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INTRODUCTION 

Forty-four additional public comments were received after the close of the formal public comment 
period for the Lake Oswego to Portland Transit and Trail Alternatives Analysis on Sept. 7,  2007 and 
the Sept. 10, 2007 Alternatives Analysis Steering Committee recommendation on alternatives to 
advance into a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) and work program considerations. 
These additional comments preceded and/or were a part of the Nov. 19 steering committee meeting 
and the Dec. 13 Metro Council meeting.  
 
For a full report on public involvement and comments on the project, refer to the Alternatives 
Analysis Public Comment Report dated September 2007. 
 
 
SUMMARY OF OUTREACH ACTIVITIES 

Between the close of public comment and the action by the Metro Council, three additional small 
group meetings were held in the Dunthorpe (central) segment of the alignment to address ongoing 
concerns. The first included the Metro Council President, a City of Portland Councilor, the Mayor of 
Lake Oswego, project staff and about 25 property owners and interested parties from the 
neighborhood. The other two meetings included property owners adjacent to the Willamette Shoreline 
rail right of way and their neighbors meeting with Metro’s project manager and a light rail engineer 
from URS Corp. to answer specific questions and talk through mitigation ideas.  
 
During this period, the following announcements were made to keep the public informed of the 
process: three Metro Councilor newsletters (December 2007) and two e-mail reminders sent to the 
Lake Oswego Project Advisory Committee and all project-interested persons (December 2007). In 
addition, a letter was sent on Nov. 15 to 51 households in the Dunthorpe area, offering to set up 
small group meetings with any property owners who had concerns. No request was received. 
 
A public hearing was held before the Metro Council on Dec. 13, 2007, prior to the Metro Council 
decision on which alternatives to advance for further study in a DEIS. Ten people testified at the 
hearing, including property owners along the alignment, area developers, the Mayor of Lake Oswego, 
a Clackamas County Commissioner, frequent attendees at monthly project advisory committee 
meetings and interested citizens. 
 
Throughout this period, an additional nine local news stories mentioned the Alternatives Analysis or 
related efforts. 
 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD FINDINGS 

Public comments were received between Sept. 8, 2007 and Dec. 13, 2007. 
 
 
Public hearing  

Ten people testified at the hearing.  
 
Seven speakers directly and wholly supported the streetcar, with some offering preferences for 
different alignment alternatives to be studied in the future. Of the seven speakers, three specifically 
expressed support for using the Willamette Shoreline right of way as the preferred alignment. Two of 
the speakers asked to have the Nevada terminus option removed from the future study as an 
alternative and two speakers testified in favor of further study of both the Nevada terminus and Lake 
Oswego terminus options.  
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The three other speakers expressed general concerns but did not mention the streetcar or express 
support for another alternative. The themes of these three opposing comments included security 
concerns over the bicycle and pedestrian trail and concerns over the scope of alternatives being 
studied. 
 
Those who favored the streetcar as the preferred alternative going forward expressed the following as 
reasons for their support:  

• the streetcar’s ability to achieve key 2040 goals in the region 

• great connections for the region to the tram and Oregon Health Sciences University (OHSU) 
campuses (jobs) 

• the most cost-effective corridor option 

• the importance of the streetcar in encouraging dense and successful development in downtown 
Lake Oswego 

• the streetcar’s ability to work hand in hand with existing goals and discussions on 
development for downtown Lake Oswego town center and the Foothills area. 

 
The concerns voiced about the alternatives proposed for further study during the DEIS included: 

• opposition to the Nevada terminus option 

• security concerns over the bicycle pedestrian path 

• feelings of exclusion from the entire process 

• Metro’s failure to understand the bigger picture of the project 

• concern over having too many alternatives for the project in Johns Landing. 

 
No one who testified offered support for Bus Rapid Transit (BRT).  
 
Of those who supported streetcar, half spoke about the importance of including a bicycle and 
pedestrian trail as an essential part of the project without specifying details about how that should 
happen. 
 
 
Letters 

Eleven letters and two faxes were received during this period. Of those, nine were from 
representatives of organizations or groups of interested individuals, and the remaining four were from 
local residents and professionals.  
 
The letters from groups were as follows:  
 

 Oregon Health Science University (OHSU) president Dr. Robertson wrote in support of the 
streetcar alternative based on its proposed connection to existing streetcar and tram in the 
developing South Waterfront area and potential to continue a public-private partnership that 
strengthens economic opportunities and improves transit options. 
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 Portland Oregon Visitors Association (POVA) CEO/president Jeff Miller and POVA 
Community Action Committee chair Chris Erickson wrote in support of a streetcar and trail 
alternative over a BRT alternative as the streetcar system better supports Portland’s position as 
a leader in elegant transportation systems and helps attract visitors. In addition, a streetcar 
and trail from Portland to Lake Oswego would allow for the greatest and most scenic 
connection among regional attractions like OMSI and the waterfront for visitors. Despite the 
higher initial capital costs of the streetcar compared to BRT, the economic and higher 
ridership potential of the streetcar makes it a more viable option. 

 
 Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Chair Ted Wheeler wrote that the board is in 

support of moving ahead with the DEIS, but encouraged further study of a range of 
alternatives. The board is in favor of continued study of the streetcar alternative as the 
preferred mode, but also recommended studying a streetcar to Johns Landing paired with BRT 
to Lake Oswego. The board recommended studying both the Willamette Shoreline right of 
way and Southwest Macadam Avenue alignments. The board strongly recommended 
consideration of a trolley terminus location as an alternative, in addition to the Safeway and 
Albertsons locations in Lake Oswego. Finally, the board strongly supports a bicycle and 
pedestrian trail and proposes establishing a subcommittee to review trail options. 

 
 TriMet general manager Fred Hansen wrote in support of the alternatives recommended by 

the steering committee to be studied in the DEIS as an appropriate range of options to study. 
In addition, TriMet feels strongly that the value of the Willamette Shoreline right of way 
should be preserved as a local match for federal funding and not given up prematurely.  

 
 Clackamas County Board of Commissioners Chair Martha Schrader, Commissioner Lynn 

Peterson and Commisioner Bill Kennemer wrote in support of the steering committee’s general 
recommendation on alternatives to study further, with emphasis on a few issues. The board is 
in support of continued study of a streetcar alternative, but also is in favor of continued study 
of enhanced bus and no-build options. The board is in support of studying both the 
Willamette Shoreline right of way and the Macadam Avenue alignment and both terminus 
locations in Lake Oswego to further understand the potential and impacts for development 
there. The board strongly favors a bicycle and pedestrian component of the project, despite the 
physical and legal issues it brings on Willamette Shoreline right of way, and is willing to take a 
leadership role on that aspect of the process. They want to see a safe trail at a reasonable cost 
through the corridor. This letter reflected Commissioner Peterson’s testimony at the public 
hearing.  

 
• Lake Oswego Chamber of Commerce CEO Jerry Wheeler wrote in strong support of the 

streetcar to Lake Oswego alternative as it would best benefit the Lake Oswego business 
community. This letter was not expressing an official position of the chamber, but presented 
as an informal sense that the streetcar is highly supported in the Lake Oswego business 
community. 

 
 South Portland Neighborhood Association chair Ken Love wrote in support of the City of 

Portland Department of Transportation’s recommendation to have a refinement study on the 
portion of the streetcar that goes through the South Portland neighborhood. In addition, the 
neighborhood association supports a trail analysis on the northern section between Southwest 
Lowell Street and the Sellwood Bridge as part of the complete line to Lake Oswego. 
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 The Bicycle Transportation Alliance (BTA) policy advocate Emily Gardner wrote in support 
of advancing the streetcar option for the corridor with the Macadam Avenue alignment from 
South Waterfront to the vicinity of its intersection with Nevada Street, which is most popular 
with Johns Landing residents and businesses. This alignment would also allow for a bicycle 
and pedestrian trail along the Willamette Shoreline. The BTA expressed concern about the 
lack of a project sponsor for the trail project and recommended that Metro take the lead on 
dealing with the funding and legal issues of the trail. 
 

