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Welcome and Announcements
Co-Chair Karen Williams welcomed all participants. Project Manager Karl Lisle introduced
Sallie Edmunds who is taking over the Central City Manager position. Sallie introduced
Debbie Bischoff who is the new River Planner with Central City team. Sallie said that Debbie
is taking on river planning for both sides of the river (West and SE Quadrants).
Debbie briefly discussed the Willamette River Central Reach Working Group which is part of the
Central City 2035 Plan. While the group won’t reinvent the wheel on planning for the Willamette
River, they will review comments already received that focus on the river to help inform and
assist the SAC in the development of the Central City Plan. Debbie said that this group is open
to anyone and they are seeking membership now. She then reviewed the handout on the
working group including upcoming events such as the two day Central Reach Workshop on
December 4th and 5th and follow-up meeting in the Spring of 2014.
Susan Anderson, BPS Director, thanked everyone for coming. She recognizes that it’s hard to
continue to come to these meetings especially when many of the SAC members sit on multiple
committees. She reminded SAC members to continue to come to her if they have questions
and/or concerns.
Schedule and Event Updates
Karl briefly reviewed the schedule and upcoming events including an Open House Thursday,
October 24. He said the Open House will be casual – people can come and go anytime - and
will not include a formal presentation. The concept maps will be available for community review
and feedback. He said there is also an online feedback form on the project website available
now through Friday, November 1. He said there will be at least one more SAC meeting
November 18 to discuss concept layers before diving into more detail at the subdistrict level.
There may be an additional SAC meeting on December 16 if the group is not able to get through
all of the material at the November meeting. [Note: the December 16 meeting will occur]
Overview of Agenda
Kirstin Greene, Facilitator, reviewed the agenda. She said we hope to get through
presentations and discussion on the remaining concept layers tonight. We will quickly go
through the map layers to refresh your memory. We want to know if these maps make sense
and if the ideas are communicated correctly. As there are several folks present who plan to
speak, public comment will be at 6:40 pm instead of 8:15 pm as shown on the agenda.
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ACTION: Approval of Meeting Summary
Kirstin asked SAC members if they had any corrections or comments on the meeting summary.
There were none. Kirstin asked SAC members to provide any changes via email and that the
SAC Meeting #6 summary will be considered final on Friday and posted to the website.
Draft Quadrant-Wide Concept Layers:
Karl gave a brief overview of the Attractions and Special Places Layer; Street and Development
Character Layer; Open Space Layer; and Green Systems Layer. More detailed information
about each layer can be found in the Concept Development Workbook from SAC #6. The full
presentation can be viewed on the project website here:
http://www.portlandoregon.gov/bps/article/468141.
SAC discussion follows by layer.
Attractions and Special Places
Patricia Gardner: If we are looking forward 20 years, what happens? The retail core is
institutionally what is there, not taking it into the future. There needs to be extra push forward
such as capping at the south end, capping at Burnside. In general, this is not pushing us
forward 25 years. We need to think bigger, more broadly.
John Russell: This is a comment I have made before, but the Willamette Greenway is
interrupted and its value is diminished. A removable bridge at the Zidell properties would
enhance the value of the entire greenway.
Valeria Ramirez: The Keller Auditorium is missing. It is currently an orphan. It is an economic
engine that is not leveraged very well. It needs to be connected to the river and Hawthorne
Bridge.
Jessica Engelmann: Two fountains that a lot of people come to are the ones in Jamison
Square and Director Park. Particularly in the summer, kids are being driven in to visit these
parks. At least at a subdistrict level, these need to be on the map.
Keith Liden: Since you have some districts and destinations on the map that are outside of our
study area (i.e. Washington Park) then Terwilliger Park needs to be included.
Patrick Gortmaker: The Japanese American Historical plaza needs to be included. It is
significant to the district and the people.
Lew Bowers: The intersection of Broadway and Burnside is a significant intersection that is
underdeveloped and underutilized. Note the axis of where they come together.
Patricia Gardner: I think it is worthwhile going back and looking at the existing Central City
Plan. The plan should be about what we are going to do in the future, not an outline of what we
have today. I’m just trying to push all of us to think about this as a roadmap for the future.
