BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ALLOCATING $142 ) RESOLUTION NO. 25-XXXX

MILLION OF REGIONAL FLEXIBLE FUNDING )

FOR THE YEARS 2028-2030, PENDING ) Introduced by Chief Operating Officer

ADOPTION OF THE 2027-2030 MTIP ) Marissa Madrigal in concurrence with
)

Council President Lynn Peterson

WHEREAS, Metro is the regional government responsible for regional land use and
transportation planning under state law and the federally-designated metropolitan planning organization
(MPO) for the Portland metropolitan area; and

WHEREAS, approximately $161 million is forecast to be appropriated to the metropolitan region
through the federal Surface Transportation Block Grant Program (STBG) and Congestion Mitigation —
Air Quality (CMAQ) transportation funding programs; and

WHEREAS, the Metro Council and Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation
(JPACT) are authorized per federal regulation 23 CFR 450.324 to allocate these funds to projects and
programs in the metropolitan region through the Regional Flexible Fund Allocation (RFFA) process; and

WHEREAS, the Metro Council and JPACT have provided policy guidance to Metro staff to
conduct a two-step allocation process to Region-wide Program Investments and Capital Project
Investments for funding by Metro Resolution No. 24-5415, For the Purpose of Adopting the 2028-2030
Regional Flexible Funds Program Direction for the Portland Metropolitan Area, adopted July 11, 2024;
and

WHEREAS, the Metro Council and JPACT have committed by Metro Resolution No. 24-5415 to
the allocation of $92.3 million in Regional Flexible Funds for Step 1A, High Capacity Transit Bond
Repayments, and Step 1B Region-wide Programs and Regional Planning Investments and as shown in
Exhibit A; and

WHEREAS, as adopted by Metro Resolution No. 24-5415, the Metro Council and JPACT
directed Metro staff to develop a new Regional Flexible Fund bond proposals with an expanded focus on
transit and is as part of Metro Resolution No. 25-XXXX; and

WHEREAS, pending action on Metro Resolution 25-XXXX, the remaining 2028-2030 Regional
Flexible Funds are for Capital Project Investments as known as Step 2; and

WHEREAS, criteria used to select projects for the 2028-2030 RFFA Step 2 followed policy
direction adopted by Metro Council in the 2023 Regional Transportation Plan by Ordinance No. 23-1496,
For the Purpose of Amending the 2018 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) to Comply with Federal and
State Law and Amending the Regional Framework Plan; and

WHEREAS, the 2023 RTP directed the region to invest in transportation projects which advance
five goal areas: equitable transportation, safe system, climate action and resilience, mobility options and
thriving economy; and

WHEREAS, in addition to the 2023 RTP direction, the allocation of Regional Flexible Funds for
Capital Projects Investments meet the adopted objectives of Metro Resolution 24-5415, the public
comments received on the proposed capital investments, and local prioritization; and
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WHEREAS, TPAC and JPACT provided additional input of considerations aside from the RTP
goals which include prioritizing projects with other committed funding, considering small jurisdictions
ability to secure other funding sources, continue to invest in project development to develop a pipeline of
projects, leverage adjacent investments funded through Resolution 25-XXXX (Step 1A.1 bond proposal),
and economic development potential; and

WHEREAS, an extensive regional public process provided opportunities for comments on the
merit and potential impacts of the project and program applications between March 26 and April 30,
2025, and is summarized in Exhibit C, attached to this resolution; and

WHEREAS, TPAC considered the list of projects and programs recommended for funding by
Metro staff, and recommended JPACT forward that list to the Metro Council for adoption; and

WHEREAS, JPACT considered the list of projects and programs recommended by TPAC,
attached as Exhibit A, to the Metro Council for adoption with a recommendation to allocate funding
consistent with RTP policy direction and the 2028-2030 RFFA Program Direction, and in consideration
of local prioritization processes and public comments; and

WHEREAS, JPACT approved this legislation to submit to the Metro Council for adoption; and

WHEREAS, receipt of these funds is conditioned on completion of requirements listed in Exhibit
B to this resolution; now therefore

BE IT RESOLVED that the Metro Council hereby adopts the recommendation of JPACT on the
programs and projects to be funded through the 2028-2030 Regional Flexible Fund Allocation process as
shown in Exhibit A.

ADOPTED by the Metro Council this 31* day of July, 2025.

Lynn Peterson, Council President

Approved as to Form:

Carrie MacLaren, Metro Attorney
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2028-2030 Regional Flexible Funds Allocation
Exhibit A to Resolution No: 25-XXXX

Step 1A & 1B: Regional Bond Commitments and Region-wide Program Investments

Transit + Project Development Bond Commitment S 51,780,000
Corridor and Systems Planning S 2,444,958
MPO Planning (in lieu of dues) S 5,169,460
Regional Travel Options + Safe Routes to School S 12,131,862
Transit Oriented Development S 12,900,856
Transportation System Management and Operations/ITS S 7,910,648

Step 1 Total:| $ 92,337,784

Step 2: Capital Investments
Project name Applicant Sub-region Amount

To Be Determined

Step 2 Total:| $

Total 2028-2030 RFFA: $

92,337,784




2028-2030 RECOMMENDED REGIONAL FLEXIBLE FUND AWARDEE CONDITIONS OF
APPROVAL

Conditions of approval are mechanisms to ensure that projects are planned, designed, and built
consistent with the project applications as approved by JPACT and Metro Council, with federal
regulations and with regional program policies. Projects can be reviewed at any point in the process
for consistency with the conditions of approval and action taken if they are not adhered to.

There are two sets of conditions which apply to Regional Flexible Fund-awarded projects: 1)
conditions which address all projects; and 2) project-specific conditions.

The conditions for all projects outline expectations pertaining to the use of funds, project delivery,
process, etc. The project-specific conditions outline expectations to create the best project possible
in accordance to regional program policies and federal regulations. Recognizing that projects are at
different stages of development (i.e. some are in planning phases while others are ready for
construction), Metro may choose to waive or modify certain conditions for a project based on what
is appropriate for the project’s stage in development.

Conditions applied to all projects and programs:

1. Funding is awarded to the project as outlined in the JPACT-approved and Metro Council-
adopted 2028-2030 Regional Flexible Fund Allocation (RFFA). If any project is determined
to be unfeasible or is completed without expending all of the Regional Flexible Funds
awarded, any remaining Regional Flexible Funds for that project shall revert back to Metro
to the regional pool for the 2031-2033 Regional Flexible Fund allocation, to be distributed
among the region, per the RFFA Program Direction. Or the project sponsor/local
jurisdiction receiving the flexible funds for the project may request reallocation of the funds
per the Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP) amendment process.
Reallocation may necessitate JPACT and Metro Council approval.

2. The award amount is the total amount of Regional Flexible Funds provided to deliver the
awarded project as it is defined in the project application and as approved by JPACT and
Metro Council. The project sponsor/local jurisdiction is expected to resolve any cost
overruns or unexpected costs to emerge. It is understood by the project sponsor/local
jurisdiction that Metro and the Regional Flexible Fund program does not have any further
financial commitment/responsibility beyond providing the amount awarded.

3. Project scopes will include what is written in their project application narrative and project
refinements in response to comments. Project schedules and budget will include what is
determined during the pre-implementation phase to take place after adoption of the 2028-
2030 RFFA. Changes in project scopes, schedules, and budget must be requested and made
in writing to the MTIP Project Manager utilizing the amendment procedures adopted in the
MTIP (Please see 2024-2027 MTIP Administration section.) Changes in project scopes must
be approved by Metro to ensure the original intent of the project is still being delivered.

4, All projects will follow the design approach and decision-making process as defined in the
Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guide! (Metro; 3rd edition; October 2019) and any
updates in effect at the time a funding intergovernmental agreement is signed. Other street
and trail design guidelines, including those developed by local jurisdictions, the National

1 https://www.oregonmetro.gov/tools-partners/guides-and-tools/guidelines-designing-livable-streets-and-trails
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10.

11.

Association of City Transportation Officials, the Institute of Transportation Engineers, the
Oregon Department of Transportation, the American Association of State Highway and
Transportation Officials, and the Federal Highway Administration, may also be referred to
as long as the design approach and decision making process used are consistent with
Metro’s guidelines.

All projects will update local network maps and provide relevant network data to Metro.
Metro will provide guidelines on network data submissions upon request. Additionally, all
bicycle and pedestrian projects will implement sufficient wayfinding signage consistent
with Metro sign guidelines (Ex. Metro’s Intertwine Design Guidelines.)2 and the Manual on
Uniform Traffic Control Devices.

All projects with ITS elements will be consistent with National ITS Architecture and
Standards and Final Rule (23 CFR Section 940) and Regional ITS Architecture. This includes
completing a systems engineering process during project development to be documented
through the systems engineering form and submitted to Metro for inventory purposes. For
further guidance, consult ODOT’s ITS compliance checklist.3

All projects implementing Transportation System Management and Operations (TSMO)
elements will provide information to Metro on the TSMO elements for inventory purposes.
Metro will provide guidelines on how to provide TSMO data submissions.

All local jurisdiction/project sponsors shall acknowledge Metro as a funding partner.
Acknowledgement will attribute credit to Metro on all project materials (print or
electronic), such as reports, newsletters, booklets, brochures, web pages, and social media
posts. Attribution on materials must read “Made possible with support from Metro.” If
marketing is done with audio only, spoken attribution language must be “This project is
made possible with support from Metro.” The local jurisdiction/sponsor delivering the
project will include the Metro logo on all print ads, banners, flyers, posters, signage, and
videos. Grantee will include the Metro logo on all marketing and advertising materials, both
print and online (size permitting). Metro will provide partners with Metro logos and usage
guidelines. Lastly, the local jurisdiction/project sponsor will extend invitations to Metro
Councilors to attend events or engagements pertaining to the project.

All projects will carry out public involvement processes that meet federal Title VI and
environmental justice requirements. As appropriate, local data and knowledge shall be used
to supplement analysis and inform public involvement. Metro guidelines for public
involvement can be found in the Public Engagement Guide Appendix G: Local Engagement
and Non-Discrimination Checklist.4

All projects will implement transportation demand management strategies/activities in
conjunction with the delivery and opening of the project to enhance the success and
performance of the project. Local jurisdiction/project sponsors must request and receive
Metro approval to waive the requirement for transportation demand management
activities.

All projects are expected to measure the progress and performance of the RFFA-funded
project. Local jurisdictions/project sponsors will identify a set of indicators for data
collection and pre-and post-project monitoring. Metro will provide input and feedback into

2 https://www.oregonmetro.gov/sites/default/files/2018/01/05/2017-Intertwine-Trail-sign-guidelines.pdf.

3 https://www.oregon.gov/odot/Maintenance/Documents/ITS-QualityPlan.pdf

4 http://www.oregonmetro.gov/sites/default/files/final _draft public engagement guide 112113.pdf
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the indicators and datasets, especially to help respond to regional transportation
performance measures. Indicators can be determined during the pre-implementation phase
of the project.

12. Non-Certified agencies receiving Regional Flexible Funds to deliver a project will be
expected to work directly with a certified agency or ODOT to determine the administration
and delivery of the project. Such agencies will comply with ODOT Local Agency Liaison
(LAL) project pre-implementation requirements (e.g. completion of detailed scope of work,
budget, project prospectus, etc.). The ODOT LAL requirements are expected to be in the
proper format as part of the federal delivery process to facilitate MTIP & STIP
programming, initiate development and execution of the Intergovernmental Agreement
(IGA), and obligate and expend awarded federal funds for the project.

The awarded lead agency is required to complete or participate in the following project
delivery & monitoring activities:

¢ Kick-off Meeting Coordination.

e  MTIP/STIP programming to a realistic project delivery schedule that accounts for
meeting funding obligation targets.

¢ Participate in project coordination meetings and reviews as called for and
scheduled.

¢ Completing project pre-implementation (Pre-Preliminary Engineering or Planning
phase obligation) actions and milestones to ensure project proceeds on schedule,
including completing a project scoping document with a thorough scope, schedule
and budget with milestones and deliverables.

e Complete and execute a project IGA in time to obligate funds as programmed

e Participation in Project Delivery Actions, including attending Project Development
Team (PDT) review meetings, completing and submitting project Milestone Reports
and Progress Updates, providing any performance measurement project data,
providing project delivery status updates, and addressing questions raised by the
Metro advisory committees.

e Providing project close-out/final reports and billings.

Conditions applied to specific projects and programs:

To be developed as part of the July 2025 committee materials.
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Metro respects civil rights

Metro fully complies with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 that requires that no
person be excluded from the participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be otherwise
subjected to discrimination on the basis of race, color or national origin under any program
or activity for which Metro receives federal financial assistance.

Metro fully complies with Title II of the Americans with Disabilities Act and Section 504 of
the Rehabilitation Act that requires that no otherwise qualified individual with a disability
be excluded from the participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be subjected to
discrimination solely by reason of their disability under any program or activity for which
Metro receives federal financial assistance.

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 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 trimet.org.

Metro is the federally mandated metropolitan planning organization designated by the
governor to develop an overall transportation plan and to allocate federal funds for the
region.

The Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT) is a 17-member committee
that provides a forum for elected officials and representatives of agencies involved in
transportation to evaluate transportation needs in the region and to make
recommendations to the Metro Council. The established decision-making process strives for
a well-balanced regional transportation system and involves local elected officials directly
in decisions that help the Metro Council develop regional transportation policies, including
allocating transportation funds. Together, JPACT and the Metro Council serve as the MPO
board for the region in a unique partnership that requires joint action on all MPO decisions.
This means JPACT approves MPO decisions and submits them to the Metro Council for
adoption. The Metro Council will adopt the recommended action or refer it back to JPACT
with a recommendation for amendment.

Project web site: oregonmetro.gov/rffa



The preparation of this engagement report was financed in part by the U.S. Department of
Transportation, Federal Highway Administration and Federal Transit Administration. The
opinions, findings and conclusions expressed in this report are not necessarily those of the

U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal Highway Administration and Federal Transit
Administration.
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INTRODUCTION

Every three years, Metro leads a discussion among the region’s residents, jurisdictional and
public agency staff, and elected officials to select which transportation needs are to be
funded with the region’s allotment of federal transportation dollars, known as the Regional
Flexible Funds Allocation (RFFA).

Regional Flexible Funds comprise of two federal grant programs:

e Surface Transportation Block Grant funds may be used for projects to preserve and
improve conditions and performance on public roads, pedestrian and bicycle
infrastructure, and transit capital projects.

e Congestion Mitigation/Air Quality Program funds may be used for surface
transportation projects and other related efforts that reduce air pollution from
transportation sources and provide congestion relief.

Metro is currently deciding how to invest federal funding available in the federal fiscal
years 2028 through 2030. A portion of these funds - approximately $42 million - is
targeted towards local jurisdiction led improvements to streets and trails throughout the
region through a competitive process. This targeted part is known as the Step 2 of the
Regional Flexible Fund Allocation.

The estimated total funding to be allocated in this process is between $150 - $153 million.
While this amount of regional funding is small relative to the scale of all the dollars spent
on transportation in the region, the Regional Flexible Funds are eligible to be spent on a
wide range of transportation system needs. As such, they are a critical part of fulfilling the
vision, goals, and objectives of the 2023 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP).

From March 26th through April 30th, 2025, residents of the Portland metropolitan region
were asked to provide comment on the 24 applications competing in the Step 2 Regional
Flexible Fund Allocation process. These comments will help decide how an

estimated $42 million in Step 2 Regional Flexible Funds will be spent on projects that will
help make the region’s transportation system more equitable, safer, cleaner and more
reliable.

During this public comment period:

e Participants provided 1,683 project rating responses through an online interactive
map and survey available in English and Spanish. One project rating response was
submitted in Spanish. See Figure 1.
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o Ofthe 1,683 participants, 332 provided responses on optional demographic
questions.

e AJPACT public hearing was held on April 17, 2025.

= 4 people testified through oral testimony, commenting on 3 projects,
several of which were the same project.

» 3 emailed testimonies were received, not including testimonies
emailed by public agencies.

¢ 4 email comments, not including those emailed comments from public agencies,
were received.

e No mailed letters or voicemail comments were received.

In addition, public comments were received via 2 emails, and 6 testimony (oral and
written) from public agency partners.

