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Project Advisory Committee Meeting #11 

Meeting Summary 
 

MEETING DATE: THURSDAY, MARCH 16, 2017 
LOCATION: BUREAU OF PLANNING AND SUSTAINABILITY, 1900 SW 4TH AVENUE, PORTLAND 
TIME: 4:00 PM – 6:00 PM  

In Attendance 
 

CAC Members Present 
Renee Meyers 
Matthew Erdman 
Jocelyn Gaudi 
Mike Houck  
Adnan Kadir (via Skype) 
Carrie Leonard 
Torrey Lindbo  
Jim Owens 
Bob Sallinger (via Skype) 
Evan Smith  
Michael Whitesel 

CAC Members Absent  
Punneh Abdolhossieni 
Kelsey Cardwell 
Erin Chipps 
Kelly McBride 
Nastassja Pace 
 
  

 
Agency Representatives and Resource Members 
Emily Roth, Portland Parks & Recreation  
Rachel Felice, Portland Parks & Recreation 
Jennifer Devlin, Portland Bureau of Environmental 
Services 
Shannah Anderson, Portland Bureau of 
Environmental Services 
Marc Peters, Portland Bureau of Environmental 
Services 
Robert Spurlock, Metro 
 

 
Staff and Consultants  
Michelle Kunec-North, Project Manager, BPS 
Tom Armstrong, BPS 
Brandie Dieterle De La Hoz, BPS  
Kristen Lohse, Toole Design Group 
Adrienne DeDona, Facilitator, JLA Public 
Involvement 
John Todoroff, JLA Public Involvement 
 

Audience / Members of the Public 
Clint Culpepper 
Tom Cunningham 
Daniel Greenstadt 
Andy Jansky 
Robin Jensen 

Litza Lovell 
Jonathan Maus 
B. McGillicuddy 
Pat Mullaley 
Cristina Nieves 

Chris Rotvik 
Susan Rotvik 
Chris Sautter 
Ron Strasser 
Catherine Thompson 
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John Wertzler Marcy Houle
Overview 
The committee:  
◦ Discussed equity in decision-making and how it could be better achieved in this planning effort.  
◦ Discussed and offered ideas for proposed trail concepts in Forest Park.  

 
Welcome, Agenda Review & Project Updates  
Adrienne DeDona, JLA Public Involvement, welcomed everyone to the meeting, reviewed the agenda, and reviewed the 
ground rules. Committee members, agency representatives and project team members introduced themselves.  

Meeting 10 Summary 

Adrienne asked for any comments or questions about the Meeting 10 summary. There were none.  

Equity in Decision-Making, Update on Community Engagement Activities 
Adrienne explained the concept of equity and why it is important for this planning effort. A committee member 
commented that geographic equity — ensuring that people who live in all areas of the city, including underserved East 
Portland — is important to consider. 

Adrienne noted that in April, 2016, Desiree Williams-Rajee gave a presentation to the committee about the importance 
of equity in planning projects. At that meeting, the committee brainstormed ideas and resources for how outreach 
efforts could be done with equity in mind. 

Adrienne said that the outreach strategy has been developed based on the committee’s recommendations. 

Michelle summarized the upcoming outreach activities and recapped what has already been done as part of the needs 
assessment phase, including a questionnaire. Upcoming outreach events include two large community events, designed 
to be family-friendly, with interpretation/translation. Project planners will work with City’s Community Engagement 
Liaison program and the Community Cycling Center to engage diverse community members and to gather input from a 
variety of people. 

Michelle talked about the need to make this process accessible to all Portlanders. She noted that some committee 
members have expressed that the meeting location is not very accessible for a lot of people. She asked the committee to 
provide input on how the planning process could be more relevant and accessible moving forward and acknowledged 
that improvement is needed.  Michelle asked if we are successful in gathering input from diverse voices in our outreach 
efforts, how should this input be incorporated into the system plan?  How do we keep equity at the forefront as we 
move into the next phase of the process?  

Questions and comments from committee members and agency representatives included:  

• To include eastside communities, consider tapping into activities related to the Green Ring in Lents and the Jade 
District. 

• More effort is necessary to ensure that diverse voices are heard at the PAC meetings.  It would be great to have 
community leaders representing ethnic groups attending the meetings to share their voice, but if that’s not 
possible, highlight these voices in the public involvement summary. 
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• A committee member seconded the above point, and said that the Off-Road Cycling Plan’s outreach is far short 
of the outreach efforts for the Climate Action Plan, which had a multi-year community engagement process.  
This effort could be used as a template for multi-cultural outreach.  