Lew’s example is a great example that we haven’t talked about a lot. There are other
opportunities that I would stress to get on the table. This is a 25-year vision for the future.
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Staff: Great comments. We are updating a plan that has really worked for the most part. It will
be a mix of what is working; what we want to build on; and what is new.
Bob Salinger: I would like to see something that highlights the salmon in a major way down at
Waterfront Park such as a fish window and some sort of nature restoration effort. We are on a
migratory corridor. There is nothing down there to connect people to the ecology of the river.
There has been a lot of talk about access and beaches, but this is a big juncture for wildlife.
Also, people are coming from all over the world to see the green infrastructure in Portland.
They want to see eco-roofs. We should have a premier high up eco-roof or roof-top park that
people can access.
Dan Petrusich: I think there is an opportunity for JELD-WEN Field. Unless there is a soccer
game there isn’t much going on there. We need to make it more active more of the time.
Karen Williams: The daylighting of Tanner Springs Park was an example of such a move and
the attention toward Centennial Mills.
Jeanne Galick: We have Tom McCall Waterfront Park, but we are missing an opportunity if we
don’t look at the southern stretch of the river going to the South Waterfront. We could put the
fish window down on the greenway. We need to build on that southern part of the waterfront.
Jessica Engelmann: If we are looking into the future, capping is a really big deal and we
should think of if as more of a place than just a cover. The idea of a Jefferson Main Street area
and capping I-405 go hand in hand.
Lew Bowers: We should show the Post Office. It is a huge piece of property, unique and
deserves its own design and focus. Call it out as a future attraction.
Kirstin asked the SAC members if they were in general agreement with the specific directions
and comment. There were no objections.

Street and Development Character layer
Karl introduced the concept map and opened the discussion.
Katherine Schultz: Do you see any of these streets being two types of streets? With Naito
Parkway we are trying to encourage pedestrian activity so maybe it would be a hybrid, such as
a boulevard with more retail.
Staff: Yes, we want to encourage as much activity down there as possible. The retail corridor
could become both types of streets. Ankeny is an example. Flexible streets can be all types of
things.
Jim Gardner: Looking at the south end of Park Blocks to the bridge, it appears to be a heavy
green line that represents civic flexible. What I have heard though is that the part up by I-405
would essentially be a trail and not a street.
Staff: We were trying to raise the profile of the loop with the heavy green line. But yes, that is
probably a trail.
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Jim Gardner: I would like to suggest that 4th and Burnside be a critical intersection. It has the
potential to be significant.
John Russell: The Morrison Bridge head is different than any of the others. It has street
connections and two ramps. At least the north ramp is held to be extraneous because you can
take a right on 2nd and a right on Stark. It is a real obstruction. The southern ramp is necessary
for the Fire Bureau to get to the east side. Washington and Alder are blocked at 1st and 2nd
Avenues.
Dan Petrusich: It is hard to get to the river through the bridge. No way to do it without some
pedestrian connection to the river. There are three blocks that are blocked off. Hawthorne had
this problem at one point. I recommend we add this as a key intersection. You have to look at
pedestrian connections at the bridgehead.
Keith Liden: There should be a specific street type designation for the streets connecting to
the Morrison and Hawthorne bridges such as 4th, 5th and 6th Avenues that are major gateways in
and out of downtown. We need to be more deliberate about the character that we are trying to
establish where we enter and exit the Central City. How much do we want to emphasize
connections with Washington Park? We need to be more deliberate with the routes out there
(i.e. Jefferson Street).
Marvin Mitchell: We are missing something by not extending the retail core where it takes a
right turn to the stadium. It is very walkable and pedestrian friendly and there are opportunities
for retail later. Yamhill and Morrison are very nice for walking. It gets a little ugly for a block or
so up near the stadium, but it’s a great straight shot to the river from the stadium, especially if
we cap the I-405.
Staff: There was some push back at the charrette on this. When we get deeper in the Goose
Hollow conversation we can come back to that.
Jessica Engelmann: I agree that the exit and entrance streets need to be called out. The
couplet between Market and Clay is really important. If you are walking those streets they get
clogged up with cars and it diminishes your experience. We need to be intentional about trees
etc. What happens to the streets on the map that are not labeled? It seems we need more
colored streets on the map.
