
	  

December	  9,	  2014	  

Public	  comment	  report	  

A	  report	  documenting	  the	  Climate	  Smart	  Communities	  
Scenarios	  Project	  public	  comment	  period	  held	  from	  Sept.	  15	  to	  
Oct.	  30,	  2014	  
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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	  sustainable	  transportation	  and	  living	  choices	  for	  people	  and	  businesses	  in	  the	  
region.	  Voters	  have	  asked	  Metro	  to	  help	  with	  the	  challenges	  and	  opportunities	  that	  affect	  the	  25	  cities	  
and	  three	  counties	  in	  the	  Portland	  metropolitan	  region.	  	  

	  A	  regional	  approach	  simply	  makes	  sense	  when	  it	  comes	  to	  providing	  services,	  operating	  venues	  and	  
making	  decisions	  about	  how	  the	  region	  grows.	  Metro	  works	  with	  communities	  to	  support	  a	  resilient	  
economy,	  keep	  nature	  close	  by	  and	  respond	  to	  a	  changing	  climate.	  Together	  we’re	  making	  a	  great	  place,	  
now	  and	  for	  generations	  to	  come.	  
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Metro	  respects	  civil	  rights	  
Metro	  fully	  complies	  with	  Title	  VI	  of	  the	  Civil	  Rights	  Act	  of	  1964	  and	  related	  statutes	  that	  ban	  
discrimination.	  If	  any	  person	  believes	  they	  have	  been	  discriminated	  against	  regarding	  the	  receipt	  of	  
benefits	  or	  services	  because	  of	  race,	  color,	  national	  origin,	  sex,	  age	  or	  disability,	  they	  have	  the	  right	  to	  
file	  a	  complaint	  with	  Metro.	  For	  information	  on	  Metro’s	  civil	  rights	  program,	  or	  to	  obtain	  a	  
discrimination	  complaint	  form,	  visit	  www.oregonmetro.gov/civilrights	  or	  call	  503-‐797-‐1536.	  	  

Metro	  provides	  services	  or	  accommodations	  upon	  request	  to	  persons	  with	  disabilities	  and	  people	  who	  
need	  an	  interpreter	  at	  public	  meetings.	  If	  you	  need	  a	  sign	  language	  interpreter,	  communication	  aid	  or	  
language	  assistance,	  call	  503-‐797-‐1700	  or	  TDD/TTY	  503-‐797-‐1804	  (8	  a.m.	  to	  5	  p.m.	  weekdays)	  5	  business	  
days	  before	  the	  meeting.	  All	  Metro	  meetings	  are	  wheelchair	  accessible.	  For	  up-‐to-‐date	  public	  
transportation	  information,	  visit	  TriMet’s	  website	  at	  www.trimet.org.	  	  

08	  Fall	  

Visit	  the	  project	  website	  for	  more	  information	  about	  the	  Climate	  Smart	  Communities	  Scenarios	  
Project	  at	  www.oregonmetro.gov/climatescenarios.	  
	  
The	  preparation	  of	  this	  report	  was	  partially	  financed	  by	  the	  Oregon	  Department	  of	  Transportation	  
and	  U.S.	  Department	  of	  Transportation.	  The	  contents	  of	  this	  report	  do	  not	  necessarily	  reflect	  the	  
views	  or	  policies	  of	  the	  State	  of	  Oregon	  or	  U.S.	  Department	  of	  Transportation.	  
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Executive	  summary	  
Overview	  of	  Climate	  Smart	  Communities	  
Scenarios	  Project	  

In	  2009,	  the	  Oregon	  Legislature	  required	  
Metro	  to	  develop	  and	  implement	  a	  strategy	  to	  
reduce	  the	  region's	  per	  capita	  greenhouse	  gas	  
emissions	  from	  cars	  and	  light	  trucks	  by	  2035.	  

Over	  the	  last	  four	  years,	  the	  Climate	  Smart	  
Communities	  Scenarios	  Project	  has	  engaged	  
community,	  business,	  public	  health	  and	  
elected	  leaders	  to	  shape	  a	  draft	  Climate	  Smart	  
Strategy	  that	  supports	  local	  plans	  for	  
downtowns,	  main	  streets	  and	  employment	  
areas;	  protects	  farms,	  forestland,	  and	  natural	  
areas;	  creates	  healthy	  and	  equitable	  
communities;	  increases	  travel	  options;	  and	  
grows	  the	  economy	  while	  reducing	  
greenhouse	  gas	  emissions.	  

The	  project	  launched	  its	  final	  public	  
engagement	  activity	  in	  the	  fall	  of	  2014	  to	  
collect	  input	  and	  comments	  from	  
stakeholders	  and	  the	  interested	  public	  to	  be	  
shared	  with	  policymakers	  as	  they	  develop	  
their	  final	  recommendation	  to	  the	  Metro	  
Council	  on	  the	  draft	  strategy.	  The	  results	  of	  
that	  input	  are	  summarized	  in	  this	  report.	  	  

Public	  comment	  period	  

The	  Climate	  Smart	  Communities	  Scenarios	  
Project	  held	  a	  public	  comment	  period	  on	  the	  
draft	  Climate	  Smart	  Strategy	  from	  Sept.	  15	  to	  
Oct.	  30,	  2014.	  There	  were	  several	  options	  
provided	  for	  the	  public	  and	  stakeholders	  to	  
weigh	  in:	  by	  sending	  an	  email	  message	  or	  
formal	  letter,	  taking	  an	  online	  survey,	  
attending	  a	  community	  leaders	  meeting,	  and	  
providing	  public	  testimony.	  Over	  the	  45-‐day	  
period	  in	  September	  and	  October,	  thousands	  
of	  the	  region's	  residents	  shared	  their	  
thoughts	  on	  the	  draft	  Climate	  Smart	  Strategy.	  

	  
	  

Direct	  responses	  to	  the	  draft	  strategy	  

For	  those	  interested	  in	  reviewing	  and	  
providing	  detailed	  feedback	  on	  the	  specific	  
components	  of	  the	  draft	  Climate	  Smart	  
Strategy,	  the	  following	  public	  review	  
documents	  were	  posted	  to	  the	  project	  
website	  at	  oregonmetro.gov/draftapproach:	  

• overview	  of	  the	  draft	  strategy	  
• key	  results	  from	  the	  draft	  strategy	  
• draft	  Regional	  Framework	  Plan	  

amendments	  
• draft	  toolbox	  of	  possible	  actions	  	  
• draft	  performance	  monitoring	  approach.	  

Metro	  received	  90	  letters	  and	  emails	  from	  
local	  governments,	  community-‐based	  
organizations	  and	  individuals.	  	  

Responses	  to	  the	  online	  survey	  

To	  reach	  a	  wider	  audience	  across	  the	  region,	  
Metro	  commissioned	  Pivot	  Group,	  LLC,	  to	  
create	  an	  online	  survey	  to	  gather	  feedback	  on	  
seven	  of	  10	  Climate	  Smart	  policy	  areas.	  The	  
survey	  was	  hosted	  at	  makeagreatplace.org.	  
Metro	  received	  2,347	  survey	  responses.	  	  

For	  each	  policy	  area,	  respondents	  were	  asked	  
if	  they	  support	  more	  investment	  in	  area	  and	  
what	  should	  be	  considered	  as	  communities	  
and	  the	  region	  implement	  each	  of	  the	  policies.	  
Of	  respondents	  to	  these	  questions:	  	  

1. 83	  percent	  supported	  more	  investment	  in	  
making	  transit	  convenient,	  frequent,	  
accessible	  and	  affordable.	  Top	  requests	  
for	  things	  to	  consider	  included:	  

o provide	  more	  frequent,	  reliable	  
transit	  service	  to	  reduce	  travel	  times	  

o expand	  the	  transit	  network	  to	  provide	  
greater	  access	  to	  transit	  stops	  
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o improve	  safety	  and	  access	  at	  station	  
locations.	  	  

2. 83	  percent	  supported	  more	  investment	  in	  
making	  biking	  and	  walking	  safe	  and	  
convenient.	  Top	  requests	  for	  things	  to	  
consider	  included:	  

o invest	  in	  a	  comprehensive	  system	  of	  
sidewalks	  and	  bike	  lanes	  

o separate	  modes	  for	  safety	  
o focus	  on	  safety	  for	  walkers	  and	  bikers	  

–	  and	  drivers	  too.	  	  

3. 76	  percent	  supported	  more	  investment	  in	  
making	  streets	  and	  highways	  safe,	  
reliable	  and	  connected.	  Top	  requests	  for	  
things	  to	  consider	  included:	  

o prioritize	  investing	  in	  safety	  for	  all	  
modes	  

o focus	  on	  maintaining	  and	  repairing	  
existing	  roads,	  highways	  and	  bridges	  

o prioritize	  improvements	  to	  vehicular	  
travel	  over	  other	  modes	  to	  help	  
reduce	  congestion.	  	  

4. 85	  percent	  supported	  more	  investment	  in	  
technology	  to	  actively	  manage	  the	  
transportation	  system.	  Top	  requests	  for	  
things	  to	  consider	  included:	  
o prioritize	  investments	  that	  improve	  

traffic	  flow	  
o make	  sure	  it	  is	  cost	  effective	  
o don't	  prioritize	  technology.	  

5. 68	  percent	  supported	  more	  investment	  in	  
providing	  information	  and	  incentives	  to	  
expand	  the	  use	  of	  travel	  options.	  Top	  
considerations	  recommended	  included:	  

o there	  is	  already	  enough	  information	  
available	  about	  travel	  options	  

o it	  is	  more	  important	  to	  fund	  system	  
improvements	  than	  to	  spend	  money	  
on	  education	  and	  marketing	  

o invest	  in	  educating	  travelers	  about	  
non-‐single	  occupancy	  vehicle	  options.	  

6. 72	  percent	  supported	  implementation	  of	  
policies	  to	  manage	  parking	  to	  make	  
efficient	  use	  of	  land	  and	  parking	  spaces.	  
Top	  requests	  for	  things	  to	  consider	  
included:	  

o provide	  more	  parking,	  free	  parking	  
and	  fewer	  parking	  meters	  

o increase	  cost	  of	  parking	  and	  remove	  
on-‐street	  parking	  

o provide	  more	  park	  and	  ride	  lots	  and	  
parking	  management	  tools	  that	  
support	  non-‐single	  occupancy	  vehicle	  
modes.	  

7. 	  83	  percent	  supported	  more	  investment	  
in	  the	  maintenance	  of	  existing	  
transportation	  infrastructure	  and	  new	  
improvements	  to	  accommodate	  a	  growing	  
region.	  Top	  requests	  for	  things	  to	  
consider	  included:	  

o use	  funding	  efficiently	  and	  ensure	  
that	  users	  pay	  for	  the	  transportation	  
they	  use	  in	  a	  fair	  way	  

o prioritize	  maintenance	  and	  widening	  
of	  roads	  to	  make	  auto	  travel	  efficient	  

o prioritize	  investment	  in	  transit.	  	  

Verbatim	  responses	  to	  the	  survey	  are	  
available	  in	  Appendix	  H	  and	  Appendix	  G	  to	  
this	  report.	  

Community	  leaders	  meeting	  

Metro	  brought	  together	  community	  leaders	  
working	  on	  issues	  related	  to	  equity,	  
environment,	  public	  health,	  housing,	  and	  
transportation	  to	  discuss	  the	  draft	  Climate	  
Smart	  Strategy	  and	  implementation	  
recommendations.	  The	  meeting	  called	  on	  
community	  leaders	  that	  had	  been	  involved	  
over	  the	  last	  three	  years	  in	  other	  Climate	  
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Smart	  engagement	  activities.	  The	  meeting	  
provided	  opportunities	  for	  community	  
leaders	  to:	  

• learn	  about	  the	  key	  elements	  
recommended	  in	  the	  draft	  Climate	  Smart	  
Strategy	  and	  the	  benefits	  and	  costs	  that	  
are	  expected	  with	  implementation	  by	  
2035	  

• discuss,	  ask	  questions	  and	  provide	  
feedback	  on	  the	  draft	  strategy	  and	  
implementation	  recommendations	  	  

• understand	  opportunities	  to	  provide	  
additional	  feedback	  as	  part	  of	  the	  public	  
comment	  period	  and	  how	  input	  will	  be	  
used	  to	  inform	  the	  Climate	  Smart	  Strategy	  
and	  implementation	  recommendations	  
considered	  by	  the	  Metro	  Council	  in	  
December.	  

A	  more	  detailed	  summary	  of	  the	  meeting	  is	  
available	  in	  Appendix	  B	  to	  this	  report.	  

Public	  testimony,	  comment	  letters	  and	  
emails	  

Metro	  received	  90	  letters	  and	  emails	  during	  
the	  comment	  period.	  An	  opportunity	  to	  give	  
public	  testimony	  was	  provided	  at	  a	  public	  
hearing	  held	  Thursday,	  Oct.	  30,	  2014,	  at	  the	  
Metro	  Regional	  Center.	  Seven	  individuals	  
representing	  community	  organizations	  and	  a	  
local	  jurisdiction	  provided	  testimony	  that	  
supported	  the	  formal	  position	  letters	  they	  
submitted	  during	  the	  public	  comment	  period.	  
The	  letters	  and	  emails	  submitted	  during	  the	  
comment	  period	  are	  available	  in	  Appendix	  C	  
and	  Appendix	  D	  to	  this	  report.	  	  

Staff	  recommendations	  	  

Comments	  specific	  to	  the	  posted	  public	  
review	  documents	  are	  included	  in	  the	  
Summary	  of	  Recommended	  Changes	  table	  
available	  in	  Appendix	  F	  to	  this	  report.	  The	  
summary	  provides	  the	  comments,	  staff	  

responses	  and	  recommendations	  for	  changes	  
to	  the	  draft	  strategy,	  Regional	  Framework	  
Plan	  amendments,	  toolbox	  of	  possible	  actions,	  
and	  performance	  monitoring	  approach.	  These	  
recommendations	  will	  be	  deliberated	  by	  
Metro	  advisory	  committees	  and	  the	  Metro	  
Council	  for	  action	  before	  the	  end	  of	  the	  year.	  	  

Comments	  received	  during	  this	  period	  
specific	  to	  implementation	  efforts	  will	  inform	  
existing	  regional	  planning	  and	  decision-‐
making	  processes,	  including	  Regional	  
Transportation	  Plan	  updates,	  Regional	  
Flexible	  Funds	  allocation	  processes,	  growth	  
management	  decisions	  and	  corridor	  planning,	  
as	  well	  as	  local	  and	  state	  planning	  and	  
decision-‐making	  processes.	  	  

Project	  staff	  expects	  to	  provide	  more	  detailed	  
information	  gathered	  during	  this	  comment	  
period	  in	  spring	  2015	  to	  other	  Metro	  staff	  as	  
well	  as	  city,	  county	  and	  regional	  agency	  staff	  
and	  policymakers	  to	  further	  inform	  these	  
implementation	  efforts.	  	  
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Project	  background	  
The	  Climate	  Smart	  Communities	  Scenarios	  
Project	  responds	  to	  a	  2009	  mandate	  from	  the	  
Oregon	  Legislature	  for	  Metro	  to	  develop	  and	  
implement	  a	  strategy	  to	  reduce	  per	  capita	  
greenhouse	  gas	  emissions	  from	  cars	  and	  
small	  trucks	  by	  20	  percent	  below	  2005	  levels	  
by	  2035.	  The	  project	  has	  engaged	  community,	  
business,	  public	  health	  and	  elected	  leaders	  in	  
a	  discussion	  to	  shape	  the	  Climate	  Smart	  
Strategy	  that	  accommodates	  expected	  
growth,	  exceeds	  the	  state	  mandate,	  and	  
supports	  local	  and	  regional	  plans	  for	  
downtowns,	  main	  streets	  and	  employment	  
areas.	  	  

Working	  together	  over	  the	  last	  four	  years,	  
community,	  business	  and	  elected	  leaders	  
have	  been	  shaping	  a	  strategy	  to	  meet	  the	  
state	  goal	  while	  creating	  healthy	  and	  
equitable	  communities	  and	  a	  strong	  economy.	  	  

Phase	  1:	  Understanding	  our	  land	  use	  and	  
transportation	  choices	  (January	  2011	  to	  
January	  2012)	  

Phase	  1	  consisted	  of	  testing	  strategies	  on	  a	  
regional	  level	  to	  understand	  which	  strategies	  
can	  most	  effectively	  help	  the	  region	  meet	  the	  
state	  greenhouse	  gas	  emissions	  reduction	  
mandate.	  A	  strategy	  toolbox	  was	  developed	  to	  
provide	  a	  comprehensive	  review	  of	  the	  latest	  
research	  on	  greenhouse	  gas	  reduction	  
strategies	  and	  their	  potential	  effectiveness	  
and	  benefits.	  Staff	  also	  engaged	  public	  
officials,	  community	  and	  business	  leaders,	  
community	  groups	  and	  government	  staff	  
through	  two	  regional	  summits,	  31	  
stakeholder	  interviews	  and	  public	  opinion	  
research.	  	  
	  
The	  Phase	  1	  findings	  indicated	  that	  current	  
adopted	  plans	  and	  policies	  –	  if	  realized	  –	  

along	  with	  state	  assumptions	  related	  to	  
advancements	  in	  cleaner,	  low	  carbon	  fuels	  
and	  more	  fuel-‐efficient	  vehicle	  technologies,	  
including	  electric	  and	  other	  alternative	  fuel	  
vehicles,	  provide	  a	  strong	  foundation	  for	  
meeting	  the	  state	  target.	  	  

Although	  current	  plans	  move	  the	  region	  in	  
the	  right	  direction,	  current	  funding	  is	  not	  
sufficient	  to	  implement	  adopted	  local	  and	  
regional	  plans.	  As	  a	  result,	  the	  region	  
concluded	  that	  a	  key	  to	  meeting	  the	  target	  
would	  be	  a	  collaborative	  effort	  of	  city,	  county,	  
state	  and	  regional	  governmental	  agencies	  to	  
develop	  public	  and	  private	  partnerships	  to	  
invest	  in	  communities	  in	  ways	  that	  support	  
adopted	  local	  and	  regional	  plans	  and	  reduce	  
greenhouse	  gas	  emissions.	  

Phase	  2:	  Shaping	  our	  land	  use	  and	  
transportation	  choices	  (January	  2012	  to	  
October	  2013)	  

Phase	  2	  focused	  on	  shaping	  and	  evaluating	  
future	  choices	  for	  supporting	  community	  
visions	  and	  meeting	  the	  state	  greenhouse	  gas	  
emissions	  reduction	  target.	  Metro	  conducted	  
a	  sensitivity	  analysis	  of	  the	  policy	  areas	  
tested	  during	  Phase	  1	  to	  better	  understand	  
the	  greenhouse	  gas	  emissions	  reduction	  
potential	  of	  individual	  strategies	  within	  each	  
policy	  area.	  	  
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Metro	  undertook	  an	  extensive	  consultation	  
process	  by	  sharing	  the	  Phase	  1	  findings	  with	  
cities,	  counties,	  county-‐level	  coordinating	  
committees,	  regional	  advisory	  committees	  
and	  state	  commissions.	  As	  a	  part	  of	  this	  
process,	  Metro	  regularly	  convened	  a	  local	  
government	  staff	  technical	  work	  group	  
throughout	  2012	  and	  2013.	  The	  work	  group	  
provided	  technical	  advice	  to	  Metro	  staff,	  and	  
assistance	  with	  engaging	  local	  government	  
officials	  and	  senior	  staff.	  	  

In	  addition,	  Metro	  convened	  workshops	  with	  
community	  leaders	  working	  to	  advance	  
public	  health,	  social	  equity,	  environmental	  
justice	  and	  environmental	  protection	  in	  the	  
region.	  A	  series	  of	  discussion	  groups	  were	  
held	  in	  partnership	  with	  developers	  and	  
business	  associations	  across	  the	  region.	  More	  
than	  100	  community	  and	  business	  leaders	  
participated	  in	  the	  workshops	  and	  discussion	  
groups	  from	  summer	  2012	  to	  winter	  2013.	  	  

A	  set	  of	  criteria	  were	  developed	  through	  the	  
Phase	  2	  engagement	  process	  that	  would	  be	  
used	  to	  evaluate	  and	  compare	  three	  scenarios	  
considering	  costs	  and	  benefits	  across	  public	  
health,	  environmental,	  economic	  and	  social	  
equity	  outcomes.	  	  

Phase	  3:	  Development	  and	  selection	  of	  a	  
preferred	  land	  use	  and	  transportation	  
scenario	  (October	  2013	  to	  December	  2014)	  

Phase	  3,	  the	  final	  phase	  of	  the	  process	  began	  
in	  October	  2013	  with	  release	  of	  the	  Phase	  2	  
analysis	  results.	  The	  results	  demonstrated	  
that	  implementation	  of	  the	  2040	  Growth	  
Concept	  and	  locally-‐adopted	  zoning,	  land	  use	  
and	  transportation	  plans	  and	  policies	  would	  
make	  the	  state-‐mandated	  greenhouse	  gas	  
emissions	  reduction	  target	  achievable	  –	  if	  the	  
region	  is	  able	  to	  make	  the	  investments	  and	  

take	  the	  actions	  needed	  to	  implement	  those	  
plans.	  	  

In	  February	  2014,	  the	  Metropolitan	  Policy	  
Advisory	  Committee	  (MPAC)	  and	  the	  Joint	  
Policy	  Advisory	  Committee	  on	  Transportation	  
(JPACT)	  approved	  moving	  forward	  to	  shape	  
and	  recommend	  a	  Climate	  Smart	  Strategy	  for	  
the	  Metro	  Council	  to	  adopt	  by	  the	  end	  of	  
2014.	  As	  recommended	  by	  both	  policy	  
committees,	  development	  of	  the	  key	  
components	  of	  the	  Climate	  Smart	  Strategy	  
began	  with	  the	  adopted	  2040	  Growth	  
Concept,	  the	  2014	  Regional	  Transportation	  
Plan	  (RTP)	  and	  the	  adopted	  plans	  of	  the	  
region’s	  cities	  and	  counties	  including	  local	  
zoning,	  capital	  improvement,	  comprehensive	  
and	  transportation	  system	  plans.	  During	  this	  
time,	  the	  RTP	  was	  in	  the	  process	  of	  being	  
updated	  to	  reflect	  changes	  to	  local,	  regional	  
and	  state	  investment	  priorities,	  which	  
differed	  from	  what	  was	  studied	  in	  during	  
Phase	  2.	  

From	  January	  to	  April	  2014,	  Metro	  facilitated	  
a	  Community	  Choices	  discussion	  to	  explore	  
policy	  priorities	  and	  possible	  trade	  offs.	  The	  
activities	  built	  upon	  earlier	  public	  
engagement	  to	  solicit	  feedback	  from	  public	  
officials,	  business	  and	  community	  leaders,	  
interested	  members	  of	  the	  public	  and	  other	  
identified	  audiences.	  Interviews,	  discussion	  
groups	  and	  statistically	  valid	  public	  opinion	  
research	  were	  used	  to	  gather	  input	  that	  was	  
presented	  at	  a	  joint	  meeting	  of	  MPAC	  and	  
JPACT	  on	  April	  11,	  2014.	  In	  addition,	  more	  
detailed	  information	  about	  the	  policy	  areas	  
under	  consideration	  was	  provided	  in	  a	  
discussion	  guide,	  including	  estimated	  costs,	  
potential	  benefits	  and	  impacts,	  and	  a	  
comparison	  of	  the	  relative	  climate	  benefits	  
and	  cost	  of	  six	  policy	  areas:	  

• make	  transit	  convenient,	  frequent,	  
accessible	  and	  affordable	  
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• use	  technology	  to	  actively	  manage	  the	  
transportation	  system	  

• provide	  information	  and	  incentives	  to	  
expand	  the	  use	  of	  travel	  options	  

• make	  biking	  and	  walking	  safe	  and	  
convenient	  

• make	  streets	  and	  highways	  safe,	  reliable	  
and	  connected	  

• manage	  parking	  to	  make	  efficient	  use	  of	  
land	  and	  parking	  spaces.	  

Between	  April	  11	  and	  May	  30,	  the	  Metro	  
Council	  and	  staff	  engaged	  local	  governments	  
and	  other	  stakeholders	  on	  the	  results	  of	  the	  
joint	  MPAC	  and	  JPACT	  meeting,	  primarily	  
through	  the	  county-‐level	  coordinating	  
committees	  and	  regional	  technical	  and	  policy	  
advisory	  committees.	  On	  May	  30,	  another	  
joint	  meeting	  of	  the	  MPAC	  and	  JPACT	  was	  
held	  to	  review	  additional	  cost	  information,	  
public	  input	  and	  recommendations	  from	  
technical	  advisory	  committees	  on	  a	  draft	  
strategy	  for	  testing.	  

Metro	  staff	  worked	  with	  the	  project’s	  
technical	  work	  group	  over	  the	  summer	  to	  
develop	  modeling	  assumptions	  to	  reflect	  the	  
draft	  strategy.	  Metro	  completed	  the	  
evaluation	  in	  August,	  2014.	  Analysis	  showed	  
the	  draft	  strategy,	  if	  implemented,	  achieves	  a	  
29	  percent	  per	  capita	  reduction	  in	  
greenhouse	  gas	  emissions	  and	  delivers	  
significant	  environmental	  and	  economic	  
benefits	  to	  communities	  and	  the	  region,	  
including:	  

• less	  air	  pollution	  and	  run-‐off	  of	  vehicle	  
fluids,	  reducing	  environmental	  costs	  and	  
helping	  save	  money	  that	  can	  be	  spent	  on	  
other	  priorities	  

• less	  time	  spent	  in	  traffic	  and	  reduced	  
delay	  on	  the	  system,	  saving	  businesses	  
money,	  supporting	  job	  creation,	  and	  
promoting	  the	  efficient	  movement	  of	  
goods	  and	  a	  strong	  regional	  economy	  

• household	  savings	  by	  driving	  more	  fuel-‐
efficient	  vehicles	  fewer	  miles	  and	  walking,	  
biking	  and	  using	  transit	  more	  

• household	  savings	  for	  vehicle	  travel,	  
helping	  household	  budgets	  and	  allowing	  
people	  to	  spend	  money	  on	  other	  
priorities;	  this	  is	  particularly	  important	  
for	  households	  of	  modest	  means.	  

After	  a	  four-‐year	  collaborative	  process	  
informed	  by	  research,	  analysis,	  community	  
engagement	  and	  discussion,	  community,	  
business	  and	  elected	  leaders	  shaped	  a	  draft	  
Climate	  Smart	  Strategy	  that	  exceeds	  the	  state	  
mandate	  and	  supports	  the	  plans	  and	  visions	  
that	  have	  already	  been	  adopted	  by	  
communities	  and	  the	  region	  

On	  Sept.15,	  2014,	  Metro	  staff	  launched	  an	  
online	  survey	  and	  released	  the	  results	  of	  the	  
analysis	  and	  the	  draft	  strategy	  and	  
implementation	  recommendation	  for	  review	  
and	  comment	  through	  Oct.	  30,	  2014.	  

Discussion	  guide	  for	  policymakers	  	  
The	  guide	  summarized	  the	  results	  of	  the	  Phase	  2	  
analysis	  and	  public	  input	  received	  through	  the	  
Community	  Choices	  engagement	  activities.	  
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Summary	  of	  engagement	  
Promotiony	  
The	  fall	  public	  comment	  period	  for	  the	  
Climate	  Smart	  Communities	  Scenarios	  Project	  
was	  promoted	  through	  postings	  on	  the	  Metro	  
newsfeed	  and	  project	  website	  and	  email	  
notification	  to	  the	  Opt	  In	  panel	  (an	  online	  
opinion	  panel),	  Climate	  Smart	  Communities	  
Scenarios	  Project	  interested	  persons	  list	  
(700+	  subscribers),	  and	  the	  Metro	  planning	  
department’s	  ePlanning	  news	  list	  (3,000+	  
subscribers).	  Notices	  were	  also	  disseminated	  
through	  the	  Office	  of	  Neighborhood	  
involvement	  (2,000	  subscribers),	  Washington	  
County	  community	  planning	  organizations	  
system	  (17,000+	  subscribers),	  Clackamas	  
County	  citizen	  participation	  organizations	  
system	  (200+	  subscribers),	  Multnomah	  
County	  Office	  of	  Citizen	  Involvement,	  and	  
Metro's	  Public	  Engagement	  Network.	  Ads	  
were	  placed	  in	  the	  Beaverton	  Valley	  Times,	  
Gresham	  Outlook	  and	  Portland	  Observer.	  
Personalized	  email	  notices	  were	  sent	  to	  
planning	  staff	  at	  all	  city	  and	  county	  
jurisdictions	  as	  well	  as	  TriMet,	  Oregon	  
Department	  of	  Transportation,	  the	  Port	  of	  
Portland	  and	  The	  South	  Metro	  Area	  Regional	  
Transit	  (SMART).	  

Copies	  of	  the	  public	  comment	  period	  notices,	  
ads,	  emails	  and	  promotions	  by	  other	  
organizations	  are	  available	  in	  Appendix	  A	  to	  
this	  report.	  

Participants	  in	  the	  community	  leaders	  
meeting,	  addressed	  below,	  were	  asked	  to	  
communicate	  knowledge	  of	  draft	  strategy	  to	  
their	  networks	  to	  encourage	  participation	  in	  
public	  comment	  period.	  This	  was	  especially	  
important	  to	  project	  staff	  to	  encourage	  
participation	  by	  historically	  under-‐	  
represented	  populations.	  	  

Outreach	  elements	  

During	  the	  Sept.	  15	  through	  Oct.	  30	  comment	  
period,	  Metro	  received	  comments	  by	  email	  
message,	  formal	  letter,	  an	  online	  survey,	  a	  
community	  leaders	  meeting,	  and	  through	  
public	  testimony.	  	  

Opportunity	  to	  offer	  detailed	  comments	  
on	  the	  draft	  strategy	  

For	  those	  to	  review	  and	  provide	  detailed	  
feedback	  on	  the	  components	  of	  the	  draft	  
Climate	  Smart	  Strategy,	  the	  following	  public	  
review	  documents	  were	  posted	  to	  the	  project	  
website	  at	  oregonmetro.gov/draftapproach:	  

• overview	  of	  the	  draft	  strategy	  
• key	  results	  from	  the	  draft	  strategy	  
• draft	  Regional	  Framework	  Plan	  

amendments	  
• draft	  toolbox	  of	  possible	  actions	  	  
• draft	  performance	  monitoring	  approach.	  

Metro	  received	  90	  letters	  and	  emails	  in	  
response	  to	  these	  documents,	  including	  
comments	  from:	  

• 1000	  Friends	  of	  Oregon	  
• Bicycle	  Transportation	  Alliance	  
• Citizens'	  Climate	  Lobby	  
• City	  of	  Happy	  Valley	  	  
• City	  of	  Hillsboro	  
• City	  of	  Wilsonville	  
• Clackamas	  County	  Board	  of	  

Commissioners	  
• Coalition	  for	  a	  Livable	  Future	  
• Drive	  Oregon	  
• Oregon	  Health	  Authority	  
• Oregon	  Environmental	  Council	  
• Safe	  Routes	  to	  School	  National	  

Partnership	  
• Transportation	  Justice	  Alliance	  
• Urban	  Greenspaces	  Institute	  
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The	  letters	  and	  emails	  are	  available	  in	  
Appendix	  C	  and	  Appendix	  D	  to	  this	  report.	  

Online	  survey	  

To	  hear	  from	  a	  wider	  audience,	  Metro	  
commissioned	  Pivot	  Group,	  LLC	  to	  create	  an	  
online	  survey	  to	  gather	  feedback	  on	  seven	  of	  
the	  10	  Climate	  Smart	  policy	  areas.	  Since	  prior	  
work	  with	  stakeholders	  through	  public	  
engagement	  in	  the	  spring	  of	  2014	  prioritized	  
the	  policy	  areas	  to	  be	  addressed	  in	  the	  
strategy,	  the	  goal	  of	  the	  fall	  survey	  was	  
twofold:	  to	  assess	  the	  sentiment	  of	  the	  region	  
on	  investment	  levels	  for	  each	  policy	  area	  by	  
asking,	  “Should	  your	  community	  and	  our	  
region	  invest	  more	  in…”	  and	  to	  inform	  the	  
work	  ahead	  by	  asking,	  “What	  should	  be	  
considered	  when	  implementing	  this	  policy	  
area?”	  	  

The	  results	  on	  levels	  of	  investments	  confirm	  
the	  prioritization	  that	  emerged	  in	  the	  spring	  
and	  provide	  a	  rich	  body	  of	  suggestions	  as	  
regional,	  county	  and	  city	  staff	  and	  policy-‐
makers	  look	  toward	  implementation	  in	  2015	  
and	  beyond.	  

To	  encourage	  participation	  and	  provide	  
policymakers	  valuable	  feedback,	  the	  survey	  
was	  designed	  to:	  

• allow	  people	  to	  respond	  from	  their	  
experiential	  knowledge	  instead	  of	  
needing	  to	  review	  paragraphs	  of	  
explanation	  about	  the	  plan	  and	  process	  
before	  answering	  questions	  	  

• be	  short	  enough	  for	  folks	  to	  want	  to	  
complete	  the	  survey	  

• ask	  questions	  where	  the	  input	  received	  
can	  be	  used	  to	  inform	  decisions	  on	  the	  
table.	  

Metro	  received	  2,347	  responses	  to	  the	  
survey.	  In	  comparison,	  similar	  outreach	  in	  
spring	  2014	  garnered	  1,225	  responses	  to	  its	  

online	  survey.	  	  Verbatim	  responses	  to	  the	  
online	  survey	  are	  available	  in	  Appendix	  H	  and	  
Appendix	  G	  to	  this	  report.	  

Community	  leaders	  meeting	  

As	  part	  of	  the	  public	  comment	  period	  and	  
ongoing	  efforts	  to	  ensure	  community	  
members	  have	  meaningful	  opportunities	  to	  
inform	  the	  regional	  decision-‐making	  process,	  
Metro	  convened	  community	  leaders	  working	  
on	  issues	  related	  to	  equity,	  environment,	  
public	  health,	  housing	  and	  transportation	  to	  
discuss	  the	  draft	  Climate	  Smart	  Strategy	  and	  
implementation	  recommendations	  for	  
reducing	  greenhouse	  gas	  emissions	  and	  
creating	  great	  communities.	  

The	  Oct.	  1	  meeting	  brought	  together	  
community	  leaders	  who	  have	  been	  involved	  
in	  past	  Climate	  Smart	  Communities	  Scenarios	  
Project	  engagement	  activities,	  and	  provided	  
an	  opportunity	  for	  participants	  to	  ask	  
questions	  and	  provide	  direct	  input	  on	  the	  
draft	  strategy	  and	  implementation	  
recommendations.	  The	  meeting	  also	  served	  
to	  activate	  the	  community	  leaders	  to	  share	  
knowledge	  of	  draft	  strategy	  to	  their	  networks	  
to	  encourage	  participation	  in	  public	  comment	  
period.	  

Meeting	  participants:	  	  

• Samuel	  Diaz,	  1000	  Friends	  of	  Oregon	  
• Chris	  Hagerbaumer,	  Oregon	  

Environmental	  Council	  
• Andrea	  Hamburg,	  Oregon	  Health	  

Authority	  
• Duncan	  Hwang,	  Asian	  Pacific	  American	  

Network	  of	  Oregon	  
• Nicole	  Iroz-‐Elardo,	  Oregon	  Health	  

Authority	  
• Lisa	  Frank,	  Bicycle	  Transportation	  

Alliance	  
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• Jared	  Franz,	  OPAL	  Environmental	  Justice	  
Oregon	  

• Mary	  Kyle	  McCurdy,	  1000	  Friends	  of	  
Oregon	  

• Pam	  Phan,	  1000	  Friends	  of	  Oregon	  
• Cora	  Potter,	  Ride	  Connection	  
• Kari	  Schlosshauer,	  Safe	  Routes	  to	  School	  
• Chris	  Smith,	  Portland	  Transport	  
• Steve	  White,	  Oregon	  Public	  Health	  

Institute	  
• Elizabeth	  Williams,	  Coalition	  for	  a	  Livable	  

Future	  

Public	  testimony	  

An	  opportunity	  to	  give	  public	  testimony	  was	  
provided	  at	  a	  public	  hearing	  held	  Thursday,	  
Oct.	  30,	  2014,	  at	  the	  Metro	  Regional	  Center.	  
Seven	  individuals	  representing	  community	  
organizations	  and	  a	  local	  jurisdiction	  
provided	  testimony	  that	  supported	  the	  formal	  
position	  letters	  they	  submitted	  during	  the	  
public	  comment	  period.	  The	  letters	  are	  
available	  in	  Appendix	  C	  to	  this	  report.	  	  

Individuals	  testifying	  included:	  

o Mike	  Houck,	  Urban	  Greenspaces	  Institute	  
o Lauren	  Patton,	  Oregon	  American	  Planning	  

Association	  
o Mara	  Gross,	  Coalition	  for	  a	  Livable	  Future	  
o Jeannine	  Rustad,	  City	  of	  Hillsboro	  
o Heidi	  Guenin,	  Transportation	  Justice	  

Alliance	  
o Sam	  Diaz,	  1000	  Friends	  of	  Oregon	  
o Kari	  Schlosshauer,	  Safe	  Routes	  to	  School	  
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Summary	  of	  comments	  

Direct	  responses	  to	  the	  draft	  
strategy	  	  
Metro	  received	  90	  letters	  and	  emails	  in	  
response	  to	  the	  draft	  strategy,	  Regional	  
Framework	  plan	  amendments,	  toolbox	  of	  
possible	  actions	  and	  performance	  monitoring	  
approach.	  	  

Comments	  expressed	  opinions	  both	  
supportive	  and	  critical	  of	  the	  general	  
approach	  and	  specific	  components	  of	  the	  
draft	  Climate	  Smart	  Strategy.	  The	  letters	  and	  
emails	  are	  available	  in	  Appendix	  C	  and	  
Appendix	  D	  to	  this	  report.	  A	  summary	  of	  
recommended	  changes	  in	  response	  to	  
comments	  received	  is	  available	  in	  Appendix	  F	  
to	  this	  report.	  The	  summary	  provides	  the	  
comments,	  staff	  responses	  and	  
recommendations	  for	  changes	  for	  the	  draft	  
strategy,	  Regional	  Framework	  Plan	  
amendments,	  toolbox	  of	  possible	  actions,	  and	  
performance	  monitoring	  and	  reporting	  
approach	  to	  be	  deliberated	  by	  Metro	  advisory	  
committees	  and	  the	  Metro	  Council	  for	  action	  
in	  December	  2014.	  

Community	  leaders	  meeting	  

The	  discussion	  at	  the	  community	  leaders	  
meeting	  addressed	  topics	  from	  how	  public	  
input	  is	  used,	  to	  the	  importance	  of	  addressing	  
climate	  change,	  to	  the	  role	  of	  Metro	  in	  leading	  
or	  enforcing	  policies	  that	  address	  issues	  of	  
land	  use	  and	  transportation	  planning.	  
Regarding	  the	  policy	  areas	  of	  the	  draft	  
strategy,	  comments	  included:	  

• We	  are	  really	  good	  at	  implementing	  some	  
parts	  of	  adopted	  plans	  and	  not	  
completing	  other	  parts,	  such	  as	  the	  
Regional	  Active	  Transportation	  Plan.	  

• Space	  and	  compact	  growth	  need	  to	  be	  
addressed.	  Parking	  is	  an	  inefficient	  use	  of	  
our	  land.	  Changing	  policies	  on	  parking	  is	  
the	  new	  frontier	  in	  land	  use	  and	  
transportation	  planning	  and	  can	  leverage	  
behavior	  change.	  

• We	  need	  to	  demonstrate	  that	  this	  is	  
possible	  so	  others	  will	  join	  us	  –	  our	  
region's	  actions	  alone	  won't	  make	  a	  
difference.	  

• We	  should	  build	  out	  the	  full	  Regional	  
Active	  Transportation	  Plan	  to	  realize	  
benefits,	  and	  then	  focus	  on	  transit.	  

• Parking	  brings	  up	  a	  couple	  of	  things,	  
including	  a	  need	  for	  the	  dense,	  efficient	  
use	  of	  urban	  space	  and	  a	  conversation	  on	  
how	  we	  develop	  buildings.	  

• Vulnerable	  communities	  cannot	  adapt	  as	  
transportation	  costs	  continue	  to	  climb.	  

• Leadership	  on	  climate	  change	  policy	  area	  
needs	  more	  teeth;	  it	  needs	  to	  include	  
specific	  actions	  of	  what	  Metro	  is	  doing	  or	  
will	  do	  to	  lead	  on	  addressing	  climate	  
change.	  

Comments	  regarding	  the	  draft	  performance	  
monitoring	  approach	  included:	  

• The	  number	  of	  miles	  one	  travels	  actively	  
is	  as	  important	  as	  vehicle	  miles	  traveled	  
from	  a	  health	  perspective.	  Daily	  vehicle	  
and	  pedestrian	  miles	  are	  important	  to	  
track.	  

• Household	  cost	  burden	  needs	  to	  be	  added	  
to	  housing	  and	  transportation.	  

• Household	  utility	  expenses	  should	  also	  be	  
tracked.	  

• Measurement	  of	  fatalities	  should	  be	  called	  
out	  in	  the	  walk/bike	  section.	  

• Affordability	  is	  part	  of	  the	  transit	  policy	  
but	  there	  is	  no	  measurement	  for	  it.	  

• Residential	  units	  and	  jobs	  in	  the	  urban	  
growth	  boundary	  should	  be	  broken	  down	  
into	  sub-‐targets.	  
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• "Make	  progress"	  and	  "Secure	  funding"	  are	  
not	  measurable	  goals.	  

A	  complete	  summary	  of	  the	  meeting	  is	  
available	  in	  Appendix	  B	  to	  this	  report.	  
Recommended	  changes	  in	  response	  to	  
comments	  received	  during	  the	  meeting	  are	  
also	  included	  in	  Appendix	  F	  to	  this	  report.	  
	  
Public	  testimony	  

Seven	  individuals	  representing	  community	  
organizations	  and	  a	  local	  jurisdiction	  
provided	  testimony	  that	  supported	  formal	  
position	  letters	  submitted	  during	  the	  public	  
comment	  period	  and	  available	  at	  the	  end	  of	  
this	  report.	  	  

The	  letters	  are	  available	  in	  Appendix	  C	  to	  this	  
report.	  Recommended	  changes	  in	  response	  to	  
comments	  received	  during	  the	  meeting	  are	  
also	  included	  in	  Appendix	  F	  to	  this	  report.	  
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Online	  survey	  

Who	  participated?	  

A	  total	  of	  2,184	  surveys	  were	  collected	  from	  residents	  of	  the	  Portland	  metropolitan	  region.	  An	  
additional	  163	  responses	  were	  received	  from	  participants	  who	  live	  outside	  the	  region,	  which	  were	  
not	  included	  as	  part	  of	  the	  summary	  information	  compiled	  and	  reported	  by	  Pivot	  Group.	  

	   Count	   Percent	   Regional	  
population	  

County	   	   	   	  
Multnomah	   1359	   62%	   49%	  
Washington	   480	   22%	   34%	  
Clackamas	   345	   16%	   17%	  
Out	  of	  region	   163	   	  –	  	   –	  

Education	   	   	   	  
High	  school	  degree	  or	  less	   26	   1%	   n/a	  
Some	  college/technical/community	  college/2	  year	  degree	   282	   13%	   n/a	  
College	  degree/4	  year	  degree	   774	   36%	   n/a	  
Post	  graduate	   1072	   50%	   n/a	  

Length	  of	  time	  in	  the	  community	   	   	   	  
Fewer	  than	  6	  years	   300	   14%	   n/a	  
6	  to	  10	  years	   367	   17%	   n/a	  
11	  to	  20	  years	   496	   23%	   n/a	  
More	  than	  20	  years	   994	   46%	   n/a	  

Age	   	   	   	  
20	  years	  or	  younger	   2	   <1%	   (18-‐20)	  6%	  
21	  to	  35	  years	   302	   14%	   26%	  
36	  to	  50	  years	   649	   30%	   28%	  
51	  to	  65	  years	   765	   36%	   25%	  
66	  years	  or	  older	   432	   20%	   14%	  

Ethnicity	   	   	   	  
African	   1	   <1%	   n/a	  
African	  American/Black	   19	   <1%	   4%	  
American	  Indian/Native	  American	  or	  Alaskan	  Native	   44	   2%	   2%	  
Asian	  or	  Pacific	  Islander	   44	   2%	   8%	  
Hispanic/Latino	   47	   2%	   12%	  
Slavic	   17	   <1%	   n/a	  
White/Caucasian	   1749	   82%	   83%	  
Middle	  Eastern	   15	   <1%	   n/a	  
No	  Response	   299	   14%	   –	  
Other	   	   	   6%	  
Ethnicity	  numbers	  reflect	  the	  option	  of	  selecting	  more	  than	  one	  race/ethnicity.	  	  
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Travel	  options	  

Policies	  one	  through	  three	  delve	  into	  various	  travel	  options	  available	  in	  the	  region.	  Respondents	  
selected	  yes/no	  answers	  to	  the	  question	  of	  their	  willingness	  to	  support	  additional	  investment	  in	  the	  
areas	  of	  regional	  transit,	  biking	  and	  walking,	  and	  road	  systems	  to	  better	  meet	  the	  public’s	  
transportation	  needs.	  

Policy	  1.	  Invest	  more	  in	  making	  transit	  convenient,	  frequent,	  accessible	  and	  affordable?	  

	  

Eighty-‐three	  percent	  of	  respondents	  supported	  additional	  investment	  into	  the	  
region’s	  transit	  system.	  Seventeen	  percent	  of	  respondents	  were	  opposed	  to	  more	  
investment.	  	  

• At	  90	  percent,	  respondents	  who	  live	  in	  Multnomah	  County	  were	  significantly	  
more	  likely	  to	  support	  additional	  investment,	  followed	  by	  Washington	  County	  
at	  75	  percent.	  Clackamas	  County	  residents	  expressed	  the	  least	  amount	  of	  interest	  in	  additional	  
investment	  at	  69	  percent.	  	  