Fig. 1. Number of Responses to the Online Public Comment by County

Number of Reponses to Online Public
Comment by County (1,683)

Clackamas, 211

B Multnomah
B Washington
H Clackamas

Other

Washington, 714

Multnomah, 732

NOTICE AND INVITATION TO PARTICIPATE
The notice and invitation to participate were distributed through several channels:

¢ Email to community involvement offices and community participation
organizations*™
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e Anemail to Metro’s transportation interested persons email list
¢ CORE members email*

e Metro News (https://www.oregonmetro.gov/news/public-notice-opportunity-
comment-transportation-projects-submitted-2028-30-regional-flexible)

e Metro News public hearing announcement
(https://www.oregonmetro.gov/news/public-hearing-notice-comment-2028-30-
regional-flexible-funding-allocation-process-jpact)

e Metro’s social media channels on Facebook and Instagram
e Oregon Trails Coalition email list
e Metro Parks & Nature Department hosted Quarterly Trails Forum announcements*™

e Email invitation to committee members and interested persons for the Metro
Council, Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation, Metro Policy Advisory
Committee, Transportation Policy Alternatives Committee and Metro Technical
Advisory Committee

See Appendix A: Notices and invitations to participate. Those denoted with * are not
included in Appendix A.

People were invited to learn about the projects via:

e The 2028-2030 Regional Flexible Funds web page (oregonmetro.gov/rffa), which
featured the technical scoring results of the applications and project factsheets for
the 24 proposed projects.

e An interactive public comment survey available in English and Spanish. The online
public comment survey provided an introduction of the Step 2 allocation and see a
map of the proposed projects. Each proposed project had a short summary available
when selected. Participants were able to choose which projects they wanted to learn
more about and then rate and comment on their projects of interest.

Comments were accepted through:

e the interactive comment survey, linked from the Metro website

e by email to transportation@oregonmetro.gov or rffa@oregonmetro.gov
e by letters to 600 NE Grand Ave., Portland, OR, 97232

e by phone at 503-797-1750 or TDD 503-797-1804

Translation

The interactive public comment tool was translated into Spanish.
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To increase the visibility of the public comment period, Metro posted on social media
(Facebook and Instagram) in Spanish and English. The posts reached a total of 2,686
people and garnered 59 link clicks and interactions. The social media posts are included in
Appendix A: Notices and invitations to participate.

Of the total public comment survey participants, one person participated in the Spanish
survey.

COMMENTS

From March 26th through April 30th, 2025, residents of the Portland metropolitan region
were asked to comment on the 24 candidate projects competing for the
estimated $42 million in Step 2 Regional Flexible Funds available.

Metro received:
e Participants provided 1,683 project rating responses through an interactive
comment map available in English and Spanish. There was one response in Spanish.

¢ 4 email comments, not including public agencies, were received.

o 1 provided general, non-project specific comments and 3 provided project
specific comments. The majority were concerned and 1 was supportive.

e No phone calls, voicemails or post was received.

For the full text of these comments, see Appendices B through E.
Summary of Project Comments

The online tool asked participants to rate any number of the 24 projects on a scale of one to
five, with five being “highly supportive” and one being “lesser support.” Participants were
also given the option to provide additional written comments on the projects. Of the
respondents who rated projects, 75.1% took the extra time to provide written comments.
Those written comments are included in Appendix E. In total, Metro received 1,683 project
rating responses through the online survey and 1,265 in online written comments.

Across all projects, the average rating is 4.15 with 85% of the project rating responses
receiving a four (4) or a five (5). Figure 2 outlines the number of responses and the
average score for each of the individual projects.
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Figure. 2: Number of Project Rating Responses with Average Rating Score
Ordered from highest to lowest by the number of project ratings received
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Overall, almost all the comments people provided through the online survey, emails, and
letters supported specific projects. That said, 14.6% of the project rating responses gave a
score of three (3) or less, indicating neutral to lesser support for a project.

Among the supportive written comments Metro received across the Step 2 applications, the
common themes to emerge include:

e The impact of the project on transportation safety for all users, but with a particular
focus on pedestrians;

e The impact of the project on making more seamless connections for people traveling
to and from places regardless the form of travel taken.

Among the concerned comments received across the Step 2 applications, the common
theme to emerge include:
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e The concern of prioritizing specific types of projects or using public funds on certain
types of projects over other competing transportation needs.

ONLINE TOOL PARTICIPANTS

People who responded using the online public comment survey were asked to respond to
demographic questions that help Metro and others looking at the public comment results
determine whether we heard from a representative group of people reflecting the
region’s diverse communities and broad range of experiences. The questions are optional
for the online public comment survey participants.

There is typically an opt-in bias that occurs with online engagement opportunities like this
one. This often results in an over-representation of people who have the time, comfort and
access to participate. Participation skews toward higher income people who speak English
and have a level of trust in governments. Groups that are underrepresented in respondent
information by four (4) percent or more are indicated in red. Demographic comparisons
are from demographic data from the U.S. Census Bureau American Community Survey
(ACS) 5-year estimates and the 2020 Decennial Census for the Portland metropolitan
region.

In total 332 participants responded to the optional the demographic questions. This is less
than 20% response rate compared to the total 1,683 project rating responses received in
the online public comment survey. The participants who opted-in shared 40 different zip
codes as their residence as shown in Figure 3.

Figure 3. Number of Responses by Zip Code
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8 Public comments on proposed projects for 2028-30 regional flexible funds | May 2025



Table 1. Income (327 respondents)

Annual household Survey ACS 2016-
income Percent 2020
Less than $10,000 1%

$10,000 to $19,999 1% 5%
$20,000 to $29,999 1% 6%
$30,000 to $39,999 2% 7%
$40,000 to $49,999 3% 14%
$50,000 to $74,999 11% 17%
$75,000 to $99,999 16% 13%
$100,000 to $149,999 21% 19%
$150,000 or more 26% 20%
aD:an:ceI;now/ prefer not to 18% B

Table 2. Gender (327 respondents)

Gender Survey Percent**
Woman 51%
Man 38%
A gender not listed here 1%
Prefer not to answer 10%

** ACS 2016-2020 asks about sex, not gender

Table 3. Race/ethnic identity (326 respondents)

Racial or ethnic identity Pesr::‘:;:}"/ 2020 census
Am?rlcan Indian/Native American or Alaska 1% 3%
Native

Asian or Asian American 6% 11%
Black or African American 3% 5%
Hispanic, Latino or Spanish origin 6% 14%
Native Hawaiian, or other Pacific Islander 1% 1%
White 76% 66%
An ethnicity not included above 2% --
Prefer not to answer 13% -

* Participants could select as many race/ethnicity identities as applicable. Therefore, the total is greater than
100%.
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Table 4. Age (329 respondents)

Age Survey Percent*
18-24 2%

25-34 14%

35-44 25%

45-54 19%

55-64 12%

65-74 15%

75+ 6%

Prefer not to answer 7%

Table 5. Disability (328 respondents)

Survey Percent*

Yes 17%
No 72%
Prefer not to answer 11%
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PROJECT APPLICATION PUBLIC COMMENT PROFILES

Beaverton Creek Trail: Merlo Road Improvements | Washington County | $6,640,700

The comments were mostly
positive, emphasizing the
community benefits of
pedestrian and bicycle safety
improvements.

“This link between Trimet,
Waterhouse Trail and the
alternative high school, as
well as the developing areas
west of 170th Ave, have
generated more demand for

active transportation in this

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0 area.”

Total number of project rating responses: 60 “Merlo Station...has a lot of
students who take transit,

Average project rating: 4.6 including young parents with

Number of online survey written comments: 43 their children. Anything we
can do to make this road safer

for them is a plus.”

Beaverton Creek Trail: Merlo Road

Improvements

50 47
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40
w
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NO SUPPOrt =y very high support
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Beaverton Downtown Loop: Southwest Hall Boulevard - 3rd Street to 5th Street |
Beaverton | $4,649,687

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0

Total number of project rating responses: 65

@ 00— 1240 ft.

Average project rating: 4.6

Number of online survey written comments: 37

60

a
o

I
o

n
o

number of responses
w
o

Beaverton Downtown Loop: SW Hall
Blvd - 3rd St to 5th St

2 3 2 3
- [ | - [ |
1 2 3 4

55

5

no support ———— very high support

Comments were mostly
supportive. Commenters
appreciated the safety,
accessibility and economic
benefits, with some concern
over project cost and how to
implement it.

“This starting project will help
be a demonstration and a
catalyst for what we can do to
improve our downtowns into
places that everyone can feel
safe, not only those on cars.”

“I think this could be one of
the most important, impactful
projects on this list to
demonstrate our regional
shift away from prioritizing
cars in our downtown areas.
This could be an example of
what's possible for others to
follow.”

12
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Cedar Creek/Ice Age Tonquin Trail: Roy Rogers - OR-99 West | Sherwood | $8,860,030

Comments were mostly
positive, noting enhanced
safety for pedestrians and
cyclists. There is concern
around the cost of the
project.

“What makes THIS project
GREAT is that it connects with
two other off road trails,
lengthening the opportunity
@ e for people to really get out
and walk a good distance off

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0 road.”

Total number of project rating responses: 24 “How does a walking path

cost S9m? Is that really good

Average project rating: 4.3 use of Tax Payer funds?”

Number of online survey written comments: 13 ‘.
It will connect

neighborhoods via now
missing walking and biking

Cedar Creek/Ice Age Tonquin Trail: paths and allow kids to take
Roy Rogers - OR 99W

III

bikes to schoo

15
14 “Nice to have but more
12 pressing problems to
10 solve/alleviate.”
6
6
2
B .
0 [ |
1 3 4 5

2
no support —————p very high support
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Cedar Mill Better Bus and Access to Transit Enhancements | Washington County |
$5,252,300

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 1

Total number of project rating responses: 35

@ 0/ ————— 1,150 ft.

Average project rating: 4.1

Number of online survey written comments: 26

25

20

Cedar Mill Better Bus and Access to

Transit Enhancements

Comments were mostly
positive, noting the need for
improved transit
infrastructure and
improvements in public
transit service. There were
concerns about traffic and
congestion for all modes.

“This would be great for folks
along this corridor, which is
dense for mostly single family
homes with a good mix of
retail and restaurants that are
walkable on the path.”

“| grew up taking the bus to
the Cedar Mill library, and |
know first hand how much
the delays can impact the bus
lines there. | also think it's key
that we maintain the
neighborhood center feel of
Cedar Mill...This solution of
using tools within the space
that we already have is the

w
[] . .
2 most sensible solution.
215
o
G
@ 10
o
E
z ) 5

° 3

1 = 1 I
. |
1 2 3 4 5
no support —————p very high support
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Clackamas Industrial Area Improvements: Southeast Jennifer Street Multi-use Path |
Clackamas County | $7,228,290

Comments were mixed with
concerns of project
= o prioritization and a lack of

connectivity to the proposed
infrastructure.

gﬂ “l do think it has some merit

in that it supports the
Veterans' Village and
Clackamas Village transitional
housing. “

@ 0 1,150 ft.

“There are many workers in

. ) , the area who are forced to

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0 i i i
walk in the street with semis.

Total number of project rating responses: 14 This important connection will

increase safety.”
Average project rating: 3.14

_ _ “The county should focus its
Number of online survey written comments: 10 . .
transportation funding on
existing population
centers...rather than directing
resources toward

) unincorporated areas that
Clackamas Industrial Area

Improvements: SE Jennifer Street encourage further sprawl.
Multi-use Path Prioritizing urban

infrastructure benefits more
4
3
2

| I
| I
0

2 3 4 5

1
NO SUPPOIN s VET'Y high sUpport

residents and supports
sustainable growth.”

w

number of responses
n
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Gladstone Historic Trolley Trail Bridge Construction | Gladstone | $8,721,932

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0
Total number of project rating responses: 51
Average project rating: 4.2

Number of online survey written comments: 35

Gladstone Historic Trolley Trail
Bridge Construction

31

— n n
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number of responses
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no support ————p very high support

Comments were mostly
positive expressing
excitement at the historic
connection. Concerns were
primarily related to project
prioritization.

“I would appreciate this
bridge as a local resident, but
I'm not certain how necessary
it is given that there is
another bike/ped bridge a
few blocks away.”

“This bridge would allow
Gladstone residents to easily
come and use them. It would
make the area more
connected and help to make
individuals more healthy by
increasing walking loop
options. | do believe good
walking loops would bring
visitors from elsewhere in the
metro area, and it would be a
positive addition for all.”

“I see it as a missing link; |
have walked and biked the
trails nearby many times on
both sides of the river, from
Milwaukie to Oregon City and
this would really be a valuable
link.”
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Lakeview Boulevard - Jean Road to McEwan Road | Lake Oswego | $983,000

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0

Total number of project rating responses: 12

Average project rating: 2.92

Number of online survey written comments: 7

number of responses
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Lakeview Blvd - Jean Rd to McEwan
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no support =—————— very high support

5

Sentiment was mixed. The

benefits of the project were
acknowledged with concern
about project prioritization.

“This is an important project
for students getting to LO's
largest new elementary
school that does not have
safe bike or walk areas.”

“This is a small street with an
easily accessible parallel
route. Traffic calming and
shared facilities would be
much better than expanding
the roadway”

“Deliver a cycle track or a
bike/ped trail adjacent to the
project. Road widening by
itself is a horrible waste of
funds.”

17
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North Dakota Street (FannoCreek) Bridge Replacement | Tigard | $8,000,000

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0
Total number of project rating responses: 89
Average project rating: 4.8

Number of online survey written comments: 69

North Dakota Street (FannoCreek)
Bridge Replacement

79

number of responses
n w B [} [«2]
o o (=) o o

(=]

2 2 3
0 -— — |
1 2 3 4 5

no support =—————— very high support

Comments are
overwhelmingly supportive,
emphasizing the heavy use of
this narrow bridge. Safety for
commuters for all modes was
a theme.

“Replacement of this bridge is
of utmost importance to
continue to support
appropriate efficiency of
travel and appropriate traffic
flow. If the bridge is not
replaced, it will create traffic
bottlenecks; over congestion
in some parts of the city, and
longer travel times for all.
Please place high priority on
this project to promote
continued livability in our
community.”

“The Fanno Creek trail is a
major foot traffic arterial that
crosses this road, near the
bridge. The wetland, creek
and Tualatin River will benefit
greatly from an improved
crossing, drainage and water
management.”
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Northeast 223rd Ave: Northeast Glisan to Northeast Marine Drive Safety Corridor

Planning | Multnomah County | $897,300

@ 0 ——— 2,000 ft.

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0

Total number of project rating responses: 21

Number of online survey written comments: 12

Average project rating: 4.0

NE 223rd Ave: NE Glisan to NE

Marine Dr Safety Corridor Planning

Comments were mostly
supportive and
overwhelmingly focused on
safety for bicyclists and
pedestrians.

“223rd desperately needs
safety improvements with
lack of sidewalks or adequate
bike lanes in many areas. This
road is primary access to both
Blue Lake Park and Chinook
Landing boat launch as well as
the Marine Drive bike path.”

“l lead a group bike ride on
this section monthly and it's
the scariest part of our day.
Wider bike lanes/shoulders,
bike signage would help.”

“People are having to walk in
the road! Please fund this

project.”

11
w
(]
2 8
o
Q
3 6
Z6
o
5}
o
£ 4
z
2 2
2 I I
0
1 2 3 4 5
no support ————— very high support
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Northeast Glisan St: 82nd Avenue Multimodal Safety and Access | Portland BOT |
$7,732,932

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0

Total number of project rating responses: 110

7y

213)

@ 0w 11580 ft.

205

Average project rating: 4.3

Number of online survey written comments: 87

©
o

[05]
o

~l
o

NE Glisan St: 82nd Avenue
Multimodal Safety and Access

85

The majority of comments
were supportive, voicing
support for improved safety
for all modes of travel along
the corridor. Concerns were
about whether bicycle
infrastructure will be used if
invested in.

“NE Glilsan St. is 30 mph. Do
NOT put bicycle lanes on NE
Glisan St. This portion of NE
Glisan St. is used by freight
semi- trucks to travel to [-205.
It is a steep hill from NE 87th
Ave. to NE 90th Ave.”

“I'have clients and co-workers
with visual impairments that
live/work along this stretch of
Glisan. Prioritzing this portion
of Glisan would impact their
ability to safely and
independently travel along
this stretch of Glisan.”

8 “No one uses the existing bike
§50 infrastructure on Halsey, so
@
5 40 continuing to waste money on
& .\ .
230 additionally pointless
=0 ‘investments’ makes no
12
10 5 6 sense.”
2
"l - : om
1 2 3 4 5
no support ————p very high support
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Northeast Halsey Street Complete Street: 192nd Avenue - 201st Avenue | Gresham |
$9,420,793

Comment sentiment was
mixed, the need for bicycle
and pedestrian safety was
affirmed, with concerns
highlighting project

ey prioritization and distance
from town.

“This road desperately needs
protection for bikes and
pedestrians. Please fund this
project.”