Staff: Today they are all sort of not colored. We are not giving up on the uncolored streets on
the map, we just want to focus and be more intentional about certain streets. We can highlight
more at a sub-district level.
Karen Williams: We really need to think about what a boulevard street is and its effects. The
center divider on NE MLK, Jr. Blvd took away parking which some people felt impaired
development of retail on the street. We need to come up with a thoughtful definition about what
is beautiful, what is functional and how they work together.
Jeanne Galick: Going again to South Waterfront Area, if people are walking from PSU, how
are they going to access the pedestrian bridge? I would like to see building setbacks considered
with large trees in front of the buildings rather than in the street or sidewalk.
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Bob Salinger: We talk about green streets more aesthetically than functionally. They do have
a functional role such as stormwater drainage. I would like to see BES be involved. We need to
look at it as more scientific rather than just aesthetics.
Brian Emerick: More thought needs to be given to 1st Avenue between Oak and Yamhill
Streets. Light rail runs there, there is no vehicle traffic and it is a strange pedestrian cutoff.
Patricia Gardner: On the east side of I-405 the concept has been that there are stronger
streets regarding retail. I almost want you to take off all the red on the downtown core and only
concentrate on the blue and the green. The Pearl District has retail everywhere. Do we need
the red at all to the east side of the freeway? We need flexible definitions of what is happening
on the ground level. It’s confusing to treat this as a neighborhood core.
Staff: Outside of the small area that is the busiest in downtown core, our assumption is that we
cannot support retail on every street.
Sean Hubert: I agree with this. Signage is also an issue. If you are going to focus on having
boulevards in the Central City we need to update our sign code with more flexibility.
Staff: We have a few things in the code that try to encourage bigger lights and signs in certain
areas (SW Broadway is an example).
Katherine Schultz: I support some of the things that you are trying to do. There is confusion
about where the retail district is downtown especially if you are a visitor. You have your big
hubs but where else is it? How do you connect that old core back to the Pearl District? I find
the stronger red lines confusing. I think the gray is ok, because we are trying to emphasize
these things, but why is there so much focus up to the north.
Patricia Gardner: The yellow splotch captures what you’re trying to do. I think we should focus
on the yellow and get rid of the red lines and it will be a lot clearer.
Cori Jacobs: I think you need to have retail defined. We have been trying to define it
downtown for the last four years. In the Pearl there is no particular retail street, but you need to
define it more with things like signage.
Jason Franklin: I agree with Patty. We should make it all mixed use and focus on the big
moves. Don’t dilute it with all types of things going on. Instead take those off and be very
deliberate about what is important and why. What is the purpose of each and is it more
important than that. We need to focus on which investments are we going to make.
Karen Williams: This is a great conversation but it makes me step back and wonder what the
use of the map is. Is it going to inform more detailed work later? Does this inform how goods
move through the city? Does it inform how we are going to decide where to put green streets
that work with the waste water targets? If we are focusing on concentrations of use – then
having the red makes sense as it informs future steps in the process. Perhaps it’s too much red,
and instead we should use them more carefully.
Lew Bowers: Essentially showing the streets that we want to concentrate retail does not mean
others won’t have retail. Retail will be spread throughout, but in the Pearl we need to change
the zoning to where we want to concentrate the retail. Reality hasn’t matched the map that we
did before.
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Jim Gardner: In purely mapping terms, even in the Pearl, we needed focused policies and
investments to strongly encourage retail development. There should be a few big red ones.
Don’t try to define neighborhood retail, just Central City. Keep big lines and get rid of the small
ones.

Open Space and Parks Layer
John Russell: Connections between the Halprin Parks are not called out.
Jeanne Galick: Years ago I was working on North Macadam Plan. The goal was to have the
main focus on the greenway be natural resources and habitat. Please make the whole
greenway green colored on the map. With the proposed building height, are we really planning
enough parks and open space to support that type of density? Looking out 25 years, we need
to figure out how to get more parks and open spaces in the central core. Vancouver BC has
taken streets and made them into little parks and has also created vertical parks, on roof tops
etc.
