important to focus on the entire region, and not the narrow

Jun 28, 2012 7:39 PM
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interests of one town or one county!
157

Sometimes city hall, etc has different priorities than the reasonable populace.
Look at "fluff" projects and then weigh the project.

Jun 28, 2012 7:19 PM

158

It is important that all areas get consideration without the larger population area
dominating decisions.

Jun 28, 2012 7:18 PM

159

It is important that all areas get consideration without the larger population area
dominating decisions.

Jun 28, 2012 7:12 PM

160

Having experienced the difficulty in viable transportation options between
Tualatin and the surrounding communities, I am especially interested in projects
that will bring more and affordable transportation to Tualatin as soon as possible.

Jun 28, 2012 7:12 PM

161

It's all platitudes.

Jun 28, 2012 7:06 PM

162

I would hope #8 would have a lot more questions/details when reviewing costs
and benefits of each project.

Jun 28, 2012 6:56 PM

163

These processes tend to favor a loud vocal minority of people with non-diverse
leftist philosophies pushing propaganda to gain support, rather than objectively
analyzed options that intelligent, truly diverse community members have input on
(i.e. why is it that there never seem to be any pro-capitalism, conservative
business people included in decision making?).

Jun 28, 2012 6:44 PM

164

The list of questions is pretty general and vague. It could generate good results,
if the people using the list are sincere about their efforts, but it's very easy for a
vague, general list of this sort to lend itself to whatever pet projects and
preconceived ideas the people using it want to rise to the top of the planning
process. So I'd usually rather see something more specific.

Jun 28, 2012 6:36 PM

165

You have a different vision than I do and I think most residents do. The whole
concept of corridors is, and should be, subject to vigorous debate.

Jun 28, 2012 6:33 PM

166

Also take into mind the benefits and cost savings that will come with alleviating
traffic and congestion on other roads (maintenance, accident reduction,
increased flow to businesses by customers currently avoiding the current roads).

Jun 28, 2012 6:32 PM

167

Don't build it if you can't maintain it.

Jun 28, 2012 6:31 PM

168

#11 is the most important. We can't keep buying light rail lines if the money isnt
there. save the $$$$ and put it towards schools, and public saftey/fire fighters.
additionally, what does it matter about ethnicity at the bottom of this survey. that
alone seems racist. for the record i am a meat popsicle.

Jun 28, 2012 6:29 PM

169

None at this time.

Jun 28, 2012 6:27 PM

170

We shouldn't just fund a project due to a current political whim....if there is a real
need that can be met first.

Jun 28, 2012 6:25 PM

171

Affording a project is a ridiculous measure. Capital projects are always
expensive and it would be a poor decision-making process if we ruled out project
ideas that would best serve needs merely because we, in our time and

Jun 28, 2012 6:19 PM
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circumstances, believe they are too expensive. With that attitude nothing will
ever get built, because everything is expensive, and anything can be
characterized as unaffordable. It is better to think about return on investment
versus other alternatives, and even to take this further, to provide a preferred
*and* a fallback or series of fallback options.
172

The above questions don't actually ask about things like equity, or accessibility,
etc.

Jun 28, 2012 6:17 PM

173

I'm not sure what the purpose of this survey was. You are asking community
opinion of the process for choosing transportation projects - honestly, I don't
know that I care how you decide to go about choosing them. I'd like to know
what's being considered more than I care how you go about choosing it.

Jun 28, 2012 6:17 PM

174

Get more current public feedback before proceeding.

Jun 28, 2012 6:15 PM

175

Please, don't extend light rail to Sherwood. We like our quiet little town, and the
noise and other troubles associated with light rail riders (namely, violence and
other forms of lawlessness) aren't welcome here.

Jun 28, 2012 6:13 PM

176

We need also to consider how any plan fits into the regional framework.

Jun 28, 2012 6:09 PM

177

We cannot continue to spend transportation dollars on projects that do not
improve our transportation system. Light rail, trolly lines, bridge to nowhere do
no help our communities.

Jun 28, 2012 4:30 PM

178

My #1 concern is that Metro and TriMet's OVERRIDING concern is how to push
light rail. That's it. TriMet has badly ignored bus service in the corridor, and
Metro refuses to spend one penny on any good improvements if the word "bus"
is involved. MAX is a poor choice for the corridor as most high-volume transit
destinations aren't on Barbur proper (Washington Square, Bridgeport Village,
Kruse Way, Nimbus/Gemini, PCC Sylvania, Multnomah Village, Hillsdale, Wilson
High School, OHSU/VA Hospital). How will spending billions on a light rail line,
while cutting the essential bus service, serve the overall needs of the region and
the corridor?

Jun 27, 2012 5:01 PM

179

Again, you're asking for validation of your current approach, not my thoughts.
Where's the "This question does not apply" response?

Jun 27, 2012 3:28 PM

180

project should give serious consideration to our aging population and their needs

Jun 27, 2012 1:09 PM

181

I strongly object to Metro's continued focus on density in the Portland area.
Forced density in a suburban landscape does not promote community-especially without sufficient infrastructure. It only creates frustration at the
apparent lack of planning and preparation for growth. We are not in Europe. We
do not have the correct density for rail. One or two townhouse complexes (ala,
the Round) does not constitute density. Shut it down. ALL OF IT.

Jun 27, 2012 12:18 PM

182

Local priorities (not regional priorities) should be the most strongly considered. If
resources are limited, I would recommend that stakeholders and local
transportation systems plans be the key source of projects. Regional plans tend
to favor Portand over other areas and it is clear to many of us that we are
constantly being asked to support and pay for improving Portland transportation

Jun 27, 2012 11:24 AM
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while seeing few if any benefits in our local areas. Fairness should be a very
important consideration.
183

Where exactly are the questions that relate to people’s values – like health,
prosperity, accountability, mobility and access?

Jun 25, 2012 11:51 PM

184

If we had a side walk on the side of the street that the recent 76 bus stop got
moved on Duram Road it would be much safer to get to the stop from the side of
the street that All State Insurance is and the Oregon State Bar is to where the
stop was moved to. Right now, if you try to walk on the side of the street where
the stop was moved to, you have to walk in the right hand turn lane from Upper
Boones Ferry Road onto Duram Rd because the side walk ends in front of the
property attached to the Lumber business. If you use the sidewalk accross the
street, and obey the lights, you run the risk of missing the bus that only comes
every 20-40 minutes. Times vary. I love to be able to take the bus, but I don't
want to be unsafe and it can be discouraging if you are trying to encourage other
people to try it.

Jun 25, 2012 2:22 PM

185

If and when we can afford it? What does that mean? We can't afford anything
at the moment and I don't see that changing any time soon.

Jun 25, 2012 2:19 PM
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