) ) ) “This is a massive amount of
Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0
money for a small amount of

Total number of project rating responses: 16 impact. There is not good
connectivity in this area so

Average project rating: 3.8 what is the point of all this

. . 4
Number of online survey written comments: 9 work?

“This is a great project as this

part of Halsey has needed

NE Halsey Street Complete Street: improvements for quite a

192nd A -201st A . .
nd Avenue stAavenue while. The proposed solution

©

is a great fit for what is

8
needed here.”
“l am so tired of seeing so
much money spent on bike
5 3 lanes that are not used.”
I “Why sidewalks so far out
1 1
2 3 4 5

number of responses
n w N 4] [+] ~ w

from town, when there are

o

1 lots of places with no

NO SUPPOrt  =———————p very high support sidewalks cIoser in?"
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Northeast MLK Jr Blvd Safety and Access to Transit | Portland BOT | $4,879,517

30

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0
Total number of project rating responses: 93
Average project rating: 4.7

Number of online survey written comments: 59

84/

=t
@ 039/ 4000 ft.

NE MLK Jr Blvd Safety and Access to

The majority of comments
were supportive. Comments
frequently touched on the
need for safer crossing and
reduced vehicle speeds.

“I know this project came out
of partnership with the Soul
District and it has been long
wanted by the Black
community. Please fund this
so it's easier to walk across
MLK and access local
businesses.”

“I live on a block right off MLK
Jr. and often drive, bike, and
walk down this corridor. With
the proposed improvements, |
would be much more inclined
to walk and bike over
choosing my car to go get
food at the food carts, pick up

Transit

90 my medication at the

80 78 Walgreens, and even walk

70 over to go volunteer at the
w
@ .
2 60 Oregon Humane Society.”
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no support =——————— very high support
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Northeast Prescott Street: 82nd Avenue Multimodal Safety and Access | Portland BOT
| $7,577,698

The majority of comments

205) were positive, emphasizing
bicycle safety, traffic calming,
connectivity and the need for
sidewalk infill.

“The 82nd project has been
through very extensive
community engagement with
formal groups and engaged
community organizations and

@' MLy | think a lot of folks have been
able to weigh in so these are
Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0 well considered changes.”
Total number of project rating responses: 89 “Prescott is one of the few

_ _ ways for cyclists to cross 205,
Average project rating: 4.7 and one of only three that is

Number of online survey written comments: 73 not a High Crash Corridor. It’s
the only way to traverse 205
north of Rocky Butte. It’s also
one of the few ways for

NE Prescott St: 82nd Ave Multimodal
Safety and Access people to access Gateway

©
o

Green. These upgrades will

[05]
o

77 improve the safety of this

~l
o

route. If we’re serious about

(0]
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climate change we need to
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make it safer for everyone to
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traverse across 205”
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Northwest Division Street Complete Street: Gresham-Fairview Trail - Birdsdale
Avenue | Gresham | $4,067,496

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0

Total number of project rating responses: 18

Average project rating: 4.1

Number of online survey written comments: 7

NW Division Street Complete Street:
Gresham-Fairview Trail - Birdsdale

Avenue

Comment sentiment was
mixed, with a focus on
improving safety for
pedestrians and bicyclists.

“Fully in support of sidewalks,
completely against adding
bike lanes. Division is a
heavily travelled road and
cyclists should be discouraged
from traveling down this
highly congested area.”

“Makes life safer for those
outside of a car, makes our
planet healthier, makes our
communities more
economically resilient.”

“This seems like an easy win.
Let's help pedestrians and
cyclists make their way down
NW Division Street off the

|II

Fairview Trail. Very coo

“| ride the Fairview-Gresham
trail occasionally. The utility

10 of this improvement is not
[]
g 8 clear to me.”
S
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o
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no support ————— very high support
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OR-212/224 Sunrise Highway Phase 2: Bike/Pedestrian Facilities and Interchange

Improvements (CON) | Happy Valley | $12,026,120

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0

Total number of project rating responses: 30

Average project rating: 3.13

Number of online survey written comments: 23

OR 212/224 Sunrise Hwy Phase 2:
Bike/Ped Facilities and Interchange

Improvements (CON)

number of responses
oW

2
2 « 1
o |
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no support ———— very high support
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4

5

Comments were mixed in
sentiment, with many
concerns about prioritization
and alignment with regional
goals.

“The county should not be
prioritizing transportation
funding in unincorporated
areas.”

“Very dangerous intersection
that is car-centric...very
helpful for the thousands of
residents in the area. It's the
only connection between the
commercial area and the
many neighborhoods to the
south of the intersection”

“Please do not fund this
project that is part of a larger
freeway/expressway project
that is contrary to so many
regional policy goals”

“It’s regionally significant as it
is the primary East-West
route through northern
Clackamas County. The
people living in this
community deserve to be safe
and separated from
commuter traffic.”

“More lanes for cars? No
thank you.”
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OR-99 East (McLoughlin Boulevard) 10th Street to tumwata village: Shared-Use Path
and Streetscape Enhancements Project Development | Oregon City | $3,832,341

Comments were mostly
positive, noting safety,
economic significance and
benefit to tribes. There was
some concern about impact
on the environment.

“Could be a great draw for the
community in addition to
provide respectful and fitting
integration for local tribes: i.e.
Improved fishing access,

tourism.”

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0 ;
“Oregon City 99E

Total number of project rating responses: 36 Enhancements and Trails is an

interesting concept but it has

Average project rating: 3.78 not addressed the issues of a

Number of online survey written comments: 29 loss of a riverside forest or
serious impacts to that forest.

Oregon City has no riverside

_ forest on the Willamette and
OR99E (McLoughlin Boulevard) 10th

Street to tumwata village: Shared- this is the only heavily

Use Path and Streetscape vegetated area that has

Enhancements Project Development emerged over the last 100

8 18 years. The forest is inhabited
16 by American Bald Eagles and
Osprey nests and numerous

Great Horned Owl nests over

its 2000 ft length area.”
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Outer Halsey and Outer Foster (ITS Signal Improvements) | Portland BOT | $4,416,999

Comments are mostly
67 positive, the need for traffic
fess == management in order to
enhance pedestrian safety
(z05) and support transit is clear.

“Coupled with the Glisan
through street, | think this will
\::% open up opportunity east of
y 205 and allow for more
pedestrian traffic to move
@ o A towards the greenlines and
Mall 205.”

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0 "
| feel very concerned for my

Total number of project rating responses: 45 safety when walking, driving
or biking around SE. There are

Average project rating: 4 many confusing intersections,

Number of online survey written comments: 32 and blind turns.”

“The Lents Town Center
Monument is actually
Outer Halsey and Outer Foster (ITS currently broken because cars
Signal Improvements) keep hitting it. On SE Foster
and SE 92nd, you can still see

30

25

n
o

the crumbling building where
a Tesla crashed into the

n
(=]

building. Refuge Coffee House
on SE Foster is missing a
window because someone

number of responses
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NO SUPPOrt =———— very high support

crashed into the building.”
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Railroad Avenue Multiuse Path: 37th Avenue to Linwood Avenue | Milwaukie |

$2,707,217

® 0e——— 1700 ft.

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0
Total number of project rating responses: 130
Average project rating: 4.7

Number of online survey written comments: 107

Railroad Avenue Multiuse Path: 37th
Avenue to Linwood Avenue
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The majority of comments are
supportive and enthusiastic
about improving connectivity.
Concerns were about further
delaying traffic as well as the
project cost.

“Right now getting to CCC's
Harmony Campus and the N.
Clackamas Aquatic Center is
either dangerous or
extremely meandering. These
are important parts of our
community that are currently
really hard to access except
via car! Adding a multiuse
path will make a huge
difference and make those
spaces much more accessible”

“It is no secret that the
intersection of Harmony,
Linwood, and Railroad is
extremely heavily used. The
railroad crossing adds further
delays for traffic. Adding the
path would be unsafe and
would add additional,
unnecessary delays for
motorists.”
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Red Electric Trail East of Southwest Shattuck Road | Portland Parks | $3,938,250

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 1
Total number of project rating responses: 181
Average project rating: 4.7

Number of online survey written comments: 163

Red Electric Trail East of SW
Shattuck Rd
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The majority of comments are
supportive with concerns
coming from residents who
live near the proposed trail or
see downsides to greater
access to schools and parks.
There was general support for
safety and accessibility,
community connectivity and
active transportation.

“My wife and | have enjoyed
walking the trails in
southwest Portland for
decades. As she gradually
becomes more disabled,
however, we can no longer
manage most of them. None
are ADA-accessible, and the
area does not have many
sidewalks, so it’s hard to find
a good place for us to stroll.

That’s what is so exciting
about the Red Electric Trail. It
will be ADA-compliant, run on
relatively level terrain, and my
wife will be able to walk along
it with her walker. That makes
it unique in this area.”

“Frankly, | don’t really want a
ton of people having easier
access to the unattended
back side of our school
grounds.”
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Smart Southwest 185th Avenue ITS and Better Bus Project | Hillsboro | $4,572,738

Comments were mostly
positive, highlighting traffic
congestion and safety and the
effect of the MAX on traffic.
There was mixed sentiment
on using artificial intelligence
(Al) in traffic management.

“Would love to see more

integration of technology to

help improve traffic flow
() royrs Gl oy around Hillsboro.”

“As Hillsboro continues to

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0

grow, we need to ensure all

Total number of project rating responses: 298 people in different modes of

Average project rating: 4.5

transit (car, bike, walking, bus,
light rail, etc.) have safe and

Number of online survey written comments: 231 predictable ways to travel

250

200

185th.

“Build better infrastructure to

Smart SW 185th Avenue ITS and support non-car-oriented

Better Bus Project travel, such as separated bike
235
and ped paths. This

intersection is a nightmare to

g cross on foot or bike. "Al" will
2 150 not help with this.”
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Southwest 175th Design: Southwest Condor Lane to Southwest Kemmer Road |
Washington County | $2,593,196

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0

Total number of project rating responses: 26

® 0 ——— 2000 ft.

Average project rating: 3.4

Number of online survey written comments: 18

number of responses
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Comment sentiment was
mixed. While the need for
road improvements was a
theme, many questioned
whether the project would
ultimately support active
transit or achieve regional
goals.

“Straight roads encourage
people to drive fast. I'd prefer
to leave this turn in there to
force people drive slower.”

“This is a dangerous curve,
especially with teens driving
to MHS. However, | worry
about speeds if the road is re-
aligned.”

“This section of road and this
intersection is dangerous,
particularly at night. | am
supportive of doing studies
and coming up with
alternative designs for this
stretch.”
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West Burnside Green Loop Crossing | Portland BOT | $7,677,446

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0
Total number of project rating responses: 94
Average project rating: 4.4

Number of online survey written comments: 68

W Burnside Green Loop Crossing
80

70 67
60
50
40

30

number of responses

20

13
, 1 - =
1 2 3 4

N0 SUPPOrt =e——— very high support

5

Comments were mostly
supportive, emphasizing the
need for pedestrian and
cyclist safety improvements
and expressing excitement for
the Green Loop.

“This project combines the
many needs of the people
who live and work near the
park blocks (and will continue
moving to these areas as they
continue to grow) to help
provide a better public space
for everyone.”

“Because this project is
between the very busy
Burnside crossing
intersections of both Old
Town and the Pearl District,
pedestrians are much more
likely to be utilizing this area
now and in the future.”

“Removing car traffic lanes in
support of this project is a
terrible idea.”

“Removing traffic lanes to add
in bike lanes will ALWAYS be a
good thing!!”
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Westside Trail Pedestrian and Bicycle Bridge Over Highway 26 | Tualatin Hills PRD |
$6,000,000

Comments were
overwhelmingly supportive,
emphasizing the need for
pedestrian and bicycle safety,
especially for students and
recreators.

“Sunset High School cross
country and track runners
(100+ students) run in this
vicinity, their routes often
taking them across the
Murray Rd or Cornell Rd
Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0 overpasses during rush hour
traffic. Construction of this

Total number of project rating responses: 115 pedestrian bridge over Hwy

Average project rating: 4.6 26 would create a much safer
alternate route for these
Number of online survey written comments: 87 sremia, T aeriEm dhe
bridge would also be utilized
by the greater community as

Westside Trail Pedestrian and Bicycle biking, walking, and running

Bridge Over Highway 26 our common activities

12 throughout the trail systems

100 87 north of Hwy 26.”
80
60

40

number of responses

20

1 2 3 4 5
NO SUPPOTt e vy high support

33 Public comments on proposed projects for 2025-27 regional flexible funds | July 2022



Westside Trail Segment 1 - King City | King City | $7,841,343

99)
W

@ 0 — 41350 ft.

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 1
Total number of project rating responses: 34
Average project rating: 4.2

Number of online survey written comments: 20

Westside Trail Segment 1 - King City
30

25 24

20

number of responses
o

4

5 3

. - m 1
1 2 3 4

N0 SUPPOrt =e——— very high support

5

Comments were mixed in
sentiment. There is
excitement about the
potential for extensive
connectivity, with concern for
local support and
environmental impact.

“With the UGB recently
expanded to the west side of
this corridor and new urban
development on the way,
now is a perfect time to fund
this project... In King City, it
would be the only continuous
active transportation route
between Beef Bend Rd. and
Tualatin River as 99W still has
several serious gaps for
pedestrians and cyclists.”

“I'm in favor of power line
trails on principle and it would
be great to be able to bike
from Tualatin to Bethany
someday but...this stretch of
the river and the natural
resources around it need to
be protected.”

34 Public comments on proposed projects for 2028-30 regional flexible funds | May 2025



If you picnic at Blue Lake or take your kids to the Oregon Zoo, enjoy symphonies at the
Schnitz or auto shows at the convention center, put out your trash or drive your car - we've
already crossed paths.

So, hello. We're Metro - nice to meet you.

In a metropolitan area as big as Portland, we can do a lot of things better together. Join us to
help the region prepare for a happy, healthy future.

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

Follow oregonmetro

=f i B v

Metro Council President
Lynn Peterson

Metro Councilors

Ashton Simpson, District 1
Christine Lewis, District 2
Gerritt Rosenthal, District 3
Juan Carlos Gonzalez, District 4
Mary Nolan, District 5

Duncan Hwang, District 6

Auditor
Brian Evans

600 NE Grand Ave. Portland,
OR97232-2736
503-797-1700
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5/15/25, 4:44 PM Public notice: Opportunity to comment on transportation projects submitted for the 2028-30 Regional Flexible Funding Allocation pr...

@ Metro Q

Metro News <

Public notice: Opportunity to comment on transportation projects submitted
for the 2028-30 Regional Flexible Funding Allocation process

March 26, 2025 11:59 a.m.

Share your feedback on transportation projects seeking federal funding to invest in roadways and
trails and make it easier and safer to walk, bike and use transit. Comment now through Wednesday,
April 30.

From safer sidewalks and bikeways to trails and road crossings, you can help decision-makers
choose the projects that will receive money through the Regional Flexible Funding Allocation

Regional flexible funds are federal dollars that can be used for a wide range of transportation
projects across the Metro region. These funds represent just a small piece - less than five
percent — of the region's total funding but help address crucial gaps and long-awaited fixes.

There are two separate opportunities to provide feedback on the different parts of the 2028-30
Regional Flexible Fund Allocation.

New bond proposal

As part of RFFA Step 1A.1, Metro is seeking input on a bond that would help fund regionally
significant transit projects proposed by cities, counties and transit providers throughout the
Metro region. Decision-makers are considering awarding up to $88.5 million dollars to five
proposed projects across Clackamas, Multnomah and Washington counties.

Learn more about the new project bond —

Step 2

With each regional flexible funds cycle, cities, counties and other transportation providers
across the region submit applications for community transportation projects to compete for
limited funds available in Step 2. There are 24 projects requesting funding to improve trails,

https://www.oregonmetro.gov/news/public-notice-opportunity-comment-transportation-projects-submitted-2028-30-regional-flexible 1/4



5/15/25, 4:44 PM Public notice: Opportunity to comment on transportation projects submitted for the 2028-30 Regional Flexible Funding Allocation pr...

sidewalks and roadways in communities across the region. There is an estimate of up to $42
million available. Your input is valuable in selecting projects for these highly competitive funds.

Learn more about the proposed projects —

How to comment

Let decision makers know what you think about the proposed bond and local projects. The
public comment period is open now through April 30, 2025.

There are a variety of opportunities for comment:

o Take surveys for both the transit-focused Step 1A.1 bond and the local transportation
projects competing for Step 2 flexible funds
o  Step1.A1bond survey

o  Step 2 survey in English and Spanish

o Email transportation@oregonmetro.gov

e  Mail to Transportation Planning, 600 NE Grand Ave., Portland, OR, 97232
° Call 503-797-1757 or TDD 503-797-1850

o Provide public testimony in the presence of decision-makers at the Joint Policy Advisory
Committee on Transportation meeting on Thursday, April 17.