Jason Franklin: Park Blocks are great, but are in serious need of a refresh. There hasn’t been
a real serious look at the Park Blocks in a while. We need to reflect that. Also, the map on the
waterfront doesn’t match what is sketched on the other side. Uses of Waterfront Park and how
those change throughout the year need to be reflected in addition to natural resource
enhancement.
Patricia Gardner: Of course we need to look at caps like San Francisco and Barcelona, but
don’t forget underneath the freeway from Johnson Street north. This is a great opportunity for
expansion as the freeway gets really tall. Thinking about the city three dimensionally should be
institutionalized. We should consider parks on different levels.
Paddy Tillett: We need to think about Naito and access to Waterfront Park. When the master
plan was being done we could not get frequent crossing to the park because it was a
designated truck-way. It is absurd that we have a truck-way dividing a park and downtown.
O’Bryant Square needs to be looked at as its function and potential have changed enormously.
Karen Williams: Twenty years ago we did stuff for the salmon on the Willamette. It’s a desert
for the fish. We need to put in water habitat for these fish. We can build a resting and rearing
area in the Willamette. There are currently miles of desert that the fish go through and this
should be part of our grand vision.
Keith Liden: The connection between Jefferson and Washington Park is something that we
need to look at more seriously. You have a light colored line on Jefferson. There is an entrance
into the park off of Jefferson if you go under the bridge. Riding your bike on Salmon is really
nasty as it is steep with a lot of traffic. Jefferson could be pretty good for bike access and could
almost be a couplet.
Kirstin called for any additional comments or clarifications. There were none.
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Green Systems
Karl introduced this concept map and opened discussion.
Hermann Colas: I see BDS is trying to do a lot with the new sewer line, etc. There are a lot of
other committees and agencies connected to the 2035 Central City Plan that are adjacent to us.
We don’t build the infrastructure. We need to be connecting with the other agencies.
Staff: We have a technical advisory committee with people from all sorts of agencies. Your
point is a good one, we don’t build any of this – others are responsible for implementation.
Bob Salinger: City Council adopted a resolution to promote bird safe buildings and night sky. I
would like to see something about promoting ecologically friendly buildings and also minimizing
light pollution.
Katherine Schultz: I see a few things missing. Is there a greater stormwater system plan that
needs to be highlighted? The reactor at Center for Health and Healing is meant to be tied into
other buildings. What is the thought process for identifying future eco-districts?
Staff: We have had a lot of district energy opportunity sites in the last few years – Rose
Quarter being one. Climate action planning is happening to capture waste heat and use it
elsewhere. We have found that it is harder to retrofit into our existing system/city than it is to
create opportunities with new construction. District energy is in there but maybe there are not
as many opportunities as we thought. A few examples are OHSU and the post office site. If
there are other opportunity sites let us know – sites with major institutions, or areas with quite a
bit of new construction that mix both residential and commercial development.
Katherine Schultz: What about solar on parking garages? Are there areas that we haven’t
captured all the opportunities?
Patricia Gardner: Conway comes to mind as an obvious place for district energy. Solar is
much easier than most of these systems. People are leasing roofs of entire neighborhoods in
residential areas. A majority of roofs in downtown core are flat. The downtown core as a solar
district would be great.
Karen Williams: We should look at Philadelphia’s alternative wastewater plan. They solved
their problem with a decade long or more plan for wastewater treatment that involved a lot of
green treatments throughout the whole city. My sense is that these on our map are above a
concept for planning purposes, inviting a great deal more discussion to think about what would
actually work. I am most comfortable with the SAC saying that this is really not representative
of enough thinking to be adopted as a concept plan, but raises more issues that require more
research.
Bob Salinger: I would like more detail on climate change mitigation measures. We haven’t
talked about landscapes that are more adaptable during flooding.
Steve Pinger: I-405 is the elephant in the room here and is not showing up as significantly as it
shows up in the environment. Where is the Health and Environment Policy Area Map
transcribed into these concept maps – in particular air quality?
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Staff: Bits and pieces have gone into the various concept layer maps. We can take another
look at that.
Jeanne Galick: What about eco-roofs and green-walls as another system. They should be
included in overall policy and what we are working towards looking into the future. Another
consideration for what should be pursued.
Staff: We can take a look at that in the subdistricts and potentially add this to the full Central
City.