 City of Portland Office of Public Utilities Commissioner Sam Adams wrote in support of the 
steering committee’s recommendations. He recommended that the refinement study include 
active participation from businesses and residents along the corridor, be consistent with the 
National Environmental Policy Act process, narrow the number of streetcar alignments to be 
advanced into the Environmental Impact Statement, be conducted concurrently with trail 
planning, be consistent with a citywide streetcar system, and be done with the cooperative 
efforts of the City of Portland, Metro, TriMet and the public.  

 
Of the four comments from local residents and professionals, two writers expressed support for a 
streetcar ending in Lake Oswego, one explicitly mentioning the necessity of simultaneously creating a 
bicycle and pedestrian path to allow for increased bike commuting. One writer, in response to a small 
group meeting of residents with homes near the Willamette Shoreline, wrote in support of enhanced 
bus service to Lake Oswego on Highway 43 as opposed to a full-length streetcar option but offered a 
recommendation of a below-ground “cut and cover” alignment as a compromise, if the streetcar to 
Lake Oswego moved forward. One writer was in favor of a bridge from Lake Oswego to Milwaukie. 
 
Letters from individuals contained the following themes:  

 correlation between the streetcar in Lake Oswego and current and future business and 
development potential in the area 

 questions about how best to use the Willamette Shoreline right of way, either for a bike path 
or a streetcar 

 concern about noise from a streetcar in a residential neighborhood 

 concern about the safety of a streetcar ending in Lake Oswego due to switch malfunctions 
occurring at a dead-end street and the potential for crime 

 concern about impacts to property values and parking.  
 
 
E-mail 

Twenty-one e-mail comments and postings to a project discussion group (Riverdaleonline on Yahoo) 
were received during this period. An additional e-mail from the Oregon Department of Fish and 
Wildlife asked that they be included as the project moves forward. 
 
Nine messages expressed support for a streetcar to Lake Oswego alternative. Writers who expressed 
support for the full-length streetcar alternative favored it because it would reduce traffic on Highway 
43, reduce area air pollution and connect Lake Oswego to the region’s rail system. Of these nine, four 
expressed support for the alignment along the Willamette Shoreline, citing concerns that an alignment 
along Southwest Macadam Avenue/Highway 43 might slow down traffic, and the benefit that the 
value of the right of way of the Willamette Shoreline ($75 million, est.) can be used as a local match 
for federal funds, which would decrease the local cost of the streetcar system. The remaining five did 
not state an alignment preference, but two did state support for the inclusion of a bicycle-pedestrian 
trail.   
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One e-mail asked for light rail down Macadam Avenue/Highway 43 to Oregon City, stating that the 
Willamette Shoreline should be reserved for a bicycle-pedestrian trail. 
 
Another five messages expressed support for streetcar service from South Waterfront to Johns 
Landing combined with enhanced bus service along Highway 43. Of these, three e-mails came from 
members of the Lake Oswego Project Advisory Committee, restating the committee’s 
recommendation. Some comments expressed disappointment with the fact that the steering committee 
had not selected this preferred option to study as a stand-alone alternative. No writers expressed 
support for a bus rapid transit on its own as an alternative. 
 
The comments identified several issues with streetcar service to Lake Oswego, including: 

• potential for traffic near the proposed park and ride in Lake Oswego and insufficient impacts 
on the amount of traffic going to West Linn 

• lack of ridership and a lack of stops in the middle section of the corridor 

• potential for noise, disruption and potential for “park and riding” from other neighborhoods 

• cost of the streetcar and the idea that streetcar is a ploy to attract development. 
 
One comment, also from a member of the Lake Oswego Project Advisory Committee, requested the 
continued consideration of both the full streetcar option and the streetcar and enhanced bus service 
options as the project moves forward. 
 
Two comments offered additional transit options to consider: one suggested a commuter boat on the 
Willamette River, and one asked for a Milwaukie-Lake Oswego connection using the existing rail 
bridge.  
 
In addition to the three comments mentioned above that stated support for a bicycle and pedestrian 
trail to be included in the project, one other e-mail asked how the trail fits in with the streetcar 
project. There were no specific recommendations for plans or locations for this bicycle and pedestrian 
trail in any of the four trail supporting comments. 
 
The two remaining comments were interested party notifications: one was a follow-up comment from 
an advisory committee member who encouraged participation in the public comment process, and one 
gave notice that the writer planned to testify in favor of the bus rapid transit to Lake Oswego option 
at the public hearing. 
 
 
CONCLUSION 

Streetcar received the strongest support from regional organizations that wrote letters or testified at 
the Dec. 13 hearing. Among all comments received, about half supported the streetcar alternative and 
offered specific suggestions on alignment, terminus and length of service. No one supported BRT 
alone. 
 
About half of the e-mails were in favor of the streetcar service to Johns Landing combined with 
enhanced bus service along Highway 43, expressing disappointment that this alternative would not be 
studied further as a stand-alone alternative.  
 
One of the biggest points of discussion was over which alignment to use for the streetcar service in 
Johns Landing. One perspective focused on capturing the value of the Willamette Shoreline right of 
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way to leverage federal funds and to reduce local costs. Another perspective values streetcar operation 
on Macadam Avenue rather than through close proximity to the condominiums. 
 
While there was very clear support for a bicycle and pedestrian connection in the corridor, no one 
specifically identified how or where it should be, and many comments mentioned legal and funding 
concerns surrounding such a trail. A few comments questioned how the trail would be incorporated 
into the project and expressed concern about the lack or leadership for the trail. 
 
In general, these issues were also flagged for further work in the next phase of the process: 

 resolving outstanding alignment and design questions 

 researching potential noise and safety concerns for affected residents 

 defining potential for parking impacts on neighborhoods along the proposed alignment and at 
the terminus in Lake Oswego 

 addressing questions about the safety, legality and effect on property values of a pedestrian 
trail on the Willamette Shoreline right of way. 
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MINUTES OF THE METRO COUNCIL MEETING 
 

Thursday, December 13, 2007 
Metro Council Chamber 

 
Councilors Present: David Bragdon (Council President), Kathryn Harrington, Robert Liberty, 

Rex Burkholder, Rod Park, Carlotta Collette 
 
Councilors Absent: Carl Hosticka (excused)  
 
Council President Bragdon convened the Regular Council Meeting at 2:01 p.m.  
 
1. INTRODUCTIONS 
 
There were none. 
 
2. CITIZEN COMMUNICATIONS 
 
Jon Putman, 1216 NW 25th Portland OR 97210, reminded Council that the Regional 
Transportation Plan (RTP) still needed to look at special needs. He urged that as the RTP moves 
forward on the State side they continued to hope that funding would be appropriated for elderly 
and disabled.  Councilor Park noted an amendment on elderly and disabled. Mr. Putman added 
some additional comments about moving elderly and disabled around the region with existing 
facilities.  
 
3. CONSENT AGENDA 
 
3.1 Consideration of minutes of the December 6, 2007 Regular Council Meeting. 
 
3.2 Resolution No. 07-3870, Authorizing the Chief Operating Officer to Execute an 

Amendment to Contract No. 926509 With PT3, Inc. For Provision of Additional 
Advertising For the Travel Options Marketing Campaign. 