Your input will be considered by decision makers alongside technical evaluations and regional
and federal policies.

Learn more about regional flexible funds —

RELATED STORIES

r4
m
<
i

Implementing the Regional
Transportation Plan: an update
on ongoing projects

https://www.oregonmetro.gov/news/public-notice-opportunity-comment-transportation-projects-submitted-2028-30-regional-flexible 2/4



5/15/25, 6:12 PM Public hearing notice: Comment on the 2028-30 Regional Flexible Funding Allocation process at JPACT | Metro

@ Metro

Metro News <

Q

Public hearing notice: Comment on the 2028-30 Regional Flexible Funding
Allocation process at JPACT

April 16,2025 11:35 a.m.

Join the Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT) meeting on Thursday, April
17th to share your feedback on transportation projects seeking federal funding. Projects will invest
in roadways and trails and make it easier and safer to walk, bike and use transit.

From safer sidewalks and bikeways to trails and road crossings, you can help decision-makers
choose the projects that will receive money through the Regional Flexible Funding Allocation

Regional flexible funds are federal dollars that can be used for a wide range of transportation
projects across the Metro region. These funds represent just a small piece - less than five
percent — of the region's total funding but help address crucial gaps and long-awaited fixes.

Public comment open until April 30th

The 2028-30 RFFA public comment period is open now until Wednesday, April 30. There are two
separate opportunities to provide feedback on the different parts of the 2028-30 Regional
Flexible Fund Allocation.

New bond proposal

As part of RFFA Step 1A.1, Metro is seeking input on a bond that would help fund regionally
significant transit projects proposed by cities, counties and transit providers throughout the
Metro region. Decision-makers are considering awarding up to $88.5 million dollars to five
proposed projects across Clackamas, Multnomah and Washington counties.

Learn more about the new project bond

Step 2

https://www.oregonmetro.gov/news/public-hearing-notice-comment-2028-30-regional-flexible-funding-allocation-process-jpact 1/4



5/15/25, 6:12 PM Public hearing notice: Comment on the 2028-30 Regional Flexible Funding Allocation process at JPACT | Metro
With each regional flexible funds cycle, cities, counties and other transportation providers
across the region submit applications for community transportation projects to compete for
limited funds available in Step 2. There are 24 projects requesting funding to improve trails,
sidewalks and roadways in communities across the region. There is an estimate of up to $42
million available. Your input is valuable in selecting projects for these highly competitive funds.

Learn more about the proposed projects

Share your comments at JPACT

The Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT) will hear tesitmony at their
virtual meeting on Thursday, April 17. Share your thoughts on the proposed bond and local
projects in the presence of decision makers.

Public testimony is anticipated to begin at 7:50 a.m. You are encouraged to sign up to speak in
advance.

April 177 JPACT meeting details —

How to give testimony —»

Other ways to comment
There are a variety of opportunities for comment until Wednesday, April 30:

o Take surveys for both the transit-focused Step 1A.1 bond and the local transportation
projects competing for Step 2 flexible funds
o  Step1.A1bond survey

o  Step 2 survey in English and Spanish

o Email transportation@oregonmetro.gov

e  Mail to Transportation Planning, 600 NE Grand Ave., Portland, OR, 97232
o Call 503-797-1757 or TDD 503-797-1850

Your input will be considered by decision makers alongside technical evaluations and regional
and federal policies.

Learn more about regional flexible funds —

RELATED STORIES

https://www.oregonmetro.gov/news/public-hearing-notice-comment-2028-30-regional-flexible-funding-allocation-process-jpact 2/4



Metro &
April 1-Q

) > Please weigh in on which roads, transit, sidewalks and trails projects you support! Metro is
considering funding 24 projects throughout the community.

Survey available in English: https://bit.ly/4jbDzDZ or Spanish: https://bit.ly/3QZrCpé6.
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Metro is considering
funding 24 projects
that improve roads,
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Which projects do
you support?
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Metro is considering

funding 24 projects

that improve roads,
transit, sidewalks

and trails.

Which projects do

you support?

QO Q2 T A

oregonmetro Ba/® Please weigh in on which roads,
transit, sidewalks and trails projects you support!

Metro is considering funding 24 projects throughout the
community, with up to $42 million available in funding.
Survey available in English or Spanish via the link in bio.

less



From: Robert Spurlock

To: Grace Cho; Molly Cooney-Mesker

Cc: Layne Wyse

Subject: FW: [External sender]Regional Trails Advocates: Regional Flexible Funds Public Comment is Open
Date: Friday, April 4, 2025 11:50:19 AM

From Steph...

Robert Spurlock, AICP | Metro | Regional Trails Planner

503-896-1700 | oregonmetro.gov/trails
My gender pronouns: he, him, his | Schedule: 8:30 a.m. to 5 p.m. Monday to Friday

CAUTION: This email originated from an External source. Do not open links or attachments unless you know the
content is safe.

Hi All,

There are a number of regional trails projects competing along with other on-street projects in
the current Regional Flexible Funds cycle. JPACT will be accepting public testimony at
the April 17th meeting, and the public comment period is open through April 30th.

Dear Portland metro area trails supporters,

The online public comment for the 2028-2030 Regional Flexible Fund Allocation is
open to receive community input through April 30™, 2025. The public comment period
provides the opportunity to provide feedback on both the Regional Flexible Fund bond
proposal and the competitive Step 2 applications. In addition to the online options for
comment, community members and interested parties can provide public testimony
before decision-makers at the April 1 yil meeting of the Joint Policy Advisory
Committee on Transportation (JPACT).

With each Regional Flexible Funds cycle, cities, counties and other transportation
providers across the region submit applications for community transportation projects
to compete for limited funds available in Step 2. For the 2028-2030 cycle, there are 24
projects requesting a total of $140 million in Regional Flexible Funds to improve trails,
sidewalks and roadways in communities across the region. There is an estimate of up
to $42 million available. To comment on individual project applications, please visit
the Step 2 website and navigate to the dynamic mapping tool to search for projects in
your area.



mailto:Robert.Spurlock@oregonmetro.gov
mailto:Grace.Cho@oregonmetro.gov
mailto:Molly.Cooney-Mesker@oregonmetro.gov
mailto:Layne.Wyse@oregonmetro.gov
http://www.oregonmetro.gov/trails

We encourage you to share these commenting opportunities with your networks. For
more information on the bond proposal, Step 2, or details on how to comment at the

April 17t JPACT meeting, please visit the Regional Flexible Fund webpage.

Steph Noll
Coalition Director
she/her
503-290-4569

H

https://www.oregontrailscoalition.org/
Oregon Trails Coalition

P.O.Box 14814
Portland, Oregon 97293

https://www.instagram.com/ortrailscoalition/
https://www.facebook.com/oregontrailscoalition/


https://www.oregonmetro.gov/public-projects/2028-30-regional-flexible-funding-allocation
https://www.oregontrailscoalition.org/
https://www.oregontrailscoalition.org/
https://www.instagram.com/ortrailscoalition/
https://www.facebook.com/oregontrailscoalition/

From: Ramona Perrault

To: Ramona Perrault
Subject: 2028-2030 Regional Flexible Fund Public Comment
Date: Thursday, March 27, 2025 10:36:39 AM

Dear Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT) members, alternates and interested
parties:

The online public comment for the 2028-2030 Regional Flexible Fund Allocation is open to receive
community input through April 30th, 2025. The public comment period provides the opportunity to
provide feedback on both the Regional Flexible Fund bond proposal and the competitive Step 2
applications. In addition to the online options for comment, community members and interested

th

parties can provide public testimony before decision-makers at the April 17— meeting of the Joint

Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT).

Bond Proposal
Metro seeks input on a bond proposal that would provide up to $88.5 million dollars to five regionally

significant transit projects proposed by cities and counties throughout the Metro region. To learn
more and comment on the bond proposal, please visit Metro’s online open house.

Step 2
With each Regional Flexible Funds cycle, cities, counties, and other transportation providers across

the region submit applications for community transportation projects to compete for limited funds
available in Step 2. For the 2028-2030 cycle, there are 24 projects requesting a total of $140 million
in Regional Flexible Funds to improve trails, sidewalks, and roadways in communities across the
region. There is an estimate of up to $42 million available. To comment on individual project
applications, please visit the Step 2 website and navigate to the dynamic mapping tool to search for
projects in your area.

In closing, we encourage you to share these commenting opportunities with your networks. For more
information on the bond proposal, Step 2, or details on how to comment at the April 17" JPACT
meeting, please visit the Regional Flexible Fund webpage. Thank you.

Ramona Perrault

Committee Legislative Advisor
Metro

600 NE Grand Avenue
Portland, OR 97232-2736
503-780-4264

www.oregonmetro.gov

Metro | Making a great place


mailto:Ramona.Perrault@oregonmetro.gov
mailto:Ramona.Perrault@oregonmetro.gov
https://www.oregonmetro.gov/events/joint-policy-advisory-committee-transportation-meeting/2025-04-17
https://storymaps.arcgis.com/stories/610459d41a6f4a1b942a4372fed450b4
https://www.oregonmetro.gov/public-projects/2028-30-regional-flexible-funding-allocation/step-2
https://drcmetro.maps.arcgis.com/apps/instant/reporter/index.html?appid=4ca05ca059124a3f8b1c72a92f6fe4b8
https://www.oregonmetro.gov/public-projects/2028-30-regional-flexible-funding-allocation
file:////c/www.oregonmetro.gov%20%20

From: Ramona Perrault

To: Ramona Perrault
Subject: 28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Public Comment
Date: Thursday, April 3, 2025 11:27:57 AM

Dear MPAC members, alternates and interested parties:

The online public comment for the 2028-2030 Regional Flexible Fund Allocation is open to receive
community input through April 30th, 2025. The public comment period provides the opportunity to
provide feedback on both the Regional Flexible Fund bond proposal and the competitive Step 2
applications.

In addition to the online options for comment, community members and interested parties can
provide public testimony before decision-makers at the April 178 meeting of the Joint Policy Advisory
Committee on Transportation (JPACT).

Bond Proposal
Metro seeks input on a bond proposal that would provide up to $88.5 million dollars to five regionally

significant transit projects proposed by cities and counties throughout the Metro region. To learn
more and comment on the bond proposal, please visit Metro’s online open house.

Step 2
With each Regional Flexible Funds cycle, cities, counties and other transportation providers across

the region submit applications for community transportation projects to compete for limited funds
available in Step 2. For the 2028-2030 cycle, there are 24 projects requesting a total of $140 million
in Regional Flexible Funds to improve trails, sidewalks and roadways in communities across the
region. There is an estimate of up to $42 million available. To comment on individual project
applications, please visit the Step 2 website and navigate to the dynamic mapping tool to search for
projects in your area.

In closing, we encourage you to share these commenting opportunities with your networks. For more
information on the bond proposal, Step 2, or details on how to comment at the April 17" JPACT

meeting, please visit the Regional Flexible Fund webpage.
Thank you.

Ramona Perrault

Committee Legislative Advisor
Metro

600 NE Grand Avenue
Portland, OR 97232-2736
503-780-4264

www.oregonmetro.gov


mailto:Ramona.Perrault@oregonmetro.gov
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From: Miriam Hanes

To: Miriam Hanes
Subject: 28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Public Comment
Date: Tuesday, April 1, 2025 10:25:20 AM

Dear Metro Technical Advisory (MTAC) members, alternates and interested parties,

The online public comment for the 2028-2030 Regional Flexible Fund Allocation is open to receive

community input through April 30th, 2025. The public comment period provides the opportunity to
provide feedback on both the Regional Flexible Fund bond proposal and the competitive Step 2
applications.

In addition to the online options for comment, community members and interested parties can

provide public testimony before decision-makers at the April 17t meeting of the Joint Policy
Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT).

Bond Proposal
Metro seeks input on a bond proposal that would provide up to $88.5 million dollars to five

regionally significant transit projects proposed by cities and counties throughout the Metro region.
To learn more and comment on the bond proposal, please visit Metro’s online open house.

Step 2
With each Regional Flexible Funds cycle, cities, counties and other transportation providers across

the region submit applications for community transportation projects to compete for limited funds
available in Step 2. For the 2028-2030 cycle, there are 24 projects requesting a total of $140 million
in Regional Flexible Funds to improve trails, sidewalks and roadways in communities across the
region. There is an estimate of up to $42 million available. To comment on individual project
applications, please visit the Step 2 website and navigate to the dynamic mapping tool to search for
projects in your area.

In closing, we encourage you to share these commenting opportunities with your networks. For
more information on the bond proposal, Step 2, or details on how to comment at the April 17th

JPACT meeting, please visit the Regional Flexible Fund webpage.

Thank you.
Sent on behalf of Grace Cho, Principal Transportation Planner, Metro

Miriam Hanes (she/they)
Program Assistant, Urban Policy & Development

Metro | oregonmetro.gov

600 NE Grand Avenue, Portland, OR 97232
desk: 503.797.1562, mobile: 971.378.3010


mailto:Miriam.Hanes@oregonmetro.gov
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From: Dorian Campbell

To: Dorian Campbell

Subject: 28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, March 26, 2025 3:57:24 PM
Attachments: image001.png

Dear Transportation Policy Alternatives Committee (TPAC) members, alternates and
interested parties:

The online public comment for the 2028-2030 Regional Flexible Fund Allocation is open to
receive community input through April 30™, 2025. The public comment period provides the
opportunity to provide feedback on both the Regional Flexible Fund bond proposal and the
competitive Step 2 applications.

In addition to the online options for comment, community members and interested parties can
provide public testimony before decision-makers at the April 17t meeting of the Joint Policy
Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT).

Bond Proposal

Metro seeks input on a bond proposal that would provide up to $88.5 million dollars to five
regionally significant transit projects proposed by cities and counties throughout the Metro
region. To learn more and comment on the bond proposal, please visit Metro’s online open
house.

Step 2

With each Regional Flexible Funds cycle, cities, counties and other transportation providers
across the region submit applications for community transportation projects to compete for
limited funds available in Step 2. For the 2028-2030 cycle, there are 24 projects requesting a
total of $140 million in Regional Flexible Funds to improve trails, sidewalks and roadways in
communities across the region. There is an estimate of up to $42 million available. To
comment on individual project applications, please visit the Step 2 website and navigate to the
dynamic mapping tool to search for projects in your area.

In closing, we encourage you to share these commenting opportunities with your networks. For
more information on the bond proposal, Step 2, or details on how to comment at the April 17th

JPACT meeting, please visit the Regional Flexible Fund webpage.
Thank you.

Sent on behalf of Grace Cho

Dorian Campbell She/They
RTP Program Assistant
Metro | oregonmetro.gov
600 NE Grand Ave.


mailto:Dorian.Campbell@oregonmetro.gov
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From: Tim Mccarthy

To: Trans System Accounts
Subject: [External sender]Public comment on the 2028-30 Regional Flexible Funds Allocation
Date: Monday, March 31, 2025 7:49:09 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from an External source. Do not open links or attachments unless you know the
content is safe.

It is really sad to have horribly rough roads due to projects that dig up the new smooth pavement and replace it with
garbage. The roads are so bad that it is destructive to our vehicles. I cannot believe that it is not possible to do a
better job of replacing pavement

Sent from my iPhone


mailto:tcmccarthy@frontier.com
mailto:transportation@oregonmetro.gov

From: Jim Wygant

To: Trans System Accounts
Subject: [External sender]Burnside Bridge Replacement
Date: Tuesday, April 8, 2025 1:37:20 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from an External source. Do not open links or attachments unless you know the
content is safe.

I am responding to the request for public input about the proposed
construction of a new Burnside Bridge. I grew up in Portland, and have
seen a lot of changes, some of which I regard as unfortunate. The state
engineer who designed the Marquam Bridge wanted to run an off-ramp to a
proposed freeway that would replace Powell Blvd. Fortunately that plan

for replacing Powell Blvd. occurred at a time when we did not assume

that highway engineers knew best. The off-ramp to Powell was discarded.

We are now considering new construction to replace the Burnside Bridge
across the Willamette River. It is regrettable that we are still trying

to design around the Marquam Bridge and the ugly, slow-moving freeway
snake that runs along the east side of the river. The consequence for

the new bridge plan is that the bridge must be stretched to accommodate
the freeway. This is not only ugly and expensive. It is ignores the

facts that:

1) traffic now crawls across the Marquam Bridge and along the east side;

2) most of the drivers are headed for areas that they could reach faster
by using the Fremont Bridge, but they don't know how to do that;

3) before committing to spending money on a new bridge, the re-routing
of I-5 traffic to the Fremont Bridge would move traffic more effectively
and remove the ugly nonsense along the east bank of the river. It
reminds me that San Francisco had an ugly two-layer ramp along the bay
that they could not decide to get rid off -- until an earthquake knocked

it down.