Kirstin asked for any additional comments or clarifications. There were none.

Public Comment
Wendy Rahm: A copy of Wendy’s comments on building height can be found as an attachment
to this summary. She is also frustrated by the lack of time to comment during the SAC meetings.
Cathy Galbraith: At the last meeting, I was looking at the notes and there were a number of
hesitancies from the SAC members and staff would say we would come back to that. I am
presuming that we will be coming back to those things at the November meeting. We should be
examining new historic districts and unprotected individual buildings in Skidmore Old Town,
Japantown and 13th Avenue. Also, I am concerned that there is an alternative Old Town Plan
that PDC is developing. Why are there two parallel plans happening at the same time? Perhaps
staff can tell us more about that at the next meeting. During the last meeting there was
discussion about opportunity sites in Skidmore / Old town. The National Park Service wrote to
the city and asked why are you not concerned about protecting assets? Finally, I found the
development and height discussion from Greg Goodman and Patricia Gardner very informative.
I learned a lot from listening to you both. But our experience is different than the Pearl District’s
with developers not building to the maximum. We are experiencing demolition projects and they
are building to the maximum.
Suzanne Lennard: First, I would like a clarification about the image on page 6. Morrison and
Yamhill are reflected as a proposed pedestrian area, but there has been no discussion on this.
Staff: The sketch is the notion of trying to elevate the retail core. This one does make it look
like it is essentially pedestrian, but it is really making it a visible and understandable retail core.
This is conceptual at this point; it is not the plan. These blocks are a singular place together.
Suzanne Lennard: Thank you. That is a relief to me. I have spent 35 years studying
pedestrian areas and how to make them successful. Pedestrian zones try to be too creative
and then they fail. We do not have enough necessary elements to make them successful and I
don’t think you would be able to make them successful this large. You can have more
pedestrian friendly areas without going the whole way and closing traffic 12 hours of the day.
Michael Mehaffy: A copy of Michael’s comments on building heights can be found as an
attachment to this summary.
Jacqueline Peterson: I will reserve my thoughts about heights until next month. In looking at
the map on page 13 of the booklet you can see that as with the West End, Old Town and
Chinatown have no parks. If we are thinking about adding student housing, multi-use, retail,
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etc., to this neighborhood we will need parks. On the Attractions and Special Places Map, I
don’t know that the SAC has had much to say about entertainment districts. We have not
focused on the potential economic and cultural significance of the neighborhood, but instead the
entertainment district on the map. I don’t think this has been adopted and is not permanent. I
would like you to consider if it belongs on this map and think about its relevance to the Central
City.

Presentation of Draft Quadrant-Wide Transportation Concept Layers
Mauricio Leclerc gave an overview of the Transportation Concept Layers. He reviewed the
handout and maps from the SAC #7 packet. The full presentation can be viewed on the project
website here: http://www.portlandoregon.gov/bps/article/468141.
SAC discussion follows, beginning with the Transit maps.
John Russell: I made a suggestion earlier to eliminate the north auto and pedestrian ramp on
the Morrison Bridge. The ramp duplicates the street system.
Staff: It is difficult for a large freight truck to make that right on 2nd and right on Stark. The
MLK viaduct has created a new connection for freight. We will begin to explore that with the SE
Quadrant Plan.
John Russell: The difficult right turn onto Stark could be solved by eliminating the parking right
there.
Staff: It is quite a constraint from a network perspective. There are a lot of hurdles, but we
support the idea.
Sean Hubert: Going back to the retail core conversation, how do the transportation strategies
line up with the downtown retail core? What is the city’s role with handling the bike part of the
conversation – biking to retail? How do we set those targets? Most people shopping are going
to want to drive in and out. How can transit strategy align with this downtown retail core?
Staff: The strategy has been to provide smart parks and visitor parking that supports the retail
core and not long term commuter parking. As the area develops we can do market studies to
show if there is a deficiency of parking. If not, we are not allowed to add more. We are thinking
of new ideas. There are thousands of spaces that go underutilized right now. Moving forward it
would be nice to provide flexible spaces such as residential at night, retail during the day.