 
Motion: Councilor Liberty moved to adopt the meeting minutes of the December 6, 

2007 Regular Metro Council and Resolution No. 07-3870. 
 

Vote: Councilors Harrington, Burkholder, Liberty, Park, Collette, and Council 
President Bragdon voted in support of the motion. The vote was 6 aye, the 
motion passed. 

 
4. RESOLUTIONS 
  
4.1 Resolution No. 07-3831B, For the Purpose of Approving the Federal Component of the 

2035 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) Update, Pending Air Quality Conformity 
Analysis. 

 
Motion: Councilor Burkholder moved to adopt Resolution No. 07-3831B. 
Seconded: Councilor Park seconded the motion 
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Councilor Burkholder said this was a resolution to adopt the federal component of the RTP 
Update. He summarized the staff report (a copy of which is included in the meeting packet). This 
was a major effort to help direct federal transportation funding to regional projects. He explained 
the difference between the state and federal plans.  He spoke to the constrained budget required 
by the federal government. He noted what had occurred to date on this issue. He highlighted the 
resolution’s friendly amendment, Exhibit C, public comments, as well as several amendments 
made at Transportation Policy Alternative Committee (TPAC) and Joint Policy Advisory 
Committee on Transportation (JPACT) this morning, which included language on value pricing. 
He also said a definition of the regional transportation system was discussed. Councilor 
Harrington clarified that the resolution itself had not changed. She asked if there any changes to 
the “whereases’? Councilor Burkholder said there had been no changes in the resolution. He 
thanked all of the staff that had participated in the long and involved process including external 
stakeholders and internal staff. He also thanked the rest of the Council in helping him keep the 
vision. He urged adoption.  
 
Councilor Liberty thanked staff and JPACT members for participating. He explained his yes vote. 
This document had come along way. He talked about the previous RTP and the current document 
which, included policies that would not have been seen previously. There had been tremendous 
progress.  They wanted Metro to convene a group to talk about additional resources. He talked 
about projects in the federal RTP, some of which were not consistent with the goals. He explained 
what we were committing to do in this plan. Even though he had reservation about some projects, 
he would be supporting this resolution.  
 
Councilor Park also thanked staff for all of the work they had done. He thanked our regional 
partners who had helped move policy questions along. He acknowledged Councilor Burkholder’s 
work and the example he set. He also acknowledged the Freight Movement Task Force for their 
contribution. He spoke to policies and projects, some of which didn’t match, but the system 
continued to evolve. He talked about the need for additional funding and without that funding the 
increase in congestion. He supported the resolution. 
 
Councilor Collette talked about her experience in working on the RTP at the local and county 
level. It had been a very open process. She also shared some of Councilor Liberty’s concerns. She 
supported the resolution. 
 
Councilor Harrington said they had a lot of work ahead of them. The vision of how we evolve 
was shared in the 2040 Growth Concept including complete and healthy communities. With this 
plan the Metro Council chose to use a different approach.  The 21st century of policy and goals 
strived to set a set of conditions. We were also trying to capture community values. She talked 
about project advocacy including the need for community building and the passion for 
improvement. She noted the principles they had been following, where we were now due to 
timing and the need to do additional work. The RTP was broken into two steps, the federal and 
the state component. They had also tried to tie transportation and land use. JPACT and Metro 
Policy Advisory Committee (MPAC) had had useful conversations about both components. She 
wanted to join her colleagues in complementing Metro staff and their engagement with 
stakeholders. She was supporting this action today. She recognized the JPACT members who had 
been engaged. She expressed her concerns, which included the amount of work that this plan 
involved, the need for continued leadership and engagement as well as the continued need for 
engagement with their regional partners.  
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Council President Bragdon thanked the staff for their innovation as well as the hours they had put 
into the plan. He noted that this was not only a technical matter. He thanked Councilor Park, 
former Councilor Newman and Councilor Burkholder. He talked about their specific roles such as 
in the arena of freight and the overall effort. He noted Councilor Burkholder’s leadership style 
and how everyone had learned through the process. This was one of the most important 
expenditures that we make. Those who were spending more but spending smarter and more 
strategically were making strides. Quality trumped quantity. This new way of thinking was about 
the connection between how and what we did to create a good place to live. The connection 
between outcomes was essential to success. We needed to get on with the implementation of 
these ideas. He talked about the process and the content of the plan. He noted clause 3, there will 
be changes to this document. We needed to look at the geographic needs of the region. We would 
be looking for solutions to achieve the outcomes. The analysis needed to lead to action. Second, 
we needed to continue to engage with local government and understand that they were the 
implementers. He urged support.  
 
Councilor Burkholder said that was a wonderful expression of this Council. He noted that there 
was that same passion at JPACT. He thanked his colleagues and the staff.  

 
Vote: Councilors Park, Burkholder, Collette, Harrington, Liberty, and Council 

President Bragdon voted in support of the motion. The vote was 6 aye, the 
motion passed. 

 
4.2 Resolution No. 07-3883, Authorizing the Reimbursement of Expenditures With 

Reimbursement Obligation Proceeds For the Oregon Convention Center Headquarters 
Hotel Project. 

 
Motion: Councilor Park moved to adopt Resolution No. 07-3883. 
Seconded: Councilor Harrington seconded the motion 
 
Council Park said the Metro Council had taken several formal steps towards development of 
Oregon Convention Center Headquarters Hotel, including most recently (Nov. 8, 2007) passing 
Resolution No. 07-3882A, authorizing the execution of a Development Agreement with the 
project developer. 
 
Once the Development Agreement was signed, Metro/Metropolitan Exposition Recreation 
Commission (MERC) would incur significant expenses associated with Project development 
before bonds would be issued to finance the Project, which would occur approximately 18-24 
months after the Development Agreement was signed. 
 
Many more steps and hurdles must be overcome, as well as Council decisions made, before 
Metro was obliged to develop the hotel, including: 
 

o obtaining funding agreements with other public entities and Project beneficiaries 
to assist in funding the pre-construction and development costs; 

o Metro Council approval of the Project budget and guaranteed maximum price; 
o Metro Council authorization to issue bonds to finance the Project 

 
However, federal tax law provided that bond issuers may seek reimbursement for pre-bond 
project expenditures only if it passed an “official intent” resolution such as this Resolution No. 
07-3883. The federal tax law rules required that the resolution be passed no later than 60 days 
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after payment of the first expenditure for which it sought reimbursement; and the resolution must 
state the maximum principal amount of debt expected to be issued (or incurred) for the project; 
 
Although the actual bond amount was not yet known, because the Project developers would not 
present a preliminary Project budget until the preliminary architectural drawings were completed, 
in approximately 5 months; based on project estimated budgets made by the Portland 
Development Commission (PDC), it was reasonably anticipated that the bonded amount would 
not exceed $255 million; reimbursable expenditures included (1) capital expenditures, (2) bond 
issuance costs and (3) extraordinary working capital items.  
 

o The definition of “capital expenditure” was a tax accountant issue, and was 
generally any cost of a type that was properly chargeable to a capital account 
under general Federal income tax principles. 
 

The official intent declaration requirement and the timing of issuance of the reimbursement bonds 
did not apply to the first $100,000 in project expenditures, which may be reimbursed with bond 
proceeds without following the reimbursement bond rules. 
 
Council President Bragdon asked clarifying questions. Dan Cooper, Metro Attorney, said they 
had not spent any money yet.  
 
Vote: Councilors Park, Burkholder, Collette, Harrington, Liberty, and Council 

President Bragdon voted in support of the motion. The vote was 6 aye, the 
motion passed. 

 
4.3 Resolution No. 07-3887A, For the Purpose of Identifying Alternatives to Advance Into a 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement For the Portland to Lake Oswego Corridor Transit 
Project. 