• Ninety-‐two	  percent	  of	  younger	  respondents	  (respondents	  under	  36)	  supported	  additional	  
investment	  in	  the	  region’s	  transit	  system.	  Comparatively,	  82	  percent	  of	  respondents	  age	  36	  to	  
50	  supported	  more	  investment.	  	  

Attachment 3 to Staff Report to Ordinance No. 14-1346B Page 18 of 246



	  

Climate	  Smart	  Communities	  Scenarios	  Project	  	  
Public	  Comment	  Report	  |	  December	  9,	  2014	   15	  

	  

Respondents	  were	  asked	  what	  should	  be	  considered	  when	  deciding	  how	  to	  implement	  this	  policy.	  
The	  following	  themes	  were	  identified	  and	  listed	  in	  order	  of	  frequency	  mentioned.	  Note	  that	  a	  single	  
response	  could	  include	  more	  than	  one	  theme	  and	  minor	  themes	  are	  not	  reflected.	  

	  

While	  some	  respondents	  expressed	  a	  need	  for	  free	  –	  or	  nearly	  free	  –	  transit,	  virtually	  all	  agreed	  on	  
the	  need	  for	  an	  affordable	  and	  accessible	  transit	  system.	  People	  noted	  the	  importance	  of	  value	  
when	  traveling	  and	  reported	  selecting	  travel	  options	  accordingly.	  In	  addition,	  respondents	  
recommended	  pricing	  be	  appropriately	  reduced	  for	  users	  with	  low	  incomes	  that	  cannot	  afford	  
transit.	  	  

There	  were	  many	  suggestions	  for	  improving	  transit.	  Most	  respondents	  determined	  the	  speed	  of	  
transit	  trips	  and	  frequency	  need	  to	  be	  addressed.	  They	  expressed	  the	  need	  for	  competitive	  travel	  
times	  compared	  to	  vehicle	  travel	  and	  greater	  frequency,	  during	  off	  hours	  and	  weekends	  in	  
particular.	  In	  addition,	  respondents	  suggested	  the	  transfer	  times	  for	  transit	  need	  to	  be	  more	  
realistic	  to	  make	  the	  service	  more	  practical	  for	  users.	  	  

Many	  people	  recommended	  improvements	  to	  biking	  and	  walking	  paths	  to	  stations	  to	  increase	  
safety.	  Safe	  and	  easy	  access	  to	  stations	  was	  noted	  as	  a	  concern	  along	  with	  the	  need	  to	  feel	  at	  ease	  
when	  using	  transit	  at	  all	  hours	  or	  with	  family.	  Encouraging	  non-‐auto	  transportation	  was	  supported	  
by	  respondents,	  but	  no	  clear	  directive	  provided.	  Here,	  people	  were	  more	  focused	  on	  messaging	  
than	  action.	  Single	  occupancy	  vehicle	  users,	  people	  felt,	  should	  be	  informed	  of	  the	  impacts	  of	  
transportation,	  especially	  concerning	  environmental	  issues.	  It	  was	  noted	  in	  responses	  that	  many	  
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places	  do	  not	  currently	  have	  access	  to	  light	  rail	  and/or	  limited	  bus	  access,	  including	  smaller	  cities	  
and	  rural	  areas	  in	  the	  region.	  	  

Some	  expressed	  a	  need	  to	  not	  only	  provide	  service	  in	  underserved	  areas,	  but	  to	  provide	  robust	  
transit	  options	  to	  those	  with	  limited	  income	  and	  resources.	  Improving	  or	  expanding	  service	  to	  
communities	  of	  residents	  with	  low	  income	  emerged	  as	  a	  common	  priority.	  Individuals	  with	  low	  
income	  need	  transit	  options	  and	  respondents	  expressed	  the	  need	  for	  a	  better	  balance	  of	  service	  to	  
communities	  in	  order	  to	  assist	  this	  issue.	  	  

The	  importance	  of	  value	  emerged	  in	  the	  comments	  when	  considering	  investment	  on	  transit,	  
particularly	  as	  it	  relates	  to	  cost	  effectiveness.	  Some	  suggested	  shifting	  emphasis	  to	  the	  bus	  transit	  
system	  and	  reducing	  investment	  in	  light	  rail.	  They	  are	  aware	  of	  the	  cost	  difference	  between	  bus	  and	  
light	  rail,	  and	  saw	  the	  value	  in	  improving	  the	  bus	  system.	  

Policy	  2.	  Invest	  more	  in	  making	  biking	  and	  walking	  safe	  and	  convenient?	  

	  

Eighty-‐three	  percent	  of	  respondents	  supported	  additional	  investment	  in	  making	  
biking	  and	  walking	  safe	  and	  convenient.	  Seventeen	  percent	  of	  respondents	  were	  
opposed	  to	  more	  investment.	  

• At	  89	  percent,	  respondents	  who	  live	  in	  Multnomah	  County	  were	  significantly	  
more	  likely	  to	  support	  additional	  investment,	  followed	  by	  Washington	  County	  
at	  78	  percent.	  Clackamas	  county	  residents	  expressed	  the	  least	  amount	  of	  
interest	  in	  additional	  investment	  at	  70	  percent.	  

• Younger	  respondents	  (respondents	  under	  36)	  were	  more	  likely	  to	  support	  additional	  
investment	  into	  biking	  and	  walking	  safety,	  with	  93	  percent	  supporting	  investment	  compared	  to	  
82	  percent	  of	  respondents	  age	  36	  to	  50.	  
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Respondents	  were	  asked	  what	  should	  be	  considered	  when	  deciding	  how	  to	  implement	  this	  policy.	  
The	  following	  themes	  were	  identified	  and	  listed	  in	  order	  of	  frequency	  mentioned.	  Note	  that	  a	  single	  
response	  could	  include	  more	  than	  one	  theme	  and	  minor	  themes	  are	  not	  reflected.	  

A	  common	  sentiment	  emerged	  in	  the	  responses	  that	  sharing	  the	  road	  with	  users	  of	  other	  modes	  of	  
travel	  can	  be	  dangerous.	  There	  was	  a	  demand	  for	  improvements	  to	  make	  the	  roads	  safer	  for	  
everyone.	  Some	  felt	  that	  there	  should	  be	  different	  roads	  for	  the	  different	  transportation	  users,	  
while	  others	  felt	  that	  facilities	  especially	  designed	  for	  walkers	  and	  bicyclists	  would	  not	  be	  used	  
unless	  they	  provided	  a	  direct	  route	  to	  where	  the	  person	  was	  traveling.	  Sharing	  the	  road	  was	  
thought	  to	  be	  the	  most	  cost	  effective	  solution,	  but	  would	  require	  both	  motorists	  and	  bicyclists	  to	  
abide	  by	  the	  rules	  of	  the	  road.	  Bike	  users,	  it	  was	  felt,	  needed	  to	  learn	  basic	  safety	  techniques	  so	  they	  
are	  more	  visible	  and	  careful	  when	  sharing	  the	  road,	  and	  motorists	  need	  to	  be	  regularly	  reminded	  if	  
they	  are	  traveling	  on	  a	  major	  bike	  thoroughfare.	  	  

Most	  people	  believe	  there	  is	  a	  balance	  between	  the	  space	  used	  for	  driving	  and	  that	  used	  for	  biking	  
or	  walking.	  While	  respondents	  felt	  that	  roads	  should	  not	  lose	  much	  space	  for	  bike	  lanes,	  they	  still	  
support	  biking	  and	  walking	  space	  in	  moderation.	  There	  are	  location	  specific	  needs	  for	  biking	  lanes,	  
and	  respondents	  said	  they	  wanted	  to	  see	  that	  lanes	  are	  only	  implemented	  when	  needed.	  	  

Some	  people	  suggested	  bike	  lanes	  be	  separated	  from	  heavy	  traffic	  as	  much	  as	  possible.	  Current	  
lanes,	  it	  was	  noted,	  are	  not	  safe	  enough	  to	  encourage	  use	  from	  the	  general	  public.	  This	  position	  
advocated	  for	  safer	  intersections	  and	  routes	  to	  provide	  better	  overall	  conditions	  for	  users.	  There	  is	  
a	  need	  to	  not	  only	  improve	  existing	  walkways	  respondents	  said,	  but	  to	  expand	  the	  infrastructure	  
for	  easy	  accessibility.	  Bike	  lanes	  were	  called	  out	  as	  a	  priority;	  however,	  there	  was	  less	  emphasis	  on	  
lanes	  being	  fully	  separated	  from	  traffic	  and	  greater	  focus	  on	  the	  extension	  of	  the	  network.	  	  

Respondents	  considered	  pedestrians	  underserved	  in	  general.	  They	  believed	  bike	  usage	  has	  enough	  
support	  and	  would	  like	  to	  see	  greater	  intersection	  safety	  for	  walking.	  Focusing	  on	  walkway	  
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investment,	  they	  suggested,	  would	  allow	  safer	  travel	  for	  pedestrians,	  encouraging	  people	  to	  feel	  
more	  confident	  in	  their	  safety	  when	  walking.	  

Policy	  3.	  Invest	  more	  in	  making	  streets	  and	  highways	  safe,	  reliable	  and	  connected?	  

	  

At	  76	  percent,	  additional	  investment	  in	  streets	  and	  highways	  was	  less	  popular	  
overall	  compared	  to	  other	  policy	  areas.	  

• Respondents	  in	  both	  Washington	  and	  Clackamas	  counties	  were	  more	  in	  favor	  
of	  additional	  investment	  in	  this	  area,	  at	  84	  percent	  and	  82	  percent	  
respectively,	  compared	  to	  71	  percent	  of	  Multnomah	  County	  respondents.	  

• No	  significant	  difference	  was	  detected	  between	  ethnicities	  or	  education	  levels.	  

Respondents	  were	  asked	  what	  should	  be	  considered	  when	  deciding	  how	  to	  implement	  this	  policy.	  
The	  following	  themes	  were	  identified	  and	  are	  listed	  in	  order	  of	  frequency	  mentioned.	  Note	  that	  a	  
single	  response	  could	  include	  more	  than	  one	  theme	  and	  minor	  themes	  are	  not	  reflected.	  	  

	  

There	  was	  support	  for	  additional	  investment	  toward	  the	  roads	  and	  highways	  of	  the	  region.	  Many	  of	  
the	  respondents	  who	  supported	  additional	  investment	  in	  this	  policy	  area	  said	  they	  would	  like	  the	  
focus	  to	  be	  on	  repairing	  and	  maintaining	  current	  thoroughfares,	  while	  some	  residents	  are	  
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interested	  in	  adding	  new,	  connected	  roadways	  and	  highways	  to	  create	  alternate	  travel	  routes.	  
Respondents	  believed	  these	  options	  would	  contribute	  to	  a	  safer	  environment	  for	  travelers.	  

“Maintain	  what	  we	  have”	  was	  emphasized	  by	  many	  people.	  They	  considered	  current	  infrastructure	  
to	  be	  sufficient	  and	  wanted	  focus	  to	  be	  shifted	  toward	  maintenance	  of	  roads.	  Widening	  of	  roads	  was	  
a	  primary	  concern	  from	  many	  people;	  they	  did	  not	  want	  to	  see	  investment	  spent	  here.	  Simple	  
maintenance,	  such	  as	  repairing	  potholes,	  was	  called	  out	  as	  a	  necessity.	  

Many	  respondents	  were	  nervous	  about	  the	  potential	  tax	  increase	  that	  would	  result	  from	  
investment	  in	  this	  area.	  They	  want	  to	  be	  confident	  that	  their	  money	  is	  being	  spent	  on	  long	  term	  
solutions,	  and	  not	  short	  term	  “patch”	  work.	  They	  recommended	  that	  various	  developers	  be	  
considered	  before	  simply	  choosing	  the	  lowest	  priced	  bid.	  Many	  proposed	  a	  higher	  fuel	  tax	  or	  
taxation	  of	  private	  vehicles	  to	  assist	  with	  the	  expenses.	  	  

Improving	  traffic	  flow	  was	  listed	  as	  a	  primary	  concern.	  Respondents	  understand	  that	  car	  travel	  is	  
the	  primary	  means	  of	  transportation	  and	  that	  investment	  here	  aides	  a	  utilitarian	  approach.	  
Expansion	  of	  freeway	  lanes	  was	  called	  out	  as	  a	  way	  to	  reduce	  congestion	  the	  most,	  although	  there	  
was	  also	  a	  voice	  for	  improving	  traffic	  signal	  timing	  to	  contribute	  to	  better	  traffic	  flow.	  

Many	  respondents	  were	  satisfied	  with	  current	  investment	  or	  considered	  the	  present	  system	  
adequate.	  They	  believe	  further	  investment	  will	  increase	  issues	  and	  support	  investment	  in	  this	  area	  
only	  when	  necessary.	  

Optimization	  of	  systems	  and	  programs	  	  

Policies	  four,	  five	  and	  six	  explore	  improving	  efficiency	  of	  the	  travel	  system	  through	  technology,	  
public	  information	  and	  parking	  management.	  	  

Policy	  4.	  Invest	  more	  in	  technology	  to	  actively	  manage	  the	  transportation	  system?	  

	  

Eighty-‐five	  percent	  of	  respondents	  supported	  the	  use	  of	  technology	  to	  wisely	  
manage	  the	  transportation	  system.	  This	  was	  the	  highest	  rated	  policy	  area.	  

• Support	  was	  high	  for	  respondents	  located	  in	  all	  counties,	  with	  the	  highest	  in	  
Multnomah	  at	  87	  percent,	  followed	  by	  Washington	  and	  Clackamas	  counties,	  
each	  at	  82	  percent.	  

• No	  significant	  difference	  was	  detected	  between	  age	  groups,	  ethnicities	  or	  education	  levels.	  
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Respondents	  were	  asked	  what	  should	  be	  considered	  when	  deciding	  how	  to	  implement	  this	  policy.	  
The	  following	  themes	  were	  identified	  and	  listed	  in	  order	  of	  frequency	  mentioned.	  Note	  that	  a	  single	  
response	  could	  include	  more	  than	  one	  theme	  and	  minor	  themes	  are	  not	  reflected.	  

	  

Signs	  and	  reader	  boards	  on	  freeways	  were	  seen	  to	  be	  expensive	  and	  useless	  by	  many	  respondents.	  
Without	  having	  information	  provided	  on	  alternate	  routes	  respondents	  said,	  the	  signs	  provide	  no	  
assistance	  to	  travelers.	  Many	  expressed	  an	  opinion	  that	  technology	  as	  a	  resource	  lacks	  value	  and	  
the	  ability	  to	  significantly	  improve	  the	  system.	  

Others	  believed	  that	  technology	  that	  improves	  traffic	  flow	  is	  an	  asset	  and	  warrants	  investment.	  
They	  supported	  the	  use	  of	  Smartphone	  applications	  to	  alert	  travelers	  regarding	  traffic.	  This	  option	  
was	  seen	  as	  cost	  effective	  and	  scalable	  to	  a	  large	  audience.	  Improved	  timing	  of	  traffic	  signals	  was	  a	  
recurring	  theme.	  Some	  people	  added	  that	  pedestrian	  signals	  should	  make	  drivers	  of	  road	  vehicles	  
more	  aware	  of	  when	  crosswalks	  are	  in	  use.	  

People	  supported	  technology	  investment	  in	  this	  theme,	  but	  want	  decision-‐making	  to	  focus	  on	  value.	  
They	  were	  skeptical	  that	  all	  investments	  are	  necessary	  or	  a	  realistic	  expense.	  Most	  people	  preferred	  
investment	  be	  spent	  on	  specific	  areas	  of	  need,	  while	  restricting	  investment	  on	  overdeveloped	  areas.	  
They	  called	  for	  existing,	  established	  technology	  be	  used,	  rather	  than	  investing	  in	  new,	  unproven	  
technology.	  

There	  was	  a	  call	  for	  using	  technology	  tools	  to	  improve	  transit.	  These	  respondents	  believe	  
investment	  belongs	  with	  transit,	  not	  traffic	  flow.	  Traffic	  congestion	  was	  seen	  as	  a	  motivation	  to	  
switch	  to	  mass	  transit	  and	  other	  strategies,	  such	  as	  timing	  traffic	  signals,	  were	  not	  viewed	  as	  useful	  
expenditures.	  
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Policy	  5.	  Invest	  more	  in	  providing	  information	  and	  incentives	  to	  expand	  the	  use	  of	  travel	  options?	  

	  

Overall,	  at	  68	  percent,	  respondents	  were	  supportive	  of	  additional	  investment	  in	  
providing	  information	  and	  incentives	  to	  promote	  alternative	  travel	  options,	  but	  
less	  supportive	  of	  this	  than	  other	  policy	  areas	  	  

• Multnomah	  County	  residents	  were	  far	  more	  likely	  to	  offer	  additional	  support	  
to	  this	  area,	  with	  74	  percent	  giving	  a	  positive	  response	  compared	  to	  56	  
percent	  in	  Washington	  County	  and	  58	  percent	  in	  Clackamas	  County.	  	  

• Other	  groups	  that	  expressed	  higher	  support	  of	  this	  policy	  included	  those	  under	  36	  years	  of	  age	  
(76	  percent	  compared	  to	  66	  percent	  for	  those	  36	  and	  older)	  and	  those	  who	  only	  have	  a	  high	  
school	  diploma	  compared	  to	  respondents	  with	  some	  post-‐secondary	  education	  (81	  percent	  
compared	  to	  68	  percent).	  	  

Respondents	  were	  asked	  what	  should	  be	  considered	  when	  deciding	  how	  to	  implement	  this	  policy.	  
The	  following	  themes	  were	  identified	  and	  listed	  in	  order	  of	  frequency	  mentioned.	  Note	  that	  a	  single	  
response	  could	  include	  more	  than	  one	  theme	  and	  minor	  themes	  are	  not	  reflected.	  
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Policy	  6.	  Implement	  policies	  to	  manage	  parking	  to	  make	  efficient	  use	  of	  land	  and	  parking	  spaces?	  

	  

Seventy-‐two	  percent	  of	  respondents	  supported	  the	  implementation	  of	  parking	  
policies.	  	  

• Multnomah	  County	  residents	  were	  more	  likely	  to	  support	  parking	  policies,	  
with	  75	  percent	  providing	  a	  positive	  response	  compared	  to	  68	  percent	  and	  67	  
percent	  of	  Washington	  and	  Clackamas	  residents,	  respectively.	  	  

• No	  significant	  differences	  were	  detected	  between	  various	  age	  groups,	  ethnicities	  or	  education	  
levels.	  	  

Respondents	  were	  asked	  what	  should	  be	  considered	  when	  deciding	  how	  to	  implement	  this	  policy	  
area.	  The	  following	  themes	  were	  identified	  and	  listed	  in	  order	  of	  frequency	  mentioned.	  Note	  that	  a	  
single	  response	  could	  include	  more	  than	  one	  theme	  and	  minor	  themes	  are	  not	  reflected.	  

	  

Most	  people	  desired	  greater	  efficiency	  from	  current	  parking	  options.	  These	  considerations	  ranged	  
from	  smaller	  parking	  spaces,	  less/better	  regulated	  handicap	  spaces	  and	  extended	  free	  parking	  
spaces.	  Efficiency	  of	  parking	  structures	  in	  particular	  was	  requested.	  Many	  want	  to	  focus	  on	  building	  
taller	  parking	  structures	  or	  underground	  structures	  to	  increase	  capacity.	  Many	  commented	  that	  the	  
lack	  of	  parking	  hurt	  businesses	  in	  the	  area.	  Several	  people	  mentioned	  that	  they	  explicitly	  avoid	  
Portland	  due	  to	  parking	  issues.	  
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Educating	  the	  public	  that	  parking	  isn’t	  “free”	  was	  a	  recurring	  comment.	  Respondents	  expressed	  the	  
need	  for	  the	  price	  of	  parking	  to	  be	  increased	  and	  the	  removal	  on-‐street	  parking.	  They	  want	  heavy	  
users	  of	  parking	  to	  bear	  the	  cost	  of	  parking	  and	  not	  have	  it	  subsidized.	  Having	  less	  parking	  and	  
higher	  rates,	  they	  commented,	  would	  discourage	  vehicle	  traffic,	  which	  they	  felt	  would	  help	  alleviate	  
congestion	  in	  dense	  areas.	  

Respondents	  saw	  privatization	  as	  a	  more	  efficient	  means	  to	  provide	  for	  the	  region’s	  varied	  parking	  
demands.	  In	  general,	  having	  government	  manage	  this	  resource	  was	  not	  desired.	  Respondents	  
observed	  that	  businesses	  in	  dense	  areas	  were	  expected	  to	  provide	  parking	  for	  their	  customers	  or	  
suffer	  a	  decrease	  in	  customer	  traffic.	  It	  was	  also	  generally	  seen	  as	  the	  business	  community’s	  
responsibility	  to	  share	  their	  parking	  spaces	  when	  not	  in	  use	  to	  help	  increase	  utility.	  

There	  was	  wide	  support	  for	  investment	  in	  park-‐and-‐ride	  lots.	  Many	  commented	  that	  the	  current	  
lots	  are	  over	  utilized	  and	  in	  need	  of	  expansion,	  in	  particular,	  the	  Sunset	  Transit	  Center.	  The	  
opinions	  were	  balanced	  between	  building	  more	  parking	  structures	  and	  adding	  locations.	  In	  
addition,	  some	  people	  expressed	  concern	  about	  safety	  issues	  and	  saw	  the	  implementation	  of	  
security	  guards	  as	  a	  necessity.	  

Density	  related	  issues	  and	  the	  impact	  on	  parking	  was	  a	  primary	  concern	  of	  survey	  takers.	  
Respondents	  requested	  that	  developers	  be	  required	  to	  provide	  parking	  for	  apartment	  complexes.	  
The	  consensus	  was	  that	  the	  lack	  of	  parking	  at	  these	  structures	  only	  adds	  to	  on-‐street	  parking	  
congestion	  and	  people	  were	  adamant	  that	  the	  issues	  be	  addressed	  when	  planning	  of	  future	  
apartments.	  Many	  referred	  to	  Northwest	  Portland	  as	  the	  hub	  of	  future	  density	  issues.	  

Transportation	  investment	  overall	  

Policy	  7.	  Invest	  more	  in	  the	  maintenance	  of	  existing	  transportation	  infrastructure	  and	  new	  
improvements	  to	  accommodate	  a	  growing	  region?	  

	  

Eighty-‐three	  percent	  of	  respondents	  supported	  investment	  in	  the	  maintenance	  
of	  current	  infrastructure	  and	  planning	  for	  growth.	  More	  Multnomah	  County	  
residents	  were	  supportive	  of	  funding	  for	  this	  policy	  area	  than	  other	  
respondents	  (85	  percent	  compared	  to	  79	  percent	  for	  Washington	  and	  
Clackamas	  counties,	  respectively).	  

Attachment 3 to Staff Report to Ordinance No. 14-1346B Page 27 of 246



	  

24	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	   	  	  	  	  	  Climate	  Smart	  Communities	  Scenarios	  Project	  	  
	   Public	  Comment	  Report	  |	  December	  9,	  2014	  

Respondents	  were	  asked	  what	  should	  be	  considered	  when	  deciding	  how	  to	  implement	  this	  policy.	  
The	  following	  themes	  were	  identified	  and	  listed	  in	  order	  of	  frequency	  mentioned.	  Note	  that	  a	  single	  
response	  could	  include	  more	  than	  one	  theme	  and	  minor	  themes	  are	  not	  reflected.	  

	  

The	  primary	  issue	  identified	  when	  considering	  investing	  in	  this	  area	  was	  how	  funds	  would	  be	  used	  
and	  distributed	  among	  the	  various	  travel	  options.	  There	  was	  a	  shared	  opinion	  that	  depending	  on	  
where	  certain	  funds	  are	  collected,	  those	  funds	  should	  be	  earmarked	  for	  specific	  uses.	  A	  common	  
example	  given	  was	  using	  gas	  tax	  monies	  for	  non-‐road	  improvements.	  While	  some	  did	  not	  agree	  
with	  how	  the	  funds	  were	  being	  allocated	  to	  different	  programs	  and	  projects,	  others	  felt	  that	  funds	  
were	  not	  being	  used	  wisely	  and	  questioned	  the	  management	  of	  expensive	  transportation	  projects.	  

Maintenance	  of	  current	  roadways	  was	  identified	  as	  a	  top	  priority.	  Respondents,	  with	  various	  
perspectives,	  generally	  felt	  that	  road	  maintenance	  should	  be	  mandatory.	  Opinions	  began	  to	  branch,	  
however,	  when	  discussing	  the	  need	  to	  widen	  or	  expand	  roadways.	  Many	  felt	  that	  investing	  in	  the	  
transit	  system	  would	  serve	  more	  of	  the	  population	  as	  public	  transit	  is	  adopted	  by	  more	  residents,	  
while	  others	  felt	  that	  additional	  investment	  should	  go	  to	  expanding	  roadways	  since	  at	  this	  time	  
more	  people	  drive	  than	  ride	  transit	  vehicles.	  

When	  it	  came	  to	  funding	  transportation	  projects,	  a	  wide	  variety	  of	  opinions	  were	  expressed.	  Some	  
felt	  it	  was	  only	  fair	  that	  users	  pay	  for	  the	  maintenance	  and	  expansion	  of	  each	  transportation	  mode.	  
This	  was	  true	  not	  only	  for	  those	  who	  thought	  that	  drivers	  should	  pay	  to	  maintain	  the	  road	  system	  
but	  also	  for	  those	  who	  want	  the	  transit	  system	  to	  be	  more	  self-‐sustaining.	  Some	  suggested	  that	  
bicycle	  licenses	  be	  required.	  Concern	  was	  also	  expressed	  about	  the	  ineffectiveness	  of	  the	  gas	  tax	  as	  
more	  and	  more	  fuel	  efficient	  vehicles	  are	  on	  the	  road.	  
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While	  some	  respondents	  did	  not	  necessarily	  want	  to	  encourage	  growth	  in	  the	  region	  by	  making	  
forward-‐thinking	  improvements,	  many	  respondents	  felt	  improvement	  was	  necessary	  to	  maintain	  a	  
workable	  transportation	  system.	  	  

A	  complete	  list	  of	  all	  verbatim	  comments	  by	  policy	  area	  and	  organized	  by	  zip	  code	  are	  available	  in	  
Appendix	  F	  at	  the	  end	  of	  this	  report.	  
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Message	  to	  policymakers	  

A	  final	  question	  on	  the	  survey	  gave	  
participants	  the	  opportunity	  to	  provide	  one	  
message	  regarding	  the	  Climate	  Smart	  
Strategy	  to	  policymakers.	  The	  question	  read:	  

Based	  on	  the	  draft	  Climate	  Smart	  Strategy	  as	  
you	  understand	  it,	  what	  message	  would	  you	  
like	  most	  to	  share	  with	  policymakers	  as	  they	  
consider	  the	  draft	  strategy	  for	  creating	  
healthy,	  equitable	  communities	  and	  a	  strong	  
economy	  while	  reducing	  greenhouse	  gas	  
emissions?	  

Approximately	  1,800	  comments	  were	  
submitted	  through	  the	  online	  survey.	  The	  top	  
three	  themes	  that	  emerged	  in	  the	  messages	  to	  
policymakers	  were:	  

• Invest	  more	  in	  transit,	  walking	  and	  biking	  
• Have	  a	  bold	  vision	  for	  the	  future	  
• Spend	  tax	  dollars	  wisely	  

These	  themes	  were	  communicated	  to	  the	  
advisory	  committees	  and	  Metro	  Council	  
during	  their	  deliberation	  process.	  A	  complete	  
list	  of	  themes	  in	  descending	  order	  of	  
frequency,	  along	  with	  the	  most	  common	  
responses	  to	  this	  question	  follows.	  

1. Invest	  more	  in	  alternative	  transportation	  	  
The	  most	  common	  message	  people	  wanted	  to	  
send	  to	  policymakers	  is	  one	  of	  support	  for	  
increased	  funding	  to	  alternative	  
transportation.	  They	  particularly	  wanted	  
investment	  in	  transit,	  but	  also	  in	  making	  
walking	  and	  biking	  easier.	  Their	  sentiment	  
was	  that	  investments	  should	  not	  be	  made	  to	  
make	  driving	  easier;	  rather,	  investments	  
should	  support	  active	  transportation	  and	  a	  
new	  kind	  of	  sustainable	  transportation	  
system	  for	  the	  region.	  

	  

	  

2. Have	  a	  bold	  vision	  for	  a	  sustainable	  future	  	  
People	  urged	  policymakers	  to	  have	  a	  bold	  
vision	  for	  the	  future,	  and	  to	  take	  the	  steps	  
needed	  to	  make	  that	  vision	  a	  reality.	  They	  
asked	  policymakers	  to	  do	  what	  is	  good	  for	  the	  
region,	  regardless	  of	  politics.	  It	  was	  important	  
to	  those	  who	  responded	  for	  policymakers	  to	  
have	  a	  strong	  vision	  for	  reducing	  greenhouse	  
gas	  emissions	  in	  the	  face	  of	  climate	  change,	  
and	  creating	  a	  sustainable	  transportation	  
system.	  	  

3. Concern	  about	  the	  impact	  on	  taxpayers	  	  
Both	  supporters	  and	  non-‐supporters	  of	  the	  
Climate	  Smart	  project	  expressed	  concern	  
about	  the	  cost	  of	  investments.	  They	  urged	  
policymakers	  to	  make	  cost-‐effective	  
decisions,	  and	  to	  limit	  raising	  taxes	  and	  fees	  
when	  possible,	  or	  to	  create	  an	  equitable	  tax	  
structure	  that	  does	  not	  unduly	  burden	  one	  
segment	  of	  society.	  Some	  opposed	  certain	  
funding	  mechanisms	  proposed	  by	  the	  project,	  
particularly	  the	  VMT	  fee	  (although	  it	  should	  
be	  noted	  that	  an	  equal	  number	  expressed	  
support	  for	  the	  VMT	  fee).	  

4. Support	  for	  a	  proposed	  funding	  
mechanism	  	  

Some	  people	  expressed	  support	  for	  a	  specific	  
funding	  mechanism	  for	  investments.	  Most	  
commonly,	  they	  supported	  a	  carbon	  tax,	  and	  
others	  supported	  raising	  the	  gas	  tax,	  
instituting	  the	  VMT	  fee,	  or	  some	  other	  
funding	  mechanism.	  The	  sentiment	  behind	  
much	  of	  this	  support	  was	  that	  such	  fees	  
should	  be	  used	  to	  help	  fund	  alternative	  
transportation	  or	  to	  help	  curb	  the	  effects	  of	  
climate	  change.	  

5. Support	  for	  using	  clean	  fuels,	  alternative	  
energy	  and	  electric/hybrid	  vehicles	  	  

Some	  people	  wanted	  more	  investment	  in	  
clean	  fuels,	  as	  well	  as	  making	  electric	  and	  
hybrid	  vehicles	  more	  widely	  available	  and	  
more	  affordable.	  Some	  also	  suggested	  greater	  
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investment	  in	  electric	  or	  clean-‐fuel	  transit	  
buses.	  

6. Let	  the	  market	  decide,	  and	  reduce	  
government	  regulation	  

Some	  people	  expressed	  concern	  that	  there	  is	  
too	  much	  government	  control	  implicated	  in	  
this	  project.	  They	  would	  rather	  see	  more	  
market-‐driven	  practices,	  or	  more	  control	  at	  
the	  local	  level.	  Some	  also	  expressed	  distrust	  
of	  government	  agencies.	  

A	  complete	  list	  of	  verbatim	  comments	  
organized	  by	  zip	  code	  is	  available	  in	  Appendix	  
B	  at	  the	  end	  of	  this	  report.	  

Further	  informing	  
implementation	  
The	  Climate	  Smart	  Strategy	  will	  be	  
implemented	  through	  existing	  regional	  
planning	  and	  decision-‐making	  processes,	  
including	  Regional	  Transportation	  Plan	  
updates,	  Regional	  Flexible	  Funds	  allocation	  
processes,	  growth	  management	  decisions	  and	  
corridor	  planning,	  as	  well	  as	  through	  local	  
and	  state	  planning	  and	  decision-‐making	  
processes,	  rather	  than	  a	  specific	  Climate	  
Smart	  implementation	  program.	  	  

Comments	  received	  during	  this	  period	  will	  
inform	  these	  implementation	  efforts.	  Project	  
staff	  expect	  to	  provide	  more	  detailed	  
information	  gathered	  during	  this	  comment	  
period	  in	  spring	  2015	  to	  other	  Metro	  staff	  as	  
well	  as	  city,	  county	  and	  regional	  agency	  staff	  
and	  policymakers	  for	  additional	  
consideration.	  Through	  its	  planning	  
processes,	  in	  coordination	  with	  its	  Equity	  
Strategy	  (currently	  under	  development),	  
Metro	  is	  committed	  to	  continue	  to	  improve	  its	  
engagement	  practices	  to	  ensure	  more	  diverse	  
perspectives	  –	  especially	  those	  of	  historically	  
underrepresented	  communities	  –	  are	  
meaningfully	  engaged	  in	  regional	  planning,	  

decision-‐making,	  and	  on-‐going	  
implementation	  activities.	  Future	  public	  
engagement	  processes	  will	  be	  developed	  in	  
coordination	  with	  Metro’s	  diversity,	  equity	  
and	  inclusion	  program	  and	  Metro's	  existing	  
advisory	  committees,	  and	  follow	  the	  best	  
practices	  and	  processes	  set	  out	  in	  Metro’s	  
Public	  Engagement	  Guide.	  	  

As	  a	  large	  portion	  of	  Metro's	  implementation	  
responsibilities	  will	  be	  carried	  out	  through	  
the	  next	  Regional	  Transportation	  Plan,	  staff	  
will	  begin	  scoping	  the	  work	  plan	  and	  
engagement	  for	  the	  next	  scheduled	  update	  to	  
the	  RTP	  in	  2015.	  The	  scoping	  effort	  will	  
engage	  local	  governments,	  community	  and	  
business	  leaders	  and	  the	  networks	  they	  
represent.	  The	  update	  is	  expected	  to	  occur	  
over	  multiple	  years	  in	  order	  to	  address	  
federal	  and	  state	  planning	  requirements	  and	  
policy	  considerations	  and	  engagement	  
recommendations	  identified	  through	  the	  
Climate	  Smart	  Communities	  Scenarios	  Project	  
and	  the	  2014	  RTP	  update.	  
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Appendix	  A.	  

	  

	  

Public	  comment	  period	  
notices,	  promotions	  
and	  media	  coverage	  

This	  section	  is	  a	  compilation	  of	  notices	  posted	  and	  distributed	  by	  Metro	  announcing	  the	  public	  
comment	  period,	  promotions	  of	  the	  comment	  period	  by	  other	  organizations,	  overview	  of	  how	  
social	  media	  was	  used	  to	  promote	  the	  comment	  period,	  and	  media	  coverage	  received	  during	  
the	  public	  comment	  period.	  
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Climate Smart Communities Scenarios Project 45-day comment period
Your input today will determine the future of the region for generations to come.

The Oregon Legislature has required the Portland metropolitan region to reduce per capita 
greenhouse gas emissions from cars and small trucks by 2035. Weigh in on a draft approach 
and proposed actions for reducing greenhouse gas emissions and building great communities. 
Your input today will help inform the Metro Council’s decision in December.
Learn about and respond to how future transportation and land use policies and actions 
can shape our communities.

Visit www.makeagreatplace.org  
Monday, Sept. 15 to Thursday, Oct. 30, 2014.

The Metro Council is scheduled to hold a public hearing on the Climate Smart Communities Scenarios 
Project draft approach at 2 p.m. Thursday, Oct. 30, 2014, and scheduled to hold a public hearing and 
take legislative action on the draft approach at 2 p.m. Thursday, Dec. 18, 2014, at the Metro Regional 
Center, 600 NE Grand Ave., Portland.
Submit comments online at www.makeagreatplace.org, by mail to Metro Planning, 600 NE Grand Ave., 
Portland, OR 97232, by email to climatescenarios@oregonmetro.gov, or by phone at 503-797-1750 or TDD 
503-797-1804, from Sept. 15 through Oct. 30.

Esta es una notificación de su oportunidad para comentar sobre las prioridades de transporte en la 
región. Para recibir una traducción de la notificación pública completa en español, llame al 503-797-1700 
(de 8 a.m. a 5 p.m. los días de semana).

Đây là thông báo về cơ hội của quý vị được trình bày ý kiến đối với các ưu tiên về chuyên chở trong 
vùng. Muốn nhận được bản dịch đầy đủ của thông báo bằng Tiếng Việt, xin gọi số 503-797-1700 (từ 8 
giờ sáng đến 5 giờ chiều vào những ngày thường).
本公告旨在通知您利用這個機會評議在您所在社區經營危險廢棄物設施的申請。 要獲取完整的繁
體中文翻譯版公告，請撥打503-797-1700（工作日上午8點至下午5點）。
Настоящим уведомляем, что у вас есть возможность оставить свой отзыв относительно 
приоритетов транспортного развития в вашем регионе. Русскую версию настоящего 
оповещения можно запросить по номеру 503-797-1700 в рабочие дни с 8:00 до 17:00.
본 통지서는 지역 내 교통 관련 우선 사항에 대해 귀하의 의견을 제시할 수 있는 기회를 알려 드
리기 위한 것입니다. 한국어로 번역된 통지서 전문을 받아보시려면, 503-797-1700로 문의하십시
오(주중 오전 8시 ~ 오후 5시).

Climate Smart Communities Scenarios Project 45-day comment period
Your input today will determine the future of the region for generations to come.

The Oregon Legislature has required the Portland metropolitan region to reduce per capita 
greenhouse gas emissions from cars and small trucks by 2035. Weigh in on a draft approach 
and proposed actions for reducing greenhouse gas emissions and building great communities. 
Your input today will help inform the Metro Council’s decision in December.
Learn about and respond to how future transportation and land use policies and actions 
can shape our communities.

Visit www.makeagreatplace.org  
Monday, Sept. 15 to Thursday, Oct. 30, 2014.

The Metro Council is scheduled to hold a public hearing on the Climate Smart Communities 
Scenarios Project draft approach at 2 p.m. Thursday, Oct. 30, 2014, and scheduled to hold a 
public hearing and take legislative action on the draft approach at 2 p.m. Thursday, Dec. 18, 
2014, at the Metro Regional Center, 600 NE Grand Ave., Portland.

Submit comments online at www.makeagreatplace.org, by mail to Metro Planning, 600 NE Grand Ave., 
Portland, OR 97232, by email to climatescenarios@oregonmetro.gov, or by phone at 503-797-1750 or 
TDD 503-797-1804, from Sept. 15 through Oct. 30.

Esta es una notificación de su oportunidad para comentar sobre las prioridades de 
transporte en la región. Para recibir una traducción de la notificación pública completa 
en español, llame al 503-797-1700 (de 8 a.m. a 5 p.m. los días de semana).

Đây là thông báo về cơ hội của quý vị được trình bày ý kiến đối với các ưu tiên 
về chuyên chở trong vùng. Muốn nhận được bản dịch đầy đủ của thông báo bằng 
Tiếng Việt, xin gọi số 503-797-1700 (từ 8 giờ sáng đến 5 giờ chiều vào những 
ngày thường).

本公告旨在通知您利用這個機會評議在您所在社區經營危險廢棄物設施的申
請。 要獲取完整的繁體中文翻譯版公告，請撥打503-797-1700（工作日上午8
點至下午5點）。

Настоящим уведомляем, что у вас есть возможность оставить свой отзыв 
относительно приоритетов транспортного развития в вашем регионе. 
Русскую версию настоящего оповещения можно запросить по номеру 503-
797-1700 в рабочие дни с 8:00 до 17:00.

본 통지서는 지역 내 교통 관련 우선 사항에 대해 귀하의 의견을 제시할 수 있
는 기회를 알려 드리기 위한 것입니다. 한국어로 번역된 통지서 전문을 받아보
시려면, 503-797-1700로 문의하십시오(주중 오전 8시 ~ 오후 5시).

Ad: Beaverton Valley Times (published Aug. 28, 2014) 
and Gresham Outlook (published Aug. 26, 2014)

Ad: Portland Observer (published Aug. 27, 2014) 
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Key	  public	  agencies,	  Citizen	  participation	  organizations	  and	  citizen	  community	  involvement	  contacts	  and	  
public	  agency	  planning	  staff	  that	  received	  notices	  of	  the	  public	  comment	  period	  	  

1	  
	  

Key	  public	  agencies	  
• Oregon	  Department	  of	  Transportation	  (ODOT)	  
• Oregon	  Department	  of	  Environmental	  Quality	  (DEQ)	  
• Oregon	  Department	  of	  Land	  Conservation	  and	  Development	  (DLCD)	  
• 25	  cities	  and	  3	  counties	  in	  the	  Portland	  metropolitan	  region	  
• TriMet	  
• Port	  of	  Portland	  
• South	  Metro	  Area	  Regional	  Transit	  (SMART)	  
	  
Citizen	  participation	  organizations	  and	  citizen	  community	  involvement	  contacts	  
Jonah	  Willbach	  	  
Information	  &	  Referral	  Specialist	  	  
Office	  of	  Neighborhood	  Involvement	  	  
503-‐865-‐2628	  	  
Jonah.Willbach@portlandoregon.gov	  	  
Notification	  distribution:	  oninotification@portlandoregon.gov	  
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/oni/28385	  
	  
Barbara	  Smolak,	  Clackamas	  County	  Public	  and	  Government	  Affairs	  
2051	  Kaen	  Road	  	  
Oregon	  City,	  OR	  97045	  
503-‐655-‐8552	  
barbarasmo@co.clackamas.or.us	  
http://www.clackamas.us/citizenin/cpo.html	  
	  
Dan	  Schauer	  	  
Citizen	  Participation	  Organization	  Program	  Coordinator	  	  
Oregon	  State	  University	  Extension	  Service-‐Washington	  County	  	  
155	  N	  First	  Avenue,	  Ste.	  200	  
Hillsboro,	  OR	  97124	  
503-‐821-‐1123	  
dan.schauer@oregonstate.edu	  	  
http://extension.oregonstate.edu/washington/cpo	  	  
	  
Multnomah	  County	  Office	  of	  Citizen	  Involvement	  	  
Robb	  Wolfson,	  Citizen	  Involvement	  Coordinator	  
501	  SE	  Hawthorne	  Avenue,	  Rm.192	  
Portland,	  OR	  97214	  
(503)	  988-‐3450	  
citizen.involvement@multco.us	  
https://multco.us/oci	  (Citizen	  Involvement	  Committee	  for	  the	  county)	  
https://multco.us/oci/neighborhood-‐recognition	  (six	  associations	  in	  unincorporated	  areas)	  
	  
Aaron	  Abrams,	  Gresham	  Citizen	  Involvement	  Committee	  
aaron.abrams@greshamoregon.gov	  
https://greshamoregon.gov/city/city-‐departments/neighborhoods-‐and-‐community-‐
engagement/neighborhood-‐associations/	  
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Key	  public	  agencies,	  Citizen	  participation	  organizations	  and	  citizen	  community	  involvement	  contacts	  and	  
public	  agency	  planning	  staff	  that	  received	  notices	  of	  the	  public	  comment	  period	  	  

2	  
	  

	   	  
Public	  agency	  planning	  staff	  
karenb@co.clackamas.or.us;	  
jmorgan@damascusoregon.gov;	  
boyce@ci.gladstone.or.us;	  
michaelw@happeyvalleyor.gov;	  
kelverb@milwaukieoregon.gov;	  
butlers@milwaukieoregon.gov;	  
aowings@ci.owsego.or.us;	  
jmlewis@ci.oregon-‐city.or.us;	  
zpelz@westlinnoregon.gov;	  
kraushaar@ci.wilsonville.or.us;	  
joanna.valencia@co.multnomah.or.us;	  
berrya@fairview.ci.or.us;	  
katherine.kelly@greshamoregon.gov	  ;	  
steve.gaschler@troutdaleoregon.gov;	  
markg@ci.wood-‐village.or.us;	  
christina_deffebach@co.washington.or.us;	  
tjuhasz@beavertonoregon.gov;	  
rreynolds@ci.cornelius.or.us;	  
jholan@forestgrove-‐or.us;	  
don.odermott@hillsboro-‐oregon.gov;	  
brad.choi@hillsboro-‐oregon.gov;	  
hajdukj@sherwoodoregon.gov;	  
judith@tigard-‐or.gov;	  
bbryant@ci.tualatin-‐or.us;	  
Lidwien.rahman@odot.state.or.us;	  
Rian.m.windsheimer@odot.state.or.us;	  
Kirsten.pennington@odot.state.or.us;	  
hessee@trimet.org;	  
lehto@trimet.org;	  
Courtney.duke@portlandoregon.gov;	  
Peter.t.hurley@portlandoregon.gov;	  
Philip.healy@portofportland.com;	  
Susie.lahsene@portofportland.com;	  
Kathryn.williams@portofportland.com;	  
jerri.l.bohard@odot.state.or.us	  
amanda.pietz@odot.state.or.us	  	  
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Ads used to publicize public comment period to local Community Planning and Citizen Involvement 
organizations. 

 

SHORT VERSION (138 words) 

Climate Smart Communities Scenarios Project 45-day comment period, Sept. 15 – Oct. 30, 2014 

In 2009, the Oregon Legislature required the Portland metropolitan region to reduce per capita 
greenhouse gas emissions from cars and small trucks by 2035. After four years of collaboration and 
engagement with regional partners and the public, a draft Climate Smart Strategy is ready for review.  

From Sept. 15 through Oct. 30, 2014, comments may be submitted online at 
www.makeagreatplace.org.  Comments can also be sent by mail to Metro Planning, 600 NE Grand Ave., 
Portland, OR, 97232, by email to climatescenarios@oregonmetro.gov, or by phone at 503-797-1750 or 
TDD 503-797-1804. 

