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Multnomah County LIT Meeting 1 

Meeting: Metro Local Investment Team, Multnomah County  

Date/time: July 11th, 2019, 6:30 pm to 9 pm 

Place: Asian Health and Services Center 

Purpose: Tour corridor, review possible projects, & gather LIT feedback 

Attendance 
LIT Members 
Duncan  Hwang 

Reza Farhoodi 

Ashton Simpson 

Diane McKeel 

Maria Hernandez 

Arlene Kimura 

Thomas Ngo 

 

Staff 
Andy Shaw, Metro 

Brian Ray, Kittelson & Associates, Inc. 

Hermanus Steyn, Kittelson & Associates, Inc 

Jaye Cromwell, JLA Public Involvement 

Brandy Steffen, JLA Public Involvement 

General Public 
Carol Gossett, Inner Powell Alliance 

Joe Hovey, Inner Powell Alliance 

Megan Neill, Multnomah County 

Kem Marks, Rosewood Initiative  

Kenja Bettis, Portland Community College  

Walter Robinson II, Getting There Together Coalition  

Jessica Berry, Multnomah County 

Sean Carpenter, I000 Friends Oregon 

Mike Pullen, Multnomah County 

Cassie Davis, HDR Engineering 

Heather Catron, HDR Engineering 

Karla Kingsley, Portland Bureau of Transportaiton 

Joanna Valencia, Multnomah County 

Christian Rusby, The Street Trust 

Jamie Stasny, Clackamas County
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Meeting 

Brandy Steffen (JLA Public Involvement) began the meeting with a brief welcome and introductions. 

LIT members shared what excited them about participating in the Task Force.  

Key points mentioned were:  

 Excited to participate in the touring activities 
 Understanding the connectedness and coordination among various transportation modes 

and their effect on other bonds/ programs 
 Equity and transportation justice  

 

Brandy reminded observers that the meeting was closed to public comments but that attendees 

could submit written comments that would be shared with LIT members. Brandy did a quick 

overview of the meeting agenda and stressed that there would be time reserved to discuss tour 

logistics and set a regular meeting time. Key takeaways from the facilitator-led overview were:   

 Facilitators will leave time to address overarching questions and concerns for the tours 

from the LIT members.  

 Metro staff and facilitators cannot promise to have answers to everything, but can promise 
to look into those questions. 

 A summary of the meeting will be sent to the LIT members two weeks after the tour, so if 
you can’t attend a tour you can read the summery. 

 The last couple of LIT meetings will be a big discussion about what we have seen on all of 
the tours, as well as forming a recommendation of information to pass along to the Task 

Force.  

 There does not need to be consensus from this group. It is ok to disagree or have strong 

opinions. We want to have individual feedback; if you do come to consensus it is fine and 

also makes a strong case. 

Presentation 

Brian Ray (Kittelson) presented each of the Tier 1 corridors in Multnomah County, highlighting the 

role each corridor plays on both a local and regional level.   

Key takeaways were: 

 Burnside Street/Barnes Road  
o Plays a regional role in connecting Washington County and East Multnomah County 

through downtown Portland. 

o Plays a local role in providing a Willamette Crossing, access to Barns medical center, 

and supporting MAX and bus transit lines.  

o “Emergency lifeline” route, aids emergency vehicles during disaster recovery efforts. 
o Identified by TriMet as a key corridor to increase transit ridership. 
o This is a unique are right at the heart of the city that is part of a corridor stretching 

from Beaverton all the way out to Gresham; this corridor needs continuity. 



Multnomah County LIT Meeting 1 

3 
 

o Some issues and opportunities for this corridor include that it is a high crash 
corridor, has high transit ridership needs, and has a diverse range of adjacent land 
uses. This corridor also uses the Burnside Bridge to cross the Willamette, a 
seismically unstable crossing.  

o This corridor intersects with many current and planned projects including 
Earthquake Ready bridge projects, safety enhancements, signal upgrades, and 
transit corridor upgrades. 