 
Motion: Councilor Burkholder moved to adopt Resolution No. 07-3887A. 
Seconded: Councilor Collette seconded the motion 

 
Councilor Burkholder explained the changes to the “A” version. He noted substantive changes 
that were put forward including relative priority. He talked about the resolution itself, which was 
to take action on alternatives into a draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). It was a 
narrowing down of potential alternatives that could be considered for the project. He talked about 
the Steering Committee’s recommendation and some additional concerns expressed by 
jurisdictions. He provided further details of the changes in the “A” version. He also noted the 
need for a trail to help with bicycle and pedestrian movement.  
 
Council President Bragdon opened a public hearing on Resolution No. 07-3887A. 
 
Judy Hammerstad, Mayor of Lake Oswego, PO Box 369, Lake Oswego, OR 97034 talked about 
the amended resolution and her recommendation. She felt this was a viable project and the 
advantages of streetcar. She encouraged Council to support the use of the entire right-of-way. 
Councilor Liberty asked about Lake Oswego’s work to create a town center. He asked for an 
update on development. Mayor Hammerstad said the property owners were interested in 
redevelopment. They had worked with a variety of consultants and they were contemplating 
additional forward movement on this issue.  Council President Bragdon noted the Nevada 

10 Lake Oswego to Portland Transit and Trail Study Alternatives Analysis Public Comment Report addendum, December 2007



Metro Council Meeting 
12/13/07 
Page 5 
 
terminus issue and that the staff could amend their report if there had been an error. Major 
Hammerstad provided detail on the vote.   
 
Lynn Petersen, Clackamas County Commissioner, 2051 Kaen Rd, Oregon City, OR 9704 thanked 
Councilor Burkholder for his leadership. This was the type of project JPACT talked about this 
morning, which needed funding. This was a quality project because it met every 2040 growth 
concept. It would provide a higher level of mobility for people. She supported the resolution 
except for the Nevada terminus. They represented people who lived adjacent to the line as well as 
all of the potential users. There was potential to get to West Linn and Oregon City in the future. 
This could be the next project in the region after the Milwaukie Light Rail. There was no more 
cost effective project in the region. She encouraged the Council to put the wording back in the 
resolution that this was the next project. She also encouraged them to include the bike pedestrian 
connection. She appreciated including words to finish that important component. Councilor 
Liberty asked how this would be part of an expanded system in the future. Commissioner 
Petersen talked about high capacity rail. They were making the connections that they needed to 
make. If they looked to the future system, there would be no way to link other parts of Clackamas 
County to the downtown area. She also talked about the commuter rail and the desires of 
Washington County to connect the Westside of the region. 
 
Councilor Park talked about the wordage “would” versus “could”. Since they hadn’t consulted 
with their partners at the JPACT table, it wasn’t appropriate for the Metro Council to make that 
decision. Commissioner Petersen noted that other partners had supported the project such as 
Washington County and Multnomah County. She thought most supported this as the next project. 
Council President Bragdon said they would be looking at needs throughout the region.  
 
Bruce Wood Foundation Real Estate Development 1000 SW Broadway Suite 960 Portland OR 
97205 said he was a developer. He talked about foothills east of downtown where he had been 
engaged with the property owners. It was about 20 acres. He talked about the challenges. There 
were plans for a vibrant mixed-use community. It was a significant opportunity since South 
Water Front. A key component of that was the streetcar. He was concerned about the addition of 
the terminus. From a private section, it added an element of concern. It may have merit but it had 
a significant impact on moving the project forward. He suggested taking the Nevada terminus out 
of the study. It had significant impact on moving their project forward.  
 
Councilor Liberty asked about the proposed development and that they assumed the investment 
of the streetcar. Mr. Wood said the demographics of that area were the highest in the State. He 
saw this was a place were there would be families as well as single individuals who wanted to 
live in that area. He hoped for an affordable housing component of the project. This was a 
significant opportunity. 
 
Susan Hartnett, Oregon Health Science University (OHSU) 3181 SW Sam Jackson Park Rd 
Portland OR 97212 clarified OHSU’s support of the alignment. She read a letter into the record 
from Dr. Robertson (a copy of which is included the record).  
  
Roger Martin, Executive Director Oregon Transit Association, 900 Atwater Rd Lake Oswego, 
OR 97034 said he had also served in the Oregon Legislature. He was here to support Mayor 
Hammerstad’s and Commissioner Petersen’s position. This project was a long time solution. He 
said opposition was from those who did not want this alignment through their property. Every 
person along that right-of-way signed their deed knowing full well they had a right-of-way on 
their property. He encouraged the Council to stick to their belief that this alignment was 
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important. Councilor Harrington asked about the Willamette Shoreline and clarified that this 
shoreline was not their property. It was beside their property. Mr. Martin talked about the right-
of-way origins. Councilor Liberty thought some of this was about easements. Ross Roberts, 
Planning Department, said the Willamette Shoreline right-of-way had a variety of ownerships. He 
explained what the public purchased in 1985. There were some easements but the net effect was 
that the right-of-way could be used for rail purposes. Councilor Park thanked OHSU for their 
work.  
 
Lisa Volpel, 5655 SW Kenny Street Lake Oswego OR 97035 said her concern with this study 
was that it didn’t look at the bigger picture. She urged looking at the alignment and connection to 
the Milwaukie Light Rail. Some cross connections would be useful. Councilor Burkholder said as 
part of this study there was a look at the use of high capacity transit and the cross connection. 
They were looking at how they made those connections. These issues had been brought up and 
were in the hopper. Ms. Volpel said the bike route was also very important. 
 
Elizabeth English, 11639 SW Riverwood Rd Portland OR 97219 said she had hosted a public 
forum regarding this issue. She thanked the Steering Committee for moving both terminuses 
forward. She felt a Lake Oswego circulator was a good idea. 
 
David Jording, Lake Oswego Policy Advisory Committee (LOPAC), 684 9th St. Lake Oswego, 
OR 97034 expressed his appreciation for the work that was provided to the committee from the 
jurisdictions particularly Metro. This committee was then able to do its work. He talked about the 
committee’s recommendation to have the Nevada and Lake Oswego terminuses moved forward. 
This was made with compromise. The vote was 17 to 2. 17 members voted to have both 
terminuses studied. He expressed concern in section 5 because these issues weren’t addressed by 
the Steering Committee. He clarified further the concerns he had with the changes.  
 
Charles Ormsby, 170 SW Birdsill Rd Portland OR 97229 said he was representing himself and 
some of his neighbors in the Birdsill area. They had no opportunity to be included in the process. 
He had been in favor of the corridor study and inclusion of West Linn. He asked what was the 
definition of City of Portland. He shared his definition. The other issue was the pedestrian bike 
trail. He was concerned about the tunnel. He felt security issues had not been addressed. 
Councilor Liberty said he had testified about representation previously. He wanted to know if he 
supported the project. Mr. Ormsby responded to his question. 
 
Vern Rifer, LOPAC Vice Chair, 5916 SW Riveridge Lane Portland OR 97209 talked about the 
purpose of refinement to reduce the number of alternatives in Johns Landing. The refinement 
study was put in to allow City of Portland to do its work on planning transportation and economic 
development. It was a study of Portland alignment working with TriMet and other impacted 
jurisdictions. He talked about Item F.  
 
Councilor Liberty said the different alignments affected ridership speeds. Mr. Rifer said the City 
was not the final decision maker but was to recommend impacts on their neighborhoods and 
businesses in the Portland area. They were suggesting that the City be given authority to put 
forward their alternatives. Councilor Collette asked if the City of Portland was paying for that 
study.  
 