Public hearings on the draft strategy: 2 p.m. Oct. 30 and Dec. 18, 2014, at Metro Regional Center, 600 
NE Grand Ave., Portland. 

For more information on the Climate Smart Communities Scenarios Project, visit 
oregonmetro.gov/climate scenarios. 

 

LONG VERSION (182 words) 

Climate Smart Communities Scenarios Project 45-day comment period, Sept. 15 – Oct. 30, 2014 

In 2009, the Oregon Legislature required the Portland metropolitan region to reduce per capita 
greenhouse gas emissions from cars and small trucks by 2035. After four years of collaboration and 
engagement with regional partners and the public, a draft Climate Smart Strategy is ready for review.  

From Sept. 15 through Oct. 30, 2014, comments may be submitted online at 
www.makeagreatplace.org.  Comments can also be sent by mail to Metro Planning, 600 NE Grand Ave., 
Portland, OR, 97232, by email to climatescenarios@oregonmetro.gov, or by phone at 503-797-1750 or 
TDD 503-797-1804. 

To provide more in depth feedback, visit oregonmetro.gov/draftapproach beginning Sept. 15 to 
download and review: 

 draft toolbox of possible early actions that can be taken in the next five years  

 draft performance monitoring and reporting approach for how we will measure progress 

Public hearings on the draft strategy: 2 p.m. Oct. 30 and Dec. 18, 2014, at Metro Regional Center, 600 
NE Grand Ave., Portland. 

For more information on the Climate Smart Communities Scenarios Project, visit 
oregonmetro.gov/climate scenarios. 
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Example of email notification. Sent with comment period flyer. 
 
 

The Climate Smart Communities Scenarios Project draft Climate Smart Strategy is available 
for public review and comment from Sept. 15 to Oct. 30, 2014.  

In 2009, the Oregon Legislature required the Portland metropolitan region to reduce per capita 
greenhouse gas emissions from cars and small trucks by 2035. After four years of collaboration 
and engagement with regional partners and the public, a draft Climate Smart Strategy is ready 
for review.  

Your voice is important  

You are invited to provide feedback during the public comment period from Sept. 15 through 
Oct. 30, 2014.  

• Take a short survey online at makeagreatplace.org on transportation and land use 
policies and actions that can shape our communities.  

To provide more in depth feedback, visit oregonmetro.gov/draftapproach to download and 
review the draft approach and implementation recommendations (Regional Framework Plan 
amendments, toolbox of possible actions and performance monitoring approach) and provide 
comments in one of the following ways:  

• Mail comments to Metro Planning, 600 NE Grand Ave., Portland, OR 97232  
• Email comments to climatescenarios@oregonmetro.gov  
• Phone in comments to 503-797-1750 or TDD 503-797-1804  
• Testify at a Metro Council hearing on Oct. 30, 2014, at 600 NE Grand Ave., Portland, OR 

97232 in the Council chamber  
 
To learn more about the Climate Smart Communities Scenarios Project, visit 
oregonmetro.gov/climatescenarios.  
 
You have received this message as a member of Metro's Planning enews interested persons list. 
To be removed from this list, notify trans@oregonmetro.gov. 
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   Fall 2014 
 

             www.oregonmetro.gov 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Whether you moved to 
Oregon last week or trace 
your roots generations deep, 
you have your own reason for 
loving this place – and Metro 
wants to keep it that way. 
Help shape the future of the 
greater Portland region and 
discover tools, services and 
places that make life better 
today. 

 
Stay in touch with news, 
stories and things to do. 

www.oregonmetro.gov/ 
connect 

 

 
Metro Council President 

 
Tom Hughes 

 
Metro Councilors 

 
Shirley Craddick, District 1 
Carlotta Collette, District 2 
Craig Dirksen, District 3 
Kathryn Harrington, District 4 
Sam Chase, District 5 
Bob Stacey, District 6 

 
Auditor 
Suzanne Flynn 

Public comment period 
Monday, Sept. 15 to Thursday, Oct. 30, 2014 
 

Your input today on the Climate Smart Communities Scenarios 
Project will determine the future of the region for 
generations to come. 
The Oregon Legislature has required the Portland metropolitan region to reduce per  
capita greenhouse gas emissions from cars and small trucks by 2035. Weigh in on a draft 
approach and proposed actions for reducing greenhouse gas emissions and building great 
communities. Your input today will help inform the Metro Council’s decision in 
December. 

Your voice is important 
You are invited to provide feedback during the public comment period from Sept. 15 
through Oct. 30, 2014. 

• Take a short survey online at makeagreatplace.org on transportation and land use 
policies and actions that can shape our communities. 

To provide more in depth feedback, visit oregonmetro.gov/draftapproach to download and 
review the draft approach and implementation recommendations (Regional Framework 
Plan amendments, toolbox of possible actions and performance monitoring approach) and 
provide comments in one of the following ways: 

• Mail comments to Metro Planning, 600 NE Grand Ave., Portland, OR 97232 
• Email comments to climatescenarios@oregonmetro.gov 
• Phone in comments to 503-797-1750 or TDD 503-797-1804  
• Testify at a Metro Council hearing on Oct. 30, 2014, at 600 NE Grand Ave., Portland, OR 

97232 in the Council chamber 
 
To learn more about the Climate Smart Communities Scenarios Project, visit 
oregonmetro.gov/climatescenarios 
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Sent to Opt In online opinion panel of 20,000+ encouraging participation in online survey | Oct. 16, 2014 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Climate Smart Communities Scenarios Project 

Public comment period Sept. 15 to Oct. 30, 2014  

 

The Climate Smart Communities Scenarios Project responds to a state mandate to reduce 

greenhouse gas emissions from cars and small trucks by 2035. After a four-year 

collaborative process, a draft Climate Smart Strategy is now available for your review and 

comments.  

 

Your voice is important 

You are invited to provide feedback during the public comment period from Sept. 15 

through Oct. 30, 2014.  

 

Here are two ways you can participate:  

1. Take a short (8-10 minute) survey at makeagreatplace.org on transportation and 

land use policies and actions that can shape our communities. 

2. Provide more in-depth feedback by visiting oregonmetro.gov/draftapproach to review 
and provide comments on the draft approach and implementation recommendations. 

To learn more about the Climate Smart Communities Scenarios Project, visit 

oregonmetro.gov/climatescenarios  

 

 
 

Metro respects civil rights 

Metro fully complies with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and related statutes that 

ban discrimination. If any person believes they have been discriminated against regarding 

the receipt of benefits or services because of race, color, national origin, sex, age or 

disability, they have the right to file a complaint with Metro. For information on Metro’s civil 

rights program, or to obtain a discrimination complaint form, visit 

www.oregonmetro.gov/civilrights or call 503-797-1536. 

 
We respect the personal nature of e-mail communication. If you do not wish to receive e-

mail from us in the future, please click here.  

 

This e-mail was sent to the following address: chelsea@askpivot.com  

 

Pivot Group, LLC 

7145 SW Varns St., Suite 101 

Portland, OR 97223 
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Reminder sent to Opt In online opinion panel of 20,000+ encouraging participation in online survey | Oct. 16, 2014 

 

 

 

 

Take a short survey and join 1,200 friends and neighbors who have already shared their 

priorities for the future of the Portland metropolitan region.  

 

Climate Smart Communities Scenarios Project 

Public comment period Sept. 15 to Oct. 30, 2014  

 

The Climate Smart Communities Scenarios Project responds to a state mandate to reduce 

greenhouse gas emissions from cars and small trucks by 2035. After a four-year 

collaborative process a draft Climate Smart Strategy is now available for your review and 

comments.  

 

Your voice is important 

Take a short (8-10 minute) survey at makeagreatplace.org on transportation and land use 

policies and actions that can shape our communities.  

 

To learn more about the Climate Smart Communities Scenarios Project, visit 

oregonmetro.gov/climatescenarios.  

 

 
 

Metro respects civil rights 

Metro fully complies with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and related statutes that 

ban discrimination. If any person believes they have been discriminated against regarding 

the receipt of benefits or services because of race, color, national origin, sex, age or 

disability, they have the right to file a complaint with Metro. For information on Metro’s civil 

rights program, or to obtain a discrimination complaint form, visit 

www.oregonmetro.gov/civilrights or call 503-797-1536. 

 
 

 

We respect the personal nature of e-mail communication. If you do not wish to receive e-

mail from us in the future, please click here.  

 

This e-mail was sent to the following address: chelsea@askpivot.com  

 

Pivot Group, LLC 

7145 SW Varns St., Suite 101 

Portland, OR 97223  
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Dear Kim, 
 
This October we hosted a conference for the Growth Management Leadership Alliance. 
Smart growth and farmland protection advocates from around the country gathered in 
Oregon to share cutting edge work, bright ideas, and inspire our community of 
collaborators. You were part of that conversation: You make our work here in Oregon 
possible. Thank you.  
 
Below you'll find a preview of the Rogue Valley Food System Network's launch next 
month, a request to Metro-area residents to weigh in on Climate Smart Communities 
planning, highlights from the Healthy Community Speaker Series, an offer for a free 
home energy assessment (which earns $100 for our strategic planning!), and 
opportunites to connect with land use.  
 
All our best, 
The team at 1000 Friends of Oregon 

The Future of Food and Farming in 
the Rogue Valley: a discussion with 
the Rogue Valley Food System 
Network 

A collaborative community of regional 
leaders has formed to develop and 
advocate for a healthy, sustainable food 
system in Jackson and Josephine 
Counties. The Rogue Valley Food System 
Network includes partners from many 
sectors, including our Southern Oregon 
Advocate, Greg Holmes. Greg works to For more information, visit 
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ensure a reliable supply of the right kind 
of farmland across the region. We’re 
investing in the Rogue Valley Food 
System Network because farmland is a 
necessary but not sufficient condition for 
a sustainable, equitable, and 
economically robust food system in the 
Rogue Valley.  
   

November 19 from 7:00-8:30pm at the 
Medford Public Library (205 S. Center, 
Medford, OR).  
 
The event is free and open to the public. 
Please do RSVP here.  
  

friends.org/RogueFoodFuture. 

Let Metro Know you Want Healthy, 
Livable Neighborhoods 

The Metro regional government is on the 
verge of adopting an exciting strategy to 
bring walkable neighborhoods, better 
transit service, celaner air, and housing 
choice to our communities (which will 
also reduce pollution from cars and 
trucks!).  
 
For this to be successful Metro and the 
region must invest in more affordable 
housing, sidewalks, bikeways, and 
transit. Read more about our input to 
Metro here.  
 
Share your priorities here before Oct. 30: 
visit makeagreatplace.org to weigh in.  
 

Remember Citizen Participation is Goal 1 
of Oregon’s land use planning program -- 
make your voice heard!  

http://makeagreatplace.org/ 
 

friends.org/latest/let-metro-know-you-
want-healthy-livable-neighborhoods 

Attachment 3 to Staff Report to Ordinance No. 14-1346B Page 44 of 246

http://cts.vresp.com/c/?1000FriendsofOregon/5f577c5de9/c960bf881f/989bda7a92/utm_content=kim.ellis%40oregonmetro.gov&utm_source=VerticalResponse&utm_medium=Email&utm_term=RSVP%20here&utm_campaign=Oregon%20Stories%3A%20Rogue%20Valley%2C%20Health%2C%20and%20More
http://cts.vresp.com/c/?1000FriendsofOregon/5f577c5de9/c960bf881f/1367917289/utm_content=kim.ellis%40oregonmetro.gov&utm_source=VerticalResponse&utm_medium=Email&utm_term=friends%2Eorg%2FRogueFoodFuture&utm_campaign=Oregon%20Stories%3A%20Rogue%20Valley%2C%20Health%2C%20and%20More
http://cts.vresp.com/c/?1000FriendsofOregon/5f577c5de9/c960bf881f/3849f3062e/utm_content=kim.ellis%40oregonmetro.gov&utm_source=VerticalResponse&utm_medium=Email&utm_term=our%20input%20to%20Metro%20here&utm_campaign=Oregon%20Stories%3A%20Rogue%20Valley%2C%20Health%2C%20and%20More
http://cts.vresp.com/c/?1000FriendsofOregon/5f577c5de9/c960bf881f/3849f3062e/utm_content=kim.ellis%40oregonmetro.gov&utm_source=VerticalResponse&utm_medium=Email&utm_term=our%20input%20to%20Metro%20here&utm_campaign=Oregon%20Stories%3A%20Rogue%20Valley%2C%20Health%2C%20and%20More
http://cts.vresp.com/c/?1000FriendsofOregon/5f577c5de9/c960bf881f/70557dc2eb
http://cts.vresp.com/c/?1000FriendsofOregon/5f577c5de9/c960bf881f/c6d6266669
http://cts.vresp.com/c/?1000FriendsofOregon/5f577c5de9/c960bf881f/0aa845b8df/utm_content=kim.ellis%40oregonmetro.gov&utm_source=VerticalResponse&utm_medium=Email&utm_term=friends%2Eorg%2Flatest%2Flet-metro-know-you-want-healthy-livable-neighborhoods&utm_campaign=Oregon%20Stories%3A%20Rogue%20Valley%2C%20Health%2C%20and%20More
http://cts.vresp.com/c/?1000FriendsofOregon/5f577c5de9/c960bf881f/0aa845b8df/utm_content=kim.ellis%40oregonmetro.gov&utm_source=VerticalResponse&utm_medium=Email&utm_term=friends%2Eorg%2Flatest%2Flet-metro-know-you-want-healthy-livable-neighborhoods&utm_campaign=Oregon%20Stories%3A%20Rogue%20Valley%2C%20Health%2C%20and%20More


Promotion of public comment period featured in eNewsletter of 1000 Friends of Oregon | Oct. 27, 2014 

 

Cooperating Attorney Program 
Works on Goal 1 (Citizen 
Participation) in Hood River 

1000 Friends considers public 
participation in local land use decisions 
paramount. The ability to participate 
locally helps ensure local governments 
are responsive. Most land use decisions 
require a hearing with the opportunity to 
testify, but when neither policy nor legal 
judgment is necessary for a 
decision local governments can 
ministerially approve applications without 
consulting the public. Recently, Hood 
River County approved a large event 
venue under the ministerial exception, 
but this venue will have significant 
impact on the surrounding community. 
We are mobilizing our pro bono 
Cooperating Attorney Program to 
advocate for the public to have an 
adequate opportunity to participate in 
this important land use decision. Learn 
more from our affiliate, the Hood River 
Valley Residents Committee. 

For more information on our pro bono 
program, visit friends.org/resources/CAP. 

 

Healthy Communities are Active 
Communities 

National healthy communities expert Jim 
Sallis, PhD visited Oregon this October. 
Sallis directs the Active Living Research 
Center at the University of California-San 
Diego. His remarks in Beaverton, Bend, 
Eugene, and Portland highlighted 
opportunities to rebuild physical activity 
into our daily lives in the built 
environment. Collaboration, Sallis noted, 
is key.  
 
You can watch his public and 
professional presentations by clicking 
here. Metro Regional Government offers 
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a recap of the event here.  

Friends Holiday Happy Hour 

Celebrate the season by spending an 
evening with 1000 Friends. Join us to 
see friends, hear a brief update about 
2014’s land use landmarks, and get a 
preview of our plan for 2015 -- our 40th 
year.  
 
Can you join us between 5-7:30pm on 
Thursday, Dec. 11 at our Portland office? 
RSVP here. We’ll have refreshments and 
Oregon wine. 
  

 
bit.ly/holidayhappyhour2014 

Your Home and Goal 13 

Through October you can learn how to 
make your home more comfortable, earn 
support for 1000 Friends, and help 
realize Goal 13 of Oregon’s land use 
planning program -- Energy 
Conservation. Thanks to a collaboration 
with Neil Kelly, a family business that’s 
been weatherizing homes in Oregon 
since 1947, and Clean Energy Works, 
you can have a free home energy 
assessment! Every supporter who signs 
up earns 1000 Friends $100 toward 
strategic planning. Just click here to 
learn more and sign up. 

       Sign up! neilkelly.com/1000friends       
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Share your Oregon Love  

1000 Friends wants to see what you love 
about Oregon. What places, views, 
foods, or communities do you love 
capturing in photos? Send images to 
share@friends.org with your name, 
where the photo was taken, and when. 
Watch our newsletter and @1000Oregon 
on Instagram for shares of your Oregon 
love. 

 
 

 

 
 

Be inspired about Oregon and the benefits of land use at friends.org/trail.  
Visit the Land Use Trail. 

You make our work possible.  

 

 

  

1000 Friends of Oregon | 133 SW 2nd Ave., Suite 201, Portland, OR 
97204 

Regional Offices: Eugene, Grants Pass 
503-497-1000 | info@friends.org 
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transportation/ 

Tell Metro: Our Climate Needs Active Transportation 

October 21, 2014 | by Lisa Frank | Posted in Action, Advocacy  

Unless we prioritize active transportation, Metro’s climate plan will fall short of our state-
mandated goals. 

You can help fight climate change while bringing the region better bicycling. 

Metro Regional Government recently calculated that our region needs to spend far more on 
active transportation in order to achieve our greenhouse gas emission reduction goals. In order 
to reduce emissions by 20% by 2035, they recommend we spend at least $14.4 billion building 
better transit and 663 miles of new trails, sidewalks, and bikeways. 

This isn’t surprising. We know that active transportation reduces emissions while bringing us 
cleaner water, healthier streets, and a more livable region for us all. The biggest challenge we 
face is that our region currently lacks the funding required to invest in these priority 
improvements, like completing the Westside Trail or building neighborhood greenways in East 
Portland. The Bicycle Transportation Alliance is focused on dedicating all eligible funding to 
active transportation projects and finding new dedicated funding mechanisms to help our 
communities rise to the challenge. 

Now is the time to tell regional leaders that to meet our climate goals, we need to: 

- prioritize active transportation projects 

- help raise new revenue for active transportation 

- deprioritize road widening and freeway construction 

There are two ways to make your voice heard: 

1. Take the short survey at http://makeagreatplace.org/ and say yes to more investment in 
biking, walking, and transit. 

2. Email climatescenarios@oregonmetro.gov and tell them that active transportation projects 
must be the region’s first priority. Here is a sample email you could send: 

I would like to provide feedback on the Climate Smart Communities Draft Approach. 
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I support the recommended investments to make transit more frequent, reliable, accessible, and 
affordable. 

I want the region to invest more in making biking and walking safe and convenient. Biking and 
walking projects are inexpensive, create jobs, reduce greenhouse gas emissions, and provide 
many other benefits to our health, neighborhood safety, livability, and economy. 

I also support new dedicated funding for active transportation. Metro should lead by example 
by dedicating all eligible flexible federal funding to active transportation projects and using 
estimated climate benefits to determine which projects are prioritized. 

The Climate Smart Communities Preferred Approach should also deprioritize road widening and 
highway projects, as the climate benefit analysis found that these expenditures would result in a 
less than one percent reduction in emissions. Recommending $20.8 billion of spending on road 
projects likely overstates the region’s real road funding priority, which is fixing and maintaining 
our existing roads, not building new or expanded roads and highways.  

Thank you for taking action to make our climate, and our bikeways, better. 
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We support the right to know: Yes 
on 92 

Ballot Measure 92 is a 

proposal to label the foods 

in our grocery stores that 

are produced with 

genetically modified 

organisms (GMOs). 

Oregon Environmental 

Council supports this 

measure because we 

believe Oregonians have 

valid concerns about GMOs 

and their impact on our environment, including 

increased use of toxic herbicides and increased 

pesticide resistance. We all have a right to know 

which foods and products contain GMOs so that we 

have an opportunity to make an informed choice.   

Oregon Environmental Council encourages our 

members and supporters to vote “Yes” on Measure 

92. 

OEC’s endowment: invested for 
impact 

For over 45 years, Oregon 

Environmental Council has 

been leading the charge 

for impactful, lasting 

solutions to Oregon’s 

environmental challenges. 

Now OEC’s endowment 

investment portfolio reflects this commitment to 

innovative and enduring environmental solutions. We 

put together a custom-built investment portfolio that 

not only divests from polluting sectors and 

companies, such as fossil fuels and Monsanto, but 

also prioritizes investments in companies that are 

environmentally and socially responsible. Investing in 

socially responsible companies with a solid financial 

performance will allow us to serve Oregonians for 

  

In this issue 

 We support the 

right to know: Yes 

on 92 

 OEC’s endowment: 

invested for impact 

 Weigh in today on 

Metro's new 

Climate Smart 

Communities 

strategy 

 Tackling pesticides, 

one year later 

 Green Living: 

Breast Cancer 

Awareness Month 

 
Upcoming events 

Catalyzing Change: 

Northwest Green 

Chemistry 

Roundtable 2014  

Oct 28, Tacoma, WA 

Leading voices in green 
chemistry, toxicology, 

sustainability and 
commercialization will 
share their experiences at 
the Northwest Green 
Chemistry roundtable. 
More info 

Vote! Turn in your 

ballots by November 

4  

Everywhere 

More info 

Toxics in Consumer 

Products 

November 6, Pendleton 

OEC's Jen Coleman 
speaks with the Pendleton 
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generations to come. 

Learn more about our new, mission-driven 

investment strategy.  

Weigh in today on Metro's new 
Climate Smart Communities 
strategy 

In just five minutes you 

can help shape the 

Portland metropolitan 

area’s future. What 

strategies would you 

prioritize for reducing 

greenhouse gas emissions, 

improving public health and safety, lowering 

transportation costs, and boosting the region’s 

economy? Before October 30, we encourage Portland 

area residents to weigh in on Metro’s draft Climate 

Smart Communities strategy via a short online 

survey. Metro’s strategy to reduce transportation-

related GHG emissions by nearly 30% by 2035 was 

spurred by legislation championed by OEC and 1000 

Friends of Oregon in 2009. Our goal: as Oregon’s 

metropolitan areas grow, people move efficiently 

with lower energy costs and smart infrastructure. We 

hope you weigh in. 

Tell Metro what you think here. 

Tackling pesticides, one year later 

Just over a year ago, Oregon established a statewide 

program to improve water quality by monitoring 

pesticides, providing training and tools for farmers to 

reduce pesticide run off into our streams and rivers, 

and coordinating community collection events for 

safe disposal of pesticides. This Pesticide 

Stewardship Partnership Program is a uniquely 

collaborative, Oregon solution to reduce unsafe levels 

of pesticides in our rivers, lakes and streams while 

helping farmers maintain their thriving operations. 

Pilot projects in Hood River and Walla Walla reduced 

pesticide runoff by over 90 percent and now Oregon 

is expanding this program to four new areas of the 

state: the Umpqua Basin, the Rogue Basin, Middle 

Deschutes, and the South Coast. 

Learn more about this successful investment in 

Oregon’s farmers and water.  

branch of the AAUW 

about toxics in everyday 

consumer products and 
how to avoid them. 
More info. 

Get Dirty for Clean 

Air ‘Friendraiser’ 

Nov 15, Portland 

Presented by the OEC's 
Emerging Leaders Board. 
More info 

Climate Risk: What it 

means for Oregon's 

private and public 

health care sectors 

Nov 21, Portland 

This forum for 
professionals in all 
reaches of health care will 
cover a question essential 
to the future of the 
industry. More info 

Fix-It Fair! 

Nov 22, Portland 

These are free events 

designed to save you 
money and connect you 
to resources. Join your 

neighbors and talk to the 
experts about how to 
spend less. More info 

 
Stay current 

 

 

 
Forward 

Know someone who 

might be interested in 
this email? Forward it. 

 
Subscribe 

Subscribe to receive 

eOne* in your inbox 
monthly. 

 
Manage 

preferences 

Unsubscribe.  
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Green Living: Breast Cancer 
Awareness Month 

October is Breast Cancer 

Awareness Month, and 

while many of us know too 

well the effects of this 

disease in our lives, we 

don’t have the tools to 

reduce our risk. What if we 

could change that? There’s 

hope. Only a small 

percentage of breast 

cancers are due to high-risk inherited genes.  

Find out ways to reduce your risk in our breast 

cancer infographic. 

 

Update email.  

 
Corporate 

sponsors 

OEC thanks these 

sponsors for their 
support: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

Oregon Environmental Council 

222 NW Davis St. Ste 309,  

Portland, OR 97209 

503.222.1963 – www.oeconline.org 

Unsubscribe 

Join OEC by becoming a member 

with a tax-deductible gift. 
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Traditional	  and	  Online	  Media	  Outreach:	  Climate	  Smart	  Communities	  Scenarios	  
Project	  Public	  Comment	  Period	  

We	  sought	  to	  engage	  a	  number	  of	  traditional	  and	  online	  media	  sources	  in	  the	  public	  comment	  
period,	  including	  newspapers,	  radio,	  newsletters	  and	  specialized	  blogs.	  	  

Recognizing	  that	  many	  people	  receive	  news	  from	  sources	  like	  neighborhood	  association	  or	  
nonprofit	  blogs	  and	  e-‐newsletters,	  we	  also	  reached	  out	  to	  community	  organizations	  with	  
sample	  content	  they	  could	  share	  in	  these	  formats.	  We	  prepared	  a	  media	  resource	  guide	  to	  
distribute	  this	  sample	  content.	  

We	  reached	  out	  three	  times	  to	  most	  of	  these	  sources:	  before	  the	  comment	  period,	  just	  after	  it	  
began,	  and	  again	  partway	  through	  with	  video	  links.	  

Altogether	  this	  strategy	  resulted	  in	  approximately	  16	  news	  articles	  or	  blog	  posts	  during	  the	  
comment	  period.	  They	  are	  listed	  below.	  	  

Portland	  Tribune,	  Sept.	  15:	  "Tell	  Metro	  your	  ideas	  to	  cut	  greenhouse	  gases"	  
http://pamplinmedia.com/pt/9-‐news/232903-‐96766-‐tell-‐metro-‐your-‐ideas-‐to-‐cut-‐greenhouse-‐gases	  	  

City	  of	  Portland	  Office	  of	  Neighborhood	  Involvement,	  Sept.	  15:	  "CSC	  Comment	  period	  open"	  
http://www.portlandoregon.gov/oni/article/503145	  	  

Washington	  Co.	  CPO	  10	  "Hot	  Topics"	  page,	  Sept.	  15:	  
http://extension.oregonstate.edu/washington/book/export/html/140	  	  

Oregon	  Public	  Health	  Institute,	  Sept.	  22:	  "Your	  voice	  is	  important:	  Climate	  Smart	  Strategy	  open	  for	  
review"	  http://ophi.org/your-‐voice-‐is-‐important-‐climate-‐smart-‐strategy-‐open-‐for-‐review/	  

Wilsonville	  Chamber	  of	  Commerce	  blog,	  Sept.	  30:	  "Metro	  seeks	  public	  input	  on	  draft	  Climate	  Smart	  
Strategy"	  (reprint	  of	  Metro	  News	  story):	  http://business.wilsonvillechamber.com/news/details/metro-‐
seeks-‐public-‐input-‐on-‐draft-‐climate-‐smart-‐strategy	  	  

Intertwine	  Alliance.	  Mention	  in	  October	  e-‐newsletter.	  "Share	  your	  Climate	  Smarts"	  
http://theintertwine.org/sites/theintertwine.org/files/october_2014_newsletter.html	  	  

Bike	  Portland,	  Oct.	  3:	  "Five	  smart	  things	  our	  regional	  planning	  agency	  is	  doing	  to	  fight	  global	  warming"	  
http://bikeportland.org/2014/10/03/five-‐smart-‐things-‐regional-‐planning-‐agency-‐fight-‐global-‐warming-‐
111784	  

Portland	  Transport,	  Oct.	  6:	  "Does	  Metro's	  Climate	  Smart	  Communities	  Plan	  Do	  Enough	  for	  Active	  
Transportation?"	  http://portlandtransport.com/archives/2014/10/metros-‐climate-‐smart-‐communities-‐
plan-‐enough-‐active-‐transportation.html	  	  
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Washington	  County	  Dept.	  of	  Land	  Use	  and	  Transportation,	  Oct.	  8:	  Mention	  in	  weekly	  e-‐newsletter.	  
http://myemail.constantcontact.com/LUT-‐Weekly-‐
Update.html?soid=1113224726165&aid=_DgLnHznoas	  	  

Safe	  Routes	  to	  School	  Pacific	  Northwest	  blog,	  Oct.	  10:	  "Metro	  seeks	  input	  on	  Climate	  Smart	  Strategy"	  
http://saferoutespacificnorthwest.org/2014/10/10/metro-‐seeks-‐input-‐on-‐climate-‐smart-‐strategy/	  	  

Bicycle	  Transportation	  Alliance	  blog,	  Oct.	  21:	  "Tell	  Metro:	  Our	  Climate	  Needs	  Active	  Transportation"	  
https://btaoregon.org/2014/10/tell-‐metro-‐our-‐climate-‐needs-‐active-‐transportation/	  

1000	  Friends	  of	  Oregon	  blog,	  Oct.	  27:	  "Tell	  Metro	  You	  Want	  Healthy,	  Livable	  Neighborhoods!"	  
http://www.friends.org/latest/let-‐metro-‐know-‐you-‐want-‐healthy-‐livable-‐neighborhoods	  

Clackamas	  County	  wants	  Metro	  to	  fight	  climate	  change	  by	  widening	  roads,	  Oct.	  30	  
http://bikeportland.org/2014/10/30/clackamas-‐county-‐wants-‐metro-‐build-‐wider-‐roads-‐fight-‐climate-‐
change-‐112900	  

Clackamas	  County:	  Build	  more	  roads,	  Nov.	  11	  
http://portlandtribune.com/pt/9-‐news/240139-‐104190-‐clackamas-‐county-‐build-‐more-‐roads	  

Trying	  to	  reduce	  CO2	  waste	  of	  money,	  Turlay	  says	  (again),	  Nov.	  7	  
http://blogs.columbian.com/all-‐politics-‐is-‐local/trying-‐reduce-‐co2-‐waste-‐money-‐turlay-‐says/	  
	  
Metro-‐area	  leaders:	  prioritize	  active	  transportation	  &	  transit	  —	  for	  our	  children,	  our	  health,	  our	  climate,	  
Nov.	  10	  
http://saferoutespacificnorthwest.org/2014/11/10/metro-‐area-‐leaders-‐prioritize-‐active-‐transportation-‐
transit-‐for-‐our-‐children-‐our-‐health-‐our-‐climate/	  

	  

Social	  Media	  Outreach	  

We	  used	  a	  multifaceted	  social	  media	  strategy	  during	  the	  public	  comment	  period.	  We	  hoped	  to	  
reach	  traditionally	  engaged	  members	  of	  the	  public	  and	  typically	  underrepresented	  populations.	  
Generally,	  our	  goal	  for	  social	  media	  was	  to	  increase	  the	  number	  of	  participants	  in	  the	  online	  
survey	  at	  www.makeagreatplace.org.	  	  

The	  components	  of	  our	  social	  media	  strategy	  were:	  

TWITTER	  

We	  actively	  shared	  information	  about	  the	  draft	  strategy	  and	  encouragement	  to	  take	  the	  survey.	  
Some	  of	  our	  tweets	  included	  videos	  or	  photos.	  Most	  used	  the	  hashtag	  #ClimateSmart	  in	  order	  
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to	  help	  build	  interest.	  We	  sought	  to	  use	  plain	  language	  to	  express	  the	  significance	  of	  the	  plan	  
and	  the	  importance	  of	  public	  input.	  	  

Key	  stats:	  

• 16	  tweets	  during	  comment	  period	  related	  to	  draft	  strategy	  
• 16,329	  total	  impressions	  
• 72	  website	  clicks	  
• 155	  total	  retweets,	  shares,	  clicks	  or	  other	  engagement	  

Additionally,	  we	  encouraged	  local	  governments,	  neighborhood	  associations,	  and	  interested	  
community-‐based	  organizations	  to	  share	  links	  to	  the	  survey	  on	  their	  Twitter	  feeds.	  We	  wrote	  
sample	  tweets	  and	  distributed	  them	  along	  with	  the	  Climate	  Smart	  videos	  via	  email.	  	  

Altogether	  we	  received	  at	  least	  20	  mentions	  of	  the	  comment	  period	  on	  others'	  Twitter	  
accounts,	  though	  we	  cannot	  directly	  track	  the	  actions	  that	  resulted	  or	  the	  total	  number	  of	  
impressions	  these	  mentions	  had.	  

FACEBOOK	  

We	  employed	  a	  two-‐part	  Facebook	  strategy	  during	  the	  comment	  period:	  video	  posts	  and	  ads.	  	  

Video	  posts	  

Once	  a	  week,	  we	  posted	  short	  videos	  from	  the	  series	  created	  by	  JLA.	  Each	  expressly	  directed	  
viewers	  to	  visit	  makeagreatplace.org	  during	  the	  comment	  period	  and	  provide	  comments.	  
Recognizing	  that	  Facebook's	  algorithm	  artificially	  constrains	  reach,	  we	  also	  chose	  to	  "boost"	  
one	  post,	  spending	  $50	  to	  promote	  it	  for	  one	  week.	  

Key	  stats:	  

• 5	  posts	  	  
• 10,815	  total	  impressions	  (2,250	  organic,	  the	  rest	  paid)	  
• 1,216	  video	  views	  (228	  watched	  at	  least	  30	  seconds)	  
• 21	  link	  clicks	  
• 64	  total	  likes,	  comments,	  shares	  

Facebook	  Ads	  

In	  addition	  to	  standard	  posts,	  we	  piloted	  Facebook	  ads	  during	  the	  comment	  period.	  This	  is	  a	  
new	  approach	  for	  Metro	  and	  for	  government	  generally,	  but	  we	  found	  that	  for	  a	  relatively	  minor	  
expenditure	  we	  were	  able	  to	  reach	  many	  people.	  Facebook	  ads	  also	  allow	  a	  highly	  targeted	  
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approach,	  allowing	  us	  to	  use	  them	  to	  try	  to	  attract	  specific	  populations	  to	  the	  survey,	  based	  on	  
their	  demographic	  data	  and	  the	  kinds	  of	  pages	  they	  "like"	  on	  the	  site.	  

We	  ran	  Facebook	  ads	  in	  two	  campaigns	  to	  four	  different	  sets	  of	  populations.	  Each	  campaign	  
used	  multiple	  combinations	  of	  pictures	  and	  short	  text;	  Facebook	  automatically	  determines	  
which	  are	  receiving	  the	  most	  engagement	  and	  configures	  the	  campaigns	  to	  push	  these	  further.	  

Our	  ad	  sets	  for	  the	  campaigns	  were	  all	  directed	  at	  people	  within	  a	  25-‐mile	  radius	  of	  Portland.	  

Campaign	  1:	  10/8-‐10/15	  

Interests	   Cost	   Reach	   Website	  
clicks	  

Cost	  per	  click	   Total	  actions	  
(like,	  share,	  
etc.)	  	  

Environment	  
&	  Zoo	  

$25	   3,045	   22	   $1.14	   45	  
	  

Land	  use	  &	  
Transportation	  

$25	   2,740	   40	   $0.63	   93	  

	  

Campaign	  2:	  10/21-‐10/30	  

Toward	  the	  end	  of	  the	  comment	  period,	  we	  noticed	  that	  the	  respondent	  population	  was	  
overwhelmingly	  white	  and	  older	  than	  45.	  Recognizing	  this,	  we	  decided	  to	  run	  a	  second	  
campaign	  that	  specifically	  sought	  younger	  people.	  Two	  ad	  sets	  were	  used:	  one	  targeted	  
Millennials	  with	  a	  general	  interest	  in	  transportation;	  the	  other	  targeted	  Millennials	  with	  an	  
interest	  in	  diversity.	  

Interests	   Cost	   Reach	   Website	  
clicks	  

Cost	  per	  click	   Total	  actions	  	  
(Like,	  share,	  
etc.)	  

Diverse/	  
Millennial	  

$50	   5,059	   43	   $1.16	   62	  
	  

Transportation/	  
Millennial	  

$50	   5,323	   26	   $1.92	   32	  

	  

Overall	  results	  

We	  were	  pleased	  by	  the	  overall	  results	  of	  our	  Facebook	  ad	  campaign	  pilot.	  Altogether	  our	  ads	  
reached	  16,167	  people,	  including	  many	  who	  might	  not	  otherwise	  have	  heard	  about	  Climate	  
Smart	  Communities	  (or	  Metro,	  for	  that	  matter).	  This	  led	  to	  a	  total	  of	  131	  clicks	  to	  the	  

Attachment 3 to Staff Report to Ordinance No. 14-1346B Page 56 of 246



5	  
	  

makeagreatplace.org	  survey,	  at	  a	  cost	  of	  roughly	  $1.21	  per	  click	  –	  less	  expensive	  than	  
traditional	  means	  of	  outreach,	  and	  far	  cheaper	  and	  more	  effective	  than	  print	  advertising.	  	  

While	  Facebook	  advertising	  is	  certainly	  no	  replacement	  for	  traditional	  outreach/promotion,	  it	  
makes	  a	  worthy	  supplement	  to	  these	  activities	  for	  future	  public	  comment	  periods.	  

Other	  Facebook	  Pages	  

Again,	  we	  urged	  others,	  including	  Metro	  councilors,	  partner	  governments	  and	  community-‐
based	  organizations	  to	  share	  links	  and	  videos	  on	  their	  own	  Facebook	  pages.	  We	  wrote	  sample	  
Facebook	  posts	  and	  distributed	  them	  to	  partners	  via	  email	  along	  with	  a	  list	  of	  links	  to	  our	  
videos.	  It	  is	  not	  as	  easy	  to	  track	  the	  impact	  of	  such	  efforts	  on	  Facebook,	  but	  we	  directly	  
observed	  at	  least	  10	  instances	  of	  other	  organizations	  sharing	  our	  comment	  period	  on	  their	  own	  
Facebook	  pages.	  

TOTAL	  SOCIAL	  MEDIA	  IMPACT	  

Combined,	  our	  social	  media	  efforts	  resulted	  in	  at	  least	  43,311	  total	  impressions	  (note:	  not	  
unique	  impressions)	  and	  224	  direct	  clicks	  to	  makeagreatplace.org,	  roughly	  10	  percent	  of	  the	  
total	  respondents	  for	  the	  survey.	  
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Climate Smart Communities Public Comment Period 

September 15-October 30, 2014 

Media & Web Hits 

Portland Tribune, Sept. 15: "Tell Metro your ideas to cut greenhouse gases" http://pamplinmedia.com/pt/9-

news/232903-96766-tell-metro-your-ideas-to-cut-greenhouse-gases  

City of Portland Office of Neighborhood Involvement, Sept. 15(?): "CSC Comment period open" 

http://www.portlandoregon.gov/oni/article/503145  

Washington Co. CPO 10 "Hot Topics" page, Sept. 15(?): 

http://extension.oregonstate.edu/washington/book/export/html/140  

Oregon Public Health Institute, Sept. 22: "Your voice is important: Climate Smart Strategy open for review" 

http://ophi.org/your-voice-is-important-climate-smart-strategy-open-for-review/ 

Wilsonville Chamber of Commerce blog, Sept. 30: "Metro seeks public input on draft Climate Smart Strategy" 

(reprint of Metro News story): http://business.wilsonvillechamber.com/news/details/metro-seeks-public-

input-on-draft-climate-smart-strategy  

Intertwine Alliance. Mention in October e-newsletter. "Share your Climate Smarts" 

http://theintertwine.org/sites/theintertwine.org/files/october_2014_newsletter.html  

Bike Portland, Oct. 3: "Five smart things our regional planning agency is doing to fight global warming" 

http://bikeportland.org/2014/10/03/five-smart-things-regional-planning-agency-fight-global-warming-111784 

Portland Transport, Oct. 6: "Does Metro's Climate Smart Communities Plan Do Enough for Active 

Transportation?" http://portlandtransport.com/archives/2014/10/metros-climate-smart-communities-plan-

enough-active-transportation.html  

Washington County Dept. of Land Use and Transportation, Oct. 8: Mention in weekly e-newsletter. 

http://myemail.constantcontact.com/LUT-Weekly-Update.html?soid=1113224726165&aid=_DgLnHznoas  

Safe Routes to School Pacific Northwest blog, Oct. 10: "Metro seeks input on Climate Smart Strategy" 

http://saferoutespacificnorthwest.org/2014/10/10/metro-seeks-input-on-climate-smart-strategy/  

Bicycle Transportation Alliance blog, Oct. 21: "Tell Metro: Our Climate Needs Active Transportation" 

https://btaoregon.org/2014/10/tell-metro-our-climate-needs-active-transportation/ 

1000 Friends of Oregon blog, Oct. 27: "Tell Metro You Want Healthy, Livable Neighborhoods!" 

http://www.friends.org/latest/let-metro-know-you-want-healthy-livable-neighborhoods 

Clackamas County wants Metro to fight climate change by widening roads 

http://bikeportland.org/2014/10/30/clackamas-county-wants-metro-build-wider-roads-fight-climate-change-

112900 

Clackamas County: Build more roads 

http://portlandtribune.com/pt/9-news/240139-104190-clackamas-county-build-more-roads 
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Trying to reduce CO2 waste of money, Turlay says (again) 

http://blogs.columbian.com/all-politics-is-local/trying-reduce-co2-waste-money-turlay-

says/#.VF1CnB1L4jc.twitter 

 

Metro-area leaders: prioritize active transportation & transit — for our children, our health, our climate 

http://saferoutespacificnorthwest.org/2014/11/10/metro-area-leaders-prioritize-active-transportation-transit-

for-our-children-our-health-our-climate/ 
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COMMUNITY LEADERS MEETING SUMMARY 
October 1, 2014 | 1 to 3 p.m. | Metro Council Chamber | 600 NE Grand Avenue, Portland OR 

 
 
BACKGROUND AND PURPOSE 
The Climate Smart Communities Scenarios Project responds to a mandate from the 2009 
Oregon Legislature to reduce per capita greenhouse gas emissions from cars and small trucks 
by 20 percent below 2005 levels by 2035.  
 
Working together through a four-year collaborative process, community, business and elected 
leaders have shaped a draft approach that meets the state mandate while creating healthy and 
equitable communities and a strong economy. The draft Climate Smart Strategy and 
implementation recommendations were released for public review from Sept. 15 to Oct. 30, 
2014 at oregonmetro.gov/draftapproach.  
 
As part of the public comment period and ongoing efforts to ensure community members have 
meaningful opportunities to inform the regional decision-making process, Metro convened 
community leaders working on issues related to equity, environment, public health, housing, 
and transportation to discuss the draft Climate Smart Strategy and implementation 
recommendations for reducing greenhouse gas emissions and creating great communities. 
 
The Oct. 1 meeting brought together community leaders who have been involved in past 
Climate Smart Communities engagement activities, and provided an opportunity for 
participants to ask questions and provide direct input on the draft strategy and implementation 
recommendations.  The meeting also served to activate the community leaders to 
communicate knowledge of draft approach to their networks to encourage participation in 
public comment period. 
 
A summary of the input provided at the meeting follows. 
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Meeting participants: 
Samuel Diaz, 1000 Friends of Oregon 
Chris Hagerbaumer, Oregon Environmental Council 
Andrea Hamburg, Oregon Health Authority 
Duncan Hwang, Asian Pacific American Network of Oregon 
Nicole Iroz-Elardo, Oregon Health Authority 
Lisa Frank, Bicycle Transportation Alliance 
Jared Franz, OPAL Environmental Justice Oregon 
Mary Kyle McCurdy, 1000 Friends of Oregon 
Pam Pham, 1000 Friends of Oregon 
Cora Potter, Ride Connection 
Kari Scholosshauer, Safe Routes to School 
Chris Smith, Portland Transport 
Steve White, Oregon Public Health Institute 
Elizabeth Williams, Coalition for a Livable Future 
 
Metro Council: 
Councilor Carlotta Collette 
 
Facilitator: 
Noelle Dobson, Metro Planning and Development Department 
 
Metro Staff: 
Kim Ellis, Planning and Development Department 
Peggy Morell, Communications 
Lake Strongheart McTighe, Planning and Development Department 
Craig Beebe, Communications 
Laura Dawson Bodner, Planning and Development Department 
 

Attachment 3 to Staff Report to Ordinance No. 14-1346B Page 64 of 246



 

WELCOME 
Metro Councilor Carlotta Collette thanked participants for their investment of time over the 
last two years of the project, and acknowledged the value of their feedback and outreach 
they've done with their networks about the project. She said the Climate Smart Communities 
(CSC) team produced a draft Climate Smart Strategy that is currently under public review, and is 
seeking additional feedback from communities. She reported the online survey received over 
1,000 responses in the first two weeks of the public comment period and called on the leaders 
to activate their organization's networks to participate and weigh in. 
 
ICEBREAKER AND INTRODUCTIONS 
Noelle Dobson introduced herself and started the meeting with an icebreaker and 
introductions. She acknowledged the many different Metro engagement activities that that 
most people in the group had already participated in, including the Regional Transportation 
Plan, Regional Active Transportation Plan, Southwest Corridor Plan, Powell-Division Transit 
Project, Equity Strategy and Climate Smart Communities. She identified this group as primarily 
community leaders who were familiar with the Climate Smart project, and explained the 
purpose of the icebreaker was to highlight connections between Climate Smart and other 
Metro projects and programs and to acknowledge them for their ongoing participation and 
input on Metro’s activities.  
 
Noelle then asked participants to introduce themselves and explain why the Climate Smart 
work is important to them or their organizations. Comments included: 

• Public health 
• Work across sectors 
• Multiple benefits 
• Alignment with my organization’s goals 
• Make funding happen 
• Improves how we live, work and play 
• Maintain livable communities 
• Accessible to all incomes and abilities 
• Engage the broader community 
• Create model for other regions in Oregon 
• Culturally relevant outcomes 
• Voice for impacted communities 
• System-wide impact 
• Ensure policy turns into action 
• Moral imperative to address climate change 
• Hear our voices 
• Model of state, regional and local partnerships 
• Use low-tech tools 
• Align regional and local models and planning 
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SETTING THE CONTEXT FOR THE MEETING 
Noelle stated that the objective for this meeting was to make it easier for participants to 
provide comments during the public comment period, and ensure they have the information 
needed to do so. She asked that participants listen to each other, become familiar with the 
public review documents, activate their networks to weigh in, use their connections to 
policymakers, and strategize ways to ensure that policymakers receive community input. 
 