 Central City/ Downtown Portland 
o Plays a regional role as an important employment node; a dense housing network 

serving a diverse economic range; a popular destination for visitors using many 

different transportation modes; and includes many major arterials and transit 

routes in the core of Portland’s downtown. 

o Plays a local role for pedestrian access to business, commercial, residential; 

provides mobility to the widest range of users in a variety of modes; supports 

freight and goods deliveries; serves walking, bicyclists, bus, light rail, and streetcar 

circulation. 

o Streets are often at capacity during the busiest commuting hours and demand will 

only increase as the economy grows. 

o This area causes most of the delays for the rest of the transportation system.  

o High concentration of equity focus areas. 

o MAX service limited by at-grade (street level) routes. 

 Powell  
o Plays a regional role: the corridor links west side connections to East County and 

beyond for all modes including freight; connects historically underserved 
communities; and is a key corridor to increase TriMet ridership. 

o Plays a local role: the corridor is a main street for numerous formal and informal 
commercial centers; provides access to and between numerous community areas; 
provides local access and circulation to residential and commercial areas; and 
provides transit access to a diverse range of communities. 

o Across I-205, Powell has inconsistence land uses and is more rural. 
o Issues and opportunities: this area has a high concentration of under-represented 

communities which leads to a focus on equity; is a high injury corridor; and has 
inconsistent bicycle and pedestrian facilities. It also has high speeds and bad lighting.  

o On outer Powell, there are more opportunities for multi-model development and 
rural conditions opportunities to fill in gaps for bike and ped facilities along and 
across roadway. 

 
 82nd Avenue 

o Great example of connection between two counties; the needs of the corridor that 
tie us together don’t stop at County line. 

o Before I-205 came in, the neighborhood had a different use and that has caused 
conflicts with current use. 

o Serves as an airport link. 
o Serves some of the most diverse populations in Portland.  
o Identified by TriMet as an area to increase ridership. 

 
 122nd Avenue 
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o Provides linkage in the heart of east county, as well as a major north/south 
connection.  

o Local access for various commercial land uses that include car dealerships, MAX 
stations, business access, people, transit, high speed, large space, I-84 crossing, 
employment center on Airport Way and Sandy, and tough constraints. 

o Heavy congestion  
o Identified by TriMet as an area to increase ridership. 
o High injury for bikes and pedestrians as well as a high crash rate for drivers. 
o Supporting a concentration of equity focus areas. 
o Some things needed in this area might be relatively easy to build including lighting, 

sidewalks, and other short-term projects, but there is also an opportunity to have 
longer term investments. 

 
 162nd Avenue 

o Many of the same uses and needs as 122nd Avenue.  
o Additionally, maybe some lane reduction opportunities. 
o Equity focused areas and opportunities for long-term projects. 
o Opportunities to connect Gresham and Portland for further jurisdictional 

coordination.  
 

 NE/SE 181st Clackamas to Columbia (C2C) 
o Not a complete corridor yet as there is no continuous roadway. This is a big corridor 

but there are some acute needs at the local level.  
o From the Clackamas County side, 172nd is a huge area for affordable housing; Rock 

Creek is a key area for equity issues.  
o While the major connections would take longer, there are immediate benefits 

through 190th-182nd 
o There are many employment centers with a concentration of low income and 

affordable housing. 

Questions and concerns raised by LIT members and responses are shown below. Questions are 

shown as a bullet and responses are a sub-bullet: 

 In terms of timing of projects that would be considered for funding; are there any guidelines 

for selecting projects?  

o The direction that Council gave us at the beginning of the year was to be open to 

crafting a measure that had Phase I and Phase II projects. For them that meant 

projects that could be completed in about five years. The corridor approach is about 

not just looking at what we can do in that time frame, but also looking at what we can 

do to help people move in and around the area longer term. That longer time frame 

(or Phase II) could be 10-15 years, if that type of improvement would help achieve 

those goals. Things like sidewalk improvements, etc. can be done quicker but 

something like rapid bus transit might take a bit longer.  