Council President Bragdon closed the public hearing.  
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Councilor Burkholder asked about West Linn and communities south and their public 
involvement. Ross Roberts, Planning Department, said they did involve West Linn in the process. 
The issue that was raised was that there was no representation on the committee from West Linn. 
They reached out to the neighborhoods as well as briefing the West Linn City Council twice. 
They reached out to the further south area even though they were not a voting member of the 
committee. 
 
Councilor Burkholder asked about timing of the refinement study before the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement (DEIS) could be started. Mr. Roberts said the refinement study could begin 
soon. They had a one year gap between the time the Metro staff could fully engaged on a DEIS 
on this study. They would be conducting the refinement study over the next year. They wanted to 
talk to their other partners about what that work would be. 
 
Councilor Liberty asked about Mr. Rifer’s comments. Mr. Brandman said his reaction was the 
real issue was who would participate in the refinement study. The study had been initiated by the 
City of Portland but needed to include project partners in addition to the city. Oregon Department 
of Transportation (ODOT) would want to be a part of the study. The City of Lake Oswego had a 
desire to be part of the study. Dropping the words Project Management Group was fine. A 
refinement study needed to be undertaken. There would be many participants involved in the 
study and wishing to comment on the refinement study. Councilor Liberty asked clarifying 
questions about additional alignment options. Mr. Brandman responded to his question. He 
thought staff was supportive of the efforts that would be undertaken. There were more than three 
options. The goal would be to work with the partners as well as the neighbors. 
 
Councilor Collette asked who was paying for this. Would everyone share the cost of the study or 
would Portland pay the cost of the study. Mr. Roberts said in their budget, they had some money 
planned for the study. There was the matter of local match dollars. They needed to discuss this 
with their partners and find out who would share the cost.   
 
Councilor Park asked about particular wordage on current and full value. Mr. Brandman said they 
could wordsmith the document for clarity. Councilor Harrington said she wanted to revisit the 
issue of current and full value. She talked about capturing the true value of the right-of-way. Mr. 
Brandman said the $74 million estimate was its current value, which would likely escalate over 
time. At the time the financing plan was put together, in reality at that time you would be 
capturing the future value of the right-of-way. With respect to full value, he wanted to assure the 
Council and the public which was there was different way to capture the right-of-way value.  
 
Motion to amend: Councilor Burkholder moved to entertain a friendly amendment to strike the 

work “current”.. 
Seconded: Councilor Collette accepted the friendly amendment. 
 
Vote to amend: Councilors Park, Burkholder, Collette, Harrington, Liberty, and Council 

President Bragdon voted in support of the motion. The vote was 6 aye, the 
motion passed. 

 
Councilor Burkholder talked about the input processes, which included a Steering Committee, 
public hearings, and a lot of ideas coming from a lot of different entities. This was a Metro 
Council decision to represent the needs of the region. This was not solely a local matter. This 
decision would have impact on how the system functioned. This Council looked at the regional 
need and regional impact on our Centers. They would be doing a local preferred alternative. The 
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action they were taking today was an appropriate way to collect data to make a future decision. 
Councilor Collette talked about why she didn’t support a Nevada terminus. She would be 
supportive of the whole process moving forward. This was a quality project. It had tremendous 
local match and would be an important link in the regional system. Councilor Liberty said he was 
happy about the range of alternatives that were kept for future study. He felt the purchase of the 
right-of-way was a bargain and that we were the beneficiaries of past planning on the right-of-
way. He fully supported the recommendation. 
 
Councilor Park felt it had been an effective debate. Councilor Burkholder had been consistent in 
looking at alternatives and allowing the discussion to move forward. He felt it was important to 
have the full project management team look at the full range of alternatives. He felt the balance 
was important. He supported the resolution.  
 
Councilor Burkholder thanked the individuals who had worked on this, Ross Roberts, Richard 
Brandman and other Metro planners as well as the Steering Committee. They had more work to 
do.  
 
Vote on the Main 
Motion: 

Councilors Park, Burkholder, Collette, Harrington, Liberty, and Council 
President Bragdon voted in support of the motion. The vote was 6 aye, the 
motion passed. 

 
5. CHIEF OPERATING OFFICER (COO) COMMUNICATION 
 
Michael Jordan, COO, thanked the Council. At the holiday party at the Zoo they had 550 
individuals participate. Council President Bragdon mentioned the Metro video.  
 
6. COUNCILOR COMMUNICATION 
 
Councilor Harrington reported on MPAC activities. The main topic was the Greatest Place 
Reserves Program. She also talked about the neighboring communities program on Saturday 
January 12, 2008. There would be an event brief provided to Council. She also talked about an 
item discussed at the August 14, 2007 work session about Regional Business and Trade 
Association membership strategy. Mr. Jordan said he would bring this back to Council on January 
8, 2008 for further discussion. Council President Bragdon said he thought this was a good idea. 
 
Councilor Burkholder said he was glad Councilor Harrington had raised the issue and thought it 
might be useful that they review every six months what still needed to be done.  
 
Council President Bragdon talked about using January 3, 2008 meeting as a community service 
activity.  
 
Councilor Collette said she became a member of the Clackamas County Business Association 
(CCBA).  
 
Councilor Liberty said he attended the Holiday Party but encountered the $2 Tuesday crowd. He 
said Oliver Jones who had done a study on effective investment to promote key freight 
investment would be here February 22nd.  
 
Council President Bragdon announced that they had gotten the first entry for the Design 
Competition today, which came from Japan.  
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7. ADJOURN 

There being no hrther business to come before the Metro Council, Council President Bragdon 
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ATTACHMENTS TO THE PUBLIC RECORD FOR THE MEETING OF 
DECEMBER 13, 2007 

 
Item Topic Doc. Date Document Description Doc. Number 
3.1 Minutes 12/6/07 Metro Council Meeting Minutes for 

December 6, 2007` 
121307c-01 

4.3 Letter 11/10/07 To: Metro Council  
From: John Caldwell  
Re: Resolution No. 07-3887 

121307c-02 

4.3 Letter 8/30/07 To: Jamie Snook, Planning Department 
From: Jeff Miller President and CEO 
and Chris Erickson Chair POVA  
Re: Resolution No. 07-3887 

121307c-03 

4.3 Email 12/10/07 To: Jennifer Tuerk, Planning 
Department  
From: David Walters  
Re: Resolution No. 07-3887 

121307c-04 

4.3 Email 12/11/07 To: Jennifer Tuerk, Planning 
Department  
From: Bari Thompson  
Re: Resolution No. 07-3887 

121307c-05 

4.3 Email 10/29/07 To: Metro Council  
From: Gerry Langeler  
Re: Articles about Resolution No. 07-
3887 

121307c-06 

4.3 Letter 11/26/07 To: Metro Council  
From: Ted Wheeler, Multnomah 
County Chair  
Re: Resolution No. 07-3887 

121307c-07 

4.3 Email 12/11/07 To: Jennifer Tuerk, Planning 
Department  
From: Kate Miller, Sustainable Interiors 
Re: Resolution No. 07-3887 

121307c-08 

4.3 Email 12/11/07 To: Metro Council From: Michael Earp 
Re: Resolution No. 07-3887 

121307c-09 

4.3 Email 12/12/07 To: Metro Council  
From: Gregory Taylor  
Re: Resolution No. 07-3887 

121307c-10 

4.3 Email 12/12/07 To: Karen Withrow, Public Affairs 
Department  
From: Nicole Merino  
Re: Resolution No. 07-3887 

121307c-11 

4.3 Letter 12/11/07 To: Metro Council  
From: Fred Hansen General Manager of 
TriMet  
Re: Resolution No. 07-3887 
 
 
 

121307c-12 
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Item Topic Doc. Date Document Description Doc. Number 
4.3 Letter 12/7/07 To: Metro Council  

From: Martha Schrader, Lynn Peterson 
and Bill Kennemer, Clackamas County 
Commission  
Re: Resolution No. 07-3887 

121307c-13 

4.3 Email and 
attachments 

12/12/07 To: Councilors Collette and Liberty 
From: Mark Turpel, Planning 
Department  
Re: Resolution No. 07-3887A redline 
version 

121307c-14 

4.3 Email 12/12/07 To: Metro Council  
From: Diane and John Howieson  
Re: Resolution No. 07-3887 

121307c-15 

4.3 Email 12/12/07 To: Metro Council  
From: Eric T Rick Saito  
Re: Resolution No. 07-3887 

121307c-16 

4.3 Letter 12/12/07 To: Metro Council  
From: Jerry L Wheeler CEO Lake 
Oswego Chamber of Commerce  
Re: Resolution No. 07-3887 

121307c-17 

4.3 “A” version 12/12/07 Resolution No. 07-3887A, For the 
Purpose of Identifying Alternatives to 
Advance Into a Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement For the Portland 
to Lake Oswego Corridor Transit 
Project. 