Noelle reviewed the agenda and explained that the focus of this meeting would be on three 
components of the draft strategy:  the draft toolbox of actions, the proposed monitoring 
approach and funding. She announced that the timeline to completion, decision-making 
process and next steps would be provided by Kim Ellis, the project manager. She asked that 
people share information with other community leaders who were not able to attend today’s 
meeting. 
 
Question: Could staff provide information about the survey? This organization sent out the link 
to the survey. Feedback themes included: 

• What are the goals of the survey? 
• How will the information be used? 
• Will information be carried over into the implementation phase? 
• How will the survey impact the approach chosen? 

 
Noelle said the team would respond to questions about the survey later in the meeting. 
 
Noelle explained that input from past discussion groups with community and business leaders 
has been documented in summary reports and provided to Metro’s policy advisory committees 
and the Metro Council. The 2012 scorecard on equity, environment and public health 
workshops helped shape the evaluation criteria that were used in 2012-13 to assess scenarios 
tested to date and inform the health impact assessment completed by the Oregon Health 
Authority. Nicole explained the past discussions about implementation led to a reframing of the 
policy areas that are reflected in the draft Climate Smart Strategy under public review today. 
Noelle described additional public involvement opportunities the project provided in 2014 that 
helped to further shape the draft strategy, including an online survey, stakeholder interviews, 
discussion groups, public opinion research and a panel presentation at the April 11 joint 
meeting of the Metro Policy Advisory Committee (MPAC) and the Joint Policy Advisory 
Committee on Transportation (JPACT). This input helped inform what MPAC and JPACT 
recommended be included in the draft approach on May 30 and the draft toolbox of actions 
staff had since developed to guide implementation. Noelle also explained that in August, an 
early draft toolbox of actions and the draft monitoring approach were shared with 
Transportation Justice Alliance and their input was reflected in the public review drafts. 
 
Noelle said that a summary of this meeting will go into the public comment record and a copy 
will be sent to meeting participants. She asked that organizations submit formal public 
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comments. All comments will be summarized into a public comment report that will be 
provided to Metro’s policy advisory committees and the Metro Council in November.  
 
OVERVIEW OF TIMELINE, DRAFT CLIMATE SMART STRATEGY AND DECISION-
MAKING PROCESS 

Kim Ellis thanked everyone for their comments and involvement to date. She reviewed the 
project timeline and upcoming decision milestones. Kim explained that Metro is required by the 
Department of Land Conservation and Development (DLCD) to complete this work by the end 
of the year. On December 18, the Metro Council will consider recommendations on the draft 
approach by MPAC and JPACT. She said the Climate Smart Communities team has been working 
with the committees throughout this process and the last of three joint MPAC/JPACT meetings 
will be held in November to consider refinements based on technical committee feedback, this 
group’s feedback and other public comments.  
 
She described the four documents that are currently subject to public review: 

1. The Draft Climate Smart Strategy provides an overview of the 10 policy areas. Examples 
include information and incentives to use travel options, expanding transit service, 
completing more of the active transportation network, and using technology for traffic 
signal timing, etc. The strategy assumes certain levels of investment from the 2014 
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), and identifies the need to secure additional funding 
to support implementation. 

2. The Draft Regional Framework Plan Amendments identify refinements to existing 
regional policies that guide how Metro conducts land use and transportation planning 
and other activities.  The amendments focus on integrating the key elements of the 
strategy and including greenhouse gas reduction as a consideration in future planning 
and decision-making. 

3. The Draft Toolbox of Possible Actions identifies possible near-term actions (within the 
next 5 years) that the region, agencies, special districts, local governments and the state 
can take to begin implementation. She explained some actions are already underway, 
but there are also new actions partners are encouraged to consider. Kim explained the 
actions are intended to be a menu of options that allows local flexibility in how and 
when they are implemented.  Actions range from advocating on legislative proposals 
and seeking new funding to updating parking policies and making investments to 
complete the active transportation network. The next Regional Transportation Plan 
update will build on these actions to identify medium- and long-term actions. 

4. The Draft Performance and Monitoring Approach proposes an approach for tracking the 
region’s progress on implementing the key elements of the strategy adopted by the 
Metro Council. Kim explained the intent is to build on the existing land use and 
transportation performance monitoring Metro is already responsible for as a result of 
state and federal requirements. 
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Kim said the process remains on track to be completed by the end of the year with a final 
Metro Council action scheduled for Dec. 18. She reiterated that MPAC and JPACT will be asked 
to make their recommendations to the Metro Council in December. The Metro Council will hold 
public hearings on October 30 and on December 18. 
 
Question: Are the comments received to date positive or negative? 
Kim responded that there is general support for the ten policy areas and for the recommended 
levels of investment but concern remains about funding. At the beginning of the process, there 
was fear around potential new regulations that might be needed to meet the target, but the 
analysis found the region can meet the target if we are able to fully implement adopted local 
and regional plans. She explained some people do not believe in climate change and others 
don't consider this work a priority. Kim said it has been a priority for policymakers to shape a 
draft approach that meets the target and provides actions that can be tailored and are flexible 
to support community plans and visions.  
 
Kim noted that there is no pushback on investing in the different areas; there is a recognition 
the region needs to be investing more in transportation infrastructure across all policy areas. 
She explained that MPAC and JPACT have asked staff to identify 3-5 priority actions that Metro, 
local governments, special districts and the state can work on together to begin 
implementation in 2015 and 2016. She described the criteria identified by Metro’s technical 
advisory committees – the Transportation Policy Alternatives Committee (TPAC) and the Metro 
Technical Advisory Committee (MTAC). She also explained that given the voluntary nature of 
the toolbox of actions, questions remain on how the region can demonstrate their commitment 
to each other to take action as well as demonstrate to the state that we are following through 
with implementation. 
 
Kim explained that the online survey from last spring indicated that support exists for the level 
of investment recommended by MPAC and JPACT. Early results from the fall online survey that 
is part of the public comment period seem to validate this support. One of the largest concerns 
is policy area number 8 (securing adequate funding). 
 
Question: What are the demographics of survey respondents? 
Peggy Morell responded that the summary report on the public comment period will include 
demographic information. The survey captures age, zip code, race and gender. Questions are 
framed in a way that any person could answer them based on their experience living and 
traveling in the region, without specific knowledge of the previous project work completed to 
date. Peggy explained the survey addresses seven of the ten policy areas – focusing on the 
investment areas. 
 
Noelle added that the team can continue to learn from community leaders about best practices 
for future survey development and encouraged participants to share any feedback they have on 
the survey design. 
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Group questions and discussion – Noelle 
Noelle introduced the discussion by asking the group to prioritize the policy areas in order to 
identify which ones the group will discuss in more detail in the next agenda item. She asked 
each person to indicate their top two choices, which she noted on the flipchart using dots. 
Results: 

• Policy 3: Make biking and walking (and walking to transit) safe and convenient – 6 dots 
• Policy 2: Make transit frequent, accessible and affordable – 5 dots 
• Policy 2 and 3: People who voted ‘on the line’ between these two policies – 4 dots 
• Policy 7: Manage parking and efficient use of space – 4 dots 
• Policy 10: Demonstrate leadership on climate change – 3 dots 
• Policy 9: Support Oregon’s transition to low carbon fuels, fuel efficient vehicles – 1 dot 
• Policy 6: Information and incentives to expand travel options – 1 dot 
• Policy 1: Implement 2040 Growth Concept and Plans – 1 dot 
• Policy 8: Secure adequate funding – 1 dot 
• Policies 4 (Make streets and highways safe, reliable and connected) and 5 (use 

technology to actively manage the transportation system) received no votes 
 
Comments: 

• We are really good at implementing some parts of adopted plans, and not completing 
other parts such as the active transportation plan. 

• Technology will happen anyway, so we should focus our discussion on the other policy 
areas. 

• The leadership in climate change policy: there is the question of who makes the decision 
on who gets the benefits. How can we bring more voices to the table? 

• Space and compact growth need to be addressed. Parking is an inefficient use of our 
land. Changing policies on parking is the new frontier in land use and transportation and 
can leverage behavior change. 

• We need to demonstrate that this is possible so others will join us – our region’s actions 
alone won’t make a difference. 

• We should build out the full active transportation plan to realize benefits, and then 
focus on transit. 

• Parking brings up a couple of things, including a need for the dense efficient use of 
urban space and a conversation on how we develop buildings.  

• Vulnerable communities cannot adapt as costs continue to climb. 
• Leadership on climate change policy area needs more teeth; it needs to include specific 

actions of what Metro is doing or will do to lead on addressing climate change. 
 
OVERVIEW OF DRAFT TOOLBOX OF ACTIONS 
Kim provided an overview of the draft toolbox of actions. She explained the document contains 
a menu of immediate actions for the next 5 years (near term 2017-2020). She noted we are 
seeking actions that will advance implementation by addressing barriers. She added many are 
actions that local government partners and others are already taking. There are more than 200 
actions listed. Feedback to date includes determining actions that will give us quick immediate 
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results in order to show progress, as there is a desire to go beyond what is happening already. 
She asked the group to identify actions that are missing and which actions are most important 
to their organizations and networks. 
 
Kim asked the group to think about potential criteria for identifying priority actions. She 
provided these examples: (actions should) produce high return on investment (significant 
greenhouse gas emission reduction), provide multiple community benefits beyond greenhouse 
gas (GHG) reduction, be achievable although may require a political lift, and require 
collaboration among multiple partners. She said we need early wins as a region to move more 
actions forward. We need to reflect a whole range of interests while achieving climate targets. 
 
Group questions and discussion 
Noelle asked the group: Which policy actions need to be elevated to the short list? 
 
Comments: 

• It is not true that these have to be entirely voluntary. Metro should use as a filter its 
own expenditures and whether or not they achieve Climate Smart Communities goals 
and reduce greenhouse gases. This idea can fall under leadership in climate change and 
also under funding for transportation. I would like Metro to take this on as its own 
guiding principle. 

•  "Lead by example" is something that Metro could do to elevate policy actions. 
• Create impact by using existing small pots of money to help achieve goals. 
• Lack of brownfields development holds communities back. Brownfields are 

underutilized and also have equity implications. Tie underutilized parking management 
into brownfields redevelopment actions. 

• What are near-term projections, for example, for building projects? We need to know 
what is available and upcoming. 

• Brownfields is a priority for the City of Portland. The City is being challenged to meet 
industrial land supply.  

• Support and restore local control of policies and programs through legislative actions. 
Get rid of inclusionary zoning ban, think about housing investments that will serve the 
people who live there, make sure there is an equitable impact. 

• Equity and health benefits came up frequently, but if we cannot guarantee affordable 
housing it is all for not. 

• This is about implementing 2040. The analysis recommends keeping the urban growth 
boundary (UGB) tight and building inside the boundary. This is critical to achieve this 
goal. When you expand the UGB, emissions increase as people drive longer distance. 
Help people understand the connection, that how far they drive influences climate 
change. 

• We have to serve those who are transit-dependent. Move some of the actions from 
shorter term to immediate. 

• Research best practices now. Do that ahead of the investments. 
• Change verb from consider ridership demographics to use ridership demographics. 
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• Link where people are living with accessible, frequent transit. 
• Under 2040, don’t use the verb support; it is not strong enough. Language is squishy. 
• Metro needs to research organizations or regions who "do it right."  

 
Question: how will suggestions regarding language amendments be used? 
 Kim explained the public comment process, including the use of a comment log. She said that 
staff will make a recommendation on what to do with suggested changes. Staff 
recommendations are then forwarded to the technical committees for approval/ 
recommendation to the policy committees.  
 
Comments: 

• We need to support local decisions while holding them to a certain standard, including 
housing/jobs balance and equitable development.  

• Define Metro’s role and include language on "Metro’s job is to direct and guide."  
• The goal should be to have affordable housing everywhere; the current language is 

unclear. 
• It is a challenge getting care workers to Lake Oswego. We have an opportunity to move 

beyond transit shuttles. The travel burden is put on people who live far from their work. 
Workers need to spend less time traveling and have access to good school districts. 

• Housing and transportation are symbiotic. We have to talk about both to make good 
decisions. 

• The language we choose matters. This document looks a whole lot like NEPA. It needs to 
be more prescriptive. Use stronger language than consider. 

• Increasing transit mode share is a good idea, but it will not necessarily show increased 
ridership. We have to make transit cost-competitive for choice riders and ridership will 
tell us how well the region is accomplishing that objective.  

• We have a lower transit mode share now than at the beginning of the century. I would 
like a bigger conversation of what transit spending choices are made.  
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OVERVIEW OF DRAFT PERFORMANCE MONITORING APPROACH 
Noelle asked the group to offer suggestions on the monitoring document.  
 
Comments: 

• We often speak of mode split, but the number of miles one travels actively is as 
important as vehicle miles traveled from a health perspective. Daily vehicle and 
pedestrian miles are important to track. 

• Are there data points that came out of the HIAs (health impact assessments) that should 
be tracked? Information used was based on the travel demand model – advise Metro to 
track that and meet what the draft model states. 

• Add household cost burden to housing and transportation.  
• Household utility expenses should also be tracked. 
• Measurement of fatalities should be called out in the walk/bike section. 
• Specific measures should be tracked. Daily miles matter in biking and walking. There 

should be a target and a measurement of when all bike lanes and sidewalks are 
completed. 

• Affordability is part of the transit policy but there is no measurement for it. 
• Daily transit service revenue hours: ensure that they are not weighted by capacity. 
• The walking/biking annual fatality target is noted as 32 and should be changed to zero. 
• Kim explained the target reflects the adopted 2014 RTP target for a 50% reduction in 

fatalities and serious injury crashes. 
• Residential units and jobs in the UGB should be broken down into sub-targets. The City 

of Portland talks about developing Lents or Gateway, but can use corridors to keep 
expanding the central city out rather than working on existing neighborhoods. 

• Work went into state performance measures developed for Mosaic.  Those measures 
could be a source for monitoring. 

• “Make progress” and “Secure funding” are not measurable goals. 
• The measures identified for leadership in climate change do not measure leadership; 

there are about process. Leadership is identifying ways to get the word out to other 
communities and the nation about this type of work.  

 
FUNDING THE CLIMATE SMART STRATEGY 
Kim said the overview brochure shows a breakdown of investment levels by policy area. The 
recommended level of investment reflects the Constrained Regional Transportation Plan for all 
policy areas except for transit service, using technology and providing travel information. The 
recommended transit service investment level reflects what is proposed in the full 2014 RTP.  
 
Group questions and discussion 
Peggy gave information about the online survey, saying that it addresses seven of the ten policy 
areas (policies two through eight).  The purpose of the survey is to inform policymakers of what 
we have been hearing and provide an indication of what should be considered for 
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implementation. As of last week, there were over 1,000 responses. Peggy gave a quick overview 
of responses on where respondents supported more investment by policy area. 
 
Comments: 

• Seeking and advocating for new, dedicated funding for active transportation is a top 
priority. 

• Develop a carbon pricing  
• Things like $20 billion for streets and highways should be taken out. Leaders want it for 

other reasons, but it is not a recommendation for achieving a climate smart community. 
Kim responded that this project acknowledges the need to make investment in all of 
these areas, and policy makers are not backing away from strategically investing in 
streets and highways. She explained this is an opportunity to work together find 
revenue to advance completion of the active transportation network and expanding 
transit service.  

• Observation on the Oregon Transportation Forum: there are no new ideas, no easy 
solutions. 

• There is pessimism regarding funding; there is money to shore up some things without 
providing any new funding. 

• So many funding options are constrained by constitutional amendment. Gas and vehicle 
taxes are for highway use and not allowed for active transportation.  

• We need funding for transit operations, not for capital projects. It is much easier to get 
funding for capital projects than to fund what we already have. 

 
Other possibilities for involvement 
Noelle reiterated that there are several ways that people and organizations can provide 
comments. 

Craig Beebe asked that people tap their networks, reach out to members, followers, friends and 
request that they comment. Craig offered a media resource kit that includes links, contact info, 
dates, sample tweets, and other things. He requested that they contact him directly if they 
needed anything else. 

CLOSING COMMENTS 
Councilor Collette thanked the group again for participating in and broadening the focus of this 
process.  
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OREGON PUBLIC HEALTH DIVISION 

John A. Kitzhaber, MD, Governor 

October 7, 2014 
Attn: Kim Ellis, Principal Transportation Planner at Metro 

e~Ith 
-----Authority 

800 NE Oregon Street 
Portland, OR 97232-2162 

VOICE: 971 
FAX: 971 

TIY-Nonvoice: 971 -673-0372 

The Oregon Health Authority Public Health Division (OHA-PHD) Environmental Public Health section works 
to identify, assess and report on threats to human health from exposure to environmental and occupational 
hazards, and advise the people and communities of Oregon to best understand potential risks where they live, 
work and play in order to remain healthy and safe. OHA-PHD recognizes climate change is happening in 
Oregon, putting our health and safety at risk. Some communities will be affected more than others; climate 
change will likely amplify existing health threats, particularly for the elderly, the sick, the poor, and some 
communities of color. OHA-PHD'sClimate and Health Program recently completed a Climate and Health 
Profile Report for the state documenting the pathways by which climate change could impact health in Oregon: 
heat-related illness, allergens, harmful algal blooms, vector-borne diseases, respiratory illness from 
deteriorating air quality, and potential increases in injuries and deaths from extreme weather events, landslides, 
and wildfires. Actions by other sectors can help protect people from some of the impacts of climate change. 
OHA-PHD is in support of efforts statewide to identify solutions to curb greenhouse gas emissions. 

Strategies and investments intended to reduce greenhouse gas emissions may also impact health in other ways. 
OHA-PHD's Health Impact Assessment Program completed a series of health impact assessments (HIA) to 
understand how land use and transportation strategies and investments influence community health. The most 
recent, the Climate Smart Strategy HIA, found that the Draft Approach as currently envisioned will reduce 
chronic disease and prevent premature deaths. These benefits are likely to occur through increased physical 
activity through active transportation modes, decreased exposure to air pollution through cleaner fuels and 
reduced per capita vehicle miles traveled (VMT), and increased traffic safety through reduced per capita 
VMT. The HIA contains specific recommendations to maximize health, and OHA-PHD's Environmental 
Public Health Section urges Metro to consider these recommendations in the finalization of the Preferred 
Scenario, implementation throughout the region, and monitoring of key measures in coming years. 

The full report, including evidence and recommendations, is available at www.healthoregon.org/hia. 

Thank you for your consideration, 

Curtis Cude 
Interim Section Manager 
Environmental Public Health 
Center for Health Protection 
Oregon Health Authority Public Health Division 
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Climate Smart Strategy 
Health Impact Assessment (HIA) 

Climate change threatens human health and well-being in 
many ways, including from increased extreme weather, 
wildfire, decreased air quality, threats to mental health, and 
illnesses from food, water, and disease-carriers such as 
mosquitos and ticks. Climate change will, absent other 
changes, worsen existing health threats. Vulnerable 
communities, particularly children, older adults, poor, and 
some communities of color are particularly at risk The 
changing climate has the potential to significantly impact 
health in the region. www.healthoregon.org/climatechange 

Metro's Climate Smart Communities Scenarios 

The Oregon Legislature has directed the Portland 
metropolitan region to reduce per capita greenhouse gas 
emissions from cars and small trucks by 2035. Metro, the 
Portland metropolitan regional government, is leading in the 
Climate Smart Communities Scenarios Project - a community 
process to plan to meet this requirement. 

The Climate Smart Strategy HIA found that strategies and 
investiments considered in Metro's planning reduce the 
risks of climate change, increase physical activity, 
improve air quality, and reduce traffic injuries and 
fatalities . 

./ Demonstrate regional leadership and mitigate climate 
change by adopting and implementing a Scenario that 
meets or exceeds the GHG targets set for the Portland 
metropolitan area. 

The Draft Approach is expected to result in annual health 
benefits of 126 avoided premature deaths, a 1.6% 
reduction in diseases studied, and annual savings of 
$100-125 million (2010$) in direct and indirect costs. 

Flexible, reliable transportation systems 

PROVIDE HEAL THY CHOICES. 
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Annual Health Benefits by 2035 

• Physical Activity • Air Quality • Traffic Safety 
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Scenario A Scenarios ScenarioC Draft Approach 

The Oregon Health Authority HIA Program used the Integrated Transport and Health Impact Model (ITHIM) 
to assess how increases in miles traveled by walking and biking combined with a decrease in per capita 
vehicle miles traveled would impact health. ITHIM estimates avoided deaths and avoided illness as 
measured by disability adjusted life years (DALYs) for 12 diseases over three domains: physical activity, air 
quality, and traffic safety. ITHIM estimates that by 2035, the Draft Approach will prevent 126 
premature deaths and reduce illness by 1.6% annually. The vast majority of the health benefits from the 
draft approach are attributable to increased physical activity and improved air quality. (See above where 
attribution to pathways is represented as the size of the slice of the pie.) 

PHYSICAL ACTIVITY 

Transportation and land use strategies in the Draft 
Approach are expected to result in modest increases of 
active transportation. This translates into impressive health 
gains across the region. 

Increasing the average distance walked from 1.3 to 1.8 miles 
per week will result in 48 avoided premature deaths. An 
additional 13 premature deaths will be avoided if miles 
traveled per person per week by bicycle increase from 2.1 
to 3.6. Illnesses studies will decrease by 1.~%. 

./ Integrate multi-modal design in road improvement and 
maintenance to support all users. 

./ Implement Complete Streets strategies 

./ Complete the active transportation network. 

./ Meet or exceed 1.8 miles walked and 3.4 miles cycled 
per person per week by 2035 as projected in the Draft 
Approach. 
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TRAFFIC SAFETY 

Reducing greenhouse gas emissions depends on 
expanded use of walking, biking, and transit. 
Reductions in per capita vehicle miles traveled 
(VMT) improve traffic safety for all users. 

The Draft Approach would result in 5.9 avoided 
fatalities annually and decrease disabilities from 
severe injuries by 6.7%. However, the number of 
pedestrian and bicycle fatalities and severe injuries 
will increase even as overall injury and fatality 
rates fall for all modes. This absolute increase in 
bicycle and pedestrian fatalities and injuries can be 
avoided by designing for safety for non-motoriied 
users. 

./ Adopt and implement investments and 
strategies that reduce per capital VMT from 130 
to less than 107 miles per week 

./ Prioritize expanding transit and providing 
travel information and incentives to reduce 
VMT and encourage active modes. 

Freeways · 500 meters 

COST SAVINGS 

Using a cost-of-illness approach, the HIA program 
estimates that the region currently spends between 
$4.8 and $5.8 billion (in 2010$) each year on 
diseases modeled in !THIM. The Draft Approach is 
expected to reduce illness and save the region 
$100-$125 million annually (in 2010$) . This 
includes annual savings of nearly $64 million in 
expenditures and lost productivity related to 
cardiovascular disease, $35 million associated with 
traffic injuries, and $26 million related to diabetes 
treatment. 

Saved Lives 

~· 
Sum of Avolde~ Fatalities - Scenario A 1.4 - Scenario B 4.0 

• - ScenarloC 12.1 

" - Draft Approach 5.9 
I 

-s 0 10 

AIR QUALITY 

Improving overall air quality is an important 
health benefit of greenhouse gas emissions 
reduction. The combined effect of reduced per 
capita vehicle miles traveled and clean fuel 
technologies is expected to improve air quality. 

15 

Air pollution can be highly localized with high 
concentrations near transportation corridors 
such as freeways and major roads. In 2010, 
12.6% of the population - including many 
vulnerable communities - lived within 500 
meters of the freeways highlighted at the left. 
Care should be taken in siting facilities that serve 
vulnerable populations in these areas . 

./ Reduce regional ambient concentrations of 
PM2.5 to 6.41 ug/m3 or below as projected in 
the Draft Approach 

./ Support state efforts to transition to cleaner 
low carbon fuels, more fuel-efficent vehicles, 
and transit fleet upgrades. 
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Target investments to improve health for all populations 

Not all residents of the Portland metropolitan region have equal access to healthy transportation options or 
health-promoting community resources . 

./ Ensure social and health goals are considered when prioritizing investments by explicitly and 
transparently addressing how investments link low-income and other vulnerable households to health
promoting resources . 

./ Protect populations - including the elderly, children, and low-income individuals - who live, work, and 
attend school near highways and major roads through siting, design, and/or mechanical systems that 
reduce indoor air pollution. 
Maximize health benefits by monitoring key health indicators, expanding partnerships that promote 
health, and developing tools to support the consideration of health impacts in future land use and 
transportation decisions throughout the region. 

Health Impact Assessment 

Health Impact Assessment (HIA) is a way to consider how a policy or plan affects community health before the 
final decision is made. By providing objective, evidence-based information, HIA can increase positive health 
effects and mitigate unintended health impacts. OHA conducted this assessment at Metro's request, with funds 
provided by the Health Impact Project, a collaboration of the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation and The Pew 
Charitable Trust. 

An advisory group of more than 30 people representing local governments, state and regional agencies and 
public health nonprofits provided guidance and data for a series of three HIAs supporting Metro's Climate Smart 
Communities Project. Six members of the advisory committee provided a full technical review of the report. 

Climate Smart Scenarios Health Impact Assessment Scope 
Geography: Portland, Oregon metropolitan region as defined by the Urban Growth Boundary 

Timeline: 2010 (base year) to 2035 (horizon year) 

Scenarios: 
A: adopted plans with existing revenues 

B: adopted plans with expanded revenues for priority investments 

C: adopted plans plus additional policy and infrastructure development (requires additional 
revenue/funding sources) 

Draft Approach: full implementation of adopted 2014 Regional Transportation Plan with additional 
investment in transit; lower-cost transportation system management and operations; and lower-cost 
information and incentive strategies. 

Exposure pathways: physical activity, traffic safety, air quality 

Quantitative tool: Integrated Transportation Health Impact Model (!THIM) 

Other considerations: health costs associated with health pathways; vulnerable populations 

The full report is availble at www.healthoregon.org/hia. 

lroz-Elardo N, Hamberg A, Main E, Haggerty B, Early-Alberts J, Cude C. Climate Smart Strategy 
Health Impact Assessment. Oregon Helath Authority. September 2014: Portland, Oregon 

ealth 
~--- \11ili1>1il\ 

Attachment 3 to Staff Report to Ordinance No. 14-1346B Page 81 of 246



From: Chris Hagerbaumer
To: Metro Climate Scenarios
Cc: Kim Ellis
Subject: OEC comments on draft Climate Smart Strategy
Date: Wednesday, October 15, 2014 3:27:58 PM

To: Metro Planning

From: Chris Hagerbaumer, Oregon Environmental Council

RE: Draft Climate Smart Strategy

Date: October 15, 2014

Oregon Environmental Council (OEC) thanks Metro for doing a terrific job developing a robust plan to
 reduce greenhouse gas emissions from cars and trucks. Yes, it was mandated, but you took the task to
 heart and did the due diligence with regard to research, analysis and community engagement. It’s
 exciting and affirming that the approach relies on policies and investments you had already identified as
 important for the region’s future. Of course, the hardest part is yet to come—securing the funds to make
 the needed investments and bringing all parts of the region along, but the co-benefits are so huge and
 the costs of inaction so great, that it’s a true imperative.

OEC had the opportunity to participate in the October 1 Climate Smart Communities community leaders
 meeting. We second the many recommendations made there, and stress a few below:

 

OEC supports the Toolbox of Possible Actions in its entirety. Provision of
 transportation options (transit, pedestrian and bicycling facilities) is particularly
 important to us. We would also emphasize a few specific actions:

 

1. Restore local control of housing policies and programs. Too many lower-income
 residents have been pushed out of the region’s core due to the fact that affordable
 housing policies and investments have not been implemented along with all of the
 strategies that have made the core more desirable (and expensive). We suggest
 rephrasing this action to ensure that it’s about achieving housing affordability, not
 just restoring local control (local control works only if local decision-makers actually
 care about affordable housing). This needs to be a real regional conversation with real
 solutions that ensure housing affordability no matter where one lives in the region.

 

2. Use green street design, not only planting trees to support carbon sequestration
 and using materials that reduce infrastructure-related heat gain, but capturing,
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 absorbing and cleaning stormwater and making more use of pervious, rather than
 impervious, surface materials. These strategies will help the region save money and
 adapt to the unwelcome effects of climate change.

 

3. Fully utilize parking pricing strategies. Yes, this is a tough sell, but it’s one of the
 most effective ways to manage demand. Parking spaces are not truly “free,” and too
 much free parking merely subsidizes cars and car trips. In most urban areas, there’s
 more space for cars (roads, parking lots and driveways) than humans (buildings and
 sidewalks), which is kind of insane. Cities should charge the fair market price for on-
street parking, using the revenues to finance added public services in the metered
 neighborhoods. Likewise, parking minimums hurt housing affordability (as
 mentioned above, housing affordability is one of the most important issues to grapple
 with).

4. Expand the list of actions under “Demonstrate leadership on climate change.” The actions listed are
 primarily focused on inventories, reports and plans. Yes, you will demonstrate true leadership by
 implementing the plan, but we suggest “evangelizing” in appropriate venues. Share your story with other
 metropolitan areas across the country. Be loud and proud about tackling the most pressing issue of our
 time. On a related note, some of the resistance to some of the tools (e.g., the current backlash against
 mixed-use development in downtown Lake Oswego) has to do with a lack of understanding of how these
 tools work, how they help the community broadly, and how everyone needs to be part of the solution.
 There continues to be a communication challenge about the necessity of compact urban development,
 not to mention climate change, which needs to be overcome. Not everyone will get on board, but more
 will as the merits are proved and the story is told.

With regard to the Draft Performance Monitoring Approach:

You may have already done so, but we suggest reviewing the indicators developed for Mosaic, the
 value and cost informed transportation planning tool recently developed by ODOT. There may be
 some quantitative and qualitative indicators that would make sense to use in this process.
Because of the importance of housing affordability, please develop an indicator
 related to housing affordability for the policy “Implement the 2040 Growth
 Concept and local adopted land use and transportation plans.”
Perhaps adopt a measurement for 20-minute neighborhoods.
Public EV charging stations could be a measure for the policy related to fuels
 and vehicles.
The measure “secure adequate funding for transportation investments” could be
 quite specific, e.g., 60% of transit needs met by 20XX, 75% of sidewalk
 infrastructure complete by 20XX, etc.

Again, thank you for your great work. OEC will be with you all the way.

Chris Hagerbaumer | Deputy Director
Oregon Environmental Council
222 NW Davis Street, Suite 309
Portland, OR 97209-3900
503.222.1963 x102
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October 22, 2014 

 

Metro President Tom Hughes 

Metro Council 

600 NE Grand Avenue 

Portland, OR  97232 

 

Re:  Climate Smart Communities Strategy 

 

Dear President Hughes and Council Members: 

 

1000 Friends of Oregon is pleased to be before you, several years after the passage of HB 2001 

(in 2009) and SB 1059 (in 2010), enthusiastically supporting the work and outcome of the 

ground-breaking and critical Climate Smart Communities project.   The Metro Council and your 

staff not only embraced a state mandate, but used it to tie together the many related, but not 

always integrated, strands of land use and transportation work going on in the region to create a 

framework for the region’s future that goes beyond simply reducing greenhouse gas (GHG) 

emissions from light vehicles.   

 

The Metro Council set the stage by requiring the Climate Smart Communities project to be 

measured against Metro’s “six desired outcomes.”
1
  The Metro staff worked incredibly long 

hours to ensure the project was guided by thorough, professional technical research and analysis, 

not just in GHG emissions but also in the relationship of various options to health, personal and 

public finances, and the environment. Integrating the Oregon Health Authority’s Health Impact 

Analysis (HIA) illustrated clearly that the choices the region makes to address greenhouse gas 

reduction can have profound – and if we do it right, beneficial - impacts on the everyday lives of 

residents and businesses, today and in the future.   

 

Metro tried new methods of engaging a greater number and more diverse populations of local 

residents.  The staff diligently obtained feedback at every stage during this 4-year long project 

from the myriad of advisory committees, planning staffs, and elected officials throughout the 

region. 

 

It is critical to understand that the resulting proposed preferred strategy does not merely conclude 

that if the region implements its existing land use and transportation plans, it can achieve its 

GHG emission reduction target.  That would result in missing significant opportunities to 

achieve more than one regional objective through a synergistic implementation approach, and the 

region would probably also miss the ultimate target of contributing meaningfully to reducing the 

impact of greenhouse gas emissions on climate.
2
   

                                                 
1
 Metro’s Six Desired Outcomes are:  Equity, Vibrant Communities, Regional Climate Change Leadership, 

Transportation Choices, Economic Prosperity, Clean Air & Water. 
2
 Just in the 4 years this project has been underway, the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change has concluded 

that warming of the earth’s atmosphere is occurring faster than previously thought. 

http://www.ipcc.ch/report/ar5/wg1/ 
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Most importantly, it would hide the critical take-away from Climate Smart Communities:  the 

region – cities, counties, transit agencies, and Metro - are not implementing their adopted plans 

now.  Therefore, the region will not meet its GHG emission reduction target if we simply conduct 

business as usual.  To meet the GHG target and achieve the many other benefits of creating 

walkable, mixed use communities requires greatly increased investment in transit, pedestrian 

infrastructure, bike facilities, and affordable housing.  It also requires policy changes that 

integrate transportation investments, affordable housing, parking reduction strategies, and mixed-

use development investments. 

 

An ever-increasing number of studies demonstrates that collaboratively implementing particular 

actions can have beneficial impacts on several of the region’s desired outcomes at the same time.  

For example, the Oregon Health Authority’s HIA on Metro’s Climate Smart Strategy concluded 

that investing in safe and accessible walking, bicycling, and transit options that take residents 

from where they live to where they need to go not only reduces the amount of miles we all drive, 

but results in significant health benefits and health savings – savings both to the individual and to 

taxpayers – due to increased physical activity and decreased air pollution.
3
   

 

We also know that transit will not be effective in reducing greenhouse gas emissions from light 

vehicles unless local governments ensure through planning and zoning that densities and housing 

options along bus and light rail lines are sufficient to generate ridership warranting frequent 

service.  The highest levels of transit ridership are from those populations – mostly lower income 

and elderly – that are transit dependent.  Recent extensive studies from California, which is 

implementing a similar GHG reduction program, have found: 

 

 “[W]ell-designed program[s] to put more affordable homes near transit would not just 

 meet the requirements set by the California Air Resources Board (ARB), but would be a 

 powerful and durable GHG reduction strategy – directly reducing driving while creating a 

 host of economic and social benefits.”
4
 

 

The integration of affordable housing into transit-oriented development is critical: 

   

 “Preserving and building affordable homes near 

 transit will allow California to achieve the maximum VMT and GHG reduction benefits 

 of investment in transit infrastructure and transit-oriented development. Actions must 

 be taken to ensure that people with low incomes, who are most likely to use transit and 

 to benefit from its presence, are able to live nearby.”
5
 

 

                                                 
3
 Oregon Health Authority, www.healthoregon.org/hia 

4
   Why Creating and Preserving Affordable Homes Near Transit is a Highly Effective Climate Protection Strategy 

TransForm, California Housing Partnership Corporation, 2014.  http://www.transformca.org/transform-report/why-

creating-and-preserving-affordable-homes-near-transit-highly-effective-climate 
5
 Building  and  Preserving  Affordable  Homes  Near  Transit: Affordable  TOD  as  a Greenhouse  Gas Reduction 

and  Equity Strategy, California Housing Partnership Corporation, January 2013. 

http://www.chpc.net/dnld/FullReport_CHPCAffordableTOD013113.pdf 
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Therefore, Metro, cities, and counties must adopt policies and invest in affordable housing and 

senior housing in transit-oriented developments.  Furthermore, well-located bus service not only 

makes employment opportunities available to all workers, but also benefits the local economy by 

making sufficient workers available to all employers. 

 

Finally, surface parking lots, other impervious surfaces devoted to parking, and brownfields not 

only create deserts of lost economic opportunity in neighborhoods, but they lower densities 

making transit less effective.  Policies to manage parking and investments to revitalize 

brownfields into uses that contribute to livability have multiple community benefits in addition 

to helping reduce the need to drive. 

 

Achieving multiple benefits  requires coordinating and prioritizing investments by Metro, cities, 

counties, and TriMet in safe and accessible sidewalks, bikeways, bus shelters, lighting, and 

frequent and integrated transit service along key corridors linking where people live with 

employment, shopping, schools, and other needs.  It requires adoption of policies supporting 

affordable housing, managing parking, and re-using brownfields. 

 

Therefore, adopting the Toolbox of Possible Actions and Performance Monitoring Approach, 

along with the Climate Smart Strategy, is essential for the region’s success.  We emphasize 

below the specific tools and monitoring approaches we particularly support, and recommend 

some stronger actions we ask Metro to take. 

 

Toolbox 

 

Demonstrate Leadership 

 

 To truly “demonstrate leadership on climate change,” Metro must commit to lead by 

example by using the Climate Smart Strategy as a filter for Metro’s land use and 

transportation policy and investment decisions.  Each of those decisions must be 

measured against whether it helps or hinders achievement of the GHG reduction target. 

 

Implement the 2040 Growth Concept 

 

 We support Metro’s commitment to restoring all affordable housing tools to local 

governments. Providing local governments the full array of tools to provide for 

affordable housing is critical to a successful transit system, to the ability of the region’s 

residents to meet their daily needs, and the region’s employers to have a sufficient work 

force.   

 

 Metro should specifically call out here its commitment to use the 2018 RTP revision as a 

tool to implement the 2040 Growth Concept’s Climate Smart Strategies.  For example, 

through the 2018 RTP, Metro should prioritize active transportation projects and 

investments, especially in designated centers and corridors and transit-dependent 

communities.    
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 Among other actions in the Toolbox, Metro should commit to leveraging Metro’s and the 

region’s public investments to maintain and create affordable housing in transit-served 

areas. 

 

 Major investments in transit and other community development projects should be 

accompanied with policies that protect against economic displacement of 

lower‐income residents. 

 

Make transit more convenient, frequent, accessible, and affordable 

 

 Under Metro’s actions, move from “Near-term” to “Immediate” the action to “Research 

and develop best practices that support equitable growth and development near transit 

without displacement….”  This research and implementation must start in the immediate 

time fame, so region and neighborhoods can get ahead of potentially displacing 

investments. 

 

 Commit regional flexible transportation funds to active transportation. 

 

 Specifically call out the 2018 RTP revision as a tool to implement the transit actions in 

the Climate Smart Strategy. 

 

 We strongly support Metro’s commitment to seek new sources for transit funding and to 

obtain reduced fare programs for youth, seniors, people with disabilities, and low-income 

residents.  

 

 Under the Immediate actions for local governments, the action to “Consider ridership 

demographics in [transit] service planning” is too weak.  Ridership demographics should 

actually be used in service planning, to ensure that the communities of concern are 
prioritized in providing accessible and affordable transit.  This same issue re-occurs 

under the list of special district action items. 

 

Make biking and walking safe and convenient 

 

  Specifically call out 2018 RTP revision as a tool to implement the bicycle and pedestrian 

actions in the Climate Smart Strategy. 

 

 Commit regional flexible transportation funds to active transportation. 

 

 Use the Climate Smart Strategy as a filter for evaluating individual transportation projects 

to construct or widen major roads and arterials.  
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Manage parking to make efficient use of parking spaces 

 

 Under Metro’s actions, move the item about researching and updating regional parking 

policies from the “Near-term” category to “Immediate.”  It will take time to complete the 

research and conduct the pilot and demonstration projects that are likely to be needed.   

 

 Link providing different parking policies in mixed use transit corridors and centers with 

maintaining/providing affordable housing (e.g., recoup some of the private savings from 

providing fewer parking places in a development in a frequent transit district, and use it 

to provide for or preserve affordable housing in the corridor). 

 

Performance Monitoring 

 

The following should be added to Performance Monitoring Approach: 

 

 Metro should continue and expand the efforts it started during the development of the 

Climate Smart  Strategy of engaging more and more diverse communities in the region as 

it implements the CSC strategy, decides which "Tools" to use, and monitors the 

performance. Therefore, we ask Metro to establish a public engagement process that is 

diverse and inclusive, which will oversee implementation of the Climate Smart Strategy. 

 

 Specific actions that Metro will take to incentivize, reward, and penalize success and 

failure in achieving progress towards meeting the adopted Climate Smart Strategy. 

 

 Specific benchmark dates for evaluating progress on the immediate and near term actions 

and a commitment to take appropriate steps, if necessary, to maintain progress towards 

the target GHG reduction. 

 

 Add as a measure to be monitored the percentage of households whose combined housing 

and transportation costs make them “cost burdened,” by location.  This is already 

measured by Metro.  This should be linked to a goal should be to reduce the percentage 

of cost-burdened households, by increasing affordable housing, in transit centers and 

corridors. 

 

 Incorporate as measures appropriate health categories from the HIA and rapid HIA 

completed by the Oregon Health Authority. 

 

Thank you for consideration of our comments. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 
Mary Kyle McCurdy 

Policy Director and Staff Attorney 
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CLACKAMAS 
COUNTY 

October 22, 2014 

Council President Hughes and Metro Councilors 
Metro Regional Center 
600 NE Grand Ave 
Portland, Oregon 97232 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

PUBLIC SERVICES BUILDING 

2051 l<AE N ROAD I OREGON CITY, OR 97045 

Re: Climate Smart Communities Preferred Alternative 

Dear President Hughes and Metro Councilors: 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide these comments on Metro's Climate Smart 
Strategy. We are appreciative of the incredible amount of work that went in to the 
process over the past several years, and of the difficult task your staff have undertaken 
Clackamas County has several concerns with the strategy, and hope that they can be 
addressed in the final version . 

Maintain Local Flexibility. 

On numerous occasions we have heard that the preferred approach will consist of a 
"toolbox" of actions from which local governments may choose. It is essential that we 
maintain this flexible approach. Every jurisdiction is unique, and what works in one 
place might not work in another. Parking management is a key example of a local 
issue: Portland's needs and context are very different from those in Oregon City or the 
Clackamas Regional Center. In every area, public and business input will be key to 
workable solutions. A top-down, one size fits all approach will not work. Nor will a bias 
toward spending regional funds in a manner that is not equitable between jurisdictions. 
The strategy must contain a clear and unequivocal commitment to maintaining local 
control and flexibility in both the adopting ordinance, and in the framework plan 
language itself. 

Maintain an emphasis on increased highway capacity as a method of reducing 
greenhouse gas emissions. 

Congestion is a key contributor to greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. Of all of the 
proposed strategies, congestion-based GHG emissions are the most easily reduced, 
and the GHG reduction is the most direct. It is critical that the language in the 

P . 503.655.8581 I F. 503. 742.5919 I WWW .CLACKAMAS.US 
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Preferred Strategy reflect a continued commitment to increasing highway capacity, 
particularly in those areas of critical congestion like the 1-205 South Corridor and the 
Rose Quarter. 

In addition , increased highway and road capacity has the most obvious co-benefits in 
terms of increased economic activity and freight mobility. It also relies on less behavior 
modification and social engineering than other elements of the strategy. Through 
appropriate strategies like High Occupancy Transit, High Occupancy Vehicle and 
dedicated freight lanes, it is possible to increase capacity while maintaining control of 
congestion. 

We are concerned that the preferred strategy will become a "filter" through which more 
Regional Flex Funds and MTIP money is allocated to non-road projects, or to support 
projects in particular areas .. We want to be sure that that is not the case, and that the 
region retains its ability to.invest in highway capacity. Moreover, since the preferred 
strategy and the RTP itself were based on local Transportation Systems Plans, it is 
important that the region remain committed to the implementation of local plans. 

Assure that enhanced transit leaves ample opportunities to innovate with local or 
supplemental service. 

Clackamas County and several of our cities are interested in evaluating the potential to 
provide a supplemental transit service along the lines of Grove Link, Forest Grove's 
local service. We want to be sure that the preferred strategy expressly include the 
opportunity for this kind of innovation and experimentation. 

Clackamas County appreciates the opportunity to provide these comments. 

Sincerely: 

Paul Savas 
Commissioner 

COMMISSIONERS 

Martha Schrader 
Commissioner 

im Bernard 
Commissioner 

Tootie Smith 
Commissioner 
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October 24, 2014 

Hon. Tom Hughes, President, 
And Metro Councilors 

600 NE Grand Avenue 
Portland, OR 97232 

Re: Climate Smart Scenarios - Preferred Approach 

Dear President Hughes and Metro Councilors: 

With the passage of House Bill 2001 in 2009, the Region was faced with the daunting task of reaching an 
agreement on how to meet the state targets for reduction in greenhouse gas emissions from light-duty 
vehicles. Through Metro's leadership and guidance and the hard work and commitment of regional 
leaders and their staff, this spring, we did come to consensus on the concepts for the Climate Smart 
Strategy. We applaud Metro and the local government efforts on reaching this historic milestone. We 
hope that the region will stay engaged as we move forward with reporting back to the State Legislature 
and implementation. 

In order to accurately reflect the regional consensus and local priorities, as well as protect current and 
future generations from undue financial burdens or unrealistic expectations, a few changes and 
clarifications to the implementing documents are necessary before the region moves forward. These 
changes and clarifications, as outlined below, are necessary before we can support the package at the 
November 7, 2014 joint JPACT/MPAC meeting: 

Commitment to adopted plans. Our first commitment needs to be to adopted plans, as 
implementation of these plans gets us to the state greenhouse gas reduction target. Additionally, 
these plans reflect our local priorities and the desires of our citizens. We should celebrate the fact 
that our adopted plans will further the regional and statewide goals regarding reduction of 
greenhouse gas emissions from light-duty vehicles. 

Local Choice in the Regional Context. Metro has stated throughout this process that the solution 
will not be one-size-fits all, and that local jurisdictions will be able to chose implementation 
measures that suit their community needs. This has been a crucial factor in obtaining regional buy
in to the preferred strategy. While draft Ordinance 14-1346 clearly articulates the ability to "locally 
tailor'' implementation tools, the amendments to the Framework Plan and the tool kit need to 
contain identical language. Furthermore, the Performance Monitoring measures need to account 
for this local autonomy. 