Michelle acknowledged that the project team hasn’t done a good job of keeping the committee informed about 
community outreach activities or responding to some of the feedback raised by committee members at meetings.  
Adrienne added that the project team will establish a mechanism to keep track of input moving forward. 

Further input from the committee included:  

• It is important to include voices of people of color in the discussion, and to ask them how they can be included. 
• Look for opportunities to tag along with other already ongoing outreach efforts, rather than convening yet 

another focus group.  
• Avoid jargon (e.g. “pump track”) that is hard to understand by those who are not familiar with off road cycling. It 

is important to include visual explanations in outreach materials. 
• Continued outreach should be included as a component of the plan. Outreach is especially important in lower 

income communities which may face additional challenges and problems due to lack of resources. 
• A question about whether there is actual demand for off road cycling facilities in East Portland, and if so, how 

can the plan accommodate this demand considering that there are few sites that passed the screening criteria in 
East Portland. 

• The plan will likely reveal inequities in park access in East Portland.  
• Outer East Portland residents may be best served in Gresham. We need to work with our co-city partners, 

because they have more open space available.  
• Outreach may not connect with some residents since bike parks are a low priority for people in low income 

communities. Frame questions about parks in terms of how a park can meet their needs. 
• Support for a sincere application of the equity lens in the plan. 
• Develop messages that resonate with people.  Consider future park programming, such as hiring local teenagers 

to teach youth bike skills. Be sure to talk about benefits of off-road cycling to the community, such as health, 
safety and jobs. 

Michelle recapped the comments. She emphasized that it will be a difficult challenge to get diverse and representative 
feedback. Because of this, the project may need to weight feedback from diverse community members in their planning. 
She expressed appreciation for those who contacted her to bring up the issue of equity. 

A resource member asked if there will be a report about outreach efforts that have been done. Michelle responded that 
the needs assessment questionnaire summary report will be posted online soon. The upcoming online open house and 
interactive map comments will include a question asking for participant zip codes to better understand the respondent 
demographics. 

A committee member suggested that members who are absent at this meeting should get a chance to add to this list of 
equity suggestions. 

Forest Park Trail Concepts 

Adrienne explained the activity for the next part of the meeting. Committee and resource members split into two groups 
to discuss trail concepts in Forest Park, and made notes on printed maps. The audience also participated in two separate 
groups. Michelle asked the groups to consider the following points when thinking about the proposed trail concepts: 



   
Meeting 11 Summary: Portland Off-Road Cycling Master Plan Project Advisory Committee | Page 4  

• Recognize the ecological importance of Forest Park.  
• Think about Forest Park in the context of a city-wide plan. 
• Current opportunities in the park do not reflect best practices.  
• Lack of loop options make it difficult to ride the distances that off-road cyclists prefer. 
• The goal of the activity is not to make recommendations, but to generate a list of options that could be included 

in the plan. 

Michelle previewed the upcoming plan approval/adoption process, then steps of implementation (see Forest Park Trail 
Concepts handout). 

Adrienne explained the activity worksheet, which has six proposals to consider in terms of ecology, cycling, other users, 
and the implementation criteria.  

A committee member asked why some trails (Wildwood, Maple, and pedestrian-only trails in the southern unit) are off 
the table for consideration, and Michelle responded that there is a need for pedestrian-only trails in the Park and in the 
system since hiking is the most popular use of dirt trails and pedestrian trail opportunities are a local and state-wide 
priority. She added that shared use trails can work well; environmental impacts from hikers and cyclists are similar if 
trails are designed appropriately. The high level of pedestrian use on trails like Wildwood would pose a major 
management challenge if these trails became shared-use. 

 

 

The following is a summary of the discussion from each small group (see the attached Forest Park trail concepts activity 
summary for more detail): 
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Group 1 (Committee and resource members) 
This group focused on trail concepts A, B, and C, which all seemed to present some opportunities. A and B could be 
complementary because of their proximity. The group suggested considering opportunities to decommission some less 
sustainable trails, such as the Water Line Trail.  