 But what is the timeframe? 

o This project would fit in with those other improvements. Maybe we will identify here 

some things that other projects cannot accomplish. We have had a lot of jurisdictional 
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discussions and interactions already and we will all need to continue working 

together in the future. But some of the groundwork has already been done. 

o The Task Force will make recommendations in late 2019.  

 In all of these safety issues, I hope that there is outreach to community that lives in the 

corridor. Without community input it is a waste of money and a waste of time. 

 Is this a discussion where we can have local ownership of some state roads? 

o There has been some discussion of jurisdictional transfer of corridors, but concern 

about who owns arterials should not hold up projects that you evaluate. We anticipate 

using urban design standards on the facilities funded in the T2020 measure instead 

of highway design standards (which has been the typical ODOT approach); however, 

we’ll be working on that along the way.  

 When thinking about corridors, we need to think about displacement issues and I’m not 

seeing this here. Wondering about where the anti-displacement strategies are coming up. If 

you want me to make decisions about investment, I will need to know the strategy for the 

anti-displacement investment. That info is super important for our decision-making. Can we 

bring in Metro housing folks to discuss? 

o This has been a robust discussion at Metro and the Task Force as well. A challenge is 

that the ballot measure has to go in a retail way relating to transportation projects; 

however, the Task Force is doing work on programs this summer which can be 

implemented along with these transportation project investments. As an example of 

Metro’s past work on anti-displacement, after establishing what investments to make 

in the SW Corridor Light Rail project, we established a parallel advisory committee 

that developed anti-displacement, business retention, and housing proposals. We are 

considering a similar approach for corridors funded through T2020. 

Group discussion 

Brandy asked the group to share any big questions or concerns that they had, or information they 

would like Metro to provide for future meetings.  Responses included the following points: 

 One thing to keep in mind is that corridors and roadways needs change as you get farther 
from downtown. I frequently use 82nd, 122nd, 162nd, 188th and we can’t forget that people 
drive. We need to deal with right of way issues, but we can’t take lanes away. Freight is a huge 
issue. We also might need to address right of way purchasing. It is very different further out 
than in Gateway or other closer in East Portland neighborhoods. 

 One key issue is that we need to understand the landscape around current projects. It would 
be helpful to understand which other projects done in the area had community engagement 
processes that we could look at. Would like to know existing agency plans for the corridors 
to know where these projects would fit in to the general development landscape. 

 What are the anti-displacement projects in the past? This is not to see what has happened, 
but to understand how different agencies, organizations, and communities are thinking about 
displacement and what the requirements are. Also, what are Metro’s requirements around 
density?   

 How did anti-displacement and affordable housing projects around Powell Blvd obtain 
funding from the legislature? Where is that money and how can we leverage it?   
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 How to hold ODOT accountable and how can we work with cities to make that happen? I don’t 
want to let ODOT off the hook for any investments they should still make.  

 Interested in employment centers and different centers for housing. 
 Mixed feelings about the corridors, that transportation strategies should be more town center 

focused as it is more important to get neighborhood centers addressed. In east county, a lot 
of our streets are unpaved. It needs to be considered that paving a large street may push off 
issues on to the smaller streets. 

 Want to know the equity/demographics of the corridors for the tour visits.  
 The timeline for projects is a concern; a lot of these corridors seem like they will take a lot 

longer than 5 years. 
 In terms of safety, how do we plan on mitigating impacts for people with disabilities during 

construction?  
 Interested in learning about the intersection between agencies and how different projects 

within corridors are working together. Several members agreed.  
 Our airport is so difficult to get to. Is there some way to figure out an easier way to get there? 

Is there any opportunity to help make getting to and from our airport a better experience? 
 Concerned about the C2C project and its impact on the corridor. How will the next generation 

of technology in the freight industry fit into the picture of the corridor and how can we limit 
growth in physical capacity while still moving more goods and people.  
Concerned about the lack of movement to measure the carbon footprint and how these 

transportation improvements might reduce it. In alignment with Metro Task Force values, 

these projects should make measurable impact.  