Mail 150 E Main Street, Hillsboro, Oregon 97123-4028 Phone 503.681.6100 Fax 503.681.6232 Web www.hillsboro-oregon.gov 
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Hon. Tom Hughes, President, 
and Metro Councilors 
October 24, 2014 

Page2 of 3 

Funding. We agree that we need to be aspirational when planning for climate change, as we're not 
only planning for today, but future generations. However, we do need to balance these aspirations 
with realism, and not over commit funding we do not have. To this end, we recommend the 
following: 

• Given that existing, adopted plans get us to the state targets and the uncertainty of future 

funding and technological advances, we recommend that the regional approach be to first 

set forth the few implementation actions for the next few years that have firm commitment, 

followed by an "aspirational" list of items to pursue dependent on available funding. This 

tiered approach will also allow further refinement of and collaboration on the longer term 

implementation actions. 

• Focus efforts on any "funding coalition" on federal and state funds. Funding strategies 

should not include a new regional tax or jeopardize existing local funding sources. 

Washington County and its cities have long been progressive with providing funding for 

transportation improvements and maintenance through sources such as the County Major 

Streets Transportation Improvement Program and Transportation Development Tax and 

local funding sources such Transportation Utility Fees and adopted and anticipated 

supplemental transportation fees for new growth areas. We encourage Metro to work with 

neighboring jurisdictions to come up with similar measures; however, given commitments of 

these funding sources, dilution of these funds would jeopardize years of local planning that 

has been acknowledged to be in compliance with the Metro 2040 Plan. 

• Rather than a blanket statement of prioritizing transit, we need local governments within 

transportation corridors to prioritize improvements. While transit may be a priority where 

there is a complete road network, in other locations, completing road connections may be a 

prerequisite to transit. Simply stating that transit is a funding priority is too simplistic given 

the diversity and complexity of the region. 

The Future of Technology. In addition to tempering the cost of the additional efforts above-and
beyond adopted plans with reality of funding, we need to keep our options open to new 
technological advances. It is foreseeable that such advances will move us forward towards reducing 
greenhouse gas emissions in ways the proposed strategy does not take into account. We need to 
build in periodic review to be able to adjust and respond to such advances, as they may relieve some 
of the financial burdens that remain unsolved in the proposed strategy. 

Legislative Priorities. Before the region can start setting priorities for the 2015 Legislative Session, 
we need the clarity outlined above. Furthermore, there needs to be clarity regarding the 
expectations from local governments - is Metro looking for local jurisdictions to sign onto a regional 
legislative agenda? This may be problematic, as individual jurisdictions are working with their 
Councils to formulate legislative agendas and regional and local priorities may not align. 
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Hon. Tom Hughes, President, 
and Metro Councilors 
October 24, 2014 
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Regional Framework Plan. The proposed amendments to the new Goal 11 of the Regional 
Framework Plan need to be edited to be consistent with previous sections of the Framework Plan. 
To this end, this section should be limited to the goals and objectives, with the individual action 
items left to the toolbox and Climate Smart Strategy report. 

Further Refinement of the Toolbox and appropriate form of adoption. With regard to the Toolbox 
of Possible Actions, we support the development of a short list of priority actions. However, the 
Toolbox itself needs refinement, which we would like to see accomplished through a series of 
workgroup meetings (similar to what Metro did with the Active Transportation Plan) over the next 
3-6 months. To accomplish such a task, the 8th and 9th clauses on page 3 of the Resolution need to 
be modified to reflect such an effort. Additionally, #4 (page 5) should be reworded as follows: 

Metro Council directs staff to provide opportunities for further review and refinement of 
the Toolbox of Possible Actions by local governments, ODOT, TriMet and other 
stakeholders. 

We think this extra work will go far in avoiding misunderstanding and help build consensus around 
possible actions to be taken to implement the Climate Smart Strategy. Furthermore, given the four 
years that went into analyzing and discussing the preferred approach, it is appropriate to be more 
thoughtful and considerate in devising the toolbox, which will guide implementation of the 
preferred Strategy over the next 20 years. 

If the Toolbox is to be "adopted," it should be done so through Resolution (similar to the Active 
Transportation Plan), not ordinance. 

Again, the region has much to be proud of with the work accomplished to date on the Climate Smart 
Strategy. With continued effort to reflect the comments above, we will be ready to move into the 
implementation phase and refinement of our longer-term actions. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

CITY OF HILLSBORO 

Mayor 
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October 30, 2014 

Hon. Tom Hughes, President 
And Metro Councilors 
600 NE Grand Avenue 
Portland, OR 97232 

Re: Climate Smart Scenarios - Preferred Approach 

Dear President Hughes and Metro Councilors: 

As noted by Mayor Jerry Willey in his October 24, 2014 letter, the region has achieved a monumental 
milestone in reaching consensus on a preferred approach to meet the state goals for reduction 
greenhouse gas emissions from light-duty vehicles. The agreement on the approach is testament to the 
region's commitment towards improving the quality of the environment for generations to come. While 
we may take a moment to celebrate this accomplishment, the larger tasks are still ahead of us: gaining 
understanding and agreement of how we will go about implementing the preferred approach and the 
actual tasks of implementation. In order to get to implementation, we need to be as thoughtful in 
developing the implementation tools and documentation as we were in analyzing and selecting a 
preferred approach. 

With the consideration of implementation in mind, we offer t he following suggestions, in addition to 
Mayor Willey's testimony, which is attached: 

Goals, Targets and Timing. 

It is important to keep in mind some key statutory/rule goals, targets and their timing: 

1. "By 2050, achieve greenhouse gas levels that are at least 75 percent below 1990 levels." ORS 
468A.205(1)(c) 

2. By 2035, reduce greenhouse gas emissions from light vehicle travel by 52 percent by 2035 (OAR 
660-044-0010( 2) (a)). 

3. February 1, 2014 - the Land Conservation and Development Commission and Department of 
Transportation report to the House and Senate interim committees re lated to transportation on 
progress toward implementing the land use and transportation scenarios required under House 
Bill 4078 (2009). (Oregon Laws 2009, chapter 865, section 38(3)). 

4. December 31, 2014 - Metro to " .. . amend the regional framework plan and the regional 
growth concept to select and incorporate a preferred land use and transportation scenario that 
meets [the 2035} targets . . . " (OAR 660-044-0040(1).1 

Commitment to Adopted Plans. 

The importance of our commitment to our adopted plans must be paramount to our implementation 
efforts under the Climate Smart Scenarios project. The implementing rules for t he Climate Smart 
Scenarios project provide that t he purpose of scenario planning is intended: 

.. . to be a means for local governments in metropolitan areas to explore ways that 
urban development patterns and transportation systems would need to be changed to 

1 The requirements for the preferred land use and transportation scenario are set forth in OAR 660-0040(3), which 

is attached to this letter. 

Mail 150 E Main Street, Hillsboro, Oregon 97123-4028 Phnne 503 .681.6100 Fa. 503.681 .6232 Web www.hillsboro-oregon.gov 
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achieve significant reductions in greenhouse gas emissions from light vehicle travel. OAR 
660-004-0000( 4). 

The result of the scenario planning is to provide: 

.. . information on the extent of changes to land use patterns and transportation systems 
in metropolitan areas needed to significantly reduce greenhouse gas emissions from 
light vehicle travel in metropolitan areas, including information about the benefits and 
costs of achieving those reductions. (OAR 660-044-0000(5)). 

2 

This information is then to be used to "inform local governments as they update their comprehensive 
plans, and to inform the legislature, state agencies and the public as the state develops and implements 
an overall strategy to meet state goals to reduce greenhouse gas emissions." (Id.) 

As the scenario testing has shown, implementation of our adopted plans not only achieves the state 
greenhouse gas reduction goals for the region, they exceed the target reductions, reflecting the 
commitment of all the Metro jurisdictions to solving this issue. Thus, while we do need to be 
aspirational in our planning, we must heed the remainder of the above OAR: 

Scenario planning is a means to address benefits and costs of different actions to 
accomplish reductions in ways that allow communities to as how to meet other 
important needs, including accommodating economic development and housing needs, 
expanding transportation options and reducing transportation costs. (Id.) 

Technology. 

Throughout the process, Hillsboro has consistently advised that we need to remain open to how 
technological advances may further efforts in meeting the state goals in ways we cannot foresee. This 
sentiment is echoed in the implementing statewide rules: 

Pursuant to OAR 660-044-0035, 2 the commission shall review the targets by June 1, 
2015, based on the results of scenario planning, and updated information about 
expected changes in vehicle technologies and fuels, state policies and other factors. 
(OAR 660-044-0000(6)). 

Clearly, it is contemplated that we will revisit our progress and need not come up with all answers 
today. This is an important fact to keep in mind in the following discussion regarding the proposed 
implementation Toolbox. 

Our adopted plans reflect the balance of needs of the individual jurisdictions. As these plans have been 
subject to extensive public outreach, they must be honored. 

The Toolbox. 

Local autonomy in choosing implementation methods. OAR 660-044 states in several places that the 
preferred strategy should allow implementation in a manner that "maximizes attainment of other 
community goals and benefits." (OAR 660-044-0040(S)(b); see also 660-044-0000(4), "scenario planning 
is a means to address benefits and costs of different actions to accomplish reductions in ways that allow 
communities to assess how to meet other important needs." Emphasis added.) 

While draft Ordinance No. 14-1346 clearly articulates the ability to "locally tailor" implementation tools, 
the amendments to the Framework Plan and the Toolbox need to contain identical language. 

More time and collaboration needed in refining the Toolbox. The draft Toolbox is a starting point for 
providing more detail on the required "policies and strategies intended to achieve the target reductions 
in greenhouse gas emissions" (OAR 660-044-0040(3)(c)), which are outline in both the proposed 

2 
OAR 660-044-0035(1) requires a review of the greenhouse gas emissions reduction targets every four (4) years 

starting June 1, 2015. 
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Framework Plan amendments and the Draft Climate Smart Strategy. As the Toolbox is not one of the 
required components necessary for adoption of the preferred strategy, we recommend that Metro 
convene a working group to refine the Toolbox over the next few months. 

Our general concerns with the Toolbox are: 

• Undefined terms throughout, such as "Vision Zero strategy" (in the Making biking and walking 
safe and convenient strategy) and "EcoRule" (in the policy regarding the provision of 
information and incentives to expand the use of travel options). Without definition or 
additional context, it is impossible to evaluate the monetary implications of such strategies. 
Moreover, such tools are likely to be underutilized if there is no understanding on what they 
are, potentially creating a lost opportunity for t he region. 

• Too broad a spectrum of policies. Climate smart cannot be the cure-all for any perceived 
shortcomings in our land use regulatory system. For example, we were surprised to see 
removing the ban on inclusionary zoning as a strategy.3 Similarly, there needs to be more of a 
connection of Brownfield redevelopment with achieving the greenhouse gas reduction target. 

• Need for additional emphasis on development patterns in new urban growth areas. While there 
should be emphasis on development in existing centers and corridors, new expansion areas, 
such as South Hillsboro, South Cooper Mountain and River Terrace, offer opportunities to 
further the region's efforts towards achieving the greenhouse gas targets. These new areas can 
be developed to accommodate alternative modes of transportation, such as walking, biking and 
transit, from the outset, versus expensive retrofitting. As these expansion areas are being 
planned as complete communities, they will offer the opportunity for new residents to reduce 
or eliminate vehicular trips for every day needs such as shopping, dining, education and 
recreation. Another area that will bring benefit to the region is the ability to place more 
emphasis on using best practices to reduce greenhouse gas emissions from the built 
environment (i.e., green building practices).4 

• Overbroad statements on local funding for transit and road maintenance. In severa l locations, 
Metro is tasked with considering local funding. More description is needed on how Metro will 
be involved in local funding - Will Metro be assisting local jurisdictions in securing funding? 
What is the source of such funding? What impact will there be to existing funding mechanisms? 
We would also like to see further discussion about the role and function of the proposed 
funding coalition. 

• Managed Parking. There needs to be consistency that managed parking is an option only in 
areas served by frequent transit and active transportation connections. 

• Analysis and discussion is necessary on how the Metro draft Toolbox compares to the state 
toolbox (www.oregon.gov/ODOT/TD/TP/Pages/ghgtoolkit categories.aspx#cat2)? 

Given that the Toolbox will guide implementation over the next 20 years, we should take great care in 
getting this right and getting a better regional understanding of the tools and their implications. 

More information needed to determine compliance with OAR 660-044-0040. 

More information and analysis is necessary to determine compliance with the following to provisions of 
OAR 660-044-0040: 

• Funding. OAR 660-044-0040(2)(i) requires that "If the preferred scenario relies on new 
investments or funding sources to achieve the target [Metro shall} evaluate the feasibility of the 

3 Under the policy for implementing the 2040 Growth Concept and local adopted land use and transportation 
plans, the strategy for supporting the restoration of "local control of housing policies and programs .. . " 
4 While buildings and the built environment are not part of the Climate Smart Strategies, greenfield development 
provides an opportunity to help reduce greenhouse gas emissions. Such efforts are consistent with the State Ten
Year Energy Action Plan, Goal 1 (Maximize energy efficiency and conservation to meet 100 percent of new electric 
load Growth). 
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investments or funding sources." With a total price tag of $24 billion and an annual cost of 
$1.425 billion ($945 million plus $480 million to maintain and operate our road system), more 
detail is needed to satisfy the requirements of the OAR.5 

• Effects of alternative scenarios on development and travel patterns in the surrounding area. 
Metro is required to evaluate "whether proposed policies will cause change in development or 
increased light vehicle travel between metropolitan area and surrounding communities 
compared to reference case." (OAR 660-044-0040(2)(i)(D)). 

If these items are to be addressed in the findings, we ask that the findings be made available for 
discussion by the Metro Technica l Advisory Committee in early November. 

Ordinance 

We have raised several concerns with the draft ordinance with Metro staff and look forward to working 
with staff and the Metro Technical Advisory Committee prior to the December hearing. 

In summary, we recommend that Metro, prior to adopting the preferred scenario, direct staff to take 
the following actions: 

• Work through the various committees to refine the short list of actions to be undertaken in the 

next year (Mayor Willey's letter dated October 24, 2014). 

• Work with the various committees to refine the Toolbox, which would be adopted by resolution 

in 2015 (Mayor Willey's and this letter). 

• Include language in the Framework Plan amendments and the Toolbox identical to the draft 

Ordinance and consistent with OAR 660-044 that local jurisdictions have the ability to " locally 

t ailor" implementation tools. 

• Provide information on OAR 660-044-0040(2)(i) in timely manner so that jurisdictional partners 

can review and comment. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Colin Cooper, AICP 
Planning Director 

5 At the October 22, 2014 Metro Policy Advisory Committee meeting, it was indicated that identifying other 
funding would be difficult over the next two months. How ever, per the OAR, funding sources need to be identified 
and evaluated for feasibility. 
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OAR 660-044-0040 

Cooperative Selection of a Preferred Scenario; Initial Adoption 

(1) Metro shall by December 31, 2014, amend the regiona l framework plan and the regional growth 
concept to select and incorporate a preferred land use and transportation scenario that meets targets in 
OAR 660-044-0020 consistent with the requirements of this division. 

* * * 

(3) The preferred land use and transportation scenario shall include: 

(a) A description of the land use and transportation growth concept providing for land use design types; 

(b) A concept map showing the land use design types; 

(c) Policies and strategies intended to achieve the target reductions in greenhouse gas emissions in OAR 
660-044-0020; 

(d) Planning assumptions upon which the preferred scenario rel ies including: 

(A) Assumptions about state and federal policies and programs; 

(B) Assumptions about vehicle technology, fleet or fuels, if those are different than those provided in 
OAR 660-044-0010; 

(C) Assumptions or estimates of expected housing and employment growth by jurisdiction and land use 
design type; and 

(D) Assumptions about proposed regional programs or actions other than those that set requirements 
for city and county comprehensive plans and land use regulations, such as investments and incentives; 

(e) Performance measures and targets to monitor and guide implementation of the preferred scenario. 
Performance measures and targets shall be related to key elements, actions and expected outcomes 
from the preferred scenario. The performance measures shall include performance measures adopted 
to meet requirements of OAR 660-012-0035(5); and 

(f) Recommendations for state or federal policies or actions to support the preferred scenario . 

(4) When amending the regional framework plan, Metro shall adopt findings demonstrating that 
implementation of the preferred land use and transportation scenario meets the requirements of this 
division and can reasonably be expected to achieve the greenhouse gas emission reductions as set forth 
in the target in OAR 660-044-0020. Metro's findings shall: 

(a) Demonstrate Metro's process for cooperative selection of a preferred alternative meets the 
requirements in subsections (2)(a)-(j); 

(b) Explain how the expected pattern of land use development in combination with land use and 
transportation policies, programs, actions set forth in the preferred scenario will result in levels of 
greenhouse gas emissions from light vehicle travel that achieve the target in OAR 660-044-0020; 
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(c) Explain how the framework plan amendments are consistent with and adequate to carry out the 
preferred scenario, and are consistent with other provisions of the Regiona l Framework Plan; and, 

(d) Explain how the preferred scenario is or will be made consistent with other applicable statewide 
planning goals or rules. 

(5) Guidance on evaluation criteria and performance measures. 

(a) The purpose of eva luation criteria referred to in subsection (2)(h) is to encourage Met ro to select a 
preferred scenario t hat achieves greenhouse gas emissions reductions in a way that maximizes 
attainment of other community goals and benefits. This rule does not require the use of specific 
evaluation criteria . The following are examples of categories of evaluation criteria that Metro might use: 

(A) Public health; 

(B) Air quality; 

(C) Household spending on energy or transportation; 

(D) Implementation costs; 

(E) Economic development; 

(F) Access to parks and open space; and, 

(G) Equity 

(b) The purpose of performance measures and targets referred to in subsection (3)(e) is to enable Metro 
and area local governments to monitor and assess whether key elements or actions that make up the 
preferred scenario are being implemented, and whether the preferred scenario is achieving the 
expected outcomes. This rule does not establish or require use of particular performance measures or 
targets. The following are examples of types of performance measures that Metro might establish: 

(A) Transit service revenue hours; 

(B) Mode share; 

(C) People per acre by 2040 Growth Concept design type; 

(D) Percent of workforce participating in employee commute options programs; and 

(E) Percent of households and jobs within one-quarter mile of transit. 

Stat. Auth.: ORS 197.040 & 2009 
Stats. Implemented: 2009 OL 
Hist.: LCDD 10-2012, f . 12-4-12, cert . ef. 1-1-13 

OL 
Ch. 

Ch. 
865 

865 §37(8) 
§37(8) 

(HB 
(HB 

2001) 
2001) 
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October 27, 2014 
 
Tom Hughes, President 
Metro Council 
600 NE Grand 
Portland, OR 97232 
 
Dear President Hughes and Councilors, 
 
I am writing on behalf of the Urban Greenspaces Institute to comment on 
Metro’s Climate Smart Communities project.  I’ve read the documents 
and, while I we are pleased with actions intended to reduce greenhouse 
emissions from vehicles, as mandated by the state, we are disappointed 
at the project’s narrow focus.  There is nothing in the documents 
regarding carbon sequestration nor is there even a reference Climate 
Adaptation.  With regard the latter, serious negative human health and 
ecological impacts due to Climate Change.   
 
The City of Portland and Multnomah County have recently adopted a 
Climate Preparation Strategy and will adopt an updated Climate Action 
Plan this winter that will incorporate the Preparation (Adaptation) 
strategies as well.  I am writing to urge you to expand your Climate 
Change agenda to incorporate both the updated Climate Action Plan 
and Climate Preparation Strategy.   
 
Portland City Council recently accepted the Climate Preparation 
Strategy two weeks ago, including the city’s Planning and Sustainability 
Commission’s recommendation that the city work with Metro to ensure 
that the Climate Preparation Strategy and updated Climate Action Plan 
are implemented regionally.  I have attached a copy of the conveyance 
letter from the Planning and Sustainability Commission.  Climate 
Change is an issue of regional significance.  The city and county working 
alone will not be sufficient to respond to this regionally important issue. 
 
Metro is, of course, already doing much to address Climate Change, 
through the Climate Smart Communities effort and other programs in its 
portfolio.  However, there is an urgent need to evaluate both Climate 
Smart Communities and other programs to identify gaps, particularly 
with regard to Climate Adaptation or Preparation, that need to be 
addressed at the regional scale.   
 
Respectfully, 
 

 
 
Mike Houck, Director 
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From: Mike Houck
To: Metro Climate Scenarios
Cc: Tom.huges@oregonmetro.gov; Kathryn Harrington; Shirley Craddick; Sheena.VanLeuven@oregonmetro.gov;

 Carlotta Collette; Bob Stacey; Craig Dirksen
Subject: Portland Planning and Sustainability Commission letters to City Council re Climate Smart Communities and

 Climate Preparation Strategy
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 2:36:57 PM
Attachments: PSC Letter to City Council re Metro Climate Smart program.pdf

PSC transmittal letter to City Council re Climate Prep.pdf

As a follow up to UGI comments on Climate Smart Communities I am attaching two letters
 from the City of Portland Planning and Sustainability Commission letters to Portland City
 Council.  The first is a  June 6, 2014 letter regarding the PSC's response to Climate Smart
 Communities.  The second is a September 9th, 2014 letter of conveyance of the City/County
 Climate Preparation Strategy which was accepted by City Council on October 8th.

Mike Houck
-- 

Mike Houck, Director
Urban Greenspaces Institute
PO Box 6903
Portland, OR 97228-6903
503.319.7155
mikehouck@urbangreenspaces.org
www.urbangreenspaces.org 

Endless Pressure, Endlessly Applied 

In Livable Cities is Preservation of the Wild
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May 27, 2014 
 
Mayor Charlie Hales 
Commissioner Steve Novick 
 
Dear Mayor and Commissioner, 
 
At our May 13, 2014 meeting, Metro Councilor Bob Stacey provided a briefing to the Planning and 
Sustainability Commission (PSC) about Metro’s Climate Smart Communities Scenarios Project (CSC). We 
understand the CSC goals are to reduce greenhouse gas emissions from cars and light trucks to less than 
half of the levels of 2005. There are expectations for Metro and other regions from the State to allow 
people to make shorter driving trips and more active transportation via changes in community design.  
 
In preparation for the May 30 joint MPAC/JPACT meeting, the PSC offers our support for options that 
would prioritize fully building out the region's active transportation infrastructure. While transit 
investments are critical, active transportation investments are likely to provide greater rates of return 
in mobility for the relatively modest funds invested and will also generate significant health co-
benefits. 
 
The Commission also believes CSC would be greatly strengthened by incorporating a direct nexus with 
climate adaptation strategies to complement greenhouse gas reduction strategies.  Regardless of our 
success in reducing greenhouse gases in our region, significant negative human health and ecological 
impacts are likely to occur in our region due to climate change.  
 
Using green infrastructure to address climate change, such as planting trees and interconnected 
bioswales along transportation corridors, would simultaneously promote active transportation, provide 
much needed bike and pedestrian safety, sequester carbon dioxide, reduce urban heat island effects, 
and improve air quality. These co-benefits are not considered in Metro's scenarios because CSC focuses 
exclusively on CO2 reduction. Including climate adaptation expands the range of transportation 
alternatives and designs that can and should be considered. Regional policies must, in our opinion, 
consider these multiple benefits in any climate related program. 
 
Thank you for representing the best interests of our entire community in shaping the preferred 
approach for Climate Smart Communities. 
 
Sincerely, 


 
Andre’ Baugh 
Chair 
 
 
Cc: Metro Councilor Bob Stacey 








 
 


 


September 19, 2014 
 
Portland City Council  
Portland City Hall 
1211 SW 4th Avenue  
Portland, OR 97204 
 
Dear Mayor Hales and City Council Members: 
 
On August 26, 2014, the Planning and Sustainability Commission (PSC) voted unanimously to 
recommend City Council’s adoption of the joint City & Multnomah County Climate Change Preparation 
Strategy, and the associated Climate Change Preparation Risk and Vulnerabilities Assessment.  
 
Staff has briefed and updated the PSC throughout the development process. Staff has shared content 
updates, an overview of public comments received on the draft and how that feedback was 
incorporated into the final documents. 
 
PSC members commend staff for creating a well-researched and strategic Climate Change Preparation 
Strategy. PSC members specifically appreciate the Climate Change Preparation Strategy’s alignment 
with the Portland Plan framework for equity. The preparation strategy considers the impacts and 
unintended consequences that under-served and under-represented Portlanders may experience as a 
result of climate change. The Climate Change Preparation Strategy also prioritizes preparation actions 
in communities most likely to be vulnerable to climate change impacts such as the urban heat island 
effect.  
 
Although it is important to adequately prepare for the impacts of climate change, continuing to reduce 
carbon emissions is also a key direction. As such, the City’s existing Climate Action Plan and this new 
Climate Change Preparation Strategy are fundamentally linked. The PSC is pleased to see that key 
findings and actions from the Climate Change Preparation Strategy will be integrated into the City and 
County’s updated Climate Action Plan that is expected later this winter. 
 
The PSC applauds the City and County’s work to conduct risk and vulnerability assessments for key 
sectors, including infrastructure and the built environment, natural systems, and health and human 
services. This plan is an excellent example of cross-bureau and cross-jurisdiction collaboration, and we 
ask that the City work with surrounding jurisdictions, particularly with Metro, as responding to climate 
change is clearly an issue of regional import.  
 
Thank you for the opportunity to participate in the review of this strategy. 
 
Sincerely, 


 
Andre Baugh 
Chair, Portland Planning and Sustainability Commission 







 
 

 

May 27, 2014 
 
Mayor Charlie Hales 
Commissioner Steve Novick 
 
Dear Mayor and Commissioner, 
 
At our May 13, 2014 meeting, Metro Councilor Bob Stacey provided a briefing to the Planning and 
Sustainability Commission (PSC) about Metro’s Climate Smart Communities Scenarios Project (CSC). We 
understand the CSC goals are to reduce greenhouse gas emissions from cars and light trucks to less than 
half of the levels of 2005. There are expectations for Metro and other regions from the State to allow 
people to make shorter driving trips and more active transportation via changes in community design.  
 
In preparation for the May 30 joint MPAC/JPACT meeting, the PSC offers our support for options that 
would prioritize fully building out the region's active transportation infrastructure. While transit 
investments are critical, active transportation investments are likely to provide greater rates of return 
in mobility for the relatively modest funds invested and will also generate significant health co-
benefits. 
 
The Commission also believes CSC would be greatly strengthened by incorporating a direct nexus with 
climate adaptation strategies to complement greenhouse gas reduction strategies.  Regardless of our 
success in reducing greenhouse gases in our region, significant negative human health and ecological 
impacts are likely to occur in our region due to climate change.  
 
Using green infrastructure to address climate change, such as planting trees and interconnected 
bioswales along transportation corridors, would simultaneously promote active transportation, provide 
much needed bike and pedestrian safety, sequester carbon dioxide, reduce urban heat island effects, 
and improve air quality. These co-benefits are not considered in Metro's scenarios because CSC focuses 
exclusively on CO2 reduction. Including climate adaptation expands the range of transportation 
alternatives and designs that can and should be considered. Regional policies must, in our opinion, 
consider these multiple benefits in any climate related program. 
 
Thank you for representing the best interests of our entire community in shaping the preferred 
approach for Climate Smart Communities. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Andre’ Baugh 
Chair 
 
 
Cc: Metro Councilor Bob Stacey 
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September 19, 2014 
 
Portland City Council  
Portland City Hall 
1211 SW 4th Avenue  
Portland, OR 97204 
 
Dear Mayor Hales and City Council Members: 
 
On August 26, 2014, the Planning and Sustainability Commission (PSC) voted unanimously to 
recommend City Council’s adoption of the joint City & Multnomah County Climate Change Preparation 
Strategy, and the associated Climate Change Preparation Risk and Vulnerabilities Assessment.  
 
Staff has briefed and updated the PSC throughout the development process. Staff has shared content 
updates, an overview of public comments received on the draft and how that feedback was 
incorporated into the final documents. 
 
PSC members commend staff for creating a well-researched and strategic Climate Change Preparation 
Strategy. PSC members specifically appreciate the Climate Change Preparation Strategy’s alignment 
with the Portland Plan framework for equity. The preparation strategy considers the impacts and 
unintended consequences that under-served and under-represented Portlanders may experience as a 
result of climate change. The Climate Change Preparation Strategy also prioritizes preparation actions 
in communities most likely to be vulnerable to climate change impacts such as the urban heat island 
effect.  
 
Although it is important to adequately prepare for the impacts of climate change, continuing to reduce 
carbon emissions is also a key direction. As such, the City’s existing Climate Action Plan and this new 
Climate Change Preparation Strategy are fundamentally linked. The PSC is pleased to see that key 
findings and actions from the Climate Change Preparation Strategy will be integrated into the City and 
County’s updated Climate Action Plan that is expected later this winter. 
 
The PSC applauds the City and County’s work to conduct risk and vulnerability assessments for key 
sectors, including infrastructure and the built environment, natural systems, and health and human 
services. This plan is an excellent example of cross-bureau and cross-jurisdiction collaboration, and we 
ask that the City work with surrounding jurisdictions, particularly with Metro, as responding to climate 
change is clearly an issue of regional import.  
 
Thank you for the opportunity to participate in the review of this strategy. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Andre Baugh 
Chair, Portland Planning and Sustainability Commission 
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• r1 
Oreg October 28, 2014 

Sent via email to climatescenario~QE~ggnmetro.gov 

Metro Planning 
600 NE Grand Ave. 
Portland, OR 97232 

Attention: Climate Smart Strategy 

I am pleased to submit these remarks on the Draft Climate Smart Strategy on behalf of Drive 
Oregon, a nonprofit organization working to accelerate the growth of Oregon's electric vehicle 
industry and promote the electrification of our transportation system. 

General Comments 

We applaud Metro for its excellent work to reduce the greenhouse gas emissions of our regional 
transportation system. The Draft Climate Smart Strategy rightly recognizes that this will require a 
comprehensive approach that includes promoting walking, bicycling, transit, and other options, as 
well as complete and well-planned communities that reduce the need for travel altogether. 

However, we believe the strategy does not adequately recognize the important role that cleaner, 
more efficient fuels and vehicles must also play in this strategy. In fact, the Oregon Global 
Warming Commission Roadmap to 2020 report projects that the state will need 90% of all vehicle 
miles travelled to be electric by 2050 and 10% of the fleet to be electric by 2020. (See 
http://w\vw.keeporegoncool.org) 

We understand that the strategy includes a number of assumptions about the expansion of cleaner 
fuels and more fuel-efficient vehicles. However, those developments are far from certain, and Metro 
and its partners have important roles to play in achieving these targets. 

While the draft Toolbox of Possible Actions contains some good ideas, we believe these can be 
strengthened. We also believe that the Climate Smart Strategy itself should address the role of 
vehicle and fuel technology more directly. This could be done in a new stand-alone section, but the 
strategy could also address vehicle and fuel issues within each section as outlined below. A number 
of suggestions for the Toolbox are also included below, and could be adapted to fit the roles of 
state, Metro, city/county, and special district stakeholders. 

Make transit convenient, freque.tJ,t, accessible, and affordable 

It is worth noting that electric buses and transit vehicles are increasingly available and affordable. In 
addition to lowering greenhouse gas emission, electrified transit produces no unhealthy smog
generating pollution. While they typically nave higher up-front costs, they yield substantial savings 
in fuel, operating, and maintenance costs. 
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Suggestions for the Toolbox relevant to this section include: 

" Support transit partners in seeking federal grant funds for electric buses 
" Seek increased state funding for electric buses 
" Increase funding flexibility to allow for greater upfront capital spending on electric 

buses if those expenses are offset by operating savings 

Make biking and walking safe and convenient 

Electric-assist bicycles ( e-bikes) have gained wide popularity in Asia, and are increasing popular in 
Europe as well. In fact, in some European countries e-bikes now account for 40% of new bicycle 
sales. These bikes may be an important tool for encouraging greater bicycling, and several pilot 
projects are underway to better understand and promote their use. This section of the strategy 
should explicitly include and encourage the use of e-bikes as part of a broader overall bicycle 
promotion strategy. 

Suggestions for the Toolbox relevant to this section include: 

• Simplify and clarify policy one-bike use of bike lanes and other infrastructure 
" Clarify that e-bikes are part of the region's active transportation strategy 
" Fund pilot project to test the efficacy of e-bikes in attracting new riders 

Use technology to actively manage the transportation system 

ITS has the potential to dramatically improve transportation system efficiency and reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions, and we strongly support its inclusion as a key element in the draft 
strategy. It is worth noting that electric vehicles - which tend to have built-in telematics and more 
advanced computer software - make ideal "test beds" for this technology. While many early ITS 
projects have focused on using technology to increase road capacity, we believe the Portland 
metropolitan area is well positioned to test applications of ITS and connected vehicle technology 
that make the region smarter, safer, and more sustainable. 

Suggestions for the Toolbox relevant to this section include: 

• Pursue opportunities and funding for pilot projects that help establish the Metro 
region as a living laboratory for sustainable and multi-modal ITS 

" Seek opportunities to leverage Oregon's road user fee pilot project to provide 
additional services to participating drivers 

" Develop a pilot project to test wireless charging of electric vehicles, ideally 
encompassing both transit vehicles and passenger cars 

Provide information and incentives to expand the use of travel options 

Unless Metro chooses to add a high level strategy focused on vehicle and fuel efficiency, this would 
be the most logical section in which to incorporate a number of recommendations in this area. 
Overall, we would suggest that Metro integrate the promotion of efficient vehicles and fuel choices 
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into the promotion of other travel options. Just as the 'reduce-reuse-recycle' hierarchy has become 
well understood in solid waste, the transportation message of 'if you must drive, please drive 
electric' can help complement discussions of walking, biking, transit, and carpooling. 

Suggestions for the Toolbox relevant to this section include: 

., Clarify that e-bikes are part of the regional toolkit of travel options 
" Encourage regional car sharing services to increase their use of electric vehicles and 

other clean alternatives 
" Integrate promotion of workplace charging into employer-based outreach programs 

that encourage use of other alternatives such as transit, cycling, and carpooling. 
" Integrate education about vehicle and fuel efficiency into public awareness strategies 

such as eco-driving promotion 

Manage parking to make efficient use of land and parking spaces 

One of the key roles for Metro and local governments in the region is to ensure that electric vehicles 
- like pedestrians and bicycles - have adequate infrastructure. In the case of electric vehicles, this 
means that charging facilities should be widely available and highly visible to potential electric 
vehicle buyers. While most charging occurs at home, it is also important to have easily accessible 
"fast chargers" (also called DCFC or level 3 chargers) available for longer trips. Highly visible 
charging in public areas can also make potential EV buyers more confident in their purchase, just as 
highly visible bike racks on the street encourage more cycling. 

Workplace charging is also very important, as it supports those with longer commutes and drivers 
who do not have private garages. Furthermore, just as people who see colleagues biking to work or 
participating in the "bike commute challenge" feel more confident trying it themselves, workplace 
charging also promotes more purchase and use of electric vehicles. For these reasons, the US 
Department of Energy has launched a Workplace Charging Challenge, and Drive Oregon is an 
Ambassador promoting this program. Many major employers in Oregon have already joined, from 
Intel and Mentor Graphics to the State of Oregon and the cities of Hillsboro and Beaverton. 

Suggestions for the Toolbox relevant to this section include: 

• Metro should join the Workplace Charging Challenge as a Partner 
• Metro should encourage other local governments in the region to join the Workplace 

Charging Challenge 
• Develop and support pilot projects and model planning approaches to encourage 

highly visible charging infrastructure in the public right of way and on the street 
• Develop and support "charging oases" with multiple chargers, modeled on the Electric 

Avenue project at Portland State University 
• Support efforts to future-proof new development projects, particularly multifamily 

housing and large parking lots, by installing conduit for future charging of at least 20% 
of parking spaces, similar to standards in Hawaii, California, and elsewhere 

• Convene regional transportation and planning officials to develop strategies for 
developing cost-effective charging infrastructure that also reinforces regional planning 
goals 
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Specific Comments on the Electric Vehicle Toolbox 

While the draft strategy does not have a section dedicated to fuel and vehicle efficiency, we are 
pleased to see that the Toolbox does have such a section. We particularly appreciate this section's 
recognition and support of Oregon's Zero Emission Vehicle Program. Some of the suggestions we 
have provided elsewhere could be incorporated into this section of the toolbox, and we have some 
additional specific suggestions: 

" Increase Metro fleet use of electric vehicles, including non-passenger cars ( e-bikes, 
utility vehicles, etc.) 

" Expand availability of charging at Metro venues (Zoo, Expo Center, Convention Center, 
Portland'S, etc.) 

• Support renewal of Oregon's tax credits for charging stations and other alternative 
fueling infrastructure 

" Support legislation being promoted by Drive Oregon and the Energize Oregon coalition 
to create a purchase rebate for electric vehicles 

.. Join Drive Oregon and the Energize Oregon Coalition as a member organization and 
participate as an active partner in promoting electric vehicle readiness and 
deployment 

Thank you again for the opportunity to submit these comments. Please let me know if we can 
provide any additional information. 

Best regards, 

$.....________ __ 
4-e'ff Allen 
Executive Director 
Drive Oregon 
1600 SW 4th A venue, Suite 620 
Portland, OR 97201 
www.driveoregon.org 

Mobile (503) 724-8670 
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Kari Schlosshauer | Pacific Northwest Regional Policy Manager | Safe Routes to School National Partnership 

503-734-0813 | kari@saferoutespartnership.org | www.saferoutespacificnorthwest.org 

October 28, 2014 
 
Metro President Tom Hughes 
Metro Council 
600 NE Grand Avenue 
Portland, OR  97232 
 
Re:  Draft Climate Smart Strategy 
 
Dear President Hughes and Council Members: 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Climate Smart Strategy. I am the Pacific Northwest 
Regional Policy Manager for the Safe Routes to School National Partnership (National Partnership), and I applaud 
and support the work and outcome of the Climate Smart Communities project to date. The importance of Climate 
Smart planning crosses over from greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions to include positive impacts on transportation, 
land use, equity, health, economy, and the environment. How the Metro region chooses to plan for and implement 
strategies addressing GHG reduction will profoundly shape our region for decades, truly for centuries — and if we 
do it right, will have immense positive beneficial impacts on the everyday lives of children, residents, and 
businesses.  
 
The National Partnership is pleased to see that Metro’s approach relies on and affirms policies and investments 
already identified as important for the region’s future; however, it is essential to understand that simply by 
implementing existing plans, we will not achieve our GHG emission reduction targets. What will be required is for 
Metro to demonstrate strong leadership on this issue, that will allow and support the region to achieve multiple 
regional goals through a cooperative, collaborative approach to our region’s future.  
 
The GHG target will achieve many other regional benefits by creating walkable, bikeable, mixed use communities 
that serve people of all ages and abilities. This will require greatly increased investment in transit, pedestrian 
infrastructure, and bike facilities. Achieving the multiple benefits possible through GHG reduction requires 
leadership, coordination, and prioritization of investments by Metro, TriMet, and every jurisdiction in the region, as 
well as adoption of policies beyond transportation that will support equity, health, affordable housing, access to 
schools and transit, and ensure our economy is strong — well beyond the next funding cycle. It will require 
leadership on policy changes that integrate all modal transportation investments, housing and land-use 
developments, parking strategies, and a focus on serving destinations through a well-supported mix of 
transportation options. In short, it will require jurisdictions across the region to look hard and seriously about how 
we must plan our transportation system to be Climate Smart, and it will require coordination and cooperation in 
order to fund and build it accordingly, starting now.  
 
The National Partnership supports the Toolbox of Actions in its entirety, and recommend its adoption together with 
the Climate Smart Strategy. These are essential steps for the region’s success. In particular, we support and 
recommend some stronger actions on the following specific tools. Furthermore, we recommend Metro brings 
forward and stands behind 5-10 actions that local, regional and state partners sign on to in the first year for 
achievable, early wins.  
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www.saferoutespacificnorthwest.org 

Safe Routes to School National Partnership  |  Comments on Draft Climate Smart Strategy 2 

 
Implement the 2040 Growth Concept 
 
 Metro should specifically call out here its commitment to use the 2018 RTP revision as a tool to implement the 

2040 Growth Concept’s Climate Smart Strategies.  For example, through the 2018 RTP, Metro should 
prioritize active transportation projects and investments, especially in designated centers and corridors and 
transit-dependent communities.    

 Too often, transportation decisions are made without taking into account land-use, and, especially in the case 
of school siting, transportation impacts and costs are frequently not considered in the process. Metro should 
offer clear guidance to cities and counties on location of new schools, services, shopping, and other health-
promoting resources and community destinations close to neighborhoods.  

 
Make transit more convenient, frequent, accessible, and affordable 
 
 Commit regional flexible transportation funds for access to transit.  
 Fund reduced fare programs and service improvements for transit-dependent communities such as youth, older 

adults, people with disabilities, and low-income families.  
 Expand and sustain the Youth Pass program, including expanding routes and frequency along school corridors.  
 
Provide information and incentives to expand the use of travel options 
 
 Commit a larger portion of funds to expand travel options that will include grade-school populations and school 

staff through education and encouragement programs such as Safe Routes to School.  
 Link completion of transportation- and parking-demand management initiatives to scoring criteria for 

infrastructure funding opportunities such as regional flexible funds, ConnectOregon, and Oregon Statewide 
Transportation Improvement Program. 

 
Make biking and walking safe and convenient 
 
 Complete a region-wide active transportation needs assessment, including needs around schools and access to 

transit.  
 Commit a larger portion of regional flexible funds to active transportation, and expand funding available for 

active transportation and transit investments.  
 Adopt a Vision Zero strategy — and ensure targets contained within the Performance Monitoring Approach 

match this strategy. 
 Build a diverse coalition working together to build and monitor local and state commitment to implement and 

fund the Regional Active Transportation Plan, including Safe Routes to Schools and Safe Routes to Transit.  
 
Funding 
 
 Metro should specifically call out the 2018 RTP revision as a tool to implement the transit and active 

transportation actions in the Climate Smart Strategy.  
 Metro should use the Climate Smart Strategy as a filter for evaluating individual transportation projects and 

GHG reduction benefit when providing funding for projects within the region; Metro should advocate that other 
partners, such as the Oregon DOT or TriMet, have similarly stringent requirements for GHG reductions for 
projects funded within the Metro region. 

 At all levels, Metro should utilize its leadership and role as the region’s Metropolitan Planning Organization to 
support and seek opportunities to advocate for new, dedicated funding mechanisms for active transportation 
and transit, and leverage local, regional, state and federal funding to achieve local visions that align with the 
region’s desired outcomes.  
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Safe Routes to School National Partnership  |  Comments on Draft Climate Smart Strategy 3 

 
Performance Monitoring Approach  
The performance monitoring approach is in need of completion, with many metrics not yet finalized. The National 
Partnership recommends the following as this approach is completed:  
 
 Metro must ensure targets contained within the Performance Monitoring Approach match the toolbox’s strategy 

and are well coordinated. For example, adopting a Vision Zero strategy should have a related 2035 target of 
zero fatalities; measurement of pedestrian and bicycle injuries and fatalities should be linked with motor 
vehicle injuries and fatalities; etc. 

 Measurement of transportation investments should include specific near-term and longer-term targets, and in 
some cases, measure both system completeness and number of miles. Examples could include: 75% of 
regional pedestrian network complete by 2020; 80% of schools region-wide participate in Safe Routes to 
School programs and have safe walking and bicycling infrastructure within a mile around schools by 2025; 
100% of base year (2010) transit stops are fully accessible by 2035; etc.  

 Coordination of immediate and near-term actions from the toolbox should include specific benchmark dates for 
evaluating progress.  

 Metro leadership should make a commitment to take appropriate steps to incentivize, reward, or penalize 
success and failure of local, regional, and state partners in achieving the adopted Climate Smart Communities 
Strategy and target GHG reductions.  

 While many of the performance measures will ensure positive equity outcomes for the region, the performance 
monitoring should explicitly include measurement of data that benefits equity outcomes. For example, share of 
low-income households within 1/4-mile frequent bus service and 1/2-mile of high capacity transit. 

 
Thank you for recognizing the elemental role of investment in safe walking, bicycling, and transit to creating a 
region that will be Climate Smart, healthy, livable, and economically and environmentally sound. Your leadership 
on Climate Smart Communities will ensure a coordinated and cooperative outcome with the regional partners who 
will be needed to help to prioritize and fund the recommended approach. This, in turn, will allow each jurisdiction 
to implement existing plans and provide clear guidance for near-term and future policies, plans, and investments 
that will provide multiple benefits for this region and the many lifetimes ahead.  
 
We strongly support the vision and outcomes of the Climate Smart Communities Scenarios project and will be 
strong proponents to help propel its implementation. We welcome the adoption of these strategies and 
complementary Toolbox of Actions, and we look forward to working with Metro and regional partners to ensure 
these strategies are supported to be quickly funded and implemented so that everyone in our region can be 
guaranteed a Climate Smart future that reaches GHG reduction targets while creating a region that is healthy, 
equitable, active, well-connected, and economically and environmentally secure.  
 
The National Partnership urges you to recognize the importance, inherent in this Climate Smart work, of supporting 
our region’s children — who will be the ones who benefit, or suffer, from the decisions you make today. We thank 
you for your forward-thinking analysis and recommendations, and for the opportunity to comment on this important 
work for our region.  
 
Yours sincerely,  
 
 
Kari Schlosshauer  
Pacific Northwest Regional Policy Manager 
Safe Routes to School National Partnership  
Portland, Oregon 
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October 29, 2014 
 
Dear President Hughes and Members of the Metro Council, MPAC, and JPACT: 
 
The Oregon Chapter of the American Planning Association represents more than 800 professional and citizen 
planners in the state of Oregon.  
 