I know this has been argued before, but you are planning new
construction that is expensive and unnecessary. It will also cost a lot,
achieve nothing in expediting traffic, defers to another generation a
difficult decision, and preserves one of the ugliest developments in the
history of Portland.

Jim Wygant
7505 SE Reed College Pl.
Portland 97202

This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software.
www.avast.com


mailto:jrwygant@gmail.com
mailto:transportation@oregonmetro.gov

From: Joseph Stenger

To: RFFA
Subject: [External sender]Step 2. 82d Ave bicycle lane project
Date: Friday, April 4, 2025 4:29:37 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from an External source. Do not open links or attachments unless you know
the content is safe.

I tried several times to complete the survey questions on the 82d project, but the survey page
won’t accept the county name so I can’t submit my response. Clearly glitchy. Here is what I
want to say.

Rank 5/5
I live west of that area. I ride Prescott to the 205 multiuser trail but it does not feel safe! This

project will be terrific.
Any project that makes it safer for cyclists and walkers will get people out of cars, make
traffic flow quicker, reduce deaths and reduce tailpipe pollution.

Multnomah County.


mailto:joseph.stenger@gmail.com
mailto:RFFA@oregonmetro.gov

From: Summer Beanland

To: Summer Blackhorse
Subject: FW: [External sender]Sunrise Gateway Corridor Project
Date: Monday, April 14, 2025 2:44:56 PM

I think this might be for you.

Summer Beanland
Administrative Assistant
Office of the COO

My gender pronouns: she, her, hers.

Cell: 971-712-3792
Metro | www.oregonmetro.gov
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From: Trans System Accounts <transportation@oregonmetro.gov>
Sent: Monday, April 14, 2025 2:35 PM

To: Summer Beanland <Summer.Beanland@oregonmetro.gov>
Cc: Trans System Accounts <transportation@oregonmetro.gov>
Subject: RE: [External sender]Sunrise Gateway Corridor Project

Looks like another RFFA comment below

From: Roger Hough <rogerhough@houghteam.com>

Sent: Monday, April 14, 2025 2:26 PM

To: Trans System Accounts <transportation@oregonmetro.gov>
Subject: [External sender]Sunrise Gateway Corridor Project

content is safe.

CAUTION: This email originated from an External source. Do not open links or attachments unless you know the

As a longtime resident and real estate broker in the Happy Valley area, I’'m writing to express

my enthusiastic support for the Sunrise Gateway Corridor Project.

This is far more than just a transportation improvement — it’s a visionary investment in the
future of our region. The emphasis on placemaking, safe and accessible bike and pedestrian
pathways, increased connectivity between neighborhoods, and thoughtfully planned green
spaces will make a lasting, positive impact on both livability and economic opportunity in East

Clackamas County.


mailto:Summer.Beanland@oregonmetro.gov
mailto:Summer.Blackhorse@oregonmetro.gov
http://www.oregonmetro.gov/
mailto:rogerhough@houghteam.com
mailto:transportation@oregonmetro.gov

Our community is growing rapidly, and with that comes the responsibility to grow smart. This
project reflects a proactive approach to regional equity, safety, and sustainable infrastructure.
It can reduce congestion, expand multimodal transit options, and support job creation — all
while preserving the character and charm that makes Happy Valley such a desirable place to
live and work.

I strongly encourage your continued investment in this initiative and urge approval of the
funding to move the next phase of design forward. This is the kind of bold, thoughtful
planning our community needs — and deserves.

Thank you for considering this important step forward for our region.

Warm regards,

Roger Hough
Principal Broker

Roger Hough, Principal Broker with The Hough Team
Better Homes & Gardens Realty Partners, 12550 SE 93 Ave, #120 Clackamas 97015

M 503.516.5688 | O 503.698.6600 | RogerHough@HoughTeam.com
| www.HoughTeam.com

Licensed in Oregon and Washington


mailto:Rogerhough@HoughTeam.com
http://www.houghteam.com/

From: Rose Causey

To: Trans System Accounts
Subject: [External sender]Sunrise Gateway Corridor project
Date: Monday, April 14, 2025 4:52:16 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from an External source. Do not open links or attachments unless you know
the content is safe.

Re: Sunrise Gateway Corridor Project

I am in favor of improvements to Hwy 212, and I believe that it is urgently needed. It is a popular
highway in Clackamas County which connects from [-205 out east into the country north of Carver
all the way past Boring into Sandy. Traffic is quite backed up during rush hours am and PM from I-
205 to Damascus. It is difficult to turn onto from side streets. There should be improved lighting and
some room in the center with left turn lanes in it. Also, some sort of raised dividers to help prevent
traffic collisions. There has been loss of life on Highway 212 over the past few years due to head on
collisions. A bike path or sidewalk on the south side would be helpful. Dividers of some sort would
be good between left turn lanes between intersections.

Thank you for listening to concerned citizens of Oregon

Rose Causey



mailto:causeyr1440@comcast.net
mailto:transportation@oregonmetro.gov

From: Prad Shah

To: Trans System Accounts
Subject: [External sender]Sunrise Gateway Corridor/Highway 212 Project
Date: Monday, April 14, 2025 8:57:49 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from an External source. Do not open links or attachments unless you know
the content is safe.

I live in the Happy Valley area and enjoy the area very much. Schools, Park walking trails
throughout the area. The Sunrise corridor/Highway offers a unique opportunity for
development that would add a unique charm to the area, with some residences, some
community activity centers and walking trails. Presence of Adrien C. Nelson high school

presence offers a real livable community to the area.

I whole heartedly support the critical funding for the Sunrise Gateway corridor/Highway
project.

Sincerely,

Prad Shah


mailto:pssone7@gmail.com
mailto:transportation@oregonmetro.gov

From: Trans System Accounts

To: Summer Blackhorse; Georgia Langer
Subject: FW: [External sender]Support for the Sunrise Gateway Corridor funding
Date: Monday, April 14, 2025 12:59:52 PM

Hi Summer and Georgia!
This comment came into our general transportation in-box.

Thanks,
Jess

Jessica Martin
Administrative Supervisor
Planning and Development

Metro | oregonmetro.gov
600 NE Grand Ave.
Portland, OR 97232-2736
503-797-1918

From: Michael Eddy <mikeeddyl@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, April 14, 2025 12:57 PM

To: Trans System Accounts <transportation@oregonmetro.gov>

Subject: [External sender]Support for the Sunrise Gateway Corridor funding

CAUTION: This email originated from an External source. Do not open links or attachments unless you know the
content is safe.

JPACT and Metro Transportation,

| am submitting this in support of the Sunrise Corridor Gateway project, as itincreases multimodal
transportation options, helps create more jobs in the area, and protects and enhances the existing
neighborhoods in the region.

As a former long-time resident of Clackamas County (just above the corridor), | saw firsthand how
the area grew, yet struggled to improve as financial inputs were always constrained. It was always
disappointing that there were no easy access points to the Clackamas River, very few parks and
greenspaces and serious congestion. | am heartened to think that this funding may be the jumping off
point to some great improvements for the region.

| hope that this is just the first investment to improve the region.

Thank you for your consideration.


mailto:transportation@oregonmetro.gov
mailto:Summer.Blackhorse@oregonmetro.gov
mailto:Georgia.Langer@oregonmetro.gov

Mike Eddy



From: Shrestha, Bandana

To: Trans System Accounts

Cc: Triplett, Stacey; brett@hvhikers.com; JStasny@clackamas.us

Subject: [External sender]Support of the Sunrise Gateway Corridor, Highway 212
Date: Monday, April 14, 2025 6:18:39 PM

Attachments: image001.png

CAUTION: This email originated from an External source. Do not open links or attachments unless you know the
content is safe.

Dear Metro Transportation Team,

As a resident of Clackamas County who lives adjacent to and uses the Sunrise Gateway
Corridor in my everyday life and as the State Director for AARP Oregon, | am writing to strongly
encourage Metro to invest in the Sunrise Gateway Corridor/Highway 212. This investment is
crucial for enhancing the safety and accessibility of the corridor for all modes of transportation.
Furthermore, it will improve access to jobs, neighborhoods, transit options, and parks and
open spaces for our region.

| had the privilege of serving on the Metro Local Investment Team for Get Moving 2020, where
we heard from local residents, elected officials, and businesses and learned about the needs
and opportunities for improving safety and transit access in the Sunrise Corridor. This
experience brought home to me the importance of making strategic investments in this rapidly
growing area.

The Sunrise Gateway Corridor is one fastest-growing areas in the metro region and is expected
to continue growing with new homes, businesses, and residents. To support this growth and
ensure that itis the right type of growth, it is essential to make critical investments to ensure
this area remains a great place for people of all ages to live, work, and thrive. By investing in this
corridor, Metro will support families, foster economic development, and help to create a
community where people can age in place with the necessary transportation options, access
to amenities and supportive environments that enhance quality of life.

Thank you for considering this important investment.
Sincerely,

Bandana

Bandana Shrestha

State Director, AARP Oregon
Resident of Clackamas


mailto:BShrestha@aarp.org
mailto:transportation@oregonmetro.gov
mailto:striplett@aarp.org
mailto:brett@hvhikers.com
mailto:JStasny@clackamas.us

Oregon




Bandana Shrestha S 9§

(she/her, how to_pronounce my name)
State Director | AARP Oregon

1455 SW Broadway, Suite 1490
Portland, OR 97201

503-784-1789 (C) 1 503-513-7368 (O)
bshrestha@aarp.org

Book a meeting with me.

CONNECT WITH US:
aarp.org/or|Facebook |Twitter |YouTube|lnstagram |LinkedIn

i Oregon

Wise Friend. Fierce Defender.
Ageism is prejudice against our own future selves.

“Look closely at the present you are constructing. It should look like the future you are

dreaming.” Alice Walker


http://bit.ly/pronouncemyname
mailto:bshrestha@aarp.org
https://outlook.office.com/bookwithme/user/edaeff29d05b44d3bd671de5cace388a@aarp.org?anonymous&ep=plink
http://www.aarp.org/or
https://www.facebook.com/aarporegon
http://www.twitter.com/aarpor
https://www.youtube.com/user/AARPOregon/videos
https://www.instagram.com/aarporegon
https://www.linkedin.com/company/aarp-oregon/

g Hillsboro

April 21, 2025

Metro Council President Lynn Peterson
Metro Councilor Ashton Simpson
Metro Councilor Christine Lewis

Metro Councilor Gerritt Rosenthal
Metro Councilor Juan Carlos Gonzalez
Metro Councilor Mary Nolan

Metro Councilor Duncan Hwang

Metro Regional Center
600 NE Grand Avenue
Portland, OR 97232-2736

RE: Comments on Metro’s 2028-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 1A.1 Draft Bond Allocation
Dear Metro Council President Peterson and Metro Councilors:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback on the proposed 2028-30 Regional Flexible
Fund Step 1A.1 Draft Bond Allocation. The City of Hillsboro supports the proposed bond as an
opportunity to leverage federal and state funds, advance local and regional transit priorities,
and support building projects that meet our community's urgent transportation needs.

| am grateful and pleased to see the bond proposal would invest in the Tualatin Valley (TV)
Highway Safety and Transit Project — a collaborative multi-jurisdictional effort to make travel
safer, enhance transit rider experience, and improve service speed and reliability along this
well-traveled corridor. The TV Highway corridor supports one of the highest ridership bus lines
in the region, while serving many communities of color, limited English proficiency speakers,
and lower income communities. It is also a designated High Injury Corridor that desperately
needs investments to improve safety.

The bond package demonstrates strong regional support to leverage significant federal, state
and local funding. However, the draft bond allocation proposes $28 million dollars for the TV
Highway Safety and Transit Project instead of its requested $30 million dollars. | appreciate
that the proposed bond allocation strives to provide financial support to five regional projects.
Still, I must emphasize the need for the full requested regional contribution amount for the TV
Highway Safety and Transit Project.

Although the Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT) could fill the $2 million dollar
deficit, the uncertainty of those funds introduces many risks for the TV Highway Safety and
Transit Project in maintaining expected local funding contributions and in applying for federal
funding.

150 E Main Street, Hillsboro, Oregon 97123-4028 503.681.6100 Fax 503.681.6232 www.hillsboro-oregon.gov



Request: Revise the Metro proposal to include a full regional award amount of $30 million
dollars for the TV Highway Safety and Transit Project securing this project and our communities’
future.

Thank you for consideration, and | know that together we can advance our shared goal of
improving transportation safety and equity for everyone in our community.

Sincerely,

Mayor Beach Pace

cc: Councilor Olivia Alcaire
Councilor Kipperlyn Sinclair
Councilor Saba Anvery
Councilor Elizabeth Case
Councilor Rob Harris
Councilor Cristian Salgado

Page 2 of 2



From: Trans System Accounts

To: Summer Blackhorse

Subject: FW: [External sender]Support for Sunrise Gateway Project
Date: Monday, April 28, 2025 11:00:10 AM

----- Original Message-----

From: don smith <donsmith2269@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, April 28, 2025 10:35 AM

To: Trans System Accounts <transportation@oregonmetro.gov>
Cc: don smith <donsmith2269@gmail.com>

Subject: [External sender]Support for Sunrise Gateway Project

CAUTION: This email originated from an External source. Do not open links or attachments unless you know the
content is safe.

Hello,

I whole heartedly support the Sunrise Gateway Project. Parallel/alternative/main routes are desperately needed in
northern Clackamas County to relieve congestion, spread traffic out and provide a safe and fast route/avenue for
emergency services.

If Metro has its eye on increasing the population around the 212 corridor, then a balanced transportation system is
essential with adequate roads to prevent grid lock and move commerce.

Thank you,

Don Smith

11800 SE William Otty Rd
Happy Valley, OR 97086
503-730-0253
donsmith2269@gmail.com


mailto:transportation@oregonmetro.gov
mailto:Summer.Blackhorse@oregonmetro.gov

From: Diana Helm

To: Trans System Accounts
Subject: [External sender]RFFA and Sunrise Corridor
Date: Monday, April 28, 2025 8:45:58 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from an External source. Do not open links or attachments unless you know
the content is safe.

Hello JPACT Team,

The Sunrise Corridor/Hwy 212 Project is a worthy recipient of the Regional Flexible
Funds Allocation dollars. Jamie Stasney and her incredible team have done more
public outreach than any project | have witnessed or been involved in over the past
15 years.

Please allocate funds in Clackamas County, it's long overdue!

Thank you,
Diana

Diana Helm
503.522.6305


mailto:diana92960@aol.com
mailto:transportation@oregonmetro.gov

SWTrails PDX

Promoting walking and cycling in SW
Portland, OR

www.swtrails.org

Facebook @SwTrailsPortland

Follow @swtrailspdx

April 15, 2025
Dear RFFA Commuittee,

To appreciate the importance of the Hayhurst segment of the Red Electric Regional
Trail it is crucial to keep in mind that this neighborhood has very few sidewalks.
Only 14% of area streets have a sidewalk, making Hayhurst one of the
neighborhoods with the least sidewalk coverage in Portland.

This means that schoolchildren walk to Hayhurst Elementary School in the road,
alongside cars. And the problem will only become more urgent once the Raleigh
Crest development builds 263 new residences on the Alpenrose site.

Portland Parks & Recreation’s proposed RFFA project connects the Alpenrose site
to the elementary school and to Pendleton Park, and has the potential to become a
car-free, safe route to school for many young children.
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https://www.portland.gov/transportation/pbot-projects/lid-projects/documents/portland-street-surfaces-neighborhood-map/download
https://bikeportland.org/2024/11/25/hayhurst-neighborhood-backs-off-alpenrose-permit-appeal-391560
http://www.swtrails.org

The regional importance

The Red Electric Regional Trail will become a key connector for local, short
distance trips within and between the many neighborhoods it passes through. And
giving residents a safe way to walk across their neighborhoods is important! But
the bigger significance of the RERT is that it is regional. It will provide a 16-mile,
family-friendly walking and cycling route from Garden Home to the Willamette
River and downtown Portland. Heading the other direction, from Garden Home to
the south, trail users would be able to connect to Tigard’s Fanno Creek multi-use
Trail for a total 24-mile trip.

Because of this, both the Portland City Council and the Metro Council conferred
the trail with the “regional” designation in 2007 and 2008, respectively. The new
Raleigh Crest development of the Alpenrose site will be building a segment of the
Red Electric trail across their property. If Metro were to fund the Hayhurst/
Pendleton Park segment of the trail, the combined private public-private dollars
would anchor the western end of the Red Electric to the Fanno Creek Trail and
would be a gap-free extension of this walking and cycling path.