121307c-18 

4.3 Letter 12/6/07 To: Metro Council  
From: Ken Love, President South 
Portland Neighborhood Association  
Re: Resolution No. 07-3887 

121307c-19 

4.3 Fax 12/12/07 To: Metro Council  
From: Chris Schetky, Real Estate 
Broker  
Re: Resolution No. 07-3887 

121307c-20 

4.3 Letter 12/11/07 To: Metro Council From: Dr. Joseph 
Robertson, President of OHSU Re: 
Resolution No. 07-3887 

121307c-21 

4.1 “B” version 12/13/07 Resolution No. 07-3831B, For the 
Purpose of Approving the Federal 
Component of the 2035 Regional 
Transportation Plan (RTP) Update, 
Pending Air Quality Conformity 
Analysis. 
 
 
 
 
 

121307c-22 
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Item Topic Doc. Date Document Description Doc. Number 
4.3 Letter 12/13/07 To: Metro Council  

From: Commission Sam Adams, City of 
Portland  
Re: Resolution No. 07-3887 

121307c-23 

4.3 Letter 12/13/07 To: Metro Council From: Emily 
Gardner, Bicycle Transportation 
Alliance Re: Resolution No. 07-3887 

121307c-24 

6.0 Memo and 
verbatim 

transcription 

7/24/07 To: Metro Council and Kate Marx 
From: Michael Jordan, COO Re: 
Regional Business and Trade 
Association Membership Strategy 

121307c-25 
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A message from Carlotta Collette

This is my first District 2 newsletter, and I’m using it as an 
opportunity to introduce myself. In future issues, I’ll talk more about 
what Metro is up to. Also in the future, I’ll be sending this via e-mail, 
rather than in the mail. If you want to continue to receive it, please 
send me your email address. Mine is: collettec@metro.dst.or.us. 

I have been on the Metro Council for just under a month, having 
been appointed on November 6th to replace Brian Newman. I am honored to accept 
this appointment and serve you, the citizens of urban Clackamas County. In order to 
continue to serve you, I filed for election to this position, which means I will run in the 
May primary.

Let me briefly introduce myself. I was born and raised in Minnesota and moved to 
Oregon in 1979 to lead RAIN Magazine. Some of you may remember RAIN as a 
journal dedicated to what we now call “sustainability.” As editor, I researched and wrote 
about successful efforts to provide affordable housing, protect family farms and small 
businesses, reduce energy consumption, design livable communities and accomplish a 
wide array of environmental goals. 

From RAIN, I moved on to the Northwest Power Planning Council where I worked for 
14 years. I helped create local strategies for Oregon, Montana, Washington and Idaho to 
adopt energy conserving building codes, a Columbia River basin-wide fish and wildlife 
recovery effort and a regional electric power development plan.

In 2004, I was elected to serve on the Milwaukie City Council after several years as a 
neighborhood leader and public involvement consultant. At the city, I continued to work 
with neighborhoods and businesses, focusing on revitalizing downtown and resolving 
transportation problems. I was Milwaukie’s delegate to and co-chair of the Clackamas 
County Coordinating Committee, which represents the cities and special districts of 
Clackamas County in policy discussions with the county, the state and Metro.

I also am vice president of the Board of Education for Clackamas Community College.

I bring to Metro, and to you, a deep, lifelong commitment to making our communities 
wonderful places to live, work and play. Oregon is a progressive state that truly values 
citizen involvement. Our legislature is considered a “citizen legislature.” Goal 1 of our 
Statewide Planning Goals is citizen involvement. 

Citizen involvement is my primary goal as well. As Metro moves forward with plans to 
accommodate growing populations, we must engage our communities. We need to hear 
from you – our citizens, business owners, farmers, environmental stewards, educators 
and local and tribal officials – because our quality of life in this region requires that we 
get this right. I will try to use this newsletter to keep you up to date on the issues. Help 
me get the word out. 

	 —Carlotta	Collette

Carlotta Collette 

represents  

District 2, which 

includes the cities of 

Gladstone, Johnson 

City, lake oswego, 

Milwaukie, oregon 

City, rivergrove and 

west linn and a 

portion of southwest 

Portland.
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About Metro

Clean air and clean water 

do not stop at city limits 

or county lines. Neither 

does the need for jobs, a 

thriving economy and good 

transportation choices for 

people and businesses in our 

region. Voters have asked 

Metro to help with the 

challenges that cross those 

lines and affect the 25 cities 

and three counties in the 

Portland metropolitan area.

A regional approach simply 

makes sense when it comes 

to protecting open space, 

caring for parks, planning 

for the best use of land, 

managing garbage disposal 

and increasing recycling. 

Metro oversees world-class 

facilities such as the Oregon 

Zoo, which contributes to 

conservation and education, 

and the Oregon Convention 

Center, which benefits the 

region’s economy.

Your Metro 

representatives

Metro Council President 

David Bragdon
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Rod Park, District 1

Carlotta Collette, District 2

Carl Hosticka, District 3

Kathryn Harrington, District 4

Rex Burkholder, District 5

Robert Liberty, District 6
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Suzanne Flynn
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restoration and enhancement 
grants open for pre-application

Metro’s Nature in Neighborhoods program 
is now accepting pre-applications for 
restoration and enhancement grants to 
protect fish and wildlife throughout the 
region. A total of $250,000 is available for 
projects in the 2008 grant cycle. Projects 
will enable citizens and communities to 
enhance water quality or restore, improve or 
create wildlife habitat.

The grants are open to community, school, 
faith, non-profit, government and business 
groups. The only requirements are that 
projects are within the metro region 
and applicants match their grant request 
with outside funding, in-kind services or 
volunteer hours.

Pre-applications are due Jan. 16. After 
a panel of reviewers evaluates the 
submissions, selected pre-applicants 
will submit a final application due in 
March. Projects to receive funding will be 
announced in May.

Free grant writing workshops are being 
offered for new grant-writers and interested 
individuals. To reserve a spot at an 
upcoming session, call Janelle Geddes at 
503-797-1550 or email geddesj@metro.dst.
or.us.

For more information, visit the Metro 
website at www.metro-region.org/nature.

Metro Council invests in revolving 
fund for affordable housing

In response to the region’s growing 
need for moderately priced housing, the 
Metro Council voted to invest $1 million 
in seed money to create a permanent 
regional resource for affordable housing. 
Championed by Metro Councilor Robert 
Liberty, the Regional Housing Choice 
Revolving Fund would provide the 
incentive for a variety of public, private 
and charitable partners to invest in a $10-
$20 million partnership to help protect 
affordable housing in the region. The fund 
would be managed by an experienced non-
profit community-based administrator and 
governed by a regional board of directors.