We commend the attention you are giving the Climate Smart Scenarios initiative. Through listening, leadership, 
innovation, and investment, we know that we can make a difference on greenhouse gas reductions from the land 
use and transportation sectors in Oregon. We acknowledge that progress on the proposed climate smart 
strategies can also contribute to other goals shared by Metro and the state including environmental protection, 
community resilience to natural hazards, social equity, and economic development. We applaud your efforts to 
identify Climate Smart implementation measures that achieve multiple community objectives. It is possible to 
affirm that our communities, ecosystems and future generations are worth the considerations and necessary 
investments you are weighing. Course correction is both possible and responsible.  
 
The changes you are considering to the Regional Framework Plan are commendable. OAPA agrees that for this 
effort to yield desired results, we must: 
 

- Provide resources to track, respond and invest accordingly in strategies to implement the preferred 
scenario. 

- Support implementation of locally adopted plans aimed at reducing greenhouse gas emissions.  
- Increase support for transit and associated transit oriented developments.  
- Invest in transition to cleaner fuels.  
- Implement a price on carbon pollution to fuel a cleaner Oregon economy. 
- Commit that we can grow cleaner and better.  
- Require, rather than encourage, climate responsive actions in Policy 11.3 of the draft Regional 

Framework Plan amendments. 

OAPA members stand ready to help implement the Climate Smart Communities Scenario. We urge you to adopt 
the Scenario and allow our communities to advance to the work of implementing strategies to reach our desired 
future conditions.  
 
Please contact us about taking our next steps, together. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Jason Franklin, AICP, President 
American Planning Association, Oregon Chapter 
 

Attachment 3 to Staff Report to Ordinance No. 14-1346B Page 111 of 246

mailto:oapa@oregonapa.org
http://www.oregonapa.org/


 

 

October 30, 2014 
 
Tom Hughes, President 
Metro Council 
600 NE Grand 
Portland, OR 97232 
 
Dear President Hughes and Councilors, 
 
I am writing on behalf of myself and my two young children to comment on Metro’s 
Climate Smart Communities project.  I’ve read the documents and, while I applaud 
Metro's efforts to identify and fund actions intended to reduce greenhouse emissions 
from vehicles, as mandated by the state, I am disappointed at the project’s narrow 
focus.  There is nothing in the documents regarding Climate Adaptation.  Humanity 
must quickly act on climate mitigation, but I believe that Metro has a bigger, more 
relevant, role to play as a facilitator of climate adaptation.  
 
Over the years, Metro has always done a good job at addressing issues of livability at 
and within the urban-rural interface, recognizing its role as a regional player in between 
the national and local scale.  However, this time I couldn't find a reference to Metro's 
role in the greenhouse gas emissions problem relative to state and national emissions 
targets.  Without this context, the reader doesn’t see the 'big picture' of our emissions 
problem, and that Oregon and Metro hold sway over a relatively small piece of the 
puzzle.  Without this contextual information, Metro risks losing the support of its 
electorate who may not see the response as commensurate with Metro's level of impact 
on the problem.  There are reasons for Metro to do what it can to reduce vehicle 
emissions.  Demonstration of what can be done here is essential to sparking the 
imagination, courage, and can-do attitude of planners worldwide.  However, the truth is 
that leaders of the world's largest countries and other people involved with the decision 
making leading up to the United Nations December 2015 Meeting in Paris are the 
people who will make the meaningful decisions about what our automobile and energy 
use emissions will be.  As a taxpayer in the metropolitan area with serious concern 
about my childrens' future vis-a-vis climate change impacts, I can not support a Climate 
Smart Communities effort that addresses only the mitigation piece.  It appears naive of 
the global context of the problem and ignores the arena where Metro has the biggest 
responsibility and opportunity to make a difference for future generations who will be 
living here - by working on adaptation to climate change.    
 
Because I am concerned about my childrens’ ability to manage their household, live and 
work in a metro area experiencing additional stresses related to certain climate change 
impacts, I was at the hearing with my four-year old daughter two weeks ago where 
Portland City Council recently accepted the Climate Preparation Strategy, along with an 
updated Climate Action Plan.    Today I could not attend your hearing so I am writing to 
urge you to do three important things: 
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● Realize we are facing a huge and multi-decade lag effect that we have to deal 
with in regards to climate change and the best place to do this preparation and 
adaptation work is at the local level.  

● Acknowledge that Metro, as regional coordinator for natural resources and land 
use policies, is positioned better than any other local agency to take the lead and 
become a player preparing our communities for climate change.  

● Specifically, expand your climate change agenda to find the time and resources 
to identify and implement preparation actions.  The Preparation Strategy 
approaches detailed in Portland’s document are a good place to start.  It will not 
necessarily require additional program or resources. It will, however, take 
prioritization and moving certain projects and programs up in the schedule.  I 
request that you identify actions and then set up systems to prioritize these 
actions for funding. 

 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Daniela Brod 
Volunteer with Citizens’ Climate Lobby and SW Portland Mom 
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October 30, 2014 

 

Metro Council 

600 NE Grand Avenue 

Portland, OR  97232 

 

Re:  Comments on Climate Smart Communities Scenarios Project 

 

Dear President Hughes and Metro Council Members: 

 

The Coalition for a Livable Future is pleased to support the Climate Smart Communities project.  

Climate change is one of the defining issues of our time, and our response to it will affect both 

local communities and the planet far into the future.   We look forward to working with Metro to 

implement climate strategies that also support equitable development, public health, and widely 

shared economic prosperity.   

 

Several years in the making, the Climate Smart Communities plan not only integrates land use 

and transportation to meet greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions from light vehicles, but focuses on 

strategies that meet the aspirations of cities and counties around the region and all of Metro’s six 

desired outcomes.   We served on the Technical Work Group, and found the analysis to be 

detailed and incredibly well-thought out.   

 

We appreciate that staff consistently included elements beyond the important work of addressing 

climate change to also create vibrant communities, improve health, address equity, improve the 

environment, and support the local economy.  Oregon Health Authority’s Health Impact 

Analysis demonstrated the opportunity for the Climate Smart Communities plan to increase 

physical activity, reduce air pollution, reduce crashes, and save lives and health care costs.  

 

The addition of The Toolbox of Possible Actions is essential, as the next steps will include the 

difficult task of coordinating action and finding the resources to implement the plan.  The 
Performance Monitoring is also very important, as it allows the region to evaluate its level of success 

and consider strategies and priorities in light of what we learn.  

 

Below are several elements we want to highlight, some with recommendations for changes: 

 

Increased Transit:  We strongly support the plan’s call for significant increases in transit 

service as well as reduced fares for populations in need.  More transit creates climate 

improvements as well as better job access, cleaner air, and many other health and safety benefits.   

A major commitment by Metro and local governments to increase transit revenue will be 

necessary to achieve this goal.   

 

Increased Walking and Biking:  We strongly support increasing funding for walking and 

biking, as called for in the Climate Smart Communities plan and the region’s recently adopted 
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Active Transportation Plan.  These investments are key to addressing climate change, as well as 

creating safe, healthy, vibrant communities. 

 

Recommended edit:  The Draft Toolbox of Possible Actions currently calls for 

advocating for increased funding for all transportation modes, prioritizing maintaining 

and preserving existing infrastructure.  However, to reach our climate goals, we need to 

do more on active transportation than merely maintain current infrastructure.  As a result, 

we recommend that the plan prioritize funding for new transit, walking, and biking 

infrastructure, and for transit service.  

 

Recommended edit:  Add Regional Flexible Funds to the Draft Toolbox of Possible 

Actions as an opportunity to increase funding for active transportation.    

 

Implementation through the Regional Transportation Plan:  The next Regional 

Transportation Plan (RTP) is an important vehicle for implementing the Climate Smart 

Communities plan, and we appreciate that the ordinance reflects this opportunity.  The RTP 

update should include a financially constrained project list that meets the GHG target called for 

in the Climate Smart Communities plan, and also provides the opportunity to update 

performance measures, policies, and the Regional Transportation Functional Plan.   

 

Recommended edit:  Add the upcoming RTP Update to the Draft Toolbox of Possible 

Actions as an opportunity to implement the Climate Smart Communities plan.  

 

Affordable Housing:  Creating affordable housing options near frequent transit lines is a 

significant factor in reducing GHG emissions.  It is also an important equity strategy, supporting 

low income communities’ ability to affordably access housing, transportation, jobs, and other 

key destinations.  This strategy also has additional co-benefits, including reducing auto reliance, 

improving health, and helping seniors to continue living independently.  Metro’s new effort to 

advance housing choice could be a valuable part of implementing the Climate Smart 

Communities plan.  

 

Recommended edit:  In the Toolbox of Possible Actions, include supporting increased 

funding for affordable housing, particularly along frequent transit lines.  

 

Recommended edit:  In the Toolbox of Possible Actions, rather than simply 

recommending the restoration of local control, be explicit in supporting local tools for 

affordable housing, including the removal of the statewide ban on inclusionary zoning.   

 

Recommended edit:  In the Draft Performance Monitoring Approach, include an indicator 

related to housing affordability such as housing cost burden, which incorporates both 

housing and transportation.    

 

Implementation of Local Plans:  The Climate Smart Communities plan is significantly 

dependent on the implementation of adopted plans. However, many local jurisdictions are 

currently unable to successfully carry out their adopted plans. To do so will require local policy 

changes to support affordable housing, parking, and mixed-use development, and increased 
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funding for active transportation as discussed above.  Metro will have a role in supporting many 

of these changes.  

 

Recommended edit:  Add language indicating that Metro’s transportation and land use 

policy and investment decisions will be evaluated based on whether they help the region 

achieve the GHG target.  

 

 

Under-Utilized Land: Surface parking lots and brownfields are inefficient uses of land that 

make it more difficult to create healthy, vibrant communities where people don’t need to drive to 

meet daily needs. Changing policies to manage parking, and increasing funding to revitalize 

brownfields, are important elements of the Climate Smart Communities plan and will support a 

host of other benefits.  

 

Climate Adaptation:  By design, the Climate Smart Communities plan did not focus on 

adaptation to the changing climate and instead focused on mitigation of GHG emissions.  As 

discussed in the comments by Urban Greenspaces Institute, our region’s changing climate will 

increasingly cause significant health and ecological consequences, and it is important to address 

climate adaptation at every level of government.  We appreciate that the Toolbox of Possible 

Actions includes green street designs that include tree plantings to sequester carbon emissions, 

and hope to see an increased focus on adaption in future regional and local efforts.   

 

Recommended edit:  Find opportunities within the Climate Smart Communities plan to 

add references on the need to adapt to the changing climate.   

 

Recommended edit:  Consider additional green streets strategies to include in the 

Toolbox of Possible Actions.  

 

Thank you for considering these comments, and for thoughtfully developing this important plan. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 
Mara Gross 

Executive Director 

Coalition for a Livable Future 
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Mayor 
Honorable Lori DeRemer 

October 30, 2014 

Councilor Donna Jordan 
Member of JP ACT 
600 NE Grand A venue 
Portland, OR 97232-2736 

Dear Councilor Jordan, 

HAPPY VALLEY, OR 
- EST.1965 . 

City Manager 
Jason Tuck 

The City of Happy Valley has been one of the fastest emerging cities in Oregon for well 
over a decade. As a growing municipality, the City acknowledges the need to participate in 
environmental stewardship through climate reduction policy development. In consideration of 
this responsibility, it is imperative that the Climate Smart strategy be inclusive of two elements 
in order to effectively engage local jurisdictions: local flexibility and a commitment to increasing 
highway capacity. 

It is paramount that local jurisdictions retain absolute flexibility in implementing climate 
reduction strategies. A streamlined policy for emission reduction will not be effective 
environmentally, economically or otherwise in municipalities that are less dense or not easily 
serviced by certain modal transportation options. Local flexibility provides jurisdictions with 
fluidity to invest in innovative solutions, harnessing resources unique to the communities they 
represent. This fluidity of choice will maximize both economic and environmental efficiency. 

Anticipating transportation system changes induced by the Climate Smart project, the 
City strongly encourages the expansion of motor vehicular capacity on existing freeways and 
highways. Expanding capacity for long term population growth will ease congestion, thereby 
mitigating emissions attributable to idling vehicles. Reduced congestion will also decrease 
motorist fatality, and increase regional economic prosperity as households expend a lesser 
portion of time and income on travel expenses. 

In summary, with respect to the innovative local climate reduction solutions already 
being implemented, and acknowledging the regional significance of the Climate Smart project, 
the City strongly encourages Metro to affirm and promote policies that uphold local flexibility 
and increases in long term highway capacity. 

16000 SE Misty Drive, Happy Valley, Oregon 97086 
Telephone: 503-783-3800 Fax: 503-658-5174 

happyvalleyor.gov 

Preserving and enhancing the safety, livability and character of our community 

Attachment 3 to Staff Report to Ordinance No. 14-1346B Page 117 of 246



Mayor 
Honorable Lori DeRemer 

October 30, 2014 

Chair Jody Carson 
Member ofMPAC 
600 NE Grand A venue 
Portland, OR 97232-2736 

Dear Chair Carson, 

HAPPY VALLEY, OR 
-=EST.1965 -

City Manager 
Jason Tuck 

The City of Happy Valley has been one of the fastest emerging cities in Oregon for well 
over a decade. As a growing municipality, the City acknowledges the need to participate in 
environmental stewardship through climate reduction policy development. In consideration of 
this responsibility, it is imperative that the Climate Smart strategy be inclusive of two elements 
in order to effectively engage local jurisdictions: local flexibility and a commitment to increasing 
highway capacity. 

It is paramount that local jurisdictions retain absolute flexibility in implementing climate 
reduction strategies. A streamlined policy for emission reduction will not be effective 
environmentally, economically or otherwise in municipalities that are less dense or not easily 
serviced by certain modal transportation options. Local flexibility provides jurisdictions with 
fluidity to invest in innovative solutions, harnessing resources unique to the communities they 
represent. This fluidity of choice will maximize both economic and environmental efficiency. 

Anticipating transportation system changes induced by the Climate Smart project, the 
City strongly encourages the expansion of motor vehicular capacity on existing freeways and 
highways. Expanding capacity for long term population growth will ease congestion, thereby 
mitigating emissions attributable to idling vehicles. Reduced congestion will also decrease 
motorist fatality, and increase regional economic prosperity as households expend a lesser 
portion of time and income on travel expenses. 

In summary, with respect to the innovative local climate reduction solutions already 
being implemented, and acknowledging the regional significance of the Climate Smart project, 
the City strongly encourages Metro to affirm and promote policies that uphold local flexibility 
and increases in long term highway capacity. 

Lori DeRemer, ayor 
City of Happy Valley 

16000 SE Misty Drive, Happy Valley, Oregon 97086 
Telephone: 503-783-3800 Fax: 503-658-5174 

happyvalleyor.gov 

Preserving and enhancing the safety, livability and character of our community 
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10/30/2014	  

Metro	  Council	  
600	  NE	  Grand	  Avenue	  
Portland,	  OR	  97232	  
	  
Re:	  Climate	  Smart	  Communities	  draft	  approach	  
	  
Dear	  President	  Hughes	  and	  Metro	  Councilors,	  
	  
We	  are	  excited	  today	  to	  share	  our	  thoughts	  with	  you	  on	  the	  draft	  approach	  for	  Climate	  
Smart	  Communities.	  As	  member	  organizations	  of	  the	  Transportation	  Justice	  Alliance	  have	  
been	  engaged	  in	  this	  process,	  we	  have	  worked	  with	  staff	  to	  provide	  feedback	  and	  have	  
been	  happy	  to	  see	  the	  many	  ways	  that	  community	  expertise	  has	  influenced	  the	  strategies	  
and	  the	  monitoring	  approach.	  	  	  
	  
We	  very	  much	  appreciate	  that	  Metro	  went	  above	  and	  beyond	  its	  mandated	  task	  throughout	  
the	  process,	  working	  with	  community	  based	  organizations,	  the	  Oregon	  Health	  Authority,	  
and	  others	  to	  understand	  the	  impact	  of	  the	  scenarios	  on	  community	  health	  and	  well-‐being.	  	  	  
	  
The	  Transportation	  Justice	  Alliance	  is	  keenly	  aware	  of	  how	  critical	  it	  is	  to	  integrate	  
transportation	  and	  housing	  policies,	  and	  we	  support	  Metro’s	  efforts	  to	  include	  housing	  
supports	  in	  the	  Toolbox.	  There	  is	  a	  range	  of	  tools	  that	  we	  would	  like	  to	  see	  available	  across	  
the	  region,	  and	  we	  were	  very	  supportive	  of	  the	  earlier	  Toolbox	  language	  that	  explicitly	  
emphasized	  inclusionary	  zoning	  as	  one	  of	  these	  tools.	  Because	  affordable	  housing	  is	  a	  
regional	  issue,	  while	  we	  support	  increasing	  the	  tools	  available	  to	  local	  jurisdictions,	  we	  are	  
concerned	  that	  “restore	  local	  control”	  can	  be	  read	  in	  such	  a	  way	  as	  to	  undermine	  the	  role	  
that	  Metro	  should	  play	  in	  this	  issue.	  	  There	  is	  also	  an	  opportunity	  in	  the	  Toolbox	  to	  commit	  
agency	  partners	  across	  the	  region	  to	  seeking	  funding	  for	  affordable	  and	  accessible	  housing.	  
	  
The	  Transportation	  Justice	  Alliance,	  is	  excited	  to	  support	  several	  of	  the	  existing	  policies	  in	  
the	  draft	  approach,	  including	  making	  transit	  more	  convenient,	  frequent,	  accessible,	  and	  
affordable	  and	  making	  biking	  and	  walking	  more	  safe	  and	  convenient.	  These	  two	  policy	  
areas	  have	  the	  highest	  relative	  climate	  benefits	  according	  to	  Metro’s	  analysis	  and	  were	  
strongly	  supported	  in	  each	  meeting	  and	  workshop	  we	  attended.	  	  However,	  when	  the	  
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Approach,	  the	  Toolbox,	  the	  Performance	  Monitoring,	  and	  the	  Early	  Actions	  are	  examined	  
together,	  it	  becomes	  clear	  that	  these	  two	  policies	  are	  not	  fully	  supported	  and	  are	  often	  
undermined	  by	  other	  policies.	  
	  
For	  example,	  one	  of	  the	  three	  Early	  Actions	  TPAC	  will	  be	  discussing	  is	  to	  advocate	  for	  
increased	  funding	  for	  all	  transportation	  modes	  and	  well	  over	  half	  of	  the	  recommended	  
investments	  in	  the	  draft	  approach	  are	  road	  projects	  that	  will	  not	  help	  the	  region	  reduce	  
greenhouse	  gas	  emissions.	  Given	  the	  technical	  analysis	  that	  shows	  that	  investments	  in	  
transit	  and	  active	  transportation	  have	  the	  greatest	  climate	  benefit,	  the	  recognized	  multiple	  
social,	  environmental,	  and	  economic	  benefits	  of	  improving	  our	  transit	  and	  active	  
transportation	  systems,	  and	  the	  strong	  support	  that	  the	  public	  has	  shown	  in	  elevating	  
transit	  and	  active	  transportation	  above	  the	  other	  strategies	  –	  the	  Approach,	  Toolbox,	  
Performance	  Monitoring,	  and	  Early	  Actions	  should	  all	  be	  aligned	  to	  prioritize	  investments	  
in	  transit	  and	  active	  transportation.	  	  We	  support	  the	  language	  of	  Early	  Action	  #3.	  We	  would	  
like	  to	  see	  similar	  language	  that	  makes	  clear	  the	  necessity	  to	  prioritize	  greenhouse	  gas	  
emissions-‐reducing	  projects,	  and	  we	  recommend	  that	  Metro	  convene	  an	  oversight	  
committee	  made	  up	  of	  transportation,	  land	  use,	  public	  health,	  environmental,	  and	  social	  
justice	  advocates	  and	  professionals.	  
	  
Because	  our	  region’s	  most	  vulnerable	  community	  members	  will	  disproportionately	  bear	  
the	  burdens	  of	  climate	  change,	  we	  look	  forward	  to	  working	  with	  Metro	  and	  other	  partners	  
to	  implement	  a	  robust	  climate	  mitigation	  plan.	  	  It’s	  also	  important	  to	  recognize,	  however,	  
that	  adaptation	  supports	  will	  also	  be	  critically	  important	  for	  the	  members	  of	  our	  
community	  who	  have	  the	  fewest	  resources.	  	  Investments	  in	  transit	  and	  in	  active	  
transportation	  bolster	  both	  climate	  mitigation	  and	  climate	  adaptation.	  	  To	  make	  the	  most	  
of	  these	  benefits,	  though,	  transportation	  options	  must	  be	  affordable.	  	  	  The	  draft	  approach	  
recognizes	  this	  in	  policy	  language,	  but	  there	  are	  no	  performance	  measures	  addressing	  the	  
affordability.	  	  We	  would	  like	  to	  see	  Climate	  Smart	  Communities	  monitoring	  include	  
tracking	  transit	  costs	  over	  time	  compared	  to	  inflation	  and	  include	  a	  measure	  of	  household	  
housing	  +	  transportation	  cost	  burden.	  
	  
The	  Transportation	  Justice	  Alliance	  looks	  forward	  to	  continuing	  to	  work	  with	  Metro	  and	  
other	  regional	  partners	  to	  achieve	  the	  Climate	  Smart	  Communities	  goal	  of	  demonstrating	  
leadership	  on	  climate	  change.	  
	  
Thank	  you	  for	  your	  time.	  
	  
Asian	  Pacific	  American	  Network	  of	  Oregon	  
	  
Coalition	  for	  a	  Livable	  Future	  
	  
Community	  Cycling	  Center	  
	  
OPAL	  Environmental	  Oregon	  
	  
Upstream	  Public	  Health	  
	  
1000	  Friends	  of	  Oregon	  
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Testimony of Wilsonville Mayor Tim Knapp Before the Metro Council in  
Support of Ordinance No. 14-1346, “For the Purpose of Adopting a  
Preferred Climate Smart Communities Strategy and Amending the  

Regional Framework Plan to Comply with State Law” 

 
Good day Council President Hughes and Members of the Metro Council: 

I am Tim Knapp, and I serve as Mayor for the City of Wilsonville. I am here today to express my 
support for Ordinance No. 14-1346 that adopts a preferred Climate Smart Communities Strategy 
and amends the Regional Framework Plan to comply with state law. I want to commend all those 
whose efforts went into developing the region’s draft preferred approach and this strategy in 
response to the mandate of the 2009 Oregon legislature. 

In this testimony, I call out several salient issues that I believe are necessary in order for the 
Strategy to succeed. 

First, I strongly support having the “toolbox of actions” in hand for cities to use to help the 
region achieve greenhouse gas-reduction goals. Being able to customize a community’s response 
to the issue of climate change is important for gaining public acceptance and matching local 
aspirations and resources to the task at hand. Elected officials from across the region made it 
clear that a one-size fits all approach is not practical for our communities, and we appreciate the 
flexible approach of the draft Strategy to accommodate local situations. I believe that many 
components of the toolbox are applicable and useful for Wilsonville. 

I support the Strategy’s recommendation to advocate for state legislative initiatives related to the 
Oregon Clean Fuels program, brownfield redevelopment, local housing policies and programs, 
and transportation funding. In order to achieve the greenhouse gas-reduction targets mandated by 
the state legislature, it is appropriate to request greater assistance from the state in helping local 
jurisdictions meet these regional goals, which have obvious state-wide significance.  

I want to call out the recommendation for expanding funding for low-carbon travel options and 
programs, including transit, intelligent transportation systems (ITS), travel information and 
incentives, Safe Routes to Schools and especially Safe Routes to Transit programs. The City has 
had good success to date with our “SMART Options” transit-ridership outreach program with 
our larger industrial employers.  
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Testimony of Wilsonville Mayor Tim Knapp Before the Page 2 
Metro Council in Support of Ordinance No. 14-1346 10/30/2014 

In particular, commuting workers and major employers like Xerox, Mentor Graphics and 
Rockwell Collins have embraced our “last-mile” connection from the SMART Transit Center / 
WES Commuter Rail Station that meets every arriving WES train and delivers employees to 
their Wilsonville worksites within 10 minutes of arrival. The state could be of great assistance 
working with TriMet and local jurisdictions on improving those “last-mile” connections from the 
home or workplace to public transit services. 

In calling for a dramatic expansion in the levels of transit service with a $4 billion increase in 
public transit funding, new, diverse, sustainable funding sources need to be developed. Over 
reliance primarily on employer-paid payroll taxes places an unfair burden on the region’s private 
employers to pay for enhanced transit service. Until we as a region and state can develop wider 
sources of support for an increase in public transit services, I do not understand how we can 
achieve the goals of the Strategy.  

I will note that the draft plan calls for $100 million in operational investments in SMART, but I 
am not clear that we have a plan for how we will generate funds of that magnitude. Even more 
puzzling is how Tri-Met is expected to come up with $3.9 billion in increased transit operating 
funding. To achieve an increase in transit operating funds of this scale requires major political 
lifting by state and regional leaders. 

And while the legislature’s mandate focused on light trucks and vehicles, I believe that the 
region could make major headway on greenhouse gas-reduction by changing over the transit 
fleets from high-carbon diesel fuel to low-carbon alternative fuels, including CNG and battery-
electric power. Transitioning the public transit fleet to alternative fuels could be a potential effort 
shared with private-sector utility, shipping and distribution firms for financing and implementing 
the needed fueling infrastructure. 

One item that the City is especially concerned about that is not addressed by the proposed 
recommendations in the Climate Smart Communities Strategy pertains to the larger issues of 
community design in the Regional Framework Plan. That is, I do not understand how we can 
achieve the targeted greenhouse gas-reductions if we continue to site a majority of employment 
opportunities on one side of the region while planning for a majority of new housing on the other 
side of the region.  

While it is true that workers may not necessarily prefer to live close to where they work, limiting 
possibilities for those that seek a shorter commute inhibits the region’s ability to achieve 
reductions in vehicle miles traveled targeted in the Regional Transportation Plan and greenhouse 
gas-reduction goals of the Climate Smart Communities Strategy.  
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Testimony of Wilsonville Mayor Tim Knapp Before the Page 3 
Metro Council in Support of Ordinance No. 14-1346 10/30/2014 

Rather than force workers to commute, our city, for example, seeks the ability to offer local 
housing opportunities to accommodate future development of the approximately 1,050 acres of 
regionally significant industrial and employment lands at Coffee Creek and Basalt Creek that 
have already been brought into the UGB adjacent to Wilsonville, Tualatin and Sherwood. This 
kind of thoughtful land-use planning contributes to livable communities, reduces the demand on 
regional roadways, and improves access to travel choices such as transit (SMART in 
Wilsonville) and active transportation options.  

All in all, I believe that the seven policies/categories that form the basis for the preferred 
approach of the Strategy (Adopted Plans; Transit, Biking and Walking; Streets and Highways; 
Technology; Travel Information/Travel Options; and Parking Management) provide an easy-to-
understand framework for our future actions. In addition, long-term success of the proposed 
Climate Smart Communities Strategy relies on policies that support greater fuel efficiency, 
cleaner fuels and securing adequate funding for our transportation investments. 

I thank you for your time today and welcome any questions that you may have. 
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Appendix	  D.	  

	  

	  

Public	  comment	  emails	  
received	  

Sept.	  15	  to	  Oct.	  30,	  2014	  
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Public	  comment	  period	  
snapshot	  

November	  2014	  
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November 2014 

Draft Climate Smart Strategy 
Public comment period snapshot

What should leaders know?

Invest more in transit, 
walking & biking. Have a bold vision 

for the future.

2,350
SURVEY 
COMPLETIONS

11,581
ONLINE 
COMMENTS

90
LETTERS 
& EMAILS

43,311
SOCIAL MEDIA  

VIEWS

Over a 45-day period from Sept. 15 to Oct. 30, 2014, Metro asked residents of the 
Portland metropolitan region to look to the future. As the Climate Smart Communities 
Scenarios Project nears its December finish line for drafting an approach to reducing 
greenhouse gas emissions by the 2035 target set by the Oregon Legislature, it reached 
out to local stakeholders and the public once again as part of an ongoing three-year 
engagement effort.

To reach new audiences, Facebook advertising and a series of video clips promoting the 
public comment period were integrated with traditional methods of newspaper ads and 
email alerts. As a result, 2,350 people took the online survey, generating almost 12,000 
comments. Social media views topped 43,000, and 90 people took the time to review 
drafts of the proposed strategy and offer their line-edits and recommendations for 
implementation.

A summary of what was heard follows highlighting key themes that emerged from 
responses to the questions: Would you support more investment in our transportation 
system? What should be considered when deciding how to implement strategies to 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions? What message would you most like to convey to 
policymakers as they finalize their recommendation on a draft Climate Smart Strategy? 
A full report on the results of the public comment period will be available after Nov. 12, 
2014, at oregonmetro.gov/draftapproach.

The top three themes of the 1,800 messages survey respondents sent to policymakers are:

Spend tax dollars wisely.
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Should your community and our region 
invest more?

ETHNICITY

AGE

When asked, “Should your community and our region invest more in seven strategies 
that reduce greenhouse gas emissions and build healthy, equitable communities,” 
survey respondents voiced broad support for more investment in the region’s 
transportation system. The key themes that emerged from their almost 12,000 
comments were consistent with results of past stakeholder engagement efforts.

To learn more about the 
Climate Smart Scenarios 
project, visit  
oregonmetro.gov/
climatescenarios

Who we 
heard from

No answer
People of color

White

0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800

35 or 
younger

36 to 50

51 to 65
66 or 
older

TECHNOLOGY STREETS & 
HIGHWAYS

TRANSIT PARKING 
POLICIES

MAINTENANCE 
& NEW 
IMPROVEMENTS INFO & 

INCENTIVES

BIKING & 
WALKING

• Improve traffic flow with cost-
effective tools such as traffic 
signal timing, yellow turn 
arrows, etc.

• Use technology to support 
biking, walking, carpooling 
and transit

• Provide frequent, reliable 
service to reduce travel times

• Expand network for greater 
access, especially in smaller 
communities

• Improve safety and access to 
transit

• Build a complete active 
transportation network of 
sidewalks and bike lanes 
connected to transit

• Improve safety for all modes 
of travel

• Make the most of available 
funding and ensure users pay 
their fair share

• Maintain and widen roads to 
improve traffic flow

• Invest more in bike paths, 
sidewalks and transit

• Make safety a priority

• Adequately maintain & 
repair existing roads

• Reduce congestion 

Divergent opinions on parking:

• Provide more free parking

• Make it more expensive to 
park

But shared concern about:

• Spill-over parking from new 
development

• Invest more to inform travelers 
about travel options for getting 
around

• Fund system improvements 
over spending on education 
and marketing 

• Offer incentives for using 
travel options through reward 
programs

Printed on recycled-content paper.  
Nov. 6, 2014. Job 15246.
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Appendix	  F.	  

	  

	  

Summary	  of	  
recommended	  changes	  

as	  of	  Dec.	  3,	  2014	  
This	  log	  reflects	  staff	  recommendations	  that	  are	  subject	  to	  review	  and	  refinement	  
by	  Metro's	  technical	  and	  policy	  advisory	  committees.	  Recommendations	  may	  be	  
change	  or	  refined	  through	  the	  advisory	  committee	  and	  adoption	  process.	  
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Updated 12/09/14
MTAC and TPAC Recommendation on Comments Received

1 of 43

# Exhibit Comment Source(s) Date Recommendation
1 Climate Smart 

Strategy (Exhibit 
A)

Add a description of the Statewide 
Transportation Strategy and state fleet 
and technology assumptions included in 
the Climate Smart Strategy in the 
document to provide broader context of 
the relationship of the Climate Smart 
Strategy to state actions.

Angus Duncan, 
Drive Oregon

10/2/14, 
10/28/14

2 Climate Smart 
Strategy (Exhibit 
A)

Support state efforts to transition to 
cleaner, low carbon fuels, more fuel-
effiicient vehicles and transit fleet 
upgrades.

Oregon Health 
Authority

10/7/14

3 Climate Smart 
Strategy (Exhibit 
A)

Support active transportation and transit 
levels of investment, but deprioritize 
road widening and highways projects 
given the relative low greenhouse gas 
emissions reduction. Recommending 
$20.8 billion of spending on road 
projects likely overstates the regions real 
road funding priority, which is fixing and 
maintaining existing roads, not building 
new or expanded roads and highways.

BTA and 45 
community 
members

10/21-
10/30/14

4 Climate Smart 
Strategy (Exhibit 
A)

Prioritize expanding transit and providing 
travel information and incentives to 
reduce VMT and encourage active 
modes.

Oregon Health 
Authority

10/7/14

5 Climate Smart 
Strategy (Exhibit 
A)

Rather than a blanket statement of 
prioritizing transit, local governments 
within transportation corridors needs to 
prioritize improvements. While transit 
may be a priority where there is a 
complete road network, in other 
locations completing road connections 
may be a prerequisite to transit. Simply 
stating that transit is a funding priority is 
too simplistic given the diversity and 
complexity of the region.

City of Hillsboro 10/30/14

Comments On the Climate Smart Strategy (Exhibit A)

The public review drafts of the Climate Smart Strategy (Exhibit A), Regional Framework Plan Amendments (Exhibit B), Toolbox of Possible 
Actions (2015-20) (Exhibit C) and Performance Monitoring Approach (Exhibit D) were released for final public review from Sept. 15 to Oct. 
30, 2014. The Short List of Actions for 2015 and 2016 (Exhibit E) was developed from Exhibit C by TPAC and MTAC for consideration by 
MPAC, JPACT and the Metro Council.

Metro's technical and policy advisory committees discussed and identified potential refinements to the public review materials at their 
October and November meetings. Public agencies, advocacy groups and members of the public submitted comments in writing, through 
Metro's website and in testimony provided at a public hearing held by the Metro Council on Oct. 30, 2014. 

This document summarizes recommended changes to respond to all substantive comments received during the comment period and 
subsequent advisory committee discussions. New wording is shown in bold underline; deleted words are bold crossed out. Wording in 
unbolded underline text was included in the public review drafts of each exhibit. Amendments identified below are reflected in Exhibits A-E to 
Ordinance No. 14-1346A.

Climate Smart Communities Scenarios Project
Summary of Recommended Changes
(comments received Sept. 15 through Oct. 30, 2014 and subsequent advisory committee discussions)

Amend Exhibit A as requested to add a 
description of the Statewide 
Transportation Strategy and state fleet 
and technology assumptions included in 
the Climate Smart Strategy.

In addition, the Toolbox of Possible 
Actions identifies specific actions that the 
state, Metro, local government and 
special districts are encouraged to take to 
support Oregon's transition to cleaner, 
low carbon fuels, more fuel-effiicient 
vehicles and transit fleet upgrades.

No change recommended to Exhibit A. 
See also recommendation for Comment 
#15 in Exhibit B comments section.

Comments 3 and 4 have been forward to 
the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) 
project team. The next scheduled update 
to the RTP will provide the forum for 
reviewing the plan's investment priorities 
within the context of updated financial 
assumptions, a new growth forecast, 
updated ODOT, TriMet and local TSP 
priorities, new policy guidance from the 
state or federal level, and the more 
comprehensive set of outcomes the RTP 
is working to achieve. 
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Updated 12/09/14
MTAC and TPAC Recommendation on Comments Received

2 of 43

# Exhibit Comment Source(s) Date Recommendation
6 Climate Smart 

Strategy (Exhibit 
A)

Adding High Capacity Transit (HCT) in 
Tigard will NOT significantly reduce 
congestion now or in the future.

John Smith 9/19/14 No change recommended to Exhibit A . 

This comment has been forwarded to the 
Southwest Corridor project team for 
consideration in the planning process 
currently underway. SW Corridor Study 
recommendations will be incorporated in 
the Regional Transportation Plan.

7 Climate Smart 
Strategy (Exhibit 
A)

20% by 2035 is ridiculous too slow. We 
should be doing 20% by 2015. The 
Germans have reduced their emissions 
by 25%. The planet is cooking. By 2035, 
will we even be here? How can we 
speed this up? Set higher reductions.

Karen Davis 9/19/14 No change recommended to Exhibit A.  

The Climate Smart Strategy, when 
implemented, will result in a 29% 
reduction by 2035.  

8 Climate Smart 
Strategy (Exhibit 
A)

Adopt and implement investments and 
strategies that reduce per capita VMT 
from 130 to less than 107 miles per 
week.

Oregon Health 
Authority

10/7/14 No change needed to Exhibit A. 

The Climate Smart Strategy as proposed 
is expected to achieve these VMT per 
capita reductions when implemented.

9 Climate Smart 
Strategy (Exhibit 
A)

Protect communities who live, work and 
attend school near highways and major 
roads through siting, design and/or 
mechanical systems that reduce indoor 
pollution.

Oregon Health 
Authority

10/7/14 No change recommended to Exhibit A. 
This comment has been forwarded to 
RTP project staff for consideration in the 
next scheduled plan update. 

While this is an important issue that 
needs to be addressed, policies and best 
practices should be developed through 
other efforts such as the Regional 
Transportation Plan. Noise pollution is 
another related issue.

10 Climate Smart 
Strategy (Exhibit 
A)

Commuter rail between Salem and 
Portland is needed; existing vanpools 
are not frequent enough and get stuck in 
traffic.

Mike DeBlasi 10/16/14 No change recommended to Exhibit A.   

This strategy is idientified in the Toolbox 
of Possible Actions (Exhibit B). The 2014 
RTP and Oregon Statewide 
Transportation Strategy (STS) includes a 
policy to support expanded commuter rail 
and intercity transit service to neighboring 
communities. Analysis completed in 2010 
as part of the High Capacity Transit 
(HCT) plan showed the Portland to 
Salem/Keizer area as the most promising 
of the commuter rail corridors evaluated. 
Responding to House Bill 2408, ODOT 
and other partners are currently 
developing proposals to improve the 
speed, frequncy and reliability of 
passenger rail service in this corridor and 
beyond. Improvements are anticipated in 
the 2017-2020 time period. More 
information can be found at 
http://www.oregonpassengerrail.org
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Updated 12/09/14
MTAC and TPAC Recommendation on Comments Received
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# Exhibit Comment Source(s) Date Recommendation
11 Climate Smart 

Strategy (Exhibit 
A)

Find opportunities to add references on 
the need to prepare for and adapt to the 
changing climate and begin work to 
address climate preparation at a 
regional level building on the Climate 
Smart Communities work and other work 
completed by the City of Portland and 
Multnomah County, which can be found 
at: www.portlandoregon.gov/bps/64079

Urban 
Greenspaces 

Institute, 
Coalition for A 
Livable Future, 

Citizen's 
Climate Lobby

10/27/14, 
10/30/14, 
10/30/14

Amend Exhibit A as follows: 

Include references on the expected 
climate impacts in Oregon and the need 
for both mitigation and adaption 
strategies. In addition, updates to Metro's 
Best Practices in Street Design 
handbooks in 2015 and the next RTP 
update present opportunities to further 
address climate preparation as it relates 
to transportation infrastructure. Staff will 
begin scoping the work plan for the next 
scheduled update to the RTP in 2015. 
The update is expected to occur over 
multiple years in order to address federal 
and state planning requirements and 
policy considerations and engagement 
recommendations identified through the 
Climate Smart Communities effort and 
the 2014 RTP update. 

Amend Exhibit A as follows:  

Clarify the transit element allows for local 
or supplemental service such as the 
South Metro Area Regional Transit 
(SMART) district and the GroveLink 
service in Forest Grove to complement 
regional transit service. 

In this example, Ride Connection 
partnered with TriMet and the city of 
Forest Grove to operate this 
supplemental local service. The service 
need was identified through TriMet's 
Westside Service Enhancement Plan 
effort and past planning by the City of 
Forest Grove. TriMet will continue 
working with local governments, 
businesses and other partners to develop 
a SEP for other parts of the regionthat 
identify and prioritize opportunities to 
improve bus service as well as pedestrian 
and bike access to transit. SEP 
recommendations will be addressed as 
part of the next update to the RTP.  

More information about the SEPs can be 
found at future.trimet.org

10/22/1412 Clackmas 
County Board of 
Commissioners

Assure the Climate Smart Communities 
Strategy provides opportunity to 
experiment and innovate with local or 
supplemental transit service, such as the 
GroveLink service in Forest Grove.

Climate Smart 
Strategy (Exhibit 
A)
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# Exhibit Comment Source(s) Date Recommendation
13 Climate Smart 

Strategy (Exhibit 
A)

The Climate Smart Strategy, Toolbox, 
Performance Monitoring and Early 
actions should all be aligned to prioritize 
investments in transit and active 
transportation. These investments will 
have the greatest greenhouse gas 
emissions reductions, provide multiple 
social, environmental and economic 
benefits and have strong public support.

Transportation 
Justice Alliance

10/30/14 No change recommended to Exhibits A, 
B, C and D. 

While the analysis and other national 
research show these investments do 
have the greatest greenhouse gas 
emissions reduction potential, provide 
multiple benefits and have strong public 
support, addressing climate change is 
one of six desired outcomes the region is 
working to achieve. The six desired 
outcomes are: economic prosperity, 
vibrant communities, safe and reliable 
transportation, equity, clean air and water 
and leadership on climate change. 
Therefore, the strategy, toolbox, 
performance monitoring and early actions 
include a balanced approach that 
implements adopted local and regional 
plans, and provides for locally-tailored 
implementation approaches.

14 Maintain an emphasis on increased 
highway capacity as a method of 
reducing greenhouse gas emissions and 
ensure the region has the ability to 
continue investing in highway capacity

Climate Smart 
Strategy (Exhibit 
A)

No change recommended to Exhibit A. 
See also recommendation on Comment 
#19.

The Climate Smart Strategy includes 
priority street and highway investments 
adopted in local plans and the Financially 
Constrained 2014 Regional 
Transportation Plan (RTP) as part of a  
balanced approach to support vibrant 
communities and economic prosperity 
and planned development in the region's 
centers, corridors and employment areas.

Increasing highway capacity to reduce 
congestion (and related greenhouse gas 
emissions) does not have a lasting 
impact on reducing greenhouse gas 
emissions due to advancements in fleet 
and technology (e.g., low carbon fuels, 
electric and plug-inhybrid electric 
vehicles) and the unintended effect of 
inducing additional vehicle miles traveled 
(called latent demand). This effect was 
shown in the CSC results and has been  
through national research. More 
information can be found at 
http://www.sightline.org/wp-
content/uploads/downloads/2012/02/anal
ysis-ghg-roads.pdf and 
www.arb.ca.gov/cc/sb375/policies/hwyca
pacity/highway_capacity_brief.pdf.

10/22/14, 
10/30/14

Clackamas 
County Board of 
Commissioners, 
City of Happy 
Valley
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# Exhibit Comment Source(s) Date Recommendation

16 Climate Smart 
Strategy (Exhibit 
A)

Concern that future funding will be 
directed by what supports Metro goals, 
not local goals 

Need a better roadmap of future funding 
discussions and who/how priorities will 
be determined if region is not able to 
secure funding needed to implement 
strategy

Should not pursue new projects; focus 
on funding existing priorities 

Mayor Tim 
Knapp, Cities of 
Clackamas 
County 
Dick Jones, 
Clackamas 
County Special 
Districts
Jim Bernards, 
Clackamas 
County 
Commissioner

11/7/14 This comment was addressed in part in 
the staff recommendation on Comments 
# 3-5 in this section.

Based on the November 7 discussion, 
staff recommends amending Exhibit A to 
include a discussion on funding-related 
implementation 

Climate Smart 
Strategy (Exhibit 
A)

15 Funding of the strategy needs more 
explanation to ensure the project meets 
OAR 660-044-0040(2)(i) given that the 
strategy relies on new investments and 
funding sources to meet the target. It is 
important for the region to not over 
commit funding we do not have.

No change recommended to Exhibit A.

OAR 660-044-0040(2)(i) provides that “if 
the preferred scenario relies on new 
investments or funding sources to 
achieve the target,” then Metro shall 
“evaluate the feasibility of the new 
investments or funding sources.”  

The overall cost identified for the 
preferred scenario is $24 billion over 25 
years, which is $5 billion less than the 
$29 billion in funding identified in the 
2014 RTP.  The $29 billion in funding 
identified in the 2014 RTP includes the 
same assumptions regarding funding 
sources that were adopted by JPACT and 
the Metro Council in 2010 for purposes of 
developing a funding target for the 2035 
RTP.  Therefore, these are not “new” 
funding sources, but are the same 
sources adopted by JPACT and the 
Metro Council in 2010, and again in 2014, 
for purposes of describing full RTP 
funding.

10/30/14City of Hillsboro
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# Exhibit Comment Source(s) Date Recommendation
Amend page 12 of Exhibit A to broad 
explanation of how climate benefit 
ratings, in combination with fiscal, 
economic, equity, public health, 
transportation and environmental criteria 
and public input, informed development 
of the Climate Smart Strategy and will 
continue to inform future implementation 
and investment decisions.

The generalized climate benefit ratings 
were developed to provide qualitative 
information for policymakers to consider 
when comparing the different strategies 
and investments under discussion. 
The ODOT model used for the Climate 
Smart Communities analysis (and that 
ODOT used for their Statewide 
Transportation Strategy) accounts for the 
synergies between the policy areas and 
other variables, including vehicle miles 
traveled (VMT), fuel consumption, fleet 
mix, vehicle technology as well as the 
location of future growth.

It is important to note that the ratings are 
consistent with national and academic 
research that has been completed by 
others, including the University of 
California. The UC research, in particular, 
was developed in partnership with the 
California Air Resources Board to inform 
similar GHG planning work being 
conducted by each of California's MPOs 
and reflects the most current research on 
this particular topic. Policy briefs are also 
available at: 
http://arb.ca.gov/cc/sb375/policies/policie
s.htm

11/7/14Jim Bernards, 
Clackamas 
County 
Commissioner

Remove greenhouse gas emissions 
reduction star ratings from document

Climate Smart 
Strategy (Exhibit 
A)

17
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# Exhibit Comment Source(s) Date Recommendation
18

This is addressed in part in the staff 
recommendation on Comment #14 of this 
section.  Additional context  on the 
region's approach to managing 
congestion is provided below in response 
to November 7 discussion.

The region's congestion management 
approach was developed in 2000, as part 
of the Regional Transportation Plan 
update, and includes all of the policies, 
investments and strategies 
recommended in the Climate Smart 
Strategy, including strategically adding 
capacity to the region’s arterial streets 
and highways. 