Equitable transportation

Finally, having a safe route to walk or roll would be transformative for those who
do not drive—children, the disabled, people living on low incomes and the elderly.
Because it is a multi-use path, the Red Electric Trail would be particularly helpful
to disabled people or others who rely on a scooter or other wheeled device. In this
way, the Red Electric multi-use path would reduce car trips and help non-drivers
achieve independence. Please keep in mind, the area does not have safe access to
the bus stops on Beaverton-Hillsdale Highway, Shattuck Road does not have a
sidewalk (and there was a pedestrian death crossing BHH at Shattuck a few years
back).

Evaluation scoring

One last comment about the evaluation report scoring. It is an impressive and
comprehensive set of criteria, and obviously Metro put a lot of work into
evaluating the projects. As we review the Red Electric scoring, we have some
comments which might clarify southwest’s existing conditions, several of which
seem invisible to this framework.

Residents of Southwest Portland live with a dearth of infrastructure—the area has
the least sidewalk coverage, the least number of planned bike routes that have


https://swtrails.org/trails/red-electric/

actually been built, and the worst bus coverage and frequency in Portland. Only
33% of our biggest roads, the collectors and arterials, have sidewalks.

SWTrails has built and maintains our 55 miles of trails as a safe alternative to
roads which lack basic infrastructure. The point is to avoid high crash corridors and
intersections where possible. The Hillsdale-Hayhurst segment of the Red Electric
Trail is a good example of this. It runs near, and parallel, to the Beaverton-
Hillsdale Highway high crash corridor, which has a bike lane, but no sidewalks.
Confident cyclists will ride on BHH—no one else will; the Red Electric offers
children and less confident riders the only alternative route.

The first several Safe System criteria don’t capture our reality of needing an

avoidance and safe alternative strategy, and a few other questions seem to be
evaluated incorrectly. (For example, MO4. “Does the project provide a safer

alternative to a high-crash location?” was scored 0.0) Our infrastructure is so
minimal that the need isn’t registering.

In closing

SWTrails has worked closely with the Portland Bureau of Transportation, PP&R
and Metro over the decades to make the Red Electric Regional Trail a reality. We
hope that Metro will continue to support this worthy project. Thank you for your
consideration.

Sincerely,

Lisa Caballero
Vice-President
lisac@me.com

Don Baack
Founder
donbaack@gmail.com

Milestones in the Red Electric Regional Trail project

1995-1997 Multimodal trail on the old red electric route conceived by SWTrails,

PP&R and Metro;
1998 PP&R receives funding from Metro for feasibility study;
2000 Urban Trails Plan adopted by Portland City Council (including Trail

2, a portion of the Red Electric route);


https://swtrails.org/
mailto:lisac@me.com

2007

2021

2022

2022

2024

The 1998 feasibility study results in this route being approved as a
multimodal regional trail by Portland City Council with subsequent
approval in 2008 by Metro Council. The “regional” status means the
route requires public right-of-way dedication from future development
along its length.

State Senator Ginny Burdick secures a $750,000 State grant, “covid
funding,” for PP&R to design a multi-use path along the Hayhurst
segment;

Red Electric Trail Pedestrian and Bicycle Bridge over the Fanno
Creek headwaters in Hillsdale opens. This multimodal bridge connects
Hillsdale business area with “Little Bertha” area immediately west of
Hillsdale — a key connection for the overall trail.

Metro recognizes the transportation potential of the Red Electric Trail
in its Regional Trails Prioritization Tool Report, ranking it “Very
High.”

Portland approves the Land Use plan for the Raleigh Crest
development. Includes design for the Red Electric multi-use path
across the property.



https://www.portland.gov/parks/news/2022/7/7/new-red-electric-bridge-now-open-southwest-portland
https://www.oregonmetro.gov/sites/default/files/2022/06/15/Metro%20Trails%20Prioritization_22020531_final.pdf

From: Trans System Accounts

To: Summer Blackhorse

Cc: Trans System Accounts

Subject: RE: [External sender]Support
Date: Monday, April 14, 2025 2:52:15 PM

And another!

From: kayduncan16@gmail.com <kayduncanl6@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, April 14, 2025 2:48 PM

To: Trans System Accounts <transportation@oregonmetro.gov>
Cc: Duncan, John <duncan@humnet.ucla.edu>

Subject: [External sender]Support

CAUTION: This email originated from an External source. Do not open links or attachments unless you know the
content is safe.

Hi My name is Kay Duncan and we live in the Happy Valley . when we found out that there is a Sunrise
Corridor Project along the Hwy 212, we were happy to find out there is an infrastructure plan to
improve the traffic along these neighborhood. Having improved transportation along 212 will improve
the Gridlock along the Sunnyside as well..

WE need infrastructure improvements as much as we can support and my husband John and | are all
for it and will do what we can.

Thank you

Kay & John
Duncan


mailto:transportation@oregonmetro.gov
mailto:Summer.Blackhorse@oregonmetro.gov
mailto:transportation@oregonmetro.gov

From: Trans System Accounts

To: Summer Blackhorse

Subject: FW: [External sender]Project ID CFP6 “Westside Trail Segment 1 - King City”
Date: Monday, April 14, 2025 7:53:50 AM

Attachments: 0952uk2n3a2tocpr2pvnl.png

Attachment D for ID CFP6 - westside trail master plan for King City Seament 1.pdf

Attachment C for ID CFP6 - WaCo Review of Kensington Square development.pdf

Attachment A for ID CFP6 - Excerpt from KT EW Alts Study Transp 2022 Appendix B regarding Fischer Road
extension traffic volume.pdf

Attachment B for ID CFP6 - Letter from Chuck Watson, Rivermeade Community Club (1).pdf

Attachment E for ID CFP6 - Westside Trail and Park Concept plan approved by City Council.pdf

Thank you,

Summer Blackhorse, (she/they)
Program Assistant Il

Support for Jean Senechal-Biggs, Manager, Resource Development
® Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program

® TransPort, Transportation System Management & Operations

® Regional Travel Options
°

Get There, Portland Metro Regional Network Administrator

Hours, 7:30 a.m. to 4 p.m. Monday through Friday
503-797-1757 to leave a message sent to my email
971-978-8789 cell phone

From: Gary Woods <garyjudywoods@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, April 13, 2025 5:44 PM

To: RFFA <RFFA@oregonmetro.gov>; Trans System Accounts <transportation@oregonmetro.gov>
Subject: [External sender]Project ID CFP6 “Westside Trail Segment 1 - King City”

CAUTION: This email originated from an External source. Do not open links or attachments unless you know the
content is safe.

To Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation

Here is the testimony for the April 17th meeting

Gary Woods
King City, Oregon
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Table 1 Segment 1: Tualatin River to SW Beef Bend Road

1A Tualatin River crossing

Design: three-span bridge with approach
ramp under 5% grade, steel/concrete
construction, 18’-wide bridge deck

Use: pedestrians, bicycles, equestrians
Jurisdiction: City of King City, City of
Tualatin

Length: 330’-long bridge plus 200’-long
north side ramp

Cost: $3,844,000

Priority: near term

Bridge crosses the Tualatin River west of the power
corridor; north approach ramp to be built within power
corridor; north ramp on piers to avoid impeding
floodwaters; connects to Ice Age Tonquin Trail and
Tualatin River Greenway Trail on south side of river and
to Segment 1 and King City Community Park on north
side; wildlife habitat features are to be included in

bridge design.

1B Tualatin River crossing to SW Beef Bend Road

Design: asphalt, 10’ to 12’ wide, up to 5%
grades; soil with gravel, 6’ to 8’ wide, up to
5% grades.

Use: pedestrians, bicycles, equestrians
Jurisdiction: City of King City

Length: 0.74 mile

Cost: $3,153,000

Priority: near term

Within power corridor; two parallel trails — one paved
multiuser, one equestrian; relatively flat corridor, no
switchbacks required; one wetland crossing requiring
boardwalk; trailhead at King City Park; prairie restoration
with wetland enhancement and restoration.

20
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AP WASHINGTON COUNTY
=y OREGON

Washington County Transportation Review
Kensington Square Preliminary Subdivision Application

Date: April 9, 2025
Jurisdiction: King City
City Application: LU-2024-07
County Application: CP2590901

City Contact: Maxwell Carter, City Planner
Phone: (971) 392-5869
Email:  mcarter@ci.king-city.or.us

County Staff: Tony Mills, Associate Planner
Phone: 503-846-3837
Email:  tony_mills@washingtoncountyor.gov

Site/Application Information
Existing Use: Low-density residential

Proposal: The applicant proposes subdividing four existing tax lots into + 87 lots for
future residential development.

Site Size: +7.16-Acres

Site Address: 13970 & 14060 SW Beef Bend Road, 16305 SW 137 Avenue

County Right-of-Way: SW Beef Bend Road

Washington County
Assessor’s Map(s): 2S116B, Tax Lots 800 and 1000 and 2S116BB, Tax Lots 2700 and 2701

Department of Land Use & Transportation - Planning and Development Services - Transportation Planning
155 N. First Avenue, Suite 350, MS 14 - Hillsboro, OR 97124-3072
phone: 503-846-3519
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ACRONYM DEFINITIONS:

“WCCO” means Washington County Code of Ordinances

“TSP” Washington County’s Transportation System Plan

“RDCS” means Washington County’s Road Design and Construction Standards

“CDC” means Washington County’s Community Development Plan

“AASHTO” means American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials

“ESAL” means Equivalent Single Axle Load
“MUTCD” means Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices
“ITE” means Institute of Transportation Engineers

“ORS” Oregon Revised Statute

COMMENTS AND DESIGN REQUIREMENTS

Consistent with ORS Chapters 368 and 810, these comments are intended to fulfill Washington County’s
role as the owner of public right-of-way impacted by a proposed development. The roadway subject to
the provided comments is confirmed to be under the jurisdiction of Washington County, as per county
road records, Washington County’s Transportation System Plan (TSP), and King City’s TSP.

Washington County’s roadway design comments are based on the County’s Transportation System Plan
(TSP) and Roadway Design Criteria Standards (RDCS). Resolution and Order 86-95 provides the basis for
determining when safety improvements are necessary.

Project Background

These comments address the Kensington Square preliminary subdivision application currently under
review by the City of King City as part of land use case file LU-2024-07. The proposed subdivision will
divide 7.16 acres currently occupied by four tax lots (Washington County Assessor’s Map 25116B, Tax
Lots 800 and 1000, and Map 25116BB, Tax Lots 2700 and 2701) into +87 lots for future residential
development. The development site has £515 linear feet of frontage along SW Beef Bend Road.

The current subdivision layout anticipates that the future lots will be accessed via a local street network
that ties into an intersection with SW 137th Avenue. SW 137th Avenue is currently a £ 22-foot-wide,
two-lane paved road that extends south from an intersection with SW Beef Bend Road, serving as the
only connection to the transportation network for approximately 40 existing dwellings in the area. King
City has identified SW 137th Avenue as a collector in their Transportation System Plan (TSP). Based on
the current design, all new traffic generated by the proposed subdivision will travel through the
intersection of SW 137th Avenue and SW Beef Bend Road.

Road Existing Conditions and Classifications

According to the most recent county survey (Survey Number: 31771), the right-of-way width for SW
Beef Bend Road varies substantially. Along the site’s frontage, the right-of-way is 58 feet wide, 25 feet
from the monumented centerline to the subject property boundary. SW Beef Bend Road transitions
from two to three lanes with a center turn lane to accommodate three offset intersections east of the
project site’s frontage.

The Functional Classification and Lane Number Designation Maps in Washington County’s TSP identify
SW Beef Bend Road as a 2-3 lane arterial roadway. A regional trail is planned to extend from the
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intersection between SW 137%™ and SW Beef Bend Road to the west across the frontage of the subject
project site.

According to the Functional Design Parameters for roadways provided in Table 3 of the Washington
County Transportation System Plan (TSP), arterial roads that are expected to be three lanes require a
minimum of 90 feet of right-of-way, which corresponds to the A-4 designation in the Roadway Design
Criteria Standards (RDCS).

Safety Hazard

The Transportation Impact Study, prepared by Lancaster Mobley and submitted as part of the proposed
subdivision, has been reviewed by Washington County traffic engineers to determine the impact of the
proposed development on the county right-of-way. These comments are consistent with the
Washington County TSP, Road Design and Construction Standards, and R&O 86-95.

The submitted application will establish a new subdivision with 87 lots for future residential dwellings.
As proposed, a local street network will connect the future lots to the existing roadway system via a
single intersection with SW 137™ Avenue.

SW 137th Avenue is the only outlet for an existing neighborhood of low-density, single-detached
dwellings. Currently, the road has a single connection point to the larger transportation network
through an intersection with SW Beef Bend Road. According to the TIS, the proposed subdivision will
add +624 daily vehicle trips to SW 137%™ Avenue, directly impacting its intersection with SW Beef Bend
Road.

R&O 86-95 defines the impact area of a specific development where the applicant may be responsible
for improvements, and it categorizes safety hazards as existing or predicted. According to Appendix B,
Section A of R&O 86-95, existing hazards refer to those identified on the Safety Priority Index System
List, and predicted hazards can be identified as locations where safety improvements are warranted.
The impact area is defined under Section A as road links where site-generated traffic equals or exceeds
10 % of the existing average daily traffic.

The TIS did not analyze the current traffic volume on SW 137th Avenue. However, based on the existing
development pattern of single-detached dwellings that use SW 137" Avenue for access, the current
traffic volumes on SW 137th Avenue are unlikely to exceed 6,240 vehicle trips. Therefore, the additional
624 trips produced by the proposed subdivision would exceed the 10% threshold used to define an
impact area in R&0O 86-95.

Per R&O 86 95, Appendix B, Section D.2.2.2, warranted improvements are considered a predicted
hazard. Subsection 2 specifies that left turn lanes at intersections within an impact area may be
regarded as a predicted hazard safety improvement, provided volume warrants indicate the need for an
improvement.

Based on the information provided in the applicant’s Traffic Impact Study (TIS) and analysis by
Washington County’s traffic engineering team, the additional vehicle trips generated by this subdivision
warrant a dedicated left turn lane for westbound traffic at the intersection of SW Beef Bend Road and
SW 137t Avenue.

The intersection between SW 137" Avenue and SW Beef Bend Road is one of three offset intersections
within a +400-foot stretch of SW Beef Bend Road. SW Colyer Way and SW Peachtree Drive intersect on
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the north side of SW Beef Bend Road, located west and east of the SW 137™ Avenue intersection. The
SW Colyer Drive intersection is to the west, and the SW Peachtree Drive intersection is approximately
150 feet to the east. An existing two-way center-left turn lane, extending between the two
intersections, allows eastbound and westbound traffic to make left-turning movements onto the
respective streets.

Based on the expected left-turning PM peak volumes and 85 percentile speed, the dedicated left-hand
turn lane's total required length (taper and turn lane) is 240 feet.! This exceeds the 150-foot distance
between the intersections of SW 137th Avenue and SW Peachtree Drive with SW Beef Bend Road.
Therefore, the current alignment of the SW 137" Avenue and SW Beef Bend Road intersection cannot
safely accommodate the increased westbound traffic from SW Beef Bend Road, which is making left-
turning movements onto SW 137" Avenue.

The county understands that resolving the issues at this intersection may not be feasible as a part of this
project. The County Engineer may be willing to support a Design Exception to establish an interim access
consistent with the access management provisions in Washington County’s TSP. This option would
provide the proposed subdivision direct access onto SW Beef Bend Road until the existing intersection is
improved and can safely accommodate additional traffic.

Any improvements to existing county facilities will require a Washington County Facility Permit. The
County Engineer must approve designs that deviate from the county’s Road Design and Construction
Standards through the Design Exception process.

! Washington County’s Road Design and Construction Standards, Section 15.08.320.050 determines the
design requirements for a dedicated left-turn lane.
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Washington County Facility Permit Requirements
I. GENERAL REQUIREMENTS

A. Permit Requirements

1.

A Facility Permit is required for all improvements within Washington County’s right-of-
way. Facility Permits must follow the submittal requirements outlined in WCCO, Title
15.08.210.

An early access permit is required for site work where construction traffic will utilize the
county’s right-of-way.

Submit a construction access and traffic circulation/control plan.

Construction access will be from the city’s right-of-way. No rural properties can be used
for construction staging.