Metro’s contribution is contingent upon the 
fund having at least $10 million in capital, 

Councilor Carlotta Collette
contact information
Address 600 NE Grand Ave.
 Portland, OR 97232
Phone 503-797-1887
Fax 503-797-1793
E-mail collettec@metro.dst.or.us

Assistant Emma Stocker
Phone 503-797-1543
E-mail stockere@metro.dst.or.us
Web www.metro-region.org

Metro representation on the governing 
board, and Council confidence that the 
funds will satisfy professional standards. 
Council has set aside a period of two years 
during which these conditions must be met.

The funds could extend low-interest 
loans to jump-start the development and 
preservation of affordable housing in the 
Metro area. For example, $1 million could 
produce 250-350 affordable units every two 
years and leverage an estimated $40 million 
in public and private investments in the 
housing.

The Housing Choice Fund also would help 
implement Metro’s 2040 Growth Concept 
by promoting mixed-use, mixed-income 
patterns of development in regional centers, 
town centers and transit corridors. In 
keeping with the Concept, the fund would 
also promote best practices in green and 
sustainable design.

Action scheduled for lake 
oswego to Portland corridor
Metro Council will take public testimony 
and vote on which alternative to recommend 
for an Environmental Impact Study to 
improve transportation between Lake 
Oswego and Portland at its Dec. 13 
meeting.  

The alternatives recommended for further 
study include: streetcar to Lake Oswego; 
streetcar to the vicinity of SW Nevada Ave. 
with enhanced bus service to Lake Oswego; 
enhanced bus service to Lake Oswego along 
SW Macadam Ave.; and no new transit 
investments.

Contact Karen Withrow, withrowk@
metro.dst.or.us or 503-797-1932 for further 
information.
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the 345

Since 2000, the Metro Council has added 20,301 acres to the 
regional urban growth boundary to accommodate projected 
growth, as required by state law.  That is about 30 square miles.

And since 2000, we have certainly grown.   An estimated 126,000 
more people lived in Clackamas, Multnomah and Washington 
Counties by July 1, 2006 than did on April 1, 2000.  

About 91% of that growth, about 115,00 people, occurred inside the Metro urban 
growth boundary (UGB).

And how much of that new population settled in the UGB expansion areas?   

Permits for 138 new homes have been approved in all of the expansion areas from 2000 
to 2006.  Assuming 2.5 persons per home, that comes out to 345 people living in the 
UGB expansion areas, out of a total of 115,000 new residents. 

In other words, over the first six years of the 21st Century 99.7% of the growth occurred 
inside the UGB in existing urban areas and only 0.03% settled in the areas added to the 
boundary, to accommodate new growth.  

In the last decade (all the years after 1997) Metro has added 23,490 acres to the 
UGB.   Housing for only an estimated 6,500 new residents has been approved in the 
UGB expansion areas, a negligible share of the total growth inside the UGB during that 
decade. 

There are two obvious explanations for this pattern of development: (1) It’s what people 
want; and (2) No government has found a way to pay for all, or even most, of the cost 
of the new roads, schools, parks, sewers lines and treatment plants, water lines, and 
fire stations needed to support development in the expansion areas.  In many parts of 
the region we now have a taxpayer-enforced boundary on urban development because 
taxpayers in established communities are resisting paying for infrastructure for new 
development. 

The old debate regarding how much land to add at the edge is over; the real debate is how 
existing communities can grow in ways that complement and improve those places.    

That, not urban growth boundary expansions, should be the primary focus of Metro’s 
new look at the region’s 2040 plan.  

       – Robert Liberty

robert liberty 

represents  

District 6, which 

includes portions of 

northeast, southeast 

and southwest 

Portland.
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Carlotta Collette appointed to 
Metro Council 

The Metro Council voted unanimously to 
appoint Carlotta Collette as Councilor for 
District 2 at its Nov. 6th meeting.  District 
2 covers most of urban Clackamas County, 
including the cities of Gladstone, Johnson 
City, Lake Oswego, Milwaukie, Oregon 
City, Rivergrove and West Linn. It also 
includes a portion of Southwest Portland in 
Multnomah County.

Collette replaces Brian Newman who 
resigned in October. Eleven residents of 
District 2 applied for the open position. 
Collette’s term will run through Jan. 5, 
2009. There will be an election in 2008 to 
fill the remainder of the term, from January 
2009 to January 2011.

Collette was elected to the Milwaukie City 
Council in 2004. She has managed her 
own communications consulting business 
and worked for 14 years on the staff of the 
Northwest Power Planning Council. 

District 6 Councilor Robert Liberty 
welcomed Councilor Collette as “an 
energetic advocate for sustaining and 
revitalizing the region’s communities and 
downtowns”.

Metro-supported projects receive 
awards  

Two of Metro’s projects recently received 
recognition. 

Multi-Housing, a national publication 
focusing on news and analysis of events 
related to the multi-housing industry, 
chose The Crossings at Gresham Station 
as the 2007 Annual Design Excellence 
winner for Transit-Oriented Design. The 
Crossings combines retail, residential and 
office activities to create a high-density and 
mixed-use community. Located near the 
Gresham Civic Station light rail station, the 
development encourages the use of transit 
and promotes urban living. 

The Oregon Downtown Development 
Association selected Milwaukie’s North 
Main Village as the 2007 Pioneering 
Award winner in its Physical Improvements 
category. The project, supported by Metro’s 
Centers program, features a rain garden and 
landscape features to manage storm water.

Councilor robert liberty
contact information
Address 600 NE Grand Ave.
 Portland, OR 97232
Phone (503) 797-1552
Fax (503) 797-1793
E-mail libertyr@metro.dst.or.us

Assistant Emma Stocker
Phone (503) 797-1543
E-mail stockere@metro.dst.or.us
Web www.metro-region.org

restoration and enhancement 
grants open for pre-application
Metro’s Nature in Neighborhoods program 
is now accepting pre-applications for 
restoration and enhancement grants. A total 
of $250,000 is available. 

The grants are open to a variety of groups. 
Projects must be within the metro region 
and applicants must match their grant 
request with outside funding, in-kind 
services or volunteer hours.

Pre-applications are due Jan. 16. Selected 
pre-applicants will be asked to submit a 
final application due in March. Funding will 
be announced in May.

Free grant writing workshops are offered. 
To reserve a spot at an upcoming session, 
call Janelle Geddes at 503-797-1550 or 
email geddesj@metro.dst.or.us.

For more information, visit the Metro 
website at www.metro-region.org/nature.

Action scheduled for lake 
oswego to Portland corridor
Metro Council will take public testimony 
and vote on which alternative to forward for 
an Environmental Impact Study to improve 
transportation between Lake Oswego and 
Portland at its Dec. 13 meeting.  

The alternatives recommended for further 
study include: streetcar to Lake Oswego; 
streetcar to the vicinity of SW Nevada Ave. 
with enhanced bus service to Lake Oswego; 
enhanced bus service to Lake Oswego along 
SW Macadam Ave.; and no new transit 
investments.

Contact Karen Withrow, withrowk@metro.
dst.or.us or (503) 797-1932 for further 
information.
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Metro CounCil DistriCt 5 news

Rex Burkholder
December 2007

rex Burkholder 

represents District 

5, which includes 

northwest Portland, 

north Portland, 

northeast Portland, 

downtown Portland, 

a portion of 

southwest Portland 

and a portion of 

southeast Portland.

A message from rex Burkholder

The Challenge of our Generation

While we are faced with many challenges, such as a misguided 
war in Iraq, rising poverty levels in the U.S. and increasingly 
unaffordable health care, arguably the greatest threat we face is 
invisible. Carbon dioxide is an odorless, invisible gas we exhale with 
every breath. But a couple of centuries of using coal, petroleum and 
natural gas to fuel our society have upset the delicate balance of the 
earth’s climate. 