The Climate Smart Strategy, including 
nearly $21 billion to maintain and expand 
the existing arterial street and highway 
network, $12.4 billion for transit capital 
and service enhancements, $2 billion for 
active transportation and $400 million for 
system and demand management 
programs and investments to make the 
most of the existing transportation 
system.

There continues to be strong support for 
the mobility policy adopted at that time 
and it has since been adopted in state 
plans and policies. The region continues 
to focus on using ITS and other 
technologies to better manage roads for 
reliability, better street connectivity, 
building freeway overcrossings to 
improve community circulation, 
strategically addressing bottlenecks and 
expanding capacity to streets and 
highways, expanding transit, improving 
multi-modal safety and completing the 
region’s bicycle and pedestrian networks. 

11/7/14Paul Savas, 
Clackamas 
County 
Commissioner

Strategy lacks commitment to 
addressing congestion and funding road 
projects as part of the region’s 
greenhouse gas emissions reduction 
strategy

19 Climate Smart 
Strategy (Exhibit 
A)

No change to Exhibit A recommended. 

This assumption was included in the 
2035 growth distribution adopted by the 
Metro Council in 2012 by Ordinance No. 
12-1292A and was used for purposes of 
analysis to serve as the land use 
assumptions to reflect “adopted local and 
regional land use plans.” 

A footnote at the bottom of Page 10 of the 
staff report states “The adopted 2035 
growth distribution reflects locally 
adopted comprehensive plans and zoning 
as of 2010 and assumes an estimated 
12,000 acres of urban growth boundary 
expansion by 2035. Metro’s assumption 
about UGB expansion is not intended as 
a land use decision authorizing an 
amendment through this ordinance.  
Instead, the assumption about UGB 
expansion is included for purposes of 
analysis to assure that UGB expansion – 
if subsequently adopted by Metro and 
approved by LCDC – would be consistent 
with regional efforts to reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions. Review of 
any UGB expansion will occur through 
the UGB Amendment process provided 
for by ORS 197.626(a) and OAR Chapter 
660, Division 24.

11/7/14Jeff Gudman, 
City of Lake 
Oswego

Urban growth boundary assumptions 
(12,000 acres) included in the draft 
strategy seems overly large given the 
amount of time it has taken to make past 
expansions development-ready

Climate Smart 
Strategy (Exhibit 
A)
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# Exhibit Comment Source(s) Date Recommendation

20 Climate Smart 
Strategy (Exhibit 
A)

Add implementing local transportation 
system plans to toolbox and strategy

Paul Savas, 
Clackamas 
County 
Commissioner

11/7/14 Amend toolbox (Exhibit C)  as requested 
and amend Exhibit A to more clearly 
describe that local transportation system 
plans (and local land use plans) are 
components of the Climate Smart 
Strategy.

See also recommendation on Comment 
#63 in the Exhibit C section.

End of comments and recommended changes to Exhibit A

This is addressed in part in the staff 
recommendation on Comment #14 of this 
section.  Additional context  on the 
region's approach to managing 
congestion is provided below in response 
to November 7 discussion.

The region's congestion management 
approach was developed in 2000, as part 
of the Regional Transportation Plan 
update, and includes all of the policies, 
investments and strategies 
recommended in the Climate Smart 
Strategy, including strategically adding 
capacity to the region’s arterial streets 
and highways. 

The Climate Smart Strategy, including 
nearly $21 billion to maintain and expand 
the existing arterial street and highway 
network, $12.4 billion for transit capital 
and service enhancements, $2 billion for 
active transportation and $400 million for 
system and demand management 
programs and investments to make the 
most of the existing transportation 
system.

There continues to be strong support for 
the mobility policy adopted at that time 
and it has since been adopted in state 
plans and policies. The region continues 
to focus on using ITS and other 
technologies to better manage roads for 
reliability, better street connectivity, 
building freeway overcrossings to 
improve community circulation, 
strategically addressing bottlenecks and 
expanding capacity to streets and 
highways, expanding transit, improving 
multi-modal safety and completing the 
region’s bicycle and pedestrian networks. 

11/7/14Paul Savas, 
Clackamas 
County 
Commissioner

Strategy lacks commitment to 
addressing congestion and funding road 
projects as part of the region’s 
greenhouse gas emissions reduction 
strategy

19 Climate Smart 
Strategy (Exhibit 
A)
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# Exhibit Comment Source(s) Date Recommendation

1 Regional 
Framework Plan 
Amendments 
(Exhibit B)

Chapter 1, page 2, Objective 1.1.4 - 
revise to read "Incent and encourage 
elimination of unnecessary barriers to 
compact, mixed-use, pedestrian-friendly 
and transit-supportive development 
within Centers, Corridors, Station 
Communities and Main Streets."

Mayor Neeley, 
MPAC member

10/22/14 Amend as requested.

2 Regional 
Framework Plan 
Amendments 
(Exhibit B)

Chapter 1, page 2, Objective 1.1.4 - 
revise to read "Encourage elimination of 
unnecessary barriers to compact, mixed-
use, pedestrian- and bicycle-friendly 
and transit-supportive development 
within Centers, Corridors, Station 
Communities and Main Streets."  for 
consistency with 2014 RTP policy 
language.

Metro staff 10/22/14 Amend as requested.

3 Regional 
Framework Plan 
Amendments 
(Exhibit B)

Chapter 1, page 3, Objective 1.10.(c)(ii) - 
revise to read "Makes biking and walking 
the most convenient and  safe and 
enjoyable transportation choices for 
short trips, encourages transit use and 
reduces auto dependence and related 
greenhouse gas emissions" for 
consistency with 2014 RTP policy 
language.

Metro staff 10/22/14 Amend as requested.

4 Regional 
Framework Plan 
Amendments 
(Exhibit B)

Chapter 1, page 3, Objective 1.10.(c)(iii) - 
revise to read "Provides access to 
neighborhood and community parks, 
trails, and walkways, bikeways and 
other recreation and cultural areas and 
public facilities"  for consistency with 
2014 RTP policy language.

Metro staff 10/22/14 Amend as requested.

5 Regional 
Framework Plan 
Amendments 
(Exhibit B)

Chapter 1, page 3, Objective 1.10.(c)(iii) - 
revise to read "Provides access to 
neighborhood and community parks, 
trails, schools, and walkways, and other 
recreation and cultural areas and public 
facilities" to acknowledge the importance 
of providing access to schools.

Ruth Adkins, 
MPAC member

10/22/14 Amend as requested.

6 Regional 
Framework Plan 
Amendments 
(Exhibit B)

Chapter 2, page 3, revise 6th bullet to 
read, "Provide access to more and 
better choices for travel in this region 
and serve special access needs for all 
people, including youth, elderly, 
seniors and disabled people with 
disabilities and low incomes." for 
consistency with 2014 RTP policy 
language.

Metro staff 10/22/14 Amend as requested.

7 Regional 
Framework Plan 
Amendments 
(Exhibit B)

Chapter 2, page 3, revise 10th bullet to 
read, "Make walking and bicycling the 
most safe and convenient, safe and 
enjoyable transportation choices for 
short trips." for consistency with 2014 
RTP policy language.

Metro staff 10/22/14 Amend as requested.

Comments on Regional Framework Plan Amendments (Exhibit B)
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8 Regional 

Framework Plan 
Amendments 
(Exhibit B)

Chapter 2, page 3, revise 11th bullet to 
read, "Limit dependence on any single 
mode of driving alone travel and 
increase biking, walking, carpooling and 
vanpooling and use of transit." to provide 
more clarity.

Metro staff 10/22/14 Amend as requested.

9 Regional 
Framework Plan 
Amendments 
(Exhibit B)

Chapter 2, page 4, revise objective 2.1 
to read, "Provide for reliable and efficient 
multi-modal local, regional, interstate 
and intrastate travel and market area 
access through a seamless and well-
connected system of throughways, 
arterial streets, freight services, transit 
services and bicycle and pedestrian 
facilities." to recognize importance of 
local travel and accessiblity.

Metro staff 10/22/14 Amend as requested.

10 Regional 
Framework Plan 
Amendments 
(Exhibit B)

Chapter 2, page 5, revise objective 3.3 
to read, "Provide affordable and 
equitable access to travel choices and 
serve the needs of all people and 
businesses, including people with low 
incomes, childrenyouth, elders older 
adults and people with disabilities, to 
connect with jobs, education, services, 
recreation, social and cultural activities." 
for consistency with 2014 RTP policy 
language.

Metro staff 10/22/14 Amend as requested.

11 Regional 
Framework Plan 
Amendments 
(Exhibit B)

Chapter 2, Page 8, Objective 11.1 - 
Delete last bullet on demonstrating 
leadership on climate change given it is 
repetitive with the goal statement.

MTAC 10/15/14 Amend as requested.

12 Regional 
Framework Plan 
Amendments 
(Exhibit B)

Chapter 2, Page 8, Objective 11.1 - 
Delete reference to “regional plans and 
functional plans adopted by the Metro 
Council for local governments” because 
this is already defined in Chapter 8 
(Implementation) of the RFP.

MTAC 10/15/14 Amend as requested.

13 Regional 
Framework Plan 
Amendments 
(Exhibit B)

Chapter 2, • Page 8, Objective 11.1 - 
Add reference to alternative fuel vehicles 
and fueling stations as part of supporting 
Oregon’s transition to cleaner, low 
carbon fuels and more fuel efficient 
vehicle technologies.

MTAC 10/15/14 Amend as requested.

14 Regional 
Framework Plan 
Amendments 
(Exhibit B)

Chapter 2, Page 8, Objective 11.1 - 
Revise sub-bullet listed under 3rd bullet 
to read "Making bikingbiking and 
walking the safemost and convenient, 
safe and enjoyable transportation 
choices for short trips and for all ages 
and abilities by completing gaps and 
addressing deficiencies in the region’s 
pedestrian and bicycle networks of 
sidewalks and bike paths that 
connect people to their jobs, schools 
and other destinations;" for 
consistency with 2014 RTP policy 
language.

Metro staff 10/22/14 Amend as requested.
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16 Regional 
Framework Plan 
Amendments 
(Exhibit B)

Chapter 2, Page 9, Objective 11.2 – 
delete bullet with reference to the 
Oregon Modeling Steering Committee 
because this seems to be unnecessary 
detail for a policy document.

MTAC 10/15/14 Amend as requested.

No change to Exhibit B recommended. 
This comment has been forwarded to the 
Metro staff responsible for the 
Community Development Grant Program 
(CDPG) and Regional Flexible Fund 
Allocation (RFFA) processes. 

Chapter 8 of the Framework Plan 
provides language linking policies and 
funding. Specifically Section 8.2.1 states 
that “In formulating the Regional Funding 
and Fiscal Policies, the following should 
be considered: (a) General regional 
funding and fiscal policies which support 
implementation of this Plan and related 
functional plans including but not limited 
to a policy requiring Metro, in approving 
or commenting on the expenditure of 
regional, state, and federal monies in the 
metropolitan area, to give priority to 
programs, projects and expenditures that 
support implementation if this Plan and 
related functional plans unless there are 
compelling reasons to do otherwise.”  

Additionally, the Metropolitan 
Transportation Improvement Program 
2015-18 Report states “Efforts currently 
being undertaken at the federal level and 
in the... region will become policy 
frameworks to provide direction for future 
cycles of the MTIP.” Climate Smart 
Communities is identified as one of the 
policy frameworks and “The development 
of the next MTIP cycle will incorporate 
recommended strategies from the 
Climate Smart Communities project.” 

JPACT and the Metro Council provide 
policy direction for prioritizing allocation of 
the federal flexible funds at the beginning 
of each RFFA cycle. The next CBDG 
cycle and RFFA cycle (and policy update) 
will begin in 2015. 

15 Regional 
Framework Plan 
Amendments 
(Exhibit B)

Chapter 2, Page 8, Objective 11.2 - 
Policy language should be more direct 
and aspirational about linkages between 
the policies that reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions and Metro funding, such as 
the Community Development Grant 
Program and Regional Flexible Fund 
Allocation (RFFA) process. Use GHG 
emissions reduction as a filter for 
awarding funding to demonstrate 
leadership on climate change.

Community 
leaders 
meeting, MTAC, 
1000 Friends of 
Oregon

10/1/14, 
10/15/14, 
10/22/14
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17 Regional 

Framework Plan 
Amendments 
(Exhibit B)

Chapter 2, Page 9, Objective 11.3 – add 
reference to Toolbox of Possible Actions 
in policy statement and delete sub-
bullets listing examples of possible 
actions because the actions are 
voluntary and could appear to be 
defacto priorities or criteria for funding 
eligibility. In addition, the level of policy 
detail for Goal 11 is much greater than 
other Chapter 2 goals and objectives. 

Add language to the Regional 
Framework Plan amendments to more 
clearly articulate the ability to "locally 
tailor" implementation tools identified in 
the Toolbox of Possible Actions.

MTAC 
members, 
Clackamas 

County Board of 
Commissioners, 
City of Hillsboro, 

City of Happy 
Valley, TPAC, 

MTAC

10/15/14, 
10/22/14, 
10/30/14, 
10/30/14, 
11/19/14, 
11/21/14

18 Regional 
Framework Plan 
Amendments 
(Exhibit B)

Chapter 2, Page 9, Objective 11.3 – add 
reference to safe routes to school 
programs to list of possible actions.

Ruth Adkins, 
MPAC member

10/22/14

Amend Exhibit B, Objective 11.2 and 11.3 
as follows:

Objective 11. 9 Metro Actions
Take actions to implement the regional 
strategy to meet adopted targets for 
reducing greenhouse gas emissions from 
light-duty vehicle travel, such as:
i. Maintain and periodically update a 
toolbox of possible actions and 
encourage local, state and federal 
governments and special districts to 
implement the toolbox actions in locally 
tailored ways.

ii. Work with local, state and federal 
governments, community and business 
leaders and organizations, and special 
districts to implement the strategy, 
including securing adequate funding for 
transportation and other investments 
needed to implement the strategy. 

iii. Provide technical assistance, best 
practices and grant funding to local 
governments and other business and 
community partners to encourage and 
support implementation of the strategy.

iv. Report on the potential light-duty 
vehicle greenhouse gas emissions 
impacts of Metro’s major land use and 
RTP policy and investment decisions to 
determine whether they help the region 
meet adopted targets for reducing 
greenhouse gas emissions.

v. Monitor and measure the progress of 
local and regional efforts to meet adopted 
targets for reducing greenhouse gas 
emissions from light-duty vehicle travel as 
described in Chapter 7 of the Regional 
Framework Plan, report the results to the 
region and state on a periodic basis, and 
guide the consideration of revision or 
replacement of the policies and actions, if 
performance so indicates, as part of 
scheduled updates to the Regional 
Transportation Plan.

Objective 11.10 Partner Actions
Encourage local, state and federal 
governments and special districts to 
consider implementing actions in the 
toolbox in locally tailored ways to help the 
region meet adopted targets for reducing 
greenhouse gas emissions from light-duty 
vehicle travel.

For context, Chapter 2 of the Framework 
Plan reflects the goals and objectives 
included in Chapter 2 of the Regional 
Transportation Plan exactly, which 
provides less policy detail than other 
Framework Plan chapters. The 2018 RTP 
update presents an opportunity to update 
Chapter 2 of the Framework Plan to 
better match the level of policy detail 
contained in the other Framework Plan 
chapters. In addition, unless the Regional 
Framework Plan specifies that Metro 
require local governments to take a 
particular action, the RFP only directs 
Metro actions.

10/22/14MPAC membersChapter 2, Page 9, Objective 11.3 – 
retain but shorten the list of example 
actions and revise the language to read, 
”Encourage local, state and federal 
governments and special districts to take 
actions recommended in the Toolbox of 
Possible Actionsregional climate 
strategy to help meet adopted targets for 
reducing greenhouse gas emissions 
from light vehicle travel, including such 
as…”

Regional 
Framework Plan 
Amendments 
(Exhibit B)

19

Attachment 3 to Staff Report to Ordinance No. 14-1346B Page 213 of 246



Updated 12/09/14
MTAC and TPAC Recommendation on Comments Received

13 of 43

# Exhibit Comment Source(s) Date Recommendation

20 Regional 
Framework Plan 
Amendments 
(Exhibit B)

 Chapter 7 (Management), page 8, to 
incorporate  performance measures 
recommended to be tracked every two 
years as part of required reporting that 
responds to ORS 197.301. OAR 660-
044-0040 requires that the preferred 
scenario include performance measures. 
The preferred scenario is to be adopted 
as part of the Regional Framework Plan, 
and, as a result, performance measures 
also need to be “adopted” as part of the 
Regional Framework Plan.

Metro staff in 
consultation 

with DLCD staff

10/23/14 Amend as requested. See 
recommendation on comment #21 on 
Exhibit B in this section.

Performance measures recommended to 
be added to Section 7.8.4 are: vehicle 
miles traveled; motor vehicles, pedestrian 
and bicycle fatalities and serious injury 
crashes; transit revenue hours; transit 
ridership; access to transit; travel time 
and reliability; and air quality. Other 
performance measures, including 
greenhouse gas emissions, are 
recommended to be reported as part of 
scheduled updates to the Regional 
Transportation Plan.

Amend as requested. In addition amend 
policy 7.8.6 to read as follows:

7.8.6 Take corrective actions if 
anticipated progress is found to be 
lacking or if Metro goal and policies need 
adjustment. in order to allow adjustments 
soon after any problem arices and so that 
relatively stable conditions can be 
maintained."

Measures not currently monitored as part 
of federally-required RTP updates will be 
incorporated into the plan as part of the 
next scheduled update (due in 2018) in 
coordination with other performance 
measure updates needed to address 
federal MAP-21 requirements related to 
performance-based long-range 
transportation planning. In addition, this is 
a more appropriate location to direct 
monitoring and reporting on the progress 
of local and regional efforts to meet 
adopted targets for reducing greenhouse 
gas emissions.

Amend Exhibit B, Objective 11.2 and 11.3 
as follows:

Objective 11. 9 Metro Actions
Take actions to implement the regional 
strategy to meet adopted targets for 
reducing greenhouse gas emissions from 
light-duty vehicle travel, such as:
i. Maintain and periodically update a 
toolbox of possible actions and 
encourage local, state and federal 
governments and special districts to 
implement the toolbox actions in locally 

tailored ways.

ii. Work with local, state and federal 
governments, community and business 
leaders and organizations, and special 
districts to implement the strategy, 
including securing adequate funding for 
transportation and other investments 
needed to implement the strategy. 

iii. Provide technical assistance, best 
practices and grant funding to local 
governments and other business and 
community partners to encourage and 
support implementation of the strategy.

iv. Report on the potential light-duty 
vehicle greenhouse gas emissions 
impacts of Metro’s major land use and 
RTP policy and investment decisions to 
determine whether they help the region 
meet adopted targets for reducing 
greenhouse gas emissions.

v. Monitor and measure the progress of 
local and regional efforts to meet adopted 
targets for reducing greenhouse gas 
emissions from light-duty vehicle travel as 
described in Chapter 7 of the Regional 
Framework Plan, report the results to the 
region and state on a periodic basis, and 
guide the consideration of revision or 
replacement of the policies and actions, if 
performance so indicates, as part of 
scheduled updates to the Regional 
Transportation Plan.

Objective 11.10 Partner Actions
Encourage local, state and federal 
governments and special districts to 
consider implementing actions in the 
toolbox in locally tailored ways to help the 
region meet adopted targets for reducing 
greenhouse gas emissions from light-duty 
vehicle travel.

For context, Chapter 2 of the Framework 
Plan reflects the goals and objectives 
included in Chapter 2 of the Regional 
Transportation Plan exactly, which 
provides less policy detail than other 
Framework Plan chapters. The 2018 RTP 
update presents an opportunity to update 
Chapter 2 of the Framework Plan to 
better match the level of policy detail 
contained in the other Framework Plan 
chapters. In addition, unless the Regional 
Framework Plan specifies that Metro 
require local governments to take a 
particular action, the RFP only directs 
Metro actions.

10/23/14Metro staff in 
consultation 
with DLCD staff

Delete Objective 11.4 in Exhibit  B and 
add to Chapter 7 (Management), Page 
8, to add new objective that reads 
"Monitor the following performance 
measures for Chapter 1 and 2 of this 
Plan as part  of scheduled updates to 
the Regional Transportation Plan: (a) 
light duty vehicle greenhouse gas 
emissions; (b) household 
transportation/housing cost burden; 
(c) registered light duty vehicles by 
fuel/energy source; (d) workforce 
participation in commuter programs; 
(e) household participation in 
individualized marketing programs; 
(f) bike and pedestrian travel; (g) 
bikeways, sidewalks and trails 
completed.

Regional 
Framework Plan 
Amendments 
(Exhibit B)

21

10/22/14MPAC membersChapter 2, Page 9, Objective 11.3 – 
retain but shorten the list of example 
actions and revise the language to read, 
”Encourage local, state and federal 
governments and special districts to take 
actions recommended in the Toolbox of 
Possible Actionsregional climate 
strategy to help meet adopted targets for 
reducing greenhouse gas emissions 
from light vehicle travel, including such 
as…”

Regional 
Framework Plan 
Amendments 
(Exhibit B)

19
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22 Regional 

Framework Plan 
Amendments 
(Exhibit B)

Chapter 2, Page 9, Objective 11.3 - 
require, rather than encourage, climate 
responsive actions listed.

Oregon 
American 
Planning 

Association

10/29/14 No change recommended to Exhibit B. 

Existing Metro functional plans, first 
adopted in 1996, already identify land use 
and transportation actions that local 
governments must implement that will 
help implement the Climate Smart 
Strategy. As noted, implementation of the 
Toolbox of Possible Actions does not 
mandate adoption of any particular policy 
or action and instead was developed with 
the recognition that existing city and 
county plans for creating great 
communities are the foundation for 
reaching the state target. Implementation 
actions in the toolbox are encouraged 
and allow local flexibility in how, when 
and where different actions may be 
applied, recognizing that some tools and 
actions may work better in some 
locations than others. 

23 Regional 
Framework Plan 
Amendments 
(Exhibit B)

Chapter 1, larger issues of community 
design and jobs/housing balance appear 
unaddressed in the Regional Framework 
Plan. Opportunities for housing near job 
rich locations is important to reduce 
commute distances and demand on the 
region's roadways.

City of 
Wilsonville

10/30/14 Amend Exhibit B, Chapter 1, page 10, 
Policy 1.10.1, as follows:

"iv) Reinforces nodal, mixed-use, 
neighborhood-oriented community 
designs to provide walkable access to 
a mix of destinations to support 
meeting daily needs, such as jobs, 
education, shopping, services, transit 
and recreation, social and cultural 
activities."

24 Regional 
Framework Plan 
Amendments 
(Exhibit B)

Amend Framework Plan, Chapter 1, 
page 4, Policy 1.3.2(c) as follows:

Allow affordable housing, particularly in 
Centers and Corridors and other areas 
well-served with public services and 
frequent transit service."

Staff 
recommendatio
n on Comment 
#4 in Exhibit C 

section 

10/30/14 Amend as recommended.

25 Regional 
Framework Plan 
Amendments 
(Exhibit B)

Too much detail included in the Chapter 
2 Regional Framework Plan 
amendments, compared to existing 
goals and objectives

Remove the toolbox sub-bullets listed in 
Chapter 2, Policy 11.3

Susie Lahsene, 
Port of Portland

Paul Savas, 
Clackamas 

County 
Commissioner

11/7/14 Amend as requested by re-drafting Goal 
11 to better fit with structure of existing 
goals and objectives, remove the toolbox 
sub-bullets and further amend Objective 
11.10 Partner Actions to include language  
to reflect the living document 
expectations for the “Toolbox of Possible 
Actions" and expectations it will be 
updated to reflect new information and 
approaches. See also recommendations 
on Comments #17-19 in this section.
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27 Regional 
Framework Plan 
Amendments 
(Exhibit B)

Language needs to call out incentivizing 
the kind of development needed to 
support implementation

Mayor Doug 
Neeley, City of 
Oregon City

11/7/14 This is addressed in the recommendation 
on Comment #1 on in this section.

28 Regional 
Framework Plan 
Amendments 
(Exhibit B)

Amend Policy 1.7.5(a) and (d) of 
Chapter 1 of the Regional Framework 
Plan to reflect that planning for new 
urban areas can also help further the 
region's efforts in reducing greenhouse 
gas emissions:

"a. Help achieve livable communities 
and reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions." 

"d. Determine the general urban land 
uses, key local and regional multi-
modal transportation facilities and 
prospective components of the regional 
system of parks, natural areas..."

Metro staff 11/14/14 Amend as requested. See 
recommendation on Comment #58 in the 
Exhibit C section of this document.

Mayor Tim 
Knapp, Cities of 
Clackamas 
County
Mayor Doug 
Neeley, City of 
Oregon City

Policy language not strong enough on 
influence of land use on transportation 
and importance of jobs/housing balance 
as a greenhouse gas emissions 
reduction strategy

Regional 
Framework Plan 
Amendments 
(Exhibit B)

11/7/1426 This is addressed in part in the staff 
recommendation on Comment #23 in this 
section as follows:

Amend Exhibit B, Chapter 1, page 10, 
Policy 1.10.1, as follows:

"iv) Reinforces nodal, mixed-use, 
neighborhood-oriented community 
designs to provide walkable access to 
a mix of destinations to support 
meeting daily needs, such as jobs, 
education, shopping, services, transit 
and recreation, social and cultural 
activities."

In addition, other Framework Plan 
policies currently address jobs/housing 
balance, including Chapter 1, Policy 
1.4.2, that were not included in the public 
review document:

“Balance the number and wage level of 
jobs within each subregion with housing 
cost and availability within that subregion. 
Strategies are to be coordinated with the 
planning and implementation activities of 
this element with Policy 1.3, Housing 
Choices and Opportunities and Policy 
1.8, Developed Urban Land."
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29 Regional 

Framework Plan 
Amendments 
(Exhibit B)

Metro staff 11/14/14 Amend page 1 of Chapter 1 and Chapter 
2 of the Regional Framework Plan to add 
the following sentence:

"The policies in this chapter are also a 
key component of the regional 
strategy to reduce per capita 
greenhouse gas emissions from light- 
duty vehicles."

This change further clarifies that the 
existing (and amended) policies in this 
Plan are a key part of the region's 
strategy for meeting OAR 660-044.

30 Regional 
Framework Plan 
Amendments 
(Exhibit B)

 Objective 1.10.1(c ), Chapter 2, page 3 
(10th bullet) and Objective 11.4 – 
change making biking and walking the 
“most convenient . . .” (which is a bit of a 
stretch), to “more convenient. . .”  (same 
where it says “safest,” change to 
“safer”).

City of Hillsboro, 
City of 
Beaverton

11/24/14, 
11/24/14

No further changes recommended as this 
language reflects policy language 
adopted in the 2014 RTP. See also staff 
recommendation on Comments #3, #7 
and #14.

31 Regional 
Framework Plan 
Amendments 
(Exhibit B)

Page 6, Chapter 1, Policy 1.4.2 
This policy appears to be a bit of an 
overreach. What mechanism is at the 
region’s disposal to directly “balance the 
number and wage level of jobs within 
each sub-region”
Consider adding: “Promote policies that 
seek to” balance the number..

City of 
Beaverton

11/24/14 No change recommended. This is 
existing policy language and the 
proposed change goes beyond the scope 
of the Climate Smart Strategy 
implementation. This comment has been 
forwarded to long-range land use 
planning staff for consideration as part of 
future updates to the Regional 
Framework Plan.

End of comments and recommended changes to Exhibit B
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1 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 1,  implement 2040 Growth 
Concept and local adopted plans, under 
Metro actions, add an action that calls 
out that 2018 RTP update will be a tool 
to implement the Climate Smart 
Strategy.

1000 Friends of 
Oregon

10/22/14 Amend as requested. 

This is also called out in the legislation 
adopting the Climate Smart Strategy.

2 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 1, implement 2040 Growth 
Concept and local adopted plans policy, 
revise language "Restore local control of 
housing policies and programs" to 
ensure that it’s about achieving housing 
affordability, not just restoring local 
control. Be explicit about need for 
removal of statewide ban on inclusionary 
zoning.

Community 
leaders 

meeting, 
Oregon 

Environmental 
Council, 1000 

Friends of 
Oregon, 

Coalition for a 
Livable Future, 
Transportation 
Justice Alliance

10/1/14, 
10/15/14, 
10/22/14, 
10/30/14, 
10/30/14

Amend  toolbox actions as follows: 

"Restore local control of housing policies 
and programs to ensure local 
communities have a full range of tools 
available to meet the housing needs of all 
residents and income levels and expand 
opportunities for households of modest 
means to live closer to work, services and 
transit."

This change will be reflected in Metro, 
local government and special district 
actions.

In addition, Policy 1.3.5 in Chapter 1 of 
the Regional Framework Plan 
encourages local governments to 
consider a range of tools and strategies 
to achieve affordable housing goals, 
including a voluntary inclusionary zoning 
policy.

3 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 1, implement 2040 Growth 
Concept and local adopted plans policy, 
too broad of a spectrum of policies have 
been identified in some toolbox actions. 
The Climate Smart Strategy should not 
be used as a cure all for any perceived 
shortcomings in the land use regulatory 
system - for example connection to 
brownfield redevelopment and removal 
of statewide ban on inclusionary zoning.

City of Hillsboro 10/30/14 No change to Exhibit C recommended.  

Chapter 1 of Regional Framework Plan 
(Policy 1.3) includes these types of 
policies as ways to support implementing 
the 2040 Growth Concept - a key 
component of the Climate Smart 
Strategy. The toolbox actions identified 
are intended to support these existing 
policies and addresses implementation 
issues that have been consistently raised 
by community stakeholders throughout 
the Climate Smart Communities effort. 

Comments on Toolbox of Possible Actions (Exhibit C)
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5 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 1, implement 2040 Growth 
Concept and local adopted plans policy, 
under Metro actions, add new action to 
support increased funding for affordable 
housing, particularly along frequent 
transit lines.

Coalition for a 
Livable Future, 
Transportation 
Justice Alliance

10/30/14, 
10/30/14

Amend as follows:

"Support increased funding for 
affordable housing, particularly along 
corridors with frequent transit 
service."

6 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 1, implement 2040 Growth 
Concept and local adopted plans policy, 
under Metro actions, add new action  
"Ensure major investments in transit 
and other community development 
projects are accompanied with 
policies that protect against 
economic displacement of lower-
income residents."

1000 Friends of 
Oregon

10/22/14 No change to Exhibit C recommended. 
See also recommendation on Comment 
#11 in this section. 

While this would address a significant 
implementation issue raised during the 
Climate Smart Communities effort, this 
comment has been forwarded to staff 
working on Powell-Division Transit Study 
and Metro's Equity Strategy and 
Equitable Development work programs to 
address. Recommendations from these 
efforts may lead to Regional Framework 
Plan amendments and will be further 
addressed in the next federally-required 
RTP update.

10/22/141000 Friends of 
Oregon

Page 1, implement 2040 Growth 
Concept and local adopted plans policy, 
under Metro actions, add new action to 
leverage Metro and the region's public 
investments to maintain and create 
affordable housing in transit-served 
areas.

Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

4 Amend toolbox as follows: 

"Leverage Metro's public investments 
to maintain and create affordable 
housing options in areas served with 
frequent transit service." 

Amend Framework Plan, Chapter 1, page 
4, Policy 1.3.2(c) as follows:

Allow affordable housing, particularly in 
Centers and Corridors and other areas 
well-served with public services and 
frequent transit service."

In addition, this comment has been 
forwarded to staff working on Powell-
Division Transit Study and Metro's Equity 
Strategy and Equitable Development 
work programs to further address through 
that work. Recommendations from these 
efforts may lead to Regional Framework 
Plan additional amendments and will be 
addressed in the next federally-required 
RTP update.
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7 Toolbox of 

Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 2,  implement 2040 Growth 
Concept and local adopted plans policy, 
under Metro actions, add an action to 
implement the 2040 Growth Concept's 
Climate Smart Strategies in the 2018 
RTP.

Safe Routes to 
School National 

Partnership
TPAC, MTAC

10/28/14
11/19/14, 
11/21/14

Amend as requested as follows: 

Add a new action under demonstrate 
Climate leadership that reads "Review 
and evaluate Climate Smart Strategy 
investments and actions for adoption 
in the 2018 RTP."

This amendments reflects the overall 
strategy will be further implemented 
through the 2018 RTP update as part of 
the process and in coordination with other 
policy considerations to be addressed as 
part of the update. 

8 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 2,  implement 2040 Growth 
Concept and local adopted plans policy, 
under Metro actions, add an action to 
provide guidance to cities and counties 
on location of new schools, services, 
shopping and other health promoting 
resources and community destinations 
close to neighborhoods.

Safe Routes to 
School National 

Partnership

10/28/14 No change recommended  to Exhibit C. 

A significant amount of best practices and 
other guidance is available related to the 
location of new schools, services, 
shopping and other health promoting 
resources and community destinations 
close to neighborhoods, such as Metro's 
Community Investment Toolkit series, 
publications prepared by Oregon's 
Transportation Growth Management 
program and federal agencies.  See: 
www.oregon.gov/LCD/TGM/Pages/public
ations.aspx and 
www.epa.gov/smartgrowth/pdf/brochure_
0906.pdf for more information.

9 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 1, implement 2040 Growth 
Concept and local adopted plans policy, 
under Metro actions, revise 2nd near-
term bullet to read "Expand on-going 
technical assistance and grant funding 
to local governments, developers and 
others to advance implementation of 
local land use plans, and 
incorporate…"

Metro staff 10/24/14 Amend as requested.

10 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 2, transit policy,  revise last sub-
bullet under development of TriMet 
SEPs to read, "Consider Use ridership 
demographics in service planning." This 
revision should be reflected in bullet 
under local government and special 
district actions.

Community 
leaders meeting 

and 1000 
Friends of 

Oregon

10/1/14, 
10/22/14

Amend as requested.

11 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 2, transit policy, under Metro 
actions, move "Research and develop 
best practices to support equitable 
growth and development…" to 
immediate time period.

Community 
leaders 

meeting, 1000 
Friends of 
Oregon

10/1/14, 
10/22/14

Amend as requested. 

Work is underway as part of the Powell-
Division Transit Study and Metro's Equity 
Strategy and Equitable Development 
work programs. Recommendations from 
these efforts may lead to Regional 
Framework Plan amendments and will be 
addressed in the next federally-required 
RTP update.
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12 Toolbox of 

Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 2, transit policy, under Metro 
actions, immediate term, delete 2nd 
bullet "Consider local funding 
mechanism(s) for local and regional 
transit service." This is already listed 
under the first action.

City of Hillsboro 10/30/14 Amend as requested.

13 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 2, transit policy, under Metro 
actions, add an action to implement the 
transit actions in the Climate Smart 
Strategy in the 2018 RTP.

1000 Friends of 
Oregon, Safe 

Routes to 
School National 

Partnership

10/22/14, 
10/28/14

"Amend as requested as follows: 

Add a new action under demonstrate 
Climate leadership that reads ""Review 
and evaluate Climate Smart Strategy 
investments and actions for adoption 
in the 2018 RTP.""

This amendments reflects the overall 
strategy will be further implemented 
through the 2018 RTP update as part of 
the process and in coordination with other 
policy considerations to be addressed as 
part of the update.

14 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Convert school bus and transit fleets to 
electric and/or natural gas buses to 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions and 
youth exposure to diesel and other 
emissions from existing fleets.

Craig Stephens, 
City of 

Wilsonville

9/18/14, 
10/30/14

Amend page 2 of the toolbox of actions to 
list these as possible actions in the near-
term. 

The state mandated greenhouse gas 
emissions reduction target applies to 
vehicle weighing 10,000 pounds or less, 
which includes Type A-1 buses. While 
most SMART and TriMet buses weigh 
more than 10,000 pounds, the agencies 
are exploring and testing alternative fuel 
buses to assess fueling infrastructure 
needs and vehicle performance, 
maintenance and cost-effectiveness 
compared to the diesel buses it currently 
uses.

15 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 2, transit policy, add new actions: 
"Fund reduced fare programs and 
service improvements for transit 
dependent communities such as 
youth, older adults, people with 
disabilities and low-income families, 
Expand and sustain Youth Pass 
program, including expanding routes 
and frequency along school 
corridors."

Safe Routes to 
School National 

Partnership

10/28/14 Amend existing toolbox language as 
follows: 

"Fund reduced fare programs and service 
improvements for transit dependent 
communities such as youth, older 
adults, people with disabilities and low-
income families." 

Add new special district action that reads, 
"Expand and sustain Youth Pass 
program, including expanding routes 
and frequency along school 
corridors."
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16 Toolbox of 

Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 2, transit policy, add the following 
new actions to recognize the emissions 
reductions can come from electric transit 
vehicles or other low carbon alternative 
fules: "Support transit partners in 
seeking federal grant funds for 
electric buses;" "Seek increased state 
funding for electric buses;" and 
"Increased funding flexbility to allow 
for greater upfront capital spending 
on electric buses if those expenses 
are offset by operating savings."

Drive Oregon, 
City of 

Wilsonville

10/28/14, 
10/30/14

Amend to add the following new actions 
given that some transit vehicles do weigh 
less than 10,000 pounds:

 "Support transit partners in seeking 
federal grant funds for electric  and 
other low-carbon alternative fuel 
buses;" 

"Seek increased state funding for 
electric and other low-carbon 
alternative fuel buses;" and 

"Seek increased funding flexbility to 
allow for greater upfront capital 
spending on electric and other low-
carbon alternative fuel buses if those 
expenses are offset by operating 
savings."

17 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Pages 3 and 4, expand bullets on using 
green street design to not only call out 
planting trees to support carbon 
sequestration and using materials that 
reduce infrastructure-related heat gain. 
Add reference to green street designs 
for capturing, absorbing and cleaning 
stormwater and making more use of 
pervious, rather than impervious, 
surface materials. These strategies will 
help the region save money and adapt 
to the unwelcome effects of climate 
change.

Oregon 
Environmental 
Council, Urban 
Greenspaces 

Instititute, 
Coalition for a 
Livable Future

10/15/14, 
10/27/14, 
10/30/14

No change to Exhibit C recommended. 

These benefits are important for the 
reasons stated. This comment has been 
forwarded to the Metro staff responsible 
for updating the region's best practices 
handbooks for street design with a 
recommendation to link the broader 
stormwater benefits of green street 
designs to climate adaptation strategies 
that will complement the greenhouse gas 
emissions reduction strategies identified 
through this project. The handbooks are 
scheduled to be updated in the 2015-16 
time period. The update is listed as an 
immediate action in Exhibit C.

18 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 3, biking and walking policy, add 
new immediate action for local 
governments - "Complete an inventory 
of sidewalk/bike lane gaps to help 
prioritize where limited funding could 
best be directed to encourage multi-
modal movement."

City of Hillsboro 9/24/14 Amend as follows: 

"Review community inventory of 
sidewalk and bike lane gaps and 
definiciencies to help prioritize where 
limited funding could best be directed 
to encourage multi-modal movement. " 

The Transportation Planning Rule and 
and Regional Transportation Functional 
Plan already require local governments to 
complete an inventory of bicycle and 
pedestrian facilities as part of their 
adopted local transportation system plan.  
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19 Toolbox of 

Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 3, biking and walking policy, under 
Metro actions, add an action to 
implement the bicycle and pedestrian 
actions in the Climate Smart Strategy in 
the 2018 RTP.

1000 Friends of 
Oregon

10/22/14 "Amend as requested as follows: 

Add a new action under demonstrate 
Climate leadership that reads ""Review 
and evaluate Climate Smart Strategy 
investments and actions for adoption 
in the 2018 RTP.""

This amendments reflects the overall 
strategy will be further implemented 
through the 2018 RTP update as part of 
the process and in coordination with other 
policy considerations to be addressed as 
part of the update.

20 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 3, biking and walking policy, add 
new Metro action: "Complete a region-
wide active transportation needs 
assessment, including needs around 
schools and access to transit."

National Safe 
Routes to 

School 
Partnership

10/28/14 Amend as follows: 

add Metro action (near term) that reads, 
“Update the Regional Active 
Transportation Plan needs 
assessment in the 2018 RTP.” 

add cities and counties action (near term) 
“Conduct needs assessments for 
schools and access to transit during 
updates to TSPs and other plans.”

21 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 3, biking and walking policy, add 
new Metro action: “Build a diverse 
coalition working together to build 
and monitor local and state 
commitment to implement and fund 
the Regional Active Transportation 
Plan, including Safe Routes to 
Schools and Safe Routes to Transit”

National Safe 
Routes to 

School 
Partnership

10/28/14 Amend as follows, under Metro actions: 

"Build and monitor local and state 
commitment to implement the Active 
Transportation Plan, and Safe Routes 
to Schools and Safe Routes to 
Transit." 

Monitoring would occur through periodic 
updates to the Regional Transportation 
Plan. Funding active transportation is 
addressed in a separate action in the 
funding portion of the toolbox.

22 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 3, biking and walking policy, add 
new actions to recognize potential role 
of electric bikes in the future: "Simplify 
and clarify policy on e-bike use of 
bike lanes and other 
infrastructure;"Clarify that e-bikes are 
part of the region's active 
transportation strategy;" and "Fund 
pilot project to test the efficacy of e-
bikes in attracting new riders."

Drive Oregon 10/28/14 Amend as follows:  

"Simplify and clarify policy on e-bike 
use of bike lanes and other 
infrastructure;"Clarify that e-bikes are 
part of the region's active 
transportation strategy;" and "Partner 
with Portland State University to 
develop a pilot project to test the 
efficacy of e-bikes in attracting new 
riders."
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23 Toolbox of 

Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 3, biking and walking policy, under 
Metro actions, add an action to prioritize 
or commit regional flexible funds to 
active transportation.

1000 Friends of 
Oregon, John 
Carr, National 
Safe Routes to 

School 
Partnership, 

Coalition for a 
Livable Future

10/22/14, 
10/27/14, 
10/28/14, 
10/30/14

No change recommended to Exibit C. 
See also recommendation on Comment 
#15 in the Exhibit B section.

This comment has been forwarded to the 
Metro staff responsible for the Regional 
Flexible Fund Allocation (RFFA) process. 
JPACT and the Metro Council provide 
policy direction for prioritizing allocation of 
the federal flexible funds at the beginning 
of each RFFA cycle. The next RFFA cycle 
(and policy update) will begin in 2015.  

24 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 3, biking and walking policy, under 
Metro actions, add an action to use the 
Climate Smart Strategy as a filter for 
evaluating individual transportation 
projects to construct or widen major 
roads and arterials.

1000 Friends of 
Oregon, 

National Safe 
Routes to 

School 
Partnership

10/22/14, 
10/28/14

No change recommended to Exhibit C. 
See also recommendation on Comment 
#15 in the Exhibit B section.

Metro does not apply a single filter to 
individual projects included in the 
Regional Transportation Plan, and most 
RTP projects are locally-funded and 
reflect locally adopted investment 
priorities. Adoption of the Climate Smart 
Strategy will incorporate reducing 
greenhouse gas emissions from light duty 
vehicles in system-level regional 
transportation planning and investment 
decisions. 

25 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 3, biking and walking policy, 
include the following actions to support 
increased physical activity: integrate 
multi-modal designs in road 
improvement and maintenance to 
support all users, implement complete 
streets strategies and complete the 
active transportation network.

Oregon Health 
Authority

10/7/14 No change recommended to Exhibit C. 

The draft toolbox currently identifies 
these actions.

26 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 4, streets and highways policy, 
under Metro actions, delete first bullet 
under "Build a diverse coalition" as 
ensuring adequate funding for local 
maintenance is a local responsibility, not 
a Metro responsibility. 

City of Hillsboro 10/30/14 Amend as requested. See also 
recommendation on Comment #12 in this 
section.

This amendment also applies to other 
references of local funding under Metro 
actions on Page 2, transit. 

27 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 4, streets and highways policy, 
add "Adopt a vision zero strategy to 
eliminate all traffic fatalitlies" for each 
partner (e.g., state, Metro, local 
governments and special districts) to be 
consistent with reference in bike and 
pedestrian policy actions on page 3.

Community 
leaders 

meeting, Safe 
Routes to 

School 
Partnership

10/1/14, 
10/28/14

Amend as requested under the near-term 
actions (2017-2020), recognizing time will 
be needed to understand policy and fiscal 
implications of this type of strategy.
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28 Toolbox of 

Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 4, streets and highways policy, 
page 5, use technology policy and 
provide travel information and incentives 
policy, and page 6 parking policy, under 
Metro actions, add an action to 
implement the actions and investments 
identified for these policy areas in the 
Climate Smart Strategy in the 2018 
RTP:  "Implement the Climate Smart 
Communities Strategy streets and 
highways investments and actions in 
the 2018 RTP";  "Implement the 
Climate Smart Communities Strategy 
transportations system management 
investments and actions in the 2018 
RTP"; and  "Implement the Climate 
Smart Communities Strategy 
transportation demand management 
investments and actions in the 2018 
RTP"

Metro staff 10/24/14 Amend as requested as follows: 

Add a new action under demonstrate 
Climate leadership that reads "Review 
and evaluate Climate Smart Strategy 
investments and actions for adoption in 
the 2018 RTP."

This amendment reflects the overall 
strategy will be further implemented 
through the 2018 RTP update as part of 
the process and in coordination with other 
policy considerations to be addressed as 
part of the update.                                                                               

29 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 5, using technology policy, add a 
new immediate term local government 
action to help implement the draft 
approach: "Complete an inventory of 
the installed intelligent transportation 
systems (ITS) along arterials to help 
prioritize areas where limited funding 
could best be directed to increase 
roadway performance."

City of Hillsboro 9/24/14 Amend as requested. 

30 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 5, using technology policy, add 
new actions for all partners to recognize 
expanding role of ITS in the future: 
"Pursue opportunities and funding for 
pilot projects that help establish the 
region as a living laboratory for 
sustainable and multi-modal 
ITS;"Seek opportunities to leverage 
Oregon's road user fee pilot project 
to provide additional services to 
participating drivers;" and "Develop a 
pilot project to test wireless charging 
of electric vehicles, ideally 
encompassing both transit vehicles 
and passenger cars."