Per WCCO, Title 15.08.3.40.070, and CDC Section 501-8.5.B(4), new private driveway
entrances onto an arterial road are restricted. In cases where access to an arterial road is
necessary, a design exception may be submitted to the county engineer for review.
Applications for a design exception must conform to the submittal requirements in
WCCO, Title 15.08.220.020.2. Applicants are required to demonstrate that the request
conforms to the review criteria in Title 15.08.220.020 of the WCCO.

Provide a Pavement Report prepared by a Professional Engineer. The report will include
recommendations for new full-depth pavement and/or pavement repair for existing
roadway sections affected by the project. The report shall include but is not limited to
the following recommendations: Existing pavement condition analysis, Grind and
Inlay/Overlay, pavement repair, “Wet Weather” pavement construction, ESAL
calculations, AASHTO pavement design calculations, soil classification, modulus, and
laboratory test results.

B. Improvements

1.

New impervious areas that expand beyond the UGB boundary must follow rural drainage
practices.

Impacts to private driveways on neighboring properties shall be considered when
creating new intersections, including offsets that could result in unsafe ingress/egress
turning movements within the right-of-way.

Existing driveways within the project site's boundary that provide access to SW Beef
Bend Road will be closed.

According to WCCO, Title 15.08.340.110, retaining walls supporting private property are
not permitted within the right-of-way.

Construction activity that impacts existing survey monuments in the right-of-way shall
conform to the standards in WCCO, Title 15.08.310.020. Any new survey monuments
within the right-of-way shall follow the requirements in WCCO, Title 15.08.310.030.
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6. Coordinate with private property owners and the Postmaster General to relocate
mailboxes as needed.

C. Utilities

1. Per WCCO, Title 15.08.340.160.1, Dry utilities should be located outside the paved road
where feasible. Underground utilities intended to provide direct service to adjacent
properties with future connection shall not be located within the paved section of a
constructed road unless approved by county staff. To reduce impacts on infrastructure, it
is generally preferred that utilities be located outside of the right-of-way whenever
possible.

2. Above-ground utilities shall meet the minimum clear zone requirements in WCCO Title
15.08.320.070.

3. Wet utilities shall be designed in accordance with the relevant service provider’s
requirements, and the county engineer shall review their potential impacts on the
roadway.

4. When locating lighting and signal poles, the contractor shall coordinate with Portland
General Electric and the Bonneville Power Administration to confirm the required
clearance distances from power lines and other equipment.

PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF A PUBLIC IMPROVEMENT OR EQUIVALENT PERMIT BY THE
CITY OF KING CITY

Submit to Washington County Public Assurance Staff: A completed "Design Option”
form (original copy), the City’s Notice of Decision (NOD), and the County’s Revised
Letter dated April 9t", 2025.

$ 28,000 Administration Deposit.

NOTE: The Administration Deposit, a cost-recovery account, is used to pay for County services provided to the developer, including
plan review and approval, field inspections, as-built approval, and permit processing. This deposit is an estimate of the cost of these
services. If, during the project, the Administration Deposit account is running low, additional funds will be requested to cover the
estimated time left on the project. If there are any unspent funds at project closeout, they will be refunded to the applicant. Any point
of contact with County staff can be a chargeable cost. If project plans are incomplete or do not comply with County standards and
codes, costs will be higher. There is a charge to cover the cost of every field inspection. Costs for enforcement actions will also be
charged to the applicant.

Electronic submission of engineering plans, geotechnical/pavement reports,
engineer’s estimates, final sight distance certifications, and the “Engineer’s Checklist”

(Appendix E of County Road Standards) for the construction of the following public
improvements.
NOTE: Improvements within the ROW may require relocation or modification to permit the construction of public improvements. All

public improvements and modifications shall meet current County and ADA standards. Public improvements that do not meet County
standards shall submit a design exception to the County Engineer for approval.

A. SW Beef Bend Road
1. Half Street Improvements

a. Half-street improvements along SW Beef Bend Road shall meet the minimum
standards for the A-4 designation in Exhibit 1 of Washington County’s Road Design
and Construction Standards. This includes at least 45 feet of right of way to
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accommodate 12-foot travel lanes and a 6-foot bike lane. The county will defer to the
city’s conditions regarding facilities beyond the curb line. City requirements may
exceed the county’s minimum standards.

Road design shall be completed per the standards outlined in WCCO, Title 15.08.320.

Bikeways shall be designed in accordance with Washington County’s Bike Toolkit. The
minimum standards are outlined in WCCO Title 15, Section 8.340.010. Exceeding the
minimum requirements to provide safer facilities is encouraged.

Sidewalks shall be designed to meet the minimum requirements in WCCO, Title
15.08.340.060. Designs that exceed these minimum requirements to satisfy the
standards provided by the local land use authority are allowed. However, the county
engineer will be the final authority regarding design and safety concerns.

Pedestrian facilities must comply with the ADA Design Standards specified in the
memo titled "Clarification of Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) Design Standards,"
signed by the County Engineer on May 26, 2022.

Street lighting and conduit shall be installed along the site’s SW Beef Bend Road’s
frontage. Each fixture shall include a shield, which shall be installed in accordance
with the applicable requirements in WCCO, Title 15.08.350.

Washington County will defer to the local land use authority regarding landscape
design requirements within the right-of-way. If landscaping is not required,
Washington County’s minimum design standards will apply. Plantings must follow the
specific installation requirements in WCCO, Title 15.08.340.130.3.

2. Interim Access Intersection (optional)

a.

Submit a Design Exception form in accordance with WCCO Title 15.08.350.040
justifying the need for an interim direct access onto an arterial roadway.

Intersections shall meet the minimum intersection design requirements in WCCO,
Title 15.08.320.

The intersection design may incorporate turn lanes consistent with the
recommendations in the Traffic Impact Analysis, provided that the applicable
warrants are met. Additional improvements may be required when indicated by a
supplemental warrant analysis.

Intersections must meet the minimum illumination standards in WCCO, Title
15.08.350.030.4.

Striping and signage must meet the Oregon MUTCD standards and any applicable
Washington County standards.

Submit a Preliminary Sight Distance Certification and mitigation for the intersection
Road.

3. Dedication of Right-of-Way

a.

Right-of-way dedication shall be incorporated on the final plat submitted to the
Washington County Survey Office for final review.

Department of Land Use & Transportation - Planning and Development Services * Transportation Planning

155 N. First Avenue, Suite 350, MS 14 - Hillsboro, OR 97124-3072
phone: 503-846-3519
website: www.washingtoncountyor.gov/lut - email: lutplan@washingtoncountyor.gov





b. Dedication resulting in a minimum of 45 feet right-of-way from the monumented
centerline on the south side of SW Beef Bend Road.

c. Additional right-of-way shall be provided as needed to permit the construction of city
and county public improvements and ensure accessibility for future maintenance.

d. Dedication at intersections with county roads shall extend to the curb return of the
intersecting road.

lll.  PRIOR TO CERTIFICATE OF OCCUPANCY

A. Either afinal plat or dedication deed incorporating the necessary right-of-way dedication to
accommodate all public improvements shall be recorded with Washington County.

B. Washington County shall complete and accept all road and frontage requirements,
including final sight distance certification for any intersections affected by work within the
right-of-way.

Please contact Tony Mills, Associate Planner, at 503-846-3837 or by email at
tony mills@washingtoncountyor.qgov with any questions.

Cc: Road Engineering Services
Traffic Engineering Services
Assurances Section
Transportation File
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East/West Circulation Alternatives Transportation Analysis
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Realign 137th Avenue and Peachtree Drive with Signal

This alternative is illustrated in the figure below. Analysis of the alternative revealed that it would
successfully meet County operational standard of V/C= 0.99 in the 2040 PM peak hour. The worst
movement (westbound through/right) at the intersection is estimated to have a v/c ratio of 1.00 but the
overall intersection is estimated to have a v/c ratio of 0.96 (using quick output from HCM 2000). This
scenario would meet the County’s standard.
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5.8 Fischer Road Improvement Needs

Table 20 presents a summary of 2040 Average Daily Traffic projections on three of the approach legs for
the intersection of Fischer Road with 131 Avenue. These projections were prepared for both the
Alternative 1, 2 and/or 3 South scenarios or the No Direct Connection scenario and compares the
projections with existing daily volumes. ADT estimates were based on the PM peak hour projections
prepared as part of the Alternatives Analysis and rely on a K factor reflecting the relationship between
daily and peak hourly counts as observed on Fischer Road near OR 99W.

As indicated in the table, Fischer Road is currently estimated to carry about 7,000 daily vehicles east of
the intersection with 131°t Avenue, and about 6,400 vehicles on 131 Avenue north of Fischer Road.
Existing traffic patterns on these two streets include a relatively heavy movement between Fischer and
1315t Avenue to/from the north. This movement includes motorists making a cut-through maneuver
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East/West Circulation Alternatives Transportation Analysis

from Beef Bend Road to/from OR 99W south of Fischer Road as this pathway is shorter and quicker than
using the intersection of Beef Bend Road with OR 99W. Existing daily traffic volumes on Fischer Road
west of 131% Avenue average about 1,800 vehicles.

As further illustrated in the table, traffic volumes are expected to increase on either Fischer Road or
131 Avenue with the two Kingston Terrace east/west alignment alternatives, with an approximate
4,000 daily vehicle difference between the two scenarios on either Fischer Road or 1315 Avenue. While
the expected increases are significant, they are anticipated to affect the intersection of Fischer Road
with 131°t Avenue regardless of scenario. It is recommended that this intersection be signalized as signal
warrants are expected to be met.

Table 20. Comparison of Fischer Road Volumes

2040 ADT with Alternatives 2040 ADT with No Direct
1, 2 or 3 South (with Fischer Connection (No Fischer

Location 2021 ADT Connection) Connection)

R st
Fischer Road east of 131 7,000 12,900 8,900
Avenue

st i

131°* Avenue north of Fischer 6,400 5,800 9,800
Road

. st
Fischer Road west of 131 1,800 8,600 1,900
Avenue

The east/west alignment alternatives that include a direct connection to Fischer Road would see a
substantial increase in daily traffic along the segment of Fischer Road to the west of 131 Avenue,
growing from approximately 2,000 ADT to over 8,000 ADT.

Fischer between 131t and 137" Avenues has a 61-foot wide right of way and a 36-foot curb-to-curb
width which includes on-street parking. There are very few driveways along this street segment and
relatively few intersecting streets. Analysis conducted of the existing roundabout at 136" Avenue
indicates that it is expected to continue to operate acceptably with this traffic growth. Consideration will
need to be given to the provision of bicycle facilities through this corridor which could be developed as a
bike lane couplet placing westbound bicyclists on Fischer Road (and restricting on-street parking to one
side of the street) and eastbound bicyclists on King Lear Way (a parallel street to the south) where such
an opportunity is available. Complete removal of on-street parking could occur between King Lear Way
and 131°* Avenue because the parking demand and usage is much lower than further west. Pedestrian
crossings could continue to be provided at the intersections of Fischer Road with 136" Avenue and King
Lear Way/134™ Terrace.
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Letter from Chuck Watson, Rivermeade Community Club
April 12, 2025

To: Portland Metro
(Attn: Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation)
From: Chuck Watson, President, Rivermeade Community Club

| am the President of a small Community Club, consisting of 57 home sites, adjacent to the
western edge of King City, Oregon. Our community club is a registered 501(c)(7) organization
and wholly own a park at the end of our singular street.

Recently, a private citizen of King City brought to my attention that King City has plans to extend
Montague Way Road (through the existing power lines separating King City and our park) up to
the physical boundary of our park for purposes of extending said road through our park into our
neighborhood, at some point in the future. Currently we are unincorporated Washington County.
This person also explained King City was in the process of requesting funds for this future
project. This sounds like a road to nowhere.

This is why | am writing this letter.

1. King City has not once mentioned this potential intrusion of our organization/neighborhood. |
found this information out from a conversation with an individual, not a government official or
employee. | find this insulting and unprofessional.

2. If King City makes the decision to build this road and “stub it out” until a future date, there is
no chance our community will be more accepting of selling our private land/park. Not one
member of the Rivermeade Community Club wants to sell or lose our park. King City,
Washington County, Metro,...whomever; will have to use the very unpopular process of
“‘eminent domain” to “steal” our land from us.

3. Our Community Bylaws state if a landowner sells their property to a developer to be
subdivided, the new owners and residents of the said property, release any right to vote or have
use of this park. They no longer are members of the Rivermeade Community Club. So, time
is not something that will soften the sentiment. Once again, “eminent domain” is the only way
King City currently or in the future will acquire the park abutting to the “road to nowhere *.

Rivermeade Community Club is not against growth. Are we against wasteful use of government
resources and our own tax dollars to fund projects that don’t make sense?...you bet.

Chuck Watson
Chuckles737@hotmail.com
(503)347-8573












Brate: Apri 13, 2025

Toc Joint Policy Advisory Committea on Transportation
Emailed to: (afBoreqonmelio oo

And

transportationBoregonmetio.gov

Fram: Gary Woods
Ruesident of King City

Regarding: Project ID CFPE "Westside Trail Segment 1 - King City”

The RFFA Step 2 application for this project contained emors and omissions. | believe it is
important for Metro to have accurale information before making a decision on which projects
recehve funding,

Summary

The errors and omisskons ane:

1.

i

Metro.pdf
dropbox.com

The grant application omits King City's plan to ‘stub’ the Capulet and Fischer
Road extensions, and lo not complete the connection with SW 137th Avenue until
soma tima in the future.

Ling 41 states ° This project includes the sireed connections from SW Capulel Lane, SW
Montague Way, and 5W Fischer Rd." King City stall have told the King City City
Caouncil, and the community, thal the Connections to 137t will nol be made untl the
imgrovemants to SW 137th Avenue (bo colecior status). The improverments to 137t are
identified in the King City TSP project list as “Unconstrained Tier 3 -the last phase of
projects to be implemented, should additional funding become available.”

The Wesiside Trail Layout (Grant Exhibit A) shows that the exiension of SW Montague
‘Way is stubbed. The future connection that is shown is through a park owned by
Rivermeade Community Club, 8 501 (e)7) organization thal is wigoiously opposed 1o
King City building a road through thesr community park,

It i not @ responsibhe use of the grant funds bo build roads that will not be connected
until some unidentified time, likely many years in the future.

The grant application states all property sellers are "amenable’. This is not true.,

The Edgewater on the: Tualstin HOA owng approximately 30% of the property covensd
by this project. | Ive in Edgewater and have been talking with many of my neighbors.
The: Edgewater HOMA is not ‘amenable’ bo $eliing their property 1o King City, In fact, this
is vary controversial. King city staff knew this when thay wrobe the grant application.


https://www.dropbox.com/scl/fi/0952uk2n3g2tocpr2pvnl/Metro.pdf?rlkey=r20ekb0phkub1dibvbnm4hh31&st=gm340a9x&dl=0
https://www.dropbox.com/scl/fi/0952uk2n3g2tocpr2pvnl/Metro.pdf?rlkey=r20ekb0phkub1dibvbnm4hh31&st=gm340a9x&dl=0
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Realign 137th Avenue and Peachtree Drive with Signal

This alternative is illustrated in the figure below. Analysis of the alternative revealed that it would
successfully meet County operational standard of V/C= 0.99 in the 2040 PM peak hour. The worst
movement (westbound through/right) at the intersection is estimated to have a v/c ratio of 1.00 but the
overall intersection is estimated to have a v/c ratio of 0.96 (using quick output from HCM 2000). This
scenario would meet the County’s standard.
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5.8 Fischer Road Improvement Needs

Table 20 presents a summary of 2040 Average Daily Traffic projections on three of the approach legs for
the intersection of Fischer Road with 131 Avenue. These projections were prepared for both the
Alternative 1, 2 and/or 3 South scenarios or the No Direct Connection scenario and compares the
projections with existing daily volumes. ADT estimates were based on the PM peak hour projections
prepared as part of the Alternatives Analysis and rely on a K factor reflecting the relationship between
daily and peak hourly counts as observed on Fischer Road near OR 99W.

As indicated in the table, Fischer Road is currently estimated to carry about 7,000 daily vehicles east of
the intersection with 131°t Avenue, and about 6,400 vehicles on 131 Avenue north of Fischer Road.
Existing traffic patterns on these two streets include a relatively heavy movement between Fischer and
1315t Avenue to/from the north. This movement includes motorists making a cut-through maneuver
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from Beef Bend Road to/from OR 99W south of Fischer Road as this pathway is shorter and quicker than
using the intersection of Beef Bend Road with OR 99W. Existing daily traffic volumes on Fischer Road
west of 131% Avenue average about 1,800 vehicles.