Staff: The Central City Plan, NE Quadrant, this plan and now SE Quadrant Plan are
considering a sharing strategy that would allow a higher utilization of parking spaces in the
Central City. Today, many spaces are empty at certain times of the day. Allowing and
encouraging more shared-use of parking spaces would increase efficiency and reduce
development cost. This is a big idea.
Jessica Engelmann: I would like to see something about access to transit stops in the guiding
principles. It is somewhat highlighted in the pedestrian section, but it goes beyond that. It can
be difficult to get to the transit resources. West of I-405 it is hard to get to the resources east of
the freeway.
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Staff: We can modify this.
Keith Liden: How do transit areas relate to the street character that we were talking about
earlier? Transit areas need to be pleasant places to be as well. Connecting these pieces is
important.
Staff: The pedestrian map connects places and helps us to identify where these places are.
We will work on pinning that down more.
Patricia Gardner: I appreciate that Glisan and Everett are listed as transitways but they only
have one bus line serving them today. They don’t work right now as transit streets. We think of
transit as the streetcar. If that is the only transit that we have in the Pearl, then any effort to
make it better would be a good idea.
Staff: The idea is that by having fewer streets be transit streets then you should have more
than one line on those streets. We can do better. Currently we have the streetcar loop that is in
place. Any expansions to this will reinforce it. The more lines connected to it the better it will
be.
Patricia Gardner: In general, thinking 25 years in the future, it strikes me that the most
important maps are transit, pedestrian and bicycle and the least is motor vehicle. We have
never really capitalized on what that means. Go into bicycle or pedestrians districts and you
can’t feel it. We should put money into the systems that work in the downtown core.
Steve Pinger: Broad question about bullet “encourage placing transportation modes onto
different streets…” makes sense on the top, but all modes would want to be on the same street
except freight. Bicycle, pedestrian, transit all want to be on the same street along with vehicles.
Staff: It would be nice to have some major arterials but not all of them. With limited space in
the right-of-way it is hard. In other areas of town, you can move the bicycles onto more quiet,
less busy streets. To the extent that we can do that we will be better off. We are trying to avoid
putting them all together the best we can.
Katherine Schultz: Maybe it is identified on one of the maps, but we need to identify parking
deficiencies. I would like to see the city do it intelligently. Map out where you believe that it is
so that we can start to map it out.
Staff: Yes, it’s a tough issue. We are trying to do this and will give it more thought.
John Russell: The Skidmore / Old Town Historic District does not have a deficiency in parking,
but too bad the parking is in surface lots. It seems like as infill sites are developed you will have
parking deficiencies. It would be helpful to have a centralized parking structure in that
subdistrict.
Jim Gardner: The map shows Barbur and Naito as transitways and they are not really. Maybe
you mentioned that it’s only indicated as a transitway because of the potential of the Southwest
Corridor transit idea.
Staff: It’s just a reflection of the idea that there are multiple alignment options for future transit
service in that area.
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Jim Gardner: Another option is a tunnel to OHSU and that has to come out in downtown
somewhere.
Brian Emerick: Considering the idea that 40% of the public spaces are the streets, using
textured streets to define a district could be valuable. Pine Street has cobble stone under the
asphalt. We could look at excavating the old streets out.
Lew Bowers: Transit is essential and we have to increase the modal split. But at the same
time we have to bring our parking system into the 20th century. Use it 24/7 – integrated public,
private parking. If you don’t know where parking is then you end up driving around and
polluting. All parking should be paid. Get them off the surface and into buildings. There is a
whole bunch of technology out there, get it into the parking structure. Perverse incentive that
transportation bureau is paid for by parking. We need to look at parking separately.
Valeria Ramirez: I’m curious why Portland hasn’t adopted the vertical rack system that you see
in other cities?
Dan Petrusich: Cost is a factor.
Katherine Schultz: There are three buildings that we have designed that have them in it. They
can be 2 or 3 high.
Staff: They are not necessarily cheaper. There are some in the city, but we have heard some
issues about everybody coming at the same time and wanting to use them, which creates a line
up.
Valeria Ramirez: I have to say that I’m not a fan of parking structures. I think it is part of the
problem of the dead zone in the south downtown area. Also, I know it’s not a popular topic, but
parking is too cheap in this city. If you go to Seattle you pay four times as much for parking.