Drive Oregon 10/28/14 Amend as requested. 
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31 Toolbox of 

Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 5, providing information and 
incentives policy, add new actions to 
integrate promotion of efficient vehicles 
and fuel choices in the promotion of 
other travel options:

Drive Oregon 10/28/14 Amend as requested as follows:

 "Clarify that e-bikes are part of the 
regional toolkit of travel options;" 
Encourage regional carsharing 
services to increase their use of 
electric vehicles and other clean fuel 
alteratives; 

"Integrate promotion of workplace 
charging into employer-based 
outreach programs that encourage 
transit, walking, bicycling and 
carpooling;" and 

"Integrate education about vehicle and 
fuel efficiency into public awareness 
strategions such as eco-driving 
promotion."

32 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 5, provide information and 
incentives, add new action to commit a 
larger portion of funds to expand travel 
options that will include grade-school 
populations and school staff through 
education and encouragement programs 
such as Safe Routes to School.

Safe Routes to 
School National 

Partnership

10/28/14 No change recommended to Exhibit C. 
See also recommendation on Comment 
#15 in the Exhibit B section.

This comment has been forwarded to the 
Metro staff responsible for the Regional 
Flexible Fund Allocation (RFFA) process 
and ODOT staff responsible for Connect 
Oregon and the STIP process. JPACT 
and the Metro Council provide policy 
direction for prioritizing allocation of the 
federal flexible funds at the beginning of 
each RFFA cycle. The next RFFA cycle 
(and policy update) will begin in 2015.  

33 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 5, provide information and 
incentives, add new action to link 
completion of transportation and parking 
demand management initiatives to 
scoring criteria for infrastructure funding 
opportunities, e.g., regional flexible 
funds, ConnectOregon, and the Oregon 
Statewide Transportation Improvement 
Program.

Safe Routes to 
School National 

Partnership

10/28/14 No change recommended to Exhibit C. 
See also recommendation on Comment 
#15 in the Exhibit B section.

The toolbox already includes separate 
actions to link system and transportation 
demand management to capital 
investments. In addition, this comment 
has been forwarded to the Metro staff 
responsible for the Regional Flexible 
Fund Allocation (RFFA) process and 
ODOT staff responsible for Connect 
Oregon and the STIP process. JPACT 
and the Metro Council provide policy 
direction for prioritizing allocation of the 
federal flexible funds at the beginning of 
each RFFA cycle. The next RFFA cycle 
(and policy update) will begin in 2015.  
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34 Toolbox of 

Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 5, provide information and 
incentives, add new action on integrating 
use of new people mover services (Lyft, 
Uber, Car2Go)  into urban transportation 
strategies.

Angus Duncan 10/2/14 Amend as follows: 

add new action "Integrate promotion of 
carsharing and new people mover 
services into employer-based 
outreach programs that encourage 
transit, walking, bicycling and 
carpooling;" 

add new action "Integrate education 
about carsharing programs into public 
awareness strategies."

35 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 6, parking policy, fully utilize 
parking pricing strategies. Parking 
spaces are not truly “free, and pricing is 
one of the most effective ways to 
manage demand. Cities should charge 
the fair market price for on-street 
parking, using the revenues to finance 
added public services in the metered 
neighborhoods. Likewise, parking 
minimums hurt housing affordability.

Oregon 
Environmental 

Council

10/15/14 No change recommended to Exhibit C. 
See alo recommendations on Comments 
#36 and #37 in this section. 

The draft toolbox currently identifies an 
action to research and update regional 
parking policies to reflect the range of 
parking approaches available for different 
types of development. The existing action 
is recommended to moved to the 2015-16 
time period to inform the 2018 RTP 
update. 

36 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 6, parking policy, under Metro 
actions, move the "near-term" action to 
research and update regional parking 
policies to "Immediate" time period. It 
will take time to complete the research 
and conduct pilot projects to inform the 
2018 RTP update.

1000 Friends of 
Oregon

10/22/14 Amend as requested with the following 
change: 

move immediate action to "discuss priced 
parking as a revenue source" to list of 
near-term actions as this should be 
informed by the parking research 
conducted in the "Immediate" time period.

See also recommendations on 
Comments #35 and #37 in this section. 

37 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 6, parking policy, under Metro 
actions, add a new action to link 
providing different parking policies in 
mixed-use transit corridors and centers 
with maintaining and providing 
affordable housing (e.g., recoup some of 
the private savings from providing fewer 
parking spaces in a development served 
by frequent transit service and use the 
savings to provide for or preserve 
affordable housing in the corridor)."

1000 Friends of 
Oregon

10/22/14 Amend as follows:

add "and linking parking policies in 
mixed-use transit corridors and 
centers with maintaining and 
providing affordable housing."

See also recommendations on 
Comments #35 and #36 in this section. 

38 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 6, parking policy, under Metro 
actions, move near-term action to 
"expand on-going technical assistance 
to local governments and others…" to 
immediate term.

Metro staff 10/24/14 Amend as requested.
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39 Toolbox of 

Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 7, support Oregon's transition to 
cleaner, low carbon fuels and more fuel 
efficient vehicles, move near-term action 
on updating development codes to 
encourage the installation of electric 
vehicle charging stations to immediate 
time period and revise as follows, 
"Update development codes to 
streamline/incentivize/encourage the 
installation of electric vehicle 
charging stations and infrastructure, 
particularly in new buildings."

Technical work 
group member

10/9/14 Amend as requested. 

40 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 5, parking policy, add new actions 
to integrate electric vehicles in parking 
plans and policies: "Join the Workplace 
Charging Challenge as a partner;" 
"Develop and support pilot projects 
and model planning approaches to 
encourage highly visible charging 
infrastructure on-street and in the 
public right-of-way;" "Develop and 
support "charging oases" with 
multiple chargers, modeled on the 
Electric Avenue project at Portland 
State University;" "Support efforts to 
future proof new developments, 
particularly multi-family housing and 
large parking lots, by installing 
conduit for future charging of at least 
20% of parking spaces, similar to 
standards in Hawaii, California and 
elsewhere."

Drive Oregon 10/28/14 Amend as requested, with the last action 
to read as follows:

"Support efforts in new developments 
(particularly multi-family housing and 
large parking lots) by installing 
conduit for future charging of 20% or 
more  parking spaces (see similar 
standards in Hawaii and California)."

41 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 5, parking policy, add a new Metro 
action: "Convene regional 
transportation and planning officials 
to develop strategies for developing 
cost-effective charging infrastructure 
that also reinforces regional planning 
goals."                                                                  

Drive Oregon 10/28/14 Amend as requested. 

42 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 5, Support Oregon's transition to 
cleaner fuels and more fuel efficient 
vehicles policy, add new Metro actions: 
"Increase Metro fleet use of electric 
vehicles, including non-passenger 
cars (e-bikes and utility vehicles);" 
"Expand availability of charging at 
Metro venues (Oregon Zoo, Expo 
Center, Convention Center, P5, etc.)."                                                                  

Drive Oregon 10/28/14 Amend as requested. 
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43 Toolbox of 

Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 5, Support Oregon's transition to 
cleaner fuels and more fuel efficient 
vehicles policy, add new actions for all 
partners: "Support renewal of 
Oregon's tax credits for charing 
stations and other alternative fueling 
infrastructure;" "Support legislation 
being promoted by Drive Oregon and 
the Energize Oregon Coalition to 
create a purchase rebate for electric 
vehicles;" and "Join Drive Oregon an 
Energize Oregon Coalition as a 
member organization and participate 
as an active partner in promoting 
electric vehicle readiness and 
deployment."                                                                  

Drive Oregon 10/28/14 Amend as requested. 

44 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 5, Support Oregon's transition to 
cleaner fuels and more fuel efficient 
vehicles policy, it is important to keep the 
region's options open to new 
technological advancements beyond 
what the state assumed in the setting 
the region's target. Periodic review is 
needed.

City of Hillsboro 10/30/14 Amend to include a new state action as 
follows: 

"Review the state greenhouse gas 
emission reduction targets, including 
assumptions related to fleet and 
technology advancements." 

This reflects OAR 660-044-0035, which  
directs LCDC and state agencies (e.g., 
DEQ, ODOT, DOE and DLCD) to 
periodically review the targets. The first 
review is due by June 1, 2015. 

Updated fleet and technology information 
will be accounted for in future analysis to 
determine whether the region is on track 
with meeting state targets for greenhouse 
gas emissions reduction. The next update 
to the RTP (due in 2018) will reflect the 
updated information.  
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45 Toolbox of 

Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 6, funding policy, Metro should use 
its leadership and role as the region's 
MPO to support and seek opportunities 
to advocate for new, dedicated funding 
mechanisms for active transportation 
and transit and leverage local, regional, 
state and federal funding to achieve 
local visions that align with region's 
desired outcomes.                                                                 

Safe Routes to 
School National 

Partnership

10/28/14 No change recommended to Exhibit C. 

These actions are already identified on 
page 6 of the toolbox.

46 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 6, funding policy, under Metro 
actions, to include an action to prioritize 
active transportation and transit for 
funding.

Coalition for a 
Livable Future

10/30/14

47 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 6, funding policy, under Metro 
actions, to include an action to increase 
funding for active transportation through 
the Regional Flexible Fund Allocation 
process.

Coalition for a 
Livable Future

10/30/14

See recommendation on comment #26 in 
this section for recomended change.

The intent of the actions in this section is 
for Metro and others to work together to 
secure adequate funding to implement 
adopted plans, recognizing it will take a 
combination of local, regional, state and 
federal funding sources. Metro has and 
continues to support maintaining local 
options for funding; as documented in 
past state and federal legislative agendas 
adopted by the Metro Council and 
JPACT. Funding efforts undertaken by 
Washington County and its cities are a 
model for other communitiesn, and also 
present an opportunity for the region to 
show federal and state partners the 
efforts to fund transportation needs 
locally. 

The next RTP update will include 
updating the region's funding strategy, 
considering any new actions taken at the 
local, state and federal levels. 

10/30/14City of HillsboroPage 6, funding policy, under Metro 
actions, focus efforts on any funding 
coalition on federal and state funds. 
Funding strategies should not include a 
regional tax or jeopardize local funding 
sources, such as the sources 
Washington County and its cities have 
developed to serve existing communities 
and new growth areas.

Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

48

No change recommended to Exhibit C. 
See alsorecommendation on Comment 
#15 in the Exhibit B section. 

This comment has been forwarded to the 
Metro staff responsible for the Regional 
Flexible Fund Allocation (RFFA) process 
and ODOT staff responsible for Connect 
Oregon and the STIP process. JPACT 
and the Metro Council provide policy 
direction for prioritizing allocation of the 
federal flexible funds at the beginning of 
each RFFA cycle. The next RFFA cycle 
(and policy update) will begin in 2015.  
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49 Toolbox of 

Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 8, expand the list of Metro actions 
under "Demonstrate leadership on 
climate change" to include more specific 
actions like sharing development of the 
Climate Smart Strategy with other 
metropolitan areas and helping build 
understanding of how different tools and 
actions work, how they can help a 
community achieve its vision, and how 
everyone needs to be part of the 
solution. The actions listed are primarily 
focused on inventories, reports and 
plans. 

Community 
leaders meeting 

and Oregon 
Environmental 

Council

10/1/14, 
10/15/14

Amend as requested.

50 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 8, expand the list of Metro actions 
under "Demonstrate leadership on 
climate change" to include using Climate 
Smart Strategy as a filter for Metro's 
land use and transportation policy and 
investment decisions.  Add language 
indicating these policy and investment 
decisions help the region achieve the 
target.

1000 Friends of 
Oregon, 

National Safe 
Routes to 

School 
Partnership, 

Coalition for a 
Livable Future

10/22/14, 
10/28/14, 
10/30/14

Amend as follows: 

"Evaluate Metro's major land use and 
RTP policy and investment decisions 
to determine whether they help the 
region meet adopted targets for 
reducing greenhouse gas emissions." 

See also recommendation on comments 
#20 and #21 in Exhibit B section.

51 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 8, expand the list of Metro actions 
under "Demonstrate leadership on 
climate change" to include an action that 
states "Update the Regional 
Transportation Plan to implement the 
Climate Smart Communities 
Strategy." The update represents an 
opportunity to update performance 
measures, policies and the Regional 
Transportation Functional Plan.

Coalition for a 
Livable Future

10/30/14 Amend as follows:

Add a new action under demonstrate 
Climate leadership that reads ""Review 
and evaluate Climate Smart Strategy 
investments and actions for adoption in 
the 2018 RTP.""

This amendment reflects the overall 
strategy will be further implemented 
through the 2018 RTP update as part of 
the process and in coordination with other 
policy considerations to be addressed as 
part of the update.

52 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Reduce emissions by addresing the use 
of gas-powered lawn mowers and leaf-
blowers.

Fran Mason 9/20/14 No change recommended to Exhibit C. 

These sources of emissions are outside 
of the scope of the Climate Smart 
Strategy. 

53 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Require all tires be finished at the 
manufacturer to reduce friction.

Zephyr Moore 9/22/14 No change recommended to Exhibit C. 

This is beyond the scope of the project.

54 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 8, demonstrate leadership on 
climate change policy, add a new 
immediate term action for each partner: 
"Review the Toolbox of Possible 
Actions to identify actions that are 
already being implemented and new 
actions public officials are willing to 
commit to."

City of Hillsboro 9/24/14 Amend as requested. 

Attachment 3 to Staff Report to Ordinance No. 14-1346B Page 231 of 246



Updated 12/09/14
MTAC and TPAC Recommendation on Comments Received

31 of 43

# Exhibit Comment Source(s) Date Recommendation
55 Toolbox of 

Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Ban wood burning and touch-and-go 
flight training at the Hillsboro airport to 
reduce exposure to particulates and 
leaded fuel emissions.

Gary and Ruth 
Warren

10/20/14 No change recommended to Exhibit C. 

These sources of emissions are outside 
of the scope of the Climate Smart 
Strategy.  The comments have been 
forwarded to City of Hillsboro staff for 
their consideration.

57 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Define unfamiliar terms in the toolbox, 
such as Vision Zero Strategy and 
EcoRule, to provide more clarity on the 
actions being recommended. 

City of Hillsboro 10/30/14 Amend as requested. 

Include a glossary of terms, using the 
glossary in Exhibit A as a starting point.

Do not adopt the toolbox as part of 
Ordinance 14-1346 to allow for more 
discussion and refinement of the toolbox 
using the technical work group. In 
addition, include an analysis and 
discussion of how the Toolbox of 
Possible Actions relates to the Statewide 
Transportation Strategy.  The 8th and 
9th clauses on page 3 of the draft 
ordinance should be amended to reflect 
such an effort, and the 4th "be it 
ordained" on Page 5 should be 
reworded as follows "Metro Council 
directs staff to provide opportunities 
for further review and refinement of 
the Toolbox of Actions by local 
governments, ODOT, TriMet and other 
stakeholders."

Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

10/30/14City of Hillsboro56  Amend the 4th "be it ordained" in the 
draft ordinance as follows: 

"Metro Council directs staff to provide 
opportunities for further review and 
refinement of the Toolbox of Actions 
by local governments, ODOT, TriMet 
and other stakeholders as part of the 
RTP update." 

Consultation with DLCD and ODOT staff 
have confirmed the toolbox is a 
necessary component of the adoption 
package.The toolbox contains policies 
and strategies intended to achieve the 
target and is, therefore, a necessary part 
of the overall preferred strategy for 
meeting the target under OAR-660-
0040(3)(c). The toolbox does not 
mandate local adoption of any particular 
policy or action, and serves is a starting 
point for the region to begin 
implementation of the CSC strategy. As 
such, the toolbox reflects near-term 
actions that can be taken in the next 5 
years, recognizing that medium and 
longer term actions will be identified 
through the next scheduled update to the 
RTP. Staff has recommended refinements 
to the toolbox to respond to specific 
comments received during the comment 
period. Adoption of the toolbox directs 
staff to include the toolbox in the RTP 
appendix as a starting point for further 
refinement during the next RTP update. 
Adoption of the toolbox in Ordinance 14-
1346 directs staff to incorporate the 
toolbox into the technical appendix of the 
RTP, recognizing more work is needed 
during the RTP update to identify medium 
and longer-term implementation actions. 
A comparison of the STS and toolbox will 
be developed at that time. 
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58 Toolbox of 

Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

The toolbox should also have an action 
to develop new urban areas in ways that 
further the region's efforts in achieving 
greenhouse gas emissions reductions, 
such as planning for complete 
communities with walking, biking and 
transit options as part of concept 
planning to reduce or eliminate vehicle 
trips for every day needs (e.g., 
shopping, school, recreation).

City of Hillsboro 10/30/14 Amend as requested.

In addition, amend Policy 1.7.5(a) and (d) 
of Chapter 1 of the Regional Framework 
Plan as follows:

"a. Help achieve livable communities and 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions." 

"d. Determine the general urban land 
uses, key local and regional multi-
modal transportation facilities and 
prospective components of the regional 
system of parks, natural areas..."

59 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Add language to the toolbox to more 
clearly articulate the ability to "locally 
tailor" implementation tools.

Clackamas 
County Board of 
Commissioners, 
City of Hillsboro, 

City of Happy 
Valley

10/22/14, 
10/30/14, 
10/30/14

Amend as requested.

This is addressed in part in the staff 
recommendation on Comment #56 in this 
section.
 
To address comments provided at the 
Nov. 7 joint MPAC/JPACT meeting, staff 
recommends the following additional 
changes to the clauses on page 4 of the 
ordinance:

WHEREAS, while the toolbox provides an 
advisory menu of possible actions and 
does not mandate adoption of require 
local governments, special districts, or 
state agencies to adopt any particular 
policy or action; and 

WHEREAS, MPAC and JPACT 
recommend the toolbox be a living 
document subject to further review 
and refinement by local governments, 
ODOT, TriMet and other stakeholders 
as part of scheduled updates to the 
RTP to reflect new information and 
approaches to reducing greenhouse 
gas emissions; and

WHEREAS, MPAC and JPACT agree 
updates to local comprehensive plans 
and development regulations, transit 
agency plans, port district plans and 
regional growth management and 
transportation plans present continuing 
opportunities to consider implementing 
the actions recommended in the 
toolbox of possible actions in that can be 
locally tailored ways; and

11/7/14Mayor Willey, 
City of Hillsboro
Keith Mays, 
Washington 
County Citizen
Mayor Tim 
Knapp, Cities of 
Clackamas 
County
Marilyn 
McWilliams, 
Washington 
County Special 
Districts
Lise Glancy, 
Port of Portland
Jeff Gudman, 
City of Lake 
Oswego

Remove the toolbox from the adoption 
package, adopt by separate resolution 
and/or delay adoption to allow more time 
for review and refinement.

Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

60
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61 Toolbox of 

Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Draft toolbox introduction does not 
adequately convey the flexibility and 
local control intended for the toolbox. 
The toolbox should be adopted with 
language that more strongly conveys it 
is a flexible, living document that can be 
updated and refined as we learn more.

Ruth Adkins, 
Portland Public 

Schools

11/7/14 This comment was addressed in part in 
staff recommendation on Comment #56 
in this section..

Based on November 7 discussion, staff 
also recommends the following changes 
be made:

Amend toolbox introduction to better 
reflect language included in ordinance 
adopting the Climate Smart Strategy and 
supporting staff report.

62 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Add glossary to toolbox to improve 
clarity

Jim Bernards, 
Clackamas 

County 
Commissioner

11/7/14 This comment was addressed in the staff 
recommendation on Comment #58 on in 
this section.

63 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Add implementing local transportation 
system plans to toolbox and strategy

Paul Savas, 
Clackamas 

County 
Commissioner

11/7/14 Amend toolbox as requested and amend 
Exhibit A to more clearly describe that 
local transportation system plans (and 
local land use plans) are components of 
the Climate Smart Strategy.

See also recommendation on comment 
#20 in in the Exhibit A section.

64 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Revise page 2, Metro Actions:  
“Leverage Metro’s and the region’s 
public investments to maintain and 
create affordable housing options . . .”  

We previously expressed concern 
previously that linking affordable housing 
to climate smart was overly broad.  
Limiting Metro’s actions in this area  to 
what’s within Metro’s control will help 
alleviate concerns.

City of Hillsboro 11/24/14 Amend as requested.
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65 Toolbox of 

Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

 Page 5, “Adopt a Vision Zero strategy” 
– as indicated in our October 30 letter, 
this tool needs evaluation of the 
monetary implications.  Specifically, the 
definition provided indicates this can 
include, among other actions, “improved 
engineering, operation and design.”  
What is the cost of this strategy?  Who is 
paying?  A better near-term action would 
be to discuss the implications, costs and 
benefits of this strategy, including how 
the implementations measure may 
already be accounted for in locally 
adopted plans.  We also have a question 
as to who is best to adopt the strategy.

City of Hillsboro 11/24/14 Amend to move this potential action to 
the near-term (2017-20).  As has been 
noted, tthe toolbox is advisory so local 
governments and others may choose to 
implement this action in the near-term, 
longer term or not at all.

66 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Add the following definitions to the 
glossary

Workplace charging challenge
Oregon Zero Emission Vehicle Program
Drive Oregon
Energize Oregon Coalition

City of Hillsboro 11/24/14 Amend as requested.

67 Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

Page 9, secure adequate funding for 
transportation investments, add a new 
action that reads "Seek and advocate 
for funding the adopted RTP" 
recognizing the intent is to seek and 
advocate for funding aligned with the 
adopted State RTP for transit and 
system and demand management 
strategies and the federal-financially 
constrained RTP for roads and active 
transportation.

TPAC 11/24/14 Amend as requested

One of the three Early Actions TPAC will 
be discussing is to advocate for 
increased funding for all transportation 
modes and well over half of the 
recommended investments in the draft 
approach are road projects that will not 
help the region reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions. 

Given the technical analysis that shows 
that investments in transit and active 
transportation have the greatest climate 
benefit, the recognized multiple social, 
environmental, and economic benefits of 
improving our transit and active 
transportation systems, and the strong 
support that the public has shown in 
elevating transit and active 
transportation above the other strategies 
– the Approach, Toolbox, Performance 
Monitoring, and Early Actions should all 
be aligned to prioritize investments in 
transit and active transportation.  We 
support the language of Early Action #3. 

We would like to see similar language 
that makes clear the necessity to 
prioritize greenhouse gas emissions-
reducing projects, and recommend that 
Metro convene an oversight committee 
made up of transportation, land use, 
public health, environmental, and social 
justice advocates and professionals.

Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

68 Transportation 
Justice Alliance

10/30/14 No change to Exhibit C recommended. 
The Climate Smart Strategy will be 
further implemented through the next 
update to the Regional Transportation 
Plan, which will consider the relative 
greenhouse gas emissions reduction 
potential of investments and other fiscal, 
economic, public health, environmental 
and equity outcomes to inform prioritizing 
investments. 

See also the recommendation on 
Comments #13, 14, 17 in the Exhibit A 
section and Comment #18 in the Exhibit 
D section for additional context and 
explanation.
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End of comments and recommended changes to Exhibit C

One of the three Early Actions TPAC will 
be discussing is to advocate for 
increased funding for all transportation 
modes and well over half of the 
recommended investments in the draft 
approach are road projects that will not 
help the region reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions. 

Given the technical analysis that shows 
that investments in transit and active 
transportation have the greatest climate 
benefit, the recognized multiple social, 
environmental, and economic benefits of 
improving our transit and active 
transportation systems, and the strong 
support that the public has shown in 
elevating transit and active 
transportation above the other strategies 
– the Approach, Toolbox, Performance 
Monitoring, and Early Actions should all 
be aligned to prioritize investments in 
transit and active transportation.  We 
support the language of Early Action #3. 

We would like to see similar language 
that makes clear the necessity to 
prioritize greenhouse gas emissions-
reducing projects, and recommend that 
Metro convene an oversight committee 
made up of transportation, land use, 
public health, environmental, and social 
justice advocates and professionals.

Toolbox of 
Possible Actions 
(2015-20) (Exhibit 
C)

68 Transportation 
Justice Alliance

10/30/14 No change to Exhibit C recommended. 
The Climate Smart Strategy will be 
further implemented through the next 
update to the Regional Transportation 
Plan, which will consider the relative 
greenhouse gas emissions reduction 
potential of investments and other fiscal, 
economic, public health, environmental 
and equity outcomes to inform prioritizing 
investments. 

See also the recommendation on 
Comments #13, 14, 17 in the Exhibit A 
section and Comment #18 in the Exhibit 
D section for additional context and 
explanation.
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1 Performance 
Monitoring 
Approach (Exhibit 
D)

Use model assumptions or outputs for 
2035 to define targets for purposes of 
monitoring and assessing whether key 
elements of the Climate Smart Strategy 
are being implemented.

Metro staff in 
consultation 

with DLCD staff

10/24/14 Amend as requested.

The measure and target will be reviewed 
as part of the next scheduled update to 
the RTP.

2 Performance 
Monitoring 
Approach (Exhibit 
D)

The performance monitoring should 
explicitly include measurement of equity 
outcomes. For example, share of low-
income households near transit.

Safe Routes to 
School National 

Partnership

10/28/14 Amend as requested.  

The measure and target will be reviewed 
as part of the next scheduled update to 
the RTP.

3 Performance 
Monitoring 
Approach (Exhibit 
D)

Ensure social equity and health goals 
are considered when prioritizing 
investments by explicitly and 
transparently addressing how 
investments link low-income and other 
vulnerable households to health-
promoting resources.

Oregon Health 
Authority

10/7/14 No change recommended to Exhibit D. 
See also recommendation on Comments 
#4 and #5 in this section. 

This project underscored the significant 
public health, economic and equity 
benefits of actions and investments that 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions. 
Metro's Equity Strategy (currently under 
development) and the Climate Smart 
Strategy Health Impact Assessment and 
recommendations will inform how future 
regional planning efforts (including RTP 
updates) will consider equity and public 
health. 

4 Performance 
Monitoring 
Approach (Exhibit 
D)

Maximize health benefits by monitoring 
key health indicators, expanding 
partnerships that promote health and 
developing tools to support the 
consideration of health impacts in future 
land use and transportation decisions 
throughout the region.

Oregon Health 
Authority

10/7/14 No change recommended to Exhibit D. 

This comment has been forwarded to the 
Metro staff responsible for Metro's Equity 
Strategy (currently under development). 
The process has identified potential 
health indicators for Metro and other 
partners to monitor given the link 
between health and social equity. A 
baseline report and performance 
measures recommendations are 
expected in 2015.

5 Performance 
Monitoring 
Approach (Exhibit 
D)

ODOT and Metro should continue 
working with other State and regional 
partners, such as the Oregon Modeling 
Steering Committee and Health and 
Transportation Subcommittee of the 
OMSC, to develop tools to support 
assessments that measure the impact 
future plans have on air quality, safety, 
active transportation and climate 
change.

Oregon Health 
Authority

10/7/14 No change recommended to Exhibit D; 
however amend Exhibit C, Toolbox of 
Possible Actions, as follows: 

"Continue participating in the Oregon 
Modeling Steering Committee Health 
and Transportation Subcommittee to 
make recommendations to ODOT on 
tools and methods to support future 
health assessments by local, regional 
and state partners."

This would be a new action for the State 
and for Metro. The work will continue in 
2015 and 2016.

Comments on Performance Monitoring Approach (Exhibit D)
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6 Performance 

Monitoring 
Approach (Exhibit 
D)

Page 1, add transit ridership as a 
measure.  Transit revenue hours only 
tells part of the story.

Community 
leaders meeting

10/1/14 Amend as requested. 

This measure is currently reported every 
two years by Metro in response to ORS 
197.301 and as part of federally-required 
updates to the RTP. 

The measure and target will be reviewed 
as part of the next scheduled update to 
the RTP.

7 Performance 
Monitoring 
Approach (Exhibit 
D)

Page 1, add a transit affordability 
measure, such as tracking transit fares 
over time compared to inflation.

Community 
leaders 

meeting, 
Transportation 
Justice Alliance

10/1/14, 
10/30/14

Amend as requested.

The measure and target will be reviewed 
as part of the next scheduled update to 
the RTP.

8 Performance 
Monitoring 
Approach (Exhibit 
D)

Page 1, add household 
housing/transportation cost burden 
measure to monitor housing and 
transportation affordability in the region 
and link it to a goal to reduce the 
percentage of cost-burdened 
households, by increasing affordable 
housing, in transit centers and corridors.

Community 
leaders 

meeting, 1000 
Friends of 

Oregon, Oregon 
Environmental 

Council, 
Coalition for a 
Livable Future, 
Transportation 
Justice Alliance

10/1/14, 
10/15/14, 
10/22/14, 
10/30/14, 
10/30/14

Amend as requested. 

Chapter 1, Objective 1.3.3 of the 
Regional Framework Plan includes a 
policy to reduce the share of housing and 
transportation cost-burdened households. 
This measure is  currently reported as 
part of scheduled updates to the RTP and 
the Urban Growth Report. The RTP also 
identifies a target to reduce the 
percentage of cost-burdened households.

The measure and target will be reviewed 
as part of the next scheduled update to 
the RTP.

9 Performance 
Monitoring 
Approach (Exhibit 
D)

Add daily pedestrian and bicycle miles 
traveled or time measure, and set a 
target of meeting or exceeding 1.8 miles 
walked and 3.4 miles cycled per person 
per week by 2035 as projected in the 
Draft Approach to emphasize the health 
benefits. The largest public health 
benefits come from increases in active 
transportation distance and/or time. 

Community 
leaders 

meeting, 
Oregon Health 
Authority, 1000 

Friends of 
Oregon

10/1/14, 
10/7/14, 
10/22/14

No change recommended to Exhibit D. 

Average daily miles of bicycle and 
pedestrian travel is already proposed as 
a measure, using model outputs to 
establish a 2010 baseline and 2035 
target for daily bicycle and pedestrian 
miles traveled. This measure will be 
reported as part of federally-required 
updates to the RTP (currently every four 
years).

The measure and target will be reviewed 
as part of the next federally-required 
update to the RTP.

10 Performance 
Monitoring 
Approach (Exhibit 
D)

Add a measure to track regional ambient 
concentrations of PM 2.5 and set target 
to reduce to 6.41 ug/m3 or below as 
projected in the draft Approach analysis.

Oregon Health 
Authority, 1000 

Friends of 
Oregon

10/7/14, 
10/22/14

Amend as requested to use model 
outputs to monitor for PM 2.5 as part of 
monitoring approach. 

This measure is currently reported every 
two years by Metro in response to ORS 
197.301 and scheduled updates to the 
RTP as part of the region's air quality 
conformity analysis.  

The measure and target will be reviewed 
as part of the next scheduled update to 
the RTP.
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11 Performance 

Monitoring 
Approach (Exhibit 
D)

Revise target for fatalities and serious 
injury crashes for all modes to be zero 
by 2035.

Community 
leaders 

meeting, 
National Safe 

Routes to 
School 

Partnership

10/1/14, 
10/28/14

No change recommended to Exhibit D. 

The target reflects targets adopted in the 
2014 RTP, which calls for reducing 
serious and severe injury crashes by 50 
percent from 2010 levels. The adopted 
target will be reviewed as part of the next 
scheduled update to the RTP in 2016-18 
and the Regional Transportation Safety 
Action Plan in 2015-16.

12 Performance 
Monitoring 
Approach (Exhibit 
D)

Add specific actions that Metro will take 
to incent, reward success and penalize 
failure in achieving progress toward 
meeting the adopted Climate Smart 
Strategy.

1000 Friends of 
Oregon, 

National Safe 
Routes to 

School 
Partnership

10/22/14, 
10/28/14

No change recommended to Exhibit D. 
See also recommendation on comment 
#21 in Exhibit B section.

The performance monitoring approach 
calls for Metro to report identified 
performance measures to DLCD and the 
region to inform policymakers on the 
region's progress toward implementing 
the Climate Smart Strategy. Chapter 7 
(Management), Action 7.8.6 of the 
Regional Framework Plan calls for Metro 
to "Take corrective actions if anticipated 
progress is found to be lacking or if Metro 
goals or policies need adjustment..." 

13 Performance 
Monitoring 
Approach (Exhibit 
D)

Set benchmark dates for evaluating 
progress on the immediate and near-
term actions and a commitment to take 
appropriate steps, if necessary, to 
maintain progress towards the target 
GHG reduction.

1000 Friends of 
Oregon, 

National Safe 
Routes to 

School 
Partnership

10/22/14, 
10/28/14

No change recommended to Exhibit D. 
See also Comment 12 in this section and 
comments 20-21 in Exhibit B section.

The performance monitoring approach 
calls for Metro to report identified 
performance measures to DLCD and the 
region every 2-4 years to inform 
policymakers on the region's progress 
toward implementing the Climate Smart 
Strategy. Chapter 7 (Management), 
Action 7.8.6 of the Regional Framework 
Plan calls for Metro to "Take corrective 
actions if anticipated progress is found to 
be lacking or if Metro goals or policies 
need adjustment..." 
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14 Performance 

Monitoring 
Approach (Exhibit 
D)

Review the indicators developed for 
Mosaic, the value and cost informed 
transportation planning tool recently 
developed by ODOT, to determine 
whether any of the quantitative and 
qualitative indicators are appropriate to 
use.

Oregon 
Environmental 

Council

10/15/14 No change recommended to Exhibit D. 

Staff reviewed the Mosaic indicators, 
some of which are still under 
development by ODOT. Several Mosaic 
indicators are already included in the 
performance monitoring approach. All of 
the measures and recommended targets 
will be reviewed, and possibly refined, as 
part of the next federally-required update 
to the RTP. The next update will also 
address MAP-21 performance-based 
planning provisions and 
recommendations from Metro's Equity 
Strategy initiative. Staff will review the 
Mosaic indicators again at that time to 
determine whether additional indicators 
may be appropriate to use. 

15 Performance 
Monitoring 
Approach (Exhibit 
D)

Page 3, add public EV charging stations 
as measure for the policy related to 
Oregon's transition to cleaner fuels and 
more fuel-efficient vehicles

Oregon 
Environmental 

Council

10/15/14 No change recommended to Exhibit D. 

Tracking the share of light duty vehicles 
registered in Oregon that are electric or 
plug-in hybrid electric is a more direct 
measure of Oregon's transition to more 
fuel efficient vehicle technologies.

16 Performance 
Monitoring 
Approach (Exhibit 
D)

Page 1, adopt a measure for 20-minute 
neighborhood for the policy “Implement 
the 2040 Growth Concept and local 
adopted land use and transportation 
plans.”

Oregon 
Environmental 

Council

10/15/14 Amend as follows: 

Add a new measure to track the share of 
households living in areas with relatively 
good, walkable access to a mix of 
destinations that support a range of daily 
needs (e.g., jobs, retail and commercial 
services, transit, parks, schools). 
GreenSTEP estimated 26% of the 
region's households lived in these types 
of areas in 2010, and that the share of 
households would grow to 37% by 2035. 

The measure and target will be reviewed 
as part of the next scheduled update to 
the RTP.

17 Performance 
Monitoring 
Approach (Exhibit 
D)

Page 3, develop a more specific 
measure for the policy area “secure 
adequate funding for transportation 
investments,"such as  e.g., 60% of 
transit needs met by 20XX, 75% of 
sidewalk infrastructure complete by 
20XX.

Community 
leaders 

meeting, 
Oregon 

Environmental 
Council

10/1/14, 
10/15/14

No change recommended to Exhibit D. 

The performance monitoring approach 
includes measures to track system 
completeness. In addition, the next 
update to the Regional Transportation 
Plan (due in 2018) will update financial 
assumptions and define performance 
measures to track implementation.
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# Exhibit Comment Source(s) Date Recommendation
No change recommended to Exhibit D. 

The Climate Smart Strategy will be 
implemented through existing regional 
planning and decision-making processes, 
including RTP updates, RFFA processes, 
growth management decisions and 
corridor planning, as well as through local 
and state planning and decision-making 
processes, rather than a specific Climate 
Smart implementation program. Through 
its planning processes, in coordination 
with its Equity Strategy (currently under 
development), Metro is committed to 
continue to improve its engagement 
practices to ensure more diverse 
perspectives – especially those of 
traditionally underrepresented 
communities – are meaningfully engaged 
in regional planning, decision-making, 
and on-going implementation activities. 

Future public engagement processes will 
be developed in coordination with Metro’s 
diversity, equity and inclusion program 
and Metro's existing advisory 
committees, and follow the best practices 
and processes set out in Metro’s Public 
Engagement Guide. 

Staff will begin scoping the work plan and 
engagement process for the next 
scheduled update to the RTP in 2015. 
Consideration will be given to the type of 
committee to provide oversight of 
engagement, technical and policy work, 
including use of existing advisory 
committees. The update is expected to 
occur over multiple years in order to 
address federal and state planning 
requirements and policy considerations 
and engagement recommendations 
identified through the Climate Smart 
Communities effort and the 2014 RTP 
update. 

10/22/14, 
10/30/14

1000 Friends of 
Oregon, 

Transportation 
Justice Alliance

Metro should establish a public 
engagement process that is diverse and 
inclusive to oversee implementation of 
the Climate Smart Strategy.

Performance 
Monitoring 
Approach (Exhibit 
D)

18
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# Exhibit Comment Source(s) Date Recommendation
19 Performance 

Monitoring 
Approach (Exhibit 
D)

Add measure to track congestion Paul Savas, 
Clackamas 

County 
Commissioner

11/7/14 Amend Exhibit A to add definition of travel 
time reliability and amend Exhibit D to 
include travel time and reliability as part 
of the monitoring approach.

The draft performance monitoring 
approach includes travel time reliability in 
regional mobility corridors, which 
complements other system performance 
measures identified in the Regional 
Transportation Plan and that are also 
used to regularly update the Regional 
Mobility Atlas to meet federally-required 
reporting and monitoring of the region’s 
congestion management process. 

The Regional Mobility Atlas will be 
updated as part of the next RTP update. 
The 2010 atlas can be viewed online at 
/www.oregonmetro.gov/mobility-corridors-
atlas

No change to Exhibit D recommended. 

The proposed performance measures are 
intended to track regional progress 
towards meeting greenhouse gas 
reduction goals. While jobs/housing 
balance is important from the perspective 
of local community design, staff believes 
that cities are best positioned to decide 
how to produce more housing or jobs in 
their communities. Consequently, staff 
does not recommend a change to the 
proposed regional performance 
monitoring approaching. Cities and 
counties may wish to track local 
jobs/housing balance to inform their 
efforts.

11/7/14Mayor Tim 
Knapp, Cities of 
Clackamas 
County

Add jobs/housing balance measurePerformance 
Monitoring 
Approach (Exhibit 
D)

20
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# Exhibit Comment Source(s) Date Recommendation
Amend as follows: 

(1) Add new measure for share of 
households living in mixed-use 
development as this is a key planning 
element of the Climate Smart Strategy. 

The other land use measures identified 
reflect planning assumptions of the 
adopted 2012  growth distribution used 
for purposes of analyzing the Climate 
Smart Strategy and will continue to be 
monitored as part of ongoing reporting 
required by ORS 197.301.

(2) Amend Exhibit D to further explain the 
following:
(a) the 2035 targets and planning 
assumptions identified in the table are 
performance monitoring targets (not 
policy targets) 
(b) together the measures and 
performance monitoring targets reflect  
planning assumptions and/or desired 
outcomes for key elements of the Climate 
Smart Strategy; 
(c) monitoring and assessment will occur 
through scheduled updates to the RTP, 
Urban Growth Report and reporting in 
response to ORS 197.301 and OR. 
197.296;
(d) if the assessment finds the region is 
deviating significantly from the Climate 
Smart Strategy assumptions/ 
performance monitoring target, then 
Metro will work with local, regional and 
state partners to consider the revision or 
replacement of policies, strategies and 
actions to ensure the region remains on 
track with meeting the per capita 
greenhouse gas emissions reduction 
target; and
(e) the measures and targets will be 
reviewed and potentially refined prior to 
being incorporated in the RTP as part of 
the next scheduled RTP update.
In addition, at the Dec. 3 MTAC meeting, 
DLCD staff indicated the performance 
monitoring approach must include a 
measure and performance monitoring 
target for each of the key elements 
recommended in the Climate Smart 
Strategy. As part of addressing the above 
amendments and DLCD staff comments, 
update the table in Exhibit D to add the 
key planning assumptions included in the 
Climate Smart Strategy for arterial and 
freeway delay reduction and parking 
management and add “parking 
management” to the list of measures 
identified in Section 7.8.6 of the Chapter 
7 of the RFP amendments as a measure 
that will be monitored

11/24/14city of HillsboroNew measure 1a is relevant to the 
regional target for reduction of 
greenhouse gas emissions from light 
duty vehicles. Lliving in a walkable, 
mixed use area will provide the 
opportunity to meet daily needs without 
driving.  However, the proposed targets 
of 1b and 1c – increasing percentage of 
infill development while decreasing 
development in vacant lands, 
respectively – do not necessarily 
contribute to the region’s ability to meet 
targets, as all infill/new development is 
created equal.  

For the following considerations, we 
propose reverting back to tracking v. 
setting specific targets:
o   Development in newly added areas 
to the UGB (e.g. vacant land) can be 
developed in a manner to create 
walkable/bikeable, complete 
communities.  This would have a more 
positive impact than infill in areas that 
are not well served by transit or active 
transportation.
o   The assumptions in the modeling are 
not backed up by policy.  As we’ve heard 
from around the region, a few 
jurisdictions would like to see more effort 
on jobs/housing balance. 
o   Before targets are set, the region 
needs to have an engaged policy 
discussion. 

 Similarly, 1d should revert to tracking 
with no target.  One of the policy 
questions for 2015 to inform Metro’s 
growth management decision is what is 
the correct assumption for new urban 
areas.  As is being recognized by raising 
that question, assuming high density 
housing in new urban areas may not be 
realistic nor may it meet housing type 
demand.    

Performance 
Monitoring 
Approach (Exhibit 
D)

21
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# Exhibit Comment Source(s) Date Recommendation

End of comments and recommended changes to Exhibit D

Amend as follows: 

(1) Add new measure for share of 
households living in mixed-use 
development as this is a key planning 
element of the Climate Smart Strategy. 

The other land use measures identified 
reflect planning assumptions of the 
adopted 2012  growth distribution used 
for purposes of analyzing the Climate 
Smart Strategy and will continue to be 
monitored as part of ongoing reporting 
required by ORS 197.301.

(2) Amend Exhibit D to further explain the 
following:
(a) the 2035 targets and planning 
assumptions identified in the table are 
performance monitoring targets (not 
policy targets) 
(b) together the measures and 
performance monitoring targets reflect  
planning assumptions and/or desired 
outcomes for key elements of the Climate 
Smart Strategy; 
(c) monitoring and assessment will occur 
through scheduled updates to the RTP, 
Urban Growth Report and reporting in 
response to ORS 197.301 and OR. 
197.296;
(d) if the assessment finds the region is 
deviating significantly from the Climate 
Smart Strategy assumptions/ 
performance monitoring target, then 
Metro will work with local, regional and 
state partners to consider the revision or 
replacement of policies, strategies and 
actions to ensure the region remains on 
track with meeting the per capita 
greenhouse gas emissions reduction 
target; and
(e) the measures and targets will be 
reviewed and potentially refined prior to 
being incorporated in the RTP as part of 
the next scheduled RTP update.
In addition, at the Dec. 3 MTAC meeting, 
DLCD staff indicated the performance 
monitoring approach must include a 
measure and performance monitoring 
target for each of the key elements 
recommended in the Climate Smart 
Strategy. As part of addressing the above 
amendments and DLCD staff comments, 
update the table in Exhibit D to add the 
key planning assumptions included in the 
Climate Smart Strategy for arterial and 
freeway delay reduction and parking 
management and add “parking 
management” to the list of measures 
identified in Section 7.8.6 of the Chapter 
7 of the RFP amendments as a measure 
that will be monitored

11/24/14city of HillsboroNew measure 1a is relevant to the 
regional target for reduction of 
greenhouse gas emissions from light 
duty vehicles. Lliving in a walkable, 
mixed use area will provide the 
opportunity to meet daily needs without 
driving.  However, the proposed targets 
of 1b and 1c – increasing percentage of 
infill development while decreasing 
development in vacant lands, 
respectively – do not necessarily 
contribute to the region’s ability to meet 
targets, as all infill/new development is 
created equal.  

For the following considerations, we 
propose reverting back to tracking v. 
setting specific targets:
o   Development in newly added areas 
to the UGB (e.g. vacant land) can be 
developed in a manner to create 
walkable/bikeable, complete 
communities.  This would have a more 
positive impact than infill in areas that 
are not well served by transit or active 
transportation.
o   The assumptions in the modeling are 
not backed up by policy.  As we’ve heard 
from around the region, a few 
jurisdictions would like to see more effort 
on jobs/housing balance. 
o   Before targets are set, the region 
needs to have an engaged policy 
discussion. 

 Similarly, 1d should revert to tracking 
with no target.  One of the policy 
questions for 2015 to inform Metro’s 
growth management decision is what is 
the correct assumption for new urban 
areas.  As is being recognized by raising 
that question, assuming high density 
housing in new urban areas may not be 
realistic nor may it meet housing type 
demand.    

Performance 
Monitoring 
Approach (Exhibit 
D)

21

End of comments on Short List of Actions  (Exhibit E)

Comments on Short List of Actions  (Exhibit F)
No change to Exhibit F recommended, 
however recommend amending Exhibit C 
(Toolbox) to acknowledge geometric 
designs and smaller scale improvements 
to address intersection bottlenecks in 
combination with other strategies can 
help address delay and associated 
greenhouse gas emissions. See also 
recommendation on Comment #14 and 
#19 on Exhibit A. 

11/7/14Paul Savas, 
Clackamas 
County 
Commissioner

Add congestion reduction as a potential 
demonstration project in the short list of 
actions

Short List of 
Actions for 2015 
and 2016

1
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Verbatim	  comments	  
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Verbatim	  comments	  
from	  online	  survey	  

Question	  8	  
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