As further illustrated in the table, traffic volumes are expected to increase on either Fischer Road or
131 Avenue with the two Kingston Terrace east/west alignment alternatives, with an approximate
4,000 daily vehicle difference between the two scenarios on either Fischer Road or 1315 Avenue. While
the expected increases are significant, they are anticipated to affect the intersection of Fischer Road
with 131°t Avenue regardless of scenario. It is recommended that this intersection be signalized as signal
warrants are expected to be met.

Table 20. Comparison of Fischer Road Volumes

2040 ADT with Alternatives 2040 ADT with No Direct
1, 2 or 3 South (with Fischer Connection (No Fischer

Location 2021 ADT Connection) Connection)

R st
Fischer Road east of 131 7,000 12,900 8,900
Avenue

st i

131°* Avenue north of Fischer 6,400 5,800 9,800
Road

. st
Fischer Road west of 131 1,800 8,600 1,900
Avenue

The east/west alignment alternatives that include a direct connection to Fischer Road would see a
substantial increase in daily traffic along the segment of Fischer Road to the west of 131 Avenue,
growing from approximately 2,000 ADT to over 8,000 ADT.

Fischer between 131t and 137" Avenues has a 61-foot wide right of way and a 36-foot curb-to-curb
width which includes on-street parking. There are very few driveways along this street segment and
relatively few intersecting streets. Analysis conducted of the existing roundabout at 136" Avenue
indicates that it is expected to continue to operate acceptably with this traffic growth. Consideration will
need to be given to the provision of bicycle facilities through this corridor which could be developed as a
bike lane couplet placing westbound bicyclists on Fischer Road (and restricting on-street parking to one
side of the street) and eastbound bicyclists on King Lear Way (a parallel street to the south) where such
an opportunity is available. Complete removal of on-street parking could occur between King Lear Way
and 131°* Avenue because the parking demand and usage is much lower than further west. Pedestrian
crossings could continue to be provided at the intersections of Fischer Road with 136" Avenue and King
Lear Way/134™ Terrace.
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Letter from Chuck Watson, Rivermeade Community Club
April 12, 2025

To: Portland Metro
(Attn: Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation)
From: Chuck Watson, President, Rivermeade Community Club

| am the President of a small Community Club, consisting of 57 home sites, adjacent to the
western edge of King City, Oregon. Our community club is a registered 501(c)(7) organization
and wholly own a park at the end of our singular street.

Recently, a private citizen of King City brought to my attention that King City has plans to extend
Montague Way Road (through the existing power lines separating King City and our park) up to
the physical boundary of our park for purposes of extending said road through our park into our
neighborhood, at some point in the future. Currently we are unincorporated Washington County.
This person also explained King City was in the process of requesting funds for this future
project. This sounds like a road to nowhere.

This is why | am writing this letter.

1. King City has not once mentioned this potential intrusion of our organization/neighborhood. |
found this information out from a conversation with an individual, not a government official or
employee. | find this insulting and unprofessional.

2. If King City makes the decision to build this road and “stub it out” until a future date, there is
no chance our community will be more accepting of selling our private land/park. Not one
member of the Rivermeade Community Club wants to sell or lose our park. King City,
Washington County, Metro,...whomever; will have to use the very unpopular process of
“‘eminent domain” to “steal” our land from us.

3. Our Community Bylaws state if a landowner sells their property to a developer to be
subdivided, the new owners and residents of the said property, release any right to vote or have
use of this park. They no longer are members of the Rivermeade Community Club. So, time
is not something that will soften the sentiment. Once again, “eminent domain” is the only way
King City currently or in the future will acquire the park abutting to the “road to nowhere *.

Rivermeade Community Club is not against growth. Are we against wasteful use of government
resources and our own tax dollars to fund projects that don’t make sense?...you bet.

Chuck Watson
Chuckles737@hotmail.com
(503)347-8573
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Washington County Transportation Review
Kensington Square Preliminary Subdivision Application

Date: April 9, 2025
Jurisdiction: King City
City Application: LU-2024-07
County Application: CP2590901

City Contact: Maxwell Carter, City Planner
Phone: (971) 392-5869
Email:  mcarter@ci.king-city.or.us

County Staff: Tony Mills, Associate Planner
Phone: 503-846-3837
Email:  tony_mills@washingtoncountyor.gov

Site/Application Information
Existing Use: Low-density residential

Proposal: The applicant proposes subdividing four existing tax lots into + 87 lots for
future residential development.

Site Size: +7.16-Acres

Site Address: 13970 & 14060 SW Beef Bend Road, 16305 SW 137 Avenue

County Right-of-Way: SW Beef Bend Road

Washington County
Assessor’s Map(s): 2S116B, Tax Lots 800 and 1000 and 2S116BB, Tax Lots 2700 and 2701

Department of Land Use & Transportation - Planning and Development Services - Transportation Planning
155 N. First Avenue, Suite 350, MS 14 - Hillsboro, OR 97124-3072
phone: 503-846-3519
website: www.washingtoncountyor.gov/lut - email: lutplan@washingtoncountyor.gov




ACRONYM DEFINITIONS:

“WCCO” means Washington County Code of Ordinances

“TSP” Washington County’s Transportation System Plan

“RDCS” means Washington County’s Road Design and Construction Standards

“CDC” means Washington County’s Community Development Plan

“AASHTO” means American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials

“ESAL” means Equivalent Single Axle Load
“MUTCD” means Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices
“ITE” means Institute of Transportation Engineers

“ORS” Oregon Revised Statute

COMMENTS AND DESIGN REQUIREMENTS

Consistent with ORS Chapters 368 and 810, these comments are intended to fulfill Washington County’s
role as the owner of public right-of-way impacted by a proposed development. The roadway subject to
the provided comments is confirmed to be under the jurisdiction of Washington County, as per county
road records, Washington County’s Transportation System Plan (TSP), and King City’s TSP.

Washington County’s roadway design comments are based on the County’s Transportation System Plan
(TSP) and Roadway Design Criteria Standards (RDCS). Resolution and Order 86-95 provides the basis for
determining when safety improvements are necessary.

Project Background

These comments address the Kensington Square preliminary subdivision application currently under
review by the City of King City as part of land use case file LU-2024-07. The proposed subdivision will
divide 7.16 acres currently occupied by four tax lots (Washington County Assessor’s Map 25116B, Tax
Lots 800 and 1000, and Map 25116BB, Tax Lots 2700 and 2701) into +87 lots for future residential
development. The development site has £515 linear feet of frontage along SW Beef Bend Road.

The current subdivision layout anticipates that the future lots will be accessed via a local street network
that ties into an intersection with SW 137th Avenue. SW 137th Avenue is currently a £ 22-foot-wide,
two-lane paved road that extends south from an intersection with SW Beef Bend Road, serving as the
only connection to the transportation network for approximately 40 existing dwellings in the area. King
City has identified SW 137th Avenue as a collector in their Transportation System Plan (TSP). Based on
the current design, all new traffic generated by the proposed subdivision will travel through the
intersection of SW 137th Avenue and SW Beef Bend Road.

Road Existing Conditions and Classifications

According to the most recent county survey (Survey Number: 31771), the right-of-way width for SW
Beef Bend Road varies substantially. Along the site’s frontage, the right-of-way is 58 feet wide, 25 feet
from the monumented centerline to the subject property boundary. SW Beef Bend Road transitions
from two to three lanes with a center turn lane to accommodate three offset intersections east of the
project site’s frontage.

The Functional Classification and Lane Number Designation Maps in Washington County’s TSP identify
SW Beef Bend Road as a 2-3 lane arterial roadway. A regional trail is planned to extend from the
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intersection between SW 137%™ and SW Beef Bend Road to the west across the frontage of the subject
project site.

According to the Functional Design Parameters for roadways provided in Table 3 of the Washington
County Transportation System Plan (TSP), arterial roads that are expected to be three lanes require a
minimum of 90 feet of right-of-way, which corresponds to the A-4 designation in the Roadway Design
Criteria Standards (RDCS).

Safety Hazard

The Transportation Impact Study, prepared by Lancaster Mobley and submitted as part of the proposed
subdivision, has been reviewed by Washington County traffic engineers to determine the impact of the
proposed development on the county right-of-way. These comments are consistent with the
Washington County TSP, Road Design and Construction Standards, and R&O 86-95.

The submitted application will establish a new subdivision with 87 lots for future residential dwellings.
As proposed, a local street network will connect the future lots to the existing roadway system via a
single intersection with SW 137™ Avenue.

SW 137th Avenue is the only outlet for an existing neighborhood of low-density, single-detached
dwellings. Currently, the road has a single connection point to the larger transportation network
through an intersection with SW Beef Bend Road. According to the TIS, the proposed subdivision will
add +624 daily vehicle trips to SW 137%™ Avenue, directly impacting its intersection with SW Beef Bend
Road.

R&O 86-95 defines the impact area of a specific development where the applicant may be responsible
for improvements, and it categorizes safety hazards as existing or predicted. According to Appendix B,
Section A of R&O 86-95, existing hazards refer to those identified on the Safety Priority Index System
List, and predicted hazards can be identified as locations where safety improvements are warranted.
The impact area is defined under Section A as road links where site-generated traffic equals or exceeds
10 % of the existing average daily traffic.

The TIS did not analyze the current traffic volume on SW 137th Avenue. However, based on the existing
development pattern of single-detached dwellings that use SW 137" Avenue for access, the current
traffic volumes on SW 137th Avenue are unlikely to exceed 6,240 vehicle trips. Therefore, the additional
624 trips produced by the proposed subdivision would exceed the 10% threshold used to define an
impact area in R&0O 86-95.

Per R&O 86 95, Appendix B, Section D.2.2.2, warranted improvements are considered a predicted
hazard. Subsection 2 specifies that left turn lanes at intersections within an impact area may be
regarded as a predicted hazard safety improvement, provided volume warrants indicate the need for an
improvement.

Based on the information provided in the applicant’s Traffic Impact Study (TIS) and analysis by
Washington County’s traffic engineering team, the additional vehicle trips generated by this subdivision
warrant a dedicated left turn lane for westbound traffic at the intersection of SW Beef Bend Road and
SW 137t Avenue.

The intersection between SW 137" Avenue and SW Beef Bend Road is one of three offset intersections
within a +400-foot stretch of SW Beef Bend Road. SW Colyer Way and SW Peachtree Drive intersect on
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the north side of SW Beef Bend Road, located west and east of the SW 137™ Avenue intersection. The
SW Colyer Drive intersection is to the west, and the SW Peachtree Drive intersection is approximately
150 feet to the east. An existing two-way center-left turn lane, extending between the two
intersections, allows eastbound and westbound traffic to make left-turning movements onto the
respective streets.

Based on the expected left-turning PM peak volumes and 85 percentile speed, the dedicated left-hand
turn lane's total required length (taper and turn lane) is 240 feet.! This exceeds the 150-foot distance
between the intersections of SW 137th Avenue and SW Peachtree Drive with SW Beef Bend Road.
Therefore, the current alignment of the SW 137" Avenue and SW Beef Bend Road intersection cannot
safely accommodate the increased westbound traffic from SW Beef Bend Road, which is making left-
turning movements onto SW 137" Avenue.

The county understands that resolving the issues at this intersection may not be feasible as a part of this
project. The County Engineer may be willing to support a Design Exception to establish an interim access
consistent with the access management provisions in Washington County’s TSP. This option would
provide the proposed subdivision direct access onto SW Beef Bend Road until the existing intersection is
improved and can safely accommodate additional traffic.

Any improvements to existing county facilities will require a Washington County Facility Permit. The
County Engineer must approve designs that deviate from the county’s Road Design and Construction
Standards through the Design Exception process.

! Washington County’s Road Design and Construction Standards, Section 15.08.320.050 determines the
design requirements for a dedicated left-turn lane.
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Washington County Facility Permit Requirements
I. GENERAL REQUIREMENTS

A. Permit Requirements

1.

A Facility Permit is required for all improvements within Washington County’s right-of-
way. Facility Permits must follow the submittal requirements outlined in WCCO, Title
15.08.210.

An early access permit is required for site work where construction traffic will utilize the
county’s right-of-way.

Submit a construction access and traffic circulation/control plan.

Construction access will be from the city’s right-of-way. No rural properties can be used
for construction staging.

Per WCCO, Title 15.08.3.40.070, and CDC Section 501-8.5.B(4), new private driveway
entrances onto an arterial road are restricted. In cases where access to an arterial road is
necessary, a design exception may be submitted to the county engineer for review.
Applications for a design exception must conform to the submittal requirements in
WCCO, Title 15.08.220.020.2. Applicants are required to demonstrate that the request
conforms to the review criteria in Title 15.08.220.020 of the WCCO.

Provide a Pavement Report prepared by a Professional Engineer. The report will include
recommendations for new full-depth pavement and/or pavement repair for existing
roadway sections affected by the project. The report shall include but is not limited to
the following recommendations: Existing pavement condition analysis, Grind and
Inlay/Overlay, pavement repair, “Wet Weather” pavement construction, ESAL
calculations, AASHTO pavement design calculations, soil classification, modulus, and
laboratory test results.

B. Improvements

1.

New impervious areas that expand beyond the UGB boundary must follow rural drainage
practices.

Impacts to private driveways on neighboring properties shall be considered when
creating new intersections, including offsets that could result in unsafe ingress/egress
turning movements within the right-of-way.

Existing driveways within the project site's boundary that provide access to SW Beef
Bend Road will be closed.

According to WCCO, Title 15.08.340.110, retaining walls supporting private property are
not permitted within the right-of-way.

Construction activity that impacts existing survey monuments in the right-of-way shall
conform to the standards in WCCO, Title 15.08.310.020. Any new survey monuments
within the right-of-way shall follow the requirements in WCCO, Title 15.08.310.030.
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6. Coordinate with private property owners and the Postmaster General to relocate
mailboxes as needed.

C. Utilities

1. Per WCCO, Title 15.08.340.160.1, Dry utilities should be located outside the paved road
where feasible. Underground utilities intended to provide direct service to adjacent
properties with future connection shall not be located within the paved section of a
constructed road unless approved by county staff. To reduce impacts on infrastructure, it
is generally preferred that utilities be located outside of the right-of-way whenever
possible.

2. Above-ground utilities shall meet the minimum clear zone requirements in WCCO Title
15.08.320.070.

3. Wet utilities shall be designed in accordance with the relevant service provider’s
requirements, and the county engineer shall review their potential impacts on the
roadway.

4. When locating lighting and signal poles, the contractor shall coordinate with Portland
General Electric and the Bonneville Power Administration to confirm the required
clearance distances from power lines and other equipment.

PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF A PUBLIC IMPROVEMENT OR EQUIVALENT PERMIT BY THE
CITY OF KING CITY

Submit to Washington County Public Assurance Staff: A completed "Design Option”
form (original copy), the City’s Notice of Decision (NOD), and the County’s Revised
Letter dated April 9t", 2025.

$ 28,000 Administration Deposit.

NOTE: The Administration Deposit, a cost-recovery account, is used to pay for County services provided to the developer, including
plan review and approval, field inspections, as-built approval, and permit processing. This deposit is an estimate of the cost of these
services. If, during the project, the Administration Deposit account is running low, additional funds will be requested to cover the
estimated time left on the project. If there are any unspent funds at project closeout, they will be refunded to the applicant. Any point
of contact with County staff can be a chargeable cost. If project plans are incomplete or do not comply with County standards and
codes, costs will be higher. There is a charge to cover the cost of every field inspection. Costs for enforcement actions will also be
charged to the applicant.

Electronic submission of engineering plans, geotechnical/pavement reports,
engineer’s estimates, final sight distance certifications, and the “Engineer’s Checklist”

(Appendix E of County Road Standards) for the construction of the following public
improvements.
NOTE: Improvements within the ROW may require relocation or modification to permit the construction of public improvements. All

public improvements and modifications shall meet current County and ADA standards. Public improvements that do not meet County
standards shall submit a design exception to the County Engineer for approval.

A. SW Beef Bend Road
1. Half Street Improvements

a. Half-street improvements along SW Beef Bend Road shall meet the minimum
standards for the A-4 designation in Exhibit 1 of Washington County’s Road Design
and Construction Standards. This includes at least 45 feet of right of way to
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accommodate 12-foot travel lanes and a 6-foot bike lane. The county will defer to the
city’s conditions regarding facilities beyond the curb line. City requirements may
exceed the county’s minimum standards.

Road design shall be completed per the standards outlined in WCCO, Title 15.08.320.

Bikeways shall be designed in accordance with Washington County’s Bike Toolkit. The
minimum standards are outlined in WCCO Title 15, Section 8.340.010. Exceeding the
minimum requirements to provide safer facilities is encouraged.

Sidewalks shall be designed to meet the minimum requirements in WCCO, Title
15.08.340.060. Designs that exceed these minimum require