Hermann Colas: Lew touched on what I think. The reason we are looking at not having cars in
the city at all is based on the environment. Electric cars are on their way and they will still need
a place to park. Inter-modal transportation is an aspect that we are not paying attention to in
terms of technology. Street lights all over the place, but those are only for automobiles. I think
we need to look into what kind of ways we can get lighting systems, security lighting systems to
accommodate everything that we are trying to accomplish.
Jane Yang: A lot of people come here to work but don’t live here because the cost of living is
too high. If we are going to think about raising the cost of parking it will affect the people
working here but living outside of downtown. We need to develop carpooling policies. Not
everybody can bike. We have a lot of people on the road with empty seats.
Karen Williams: Broadway cannot be everything to everybody. It seems to be a place where
we are trying to put everything. Trying to turn onto or off Broadway in a vehicle with bicycles
and pedestrian traffic is difficult. The mix of uses creates congestion and safety issues.
Susan Anderson then raised a challenge for SAC members. One of the things that we have
done for 40 years is think a lot about the structural changes we need to make around roads,
bike ways etc., but how do we change behaviors? How can we use what we have rather than
build build build? We don’t have enough money for transit. Should the city somehow be paying
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for transit, should the County or private agencies do it? Real challenge is to think about political
changes, financial tools or behavioral changes to get the same out of what we have.

Public Comment
Steve Oppenheim: I have owned a small business on east side of town since 1977. I was
involved in the First Central City Plan. At that time one of the primary goals of the group was to
keep Portland from becoming a dead zone like Dallas, Texas. Please try to make Portland a
live city throughout the day and night. One of the things in listening about parking and getting
people out of cars that we need to consider is event parking. It’s like a mini-rush hour in different
parts of the city.
Kirstin asked in the interest of time if there were comments on any of the other maps.
Jeanne Galick: I have one comment on motor vehicle map. You have a big star around the
Ross Island Bridge. We have a plan in place, the South Portland Circulation Study, to address
much of the problem of this congestion and it would open up a lot of potential for residential
development and businesses. I would really like you guys to look at it again. It is a major
problem down there. Land use is addressed down there and opens up the potential acreage for
development.
Staff: That plan has been updated to the North Macadam Strategy. We need to form a
partnership with ODOT to look at this area together. It’s a win-win. We want to be consistent
with that plan, but we need to work on implementable solutions with ODOT.
Cori Jacobs: You have Morrison listed as a bikeway. I’m not sure how you would do this.
There is a lot going on there now.
Jane Yang: We should consider ways to attract more diversity. It is really hard to get diverse
people to come to Portland. Chinatown could be more fabulous.
Keith Liden: On the motor vehicle map, I hope that part of the conversation about the freeway
and I-405 is the effect it has on the local streets. Some are used essentially as a cloverleaf to
get around. Looking at the guiding principles, for pedestrians there is a specific comment about
dealing with barriers. You sort of say it on the bike piece but you don’t really say it. Please
reinforce the big barriers like I-405.
Co-chair Karen Williams thanked everyone for coming and for thinking so hard and so well.
The meeting adjourned at 8:23 pm.
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Revised Public Comment
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Suzanne Lennard: Thank you. That is a relief to me. I have spent 35 years studying
pedestrian areas and how to make them successful. Successful pedestrian zones
require the presence of many different elements. In the US there have been many
efforts to create pedestrian zones and most have failed because they were based on
a model of a pedestrian shopping mall: the range of building uses were too narrow,
they did not have an adjacent residential population so the streets became dead at
night, the street facades did not provide enough diversity, there were not enough
open and active building uses in the evening, not enough diversity and interest in
the scale of the urban spaces, no semi‐enclosed places that invited people to linger,
and often the scale of the buildings was too large, etc., etc. I would hate Portland to
spend a lot of money to create a ‘commercial pedestrian mall’ and end in failure.
Don’t get me wrong – I am a great proponent of traffic‐free public spaces, but they
have to be in the right place and within the right building envelope. But what
Portland could do to make Morrison and Yamhill more pedestrian‐friendly without
spending a fortune is to close some of the blocks to traffic on certain days during the
hours when there is greatest pedestrian traffic (e.g. for Christmas shopping).