Recent reports from the world’s scientific community tell us we have at most a few short 
decades to reduce our production of CO2 dramatically. The Intergovernmental Panel on 
Climate Change concluded that emissions must be reduced 80 percent by 2050 to avoid 
dramatic consequences of global warming. Here in Oregon, the Governor and State 
legislature responded by setting targets to reduce greenhouse gas emissions to 10 percent 
below 1990 levels by 2020 and to 75 percent below 1990 levels by 2050.

Almost 40 percent of our CO2 emissions come from our cars and trucks. Improvements 
in gas mileage and good land use planning will help a lot  - giving us about a 12 percent 
drop in emissions. However, population growth will erase those gains without further 
action. The good news is that we can improve mobility while reducing CO2 emissions 
(Environmental Defense). Yet this will require us to change some of our expectations 
and behaviors. Cities around the globe are using tolling to reduce traffic congestion 
and reduce emissions as wells as to raise funds to improve alternatives to driving. 
“Congestion pricing” is when road tolls are varied by time of day and location in order to 
reduce congestion at peak hours and free up capacity for freight movement. This typically 
means higher fees at rush hour and lower or no fees at night. For example, Stockholm, 
Sweden saw 25% reduction in traffic, congestion and pollution almost overnight when it 
charged a toll to drive into that city. Revenues generated went to make road, transit and 
cycling improvements. London, Oslo and Singapore also have congestion pricing and are 
seeing similar results. New York City and San Francisco are considering programs. Here 
in the Portland area, the Columbia River Crossing project, if built, would use tolling both 
to pay for the new bridge as well as to increase reliability and reduce congestion. 

In the long run, people must be able get what they need in their own neighborhood, 
and walking and cycling are attractive and realistic options. We know this works: 
in traditional neighborhoods in this region, people drive less than half as much as in 
sprawling neighborhoods built for the car. New developments in Gresham, Hillsboro and 
Milwaukie prove that with the right design, people can and will, and actually prefer, to 
leave their car at home. Metro’s Get Centered program promotes projects that revitalize 
community centers that are vibrant, walkable and sustainable. More on sprawl versus 
compact design and the relationship to climate change can be found at the website of the 
Northwest-based Sightline Institute.
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We also must make sure our streets are safe for all 
people to walk and bike. Schools need to be located 
in neighborhoods, and sidewalks, bike paths and 
bicycle lanes need to be on all streets. It shouldn’t be 
a dangerous adventure to cross the street. 

Part of this region’s response to our generational 
challenge is redesigning our transportation system so 
that people don’t need to drive for everything. We’ve 
been helped by many of you over the last two years 
to answer such questions as “What do we want to 
achieve with our $600 million annual investment?” 
The Regional Transportation Plan now includes 
goals relating to Health, Safety, Environment, 
and Economic Competitiveness and Prosperity, in 
addition to the more traditional goals of Efficient 
Transportation and Increasing Choices. We are 
still not where we need to be to meet Oregon’s 
Greenhouse Reduction goals but we are making 
progress. I believe we can improve mobility, and our 
quality of life, while lessening our impact on this 
special planet we inhabit.

Best of wishes for the New Year!

— Rex Burkholder

2008 nature in neighborhoods restoration 
and enhancement grants open for pre-
application

Metro’s Nature in Neighborhoods program is now 
accepting pre-applications for habitat restoration and 
education grants. A total of $250,000 is available in 
the 2008 grant cycle. Projects chosen for funding will 
enable citizens and communities to enhance water 
quality or wildlife habitat for this generation and those 
to come.

Community groups, businesses, non-profit 
organizations, school groups, neighborhoods, 
government agencies and service groups are eligible 
to apply. Projects must be located within the Metro 
jurisdictional boundary, and applicants match their 
grant request with outside funding, in-kind services or 
volunteer hours. 

Pre-applications are due Jan. 16. After a panel of 
reviewers evaluates the submissions, selected pre-
applicants will submit a final application due in March. 
Projects to receive funding will be announced in May.

Free grant writing workshops are being offered for new 
grant-writers and interested individuals. To reserve 
a spot at an upcoming session, call Janelle Geddes at 
503-797-1550 or email geddesj@metro.dst.or.us.

For more information, visit the Metro website at www.
metro-region.org/nature.

Metro Council appoints Carlotta Collette to 
represent District 2 

The Metro Council unanimously voted to appoint 
Carlotta Collette as Councilor for District 2 at its 
Nov. 6th meeting. Collette replaces Brian Newman 
who resigned in October. Eleven residents of District 2 
applied for the open position. 

Following the vote, Collette formally resigned her 
position on the Milwaukie City Council to which she 
was elected in 2004. She was also appointed in 2005 
and elected in 2006 to the Clackamas Community 
College Board of Education, of which she currently 
serves as vice-chair. Collette has managed her own 
communications consulting business and worked for 
14 years on the staff of the Northwest Power Planning 
Council. 

District 2 covers most of urban Clackamas County, 
including the cities of Gladstone, Johnson City, Lake 
Oswego, Milwaukie, Oregon City, Rivergrove and West 
Linn. It also includes a portion of Southwest Portland 
in Multnomah County.

Collette’s appointment will run through Jan. 5, 2009. 

Metro Council action scheduled on 
transportation improvement options for 
lake oswego to Portland corridor

The Metro Council will take public testimony and vote 
on which alternative to forward for an Environmental 
Impact Study aimed at improving transportation 
between Lake Oswego and Portland at its Dec. 13 
meeting.

The alternatives recommended for further study 
include: streetcar to Lake Oswego; streetcar to the 
vicinity of SW Nevada Ave. with enhanced bus 
service to Lake Oswego; enhanced bus service to Lake 
Oswego along SW Macadam Ave.; and no new transit 
investments.

If you have questions about the schedule or decision-
making process, please contact Karen Withrow at 
withrowk@metro.dst.or.us or call 503-797-1932.
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contact information
Address 600 NE Grand Ave.
 Portland, OR 97232
Phone 503-797-1546
Fax 503-797-1793
E-Mail burkholderr@metro.dst.or.us

Assistant Kathryn Sofich
Phone 503-797-1941
E-Mail sofichk@metro.dst.or.us

Web www.metro-region.org

Metro-supported projects receive 
awards 

In September, two of Metro’s Transit 
Oriented Development (TOD) and Centers 
Program projects received recognition - 
The Crossings at Gresham Station and 
North Main Village in historic downtown 
Milwaukie.

Multi-Housing, a national publication 
focusing on news and analysis of events 
related to the multi-housing industry, 
chose The Crossings at Gresham Station 
as the 2007 Annual Design Excellence 
winner for Transit-Oriented Design. The 
Crossings combines retail, residential and 
office activities to create a high-density and 
mixed-use community. Located near the 
Gresham Civic Station light rail station, the 
development encourages the use of transit 
and promotes urban living. 

The Oregon Downtown Development 
Association selected North Main Village 
as the 2007 Pioneering Award winner in 
its Physical Improvements category. The 
project, which features a rain garden and 
landscape features to manage storm water, 
has brought town homes, condominiums, 
apartments and commercial/retail space to 
downtown Milwaukie.

Metro’s TOD and centers program provides 
public investment, vision and technical 
expertise to assist developers in building 
urban and pedestrian focused environments 
in our communities. Such development 
results in communities with higher 
percentages of transit use, walking and 
biking, and lower percentages of automobile 
use - modeling Metro’s 2040 Growth 
Concept by helping the region to grow up 
rather than out as a way to preserve farm 
and forest land.
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