Group 2 (Committee and resource members) 
This group focused on trail concepts D, E, and C. Their discussion centered on the potential for trails to make larger 
connections. Proposed trail concept D could connect to Highway 30. They suggested focusing on opportunities with 
trails that have low pedestrian use, to minimize conflicts. 

Group 3 (audience) 
This group felt concept A would provide good to St. Johns, while acknowledging that St Johns bridge is not bike-friendly 
and that there is limited parking in the Linnton area. With concept B, there are concerns about user conflicts with 
equestrian-only trails and the steepness and difficulty of the trail for cyclists. There were also concerns about steepness 
with proposal C. Participants at this table had questions about how much these potential trails are being used currently, 
and if there are restrictions related to the power line easement. There are opportunities with proposal D, but there was 
concern about the number of stream crossings. The existing fire lane 1 has drainage and erosion problems. Participants 
at the table discussed opportunities to create new trails adjacent to fire lanes, with the idea of minimizing disturbance 
to the environment and minimizing fragmentation. An audience member expressed concern about maintenance and 
management of existing trails. 

Group 4 (audience) 
This group felt that when utilizing fire lanes, the trail should be contoured. There were also general comments about 
wanting to keep some trails still open for consideration, like Wildwood and Maple, and in particular a section of Maple 
below Leif Erickson. It was also discussed that there could be better coordination between the Parks and Fire 
Departments in terms of trail maintenance along fire lanes. This group also felt like providing loops was important and to 
look for opportunities to connect trails. There was discussion about opportunities to improve under-used trails. Option C 
had the least support because of the condition of the trail. A participant expressed a need for clarity about 
decommissioning trails. A resource member from Portland Parks & Recreation explained collaboration between Fire and 
Parks Bureaus. There are different standards for different types of fire lanes. Parks and Fire share maintenance 
responsibility. 

Michelle thanked the committee for the discussion. 

A committee member requested clarity in outreach materials regarding how Wildwood and Maple trails are off the table 
for cyclists. He believes that there is still some question about if the idea is settled. This point may require further 
discussion, and the committee will revisit the issue before the next meeting. Michelle clarified that the committee 
report could have a more nuanced and complex view about this issue than the staff recommendation.  

Public Comment 
Ron Strasser said that the increasing demand on Forest Park means that it is very important to preserve the ecology of 
the park. But he argued that there should be increased bike access as well, implying that without it there will be more 
illegal use of the park by bicyclists. He also argued for the health, environmental, and equity benefits of bicycling. 

Marcy Houle opposes expanding bicycle activity in Forest Park. She read from a resolution written by the Sauvie Island 
Community Association (attached), and said that other neighborhood associations are in the process of creating similar 
resolutions. She stated the importance of protecting flora and habitat in the park. 
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Chris Rotvik, president of the NW Trail Alliance, asked the committee to welcome his organization’s voice back to the 
table as Kelsey Cardwell (Committee member) has stepped down as NWTA Board President. He said his group has 
invested much volunteer labor in Gateway Green.  

Daniel Greenstadt said it would be inappropriate for a master plan to exclude from consideration specific options like 
Wildwood and Maple trails, especially without data. There needs to be a better rationale than heavy pedestrian use, 
considering that some segments of the trail are currently used much less than others. He also submitted documents to 
the committee, which are attached in this summary. 

Catherine Thompson urged the committee to be mindful about the environmental value of the park, as well as existing 
land use ordinances and trail management guidelines in the Forest Park Natural Resources Management Plan. She 
reminded the committee about statistics from park use studies.  

Clint Culpepper is a bicyclist, runner, and hiker in Forest Park. He has attended previous meetings and has seen 
improvements to how they have handled contention and compromise. He said that there are still some voices who are 
crowded out of the discussion or feel uncomfortable being part of the meetings. The committee needs to continue to 
work toward a necessary compromise that includes bike usage in the park. 

John Wertzler is a volunteer naturalist with Metro. He suggested that upcoming site visits as part of suitability 
assessment, which will include a bike expert, should also include a naturalist to provide balance. 

Meeting Wrap up/Next Steps 
Adrienne thanked the group for participating and being respectful of each other. The next meeting is scheduled for April 
27th, where public input from the upcoming outreach activities will be shared. 

Michelle announced that the virtual open house and interactive map would be posted online soon. She acknowledged 
that a draft version of the interactive map had mistakenly been posted online, which included some erroneous 
information.  

Michelle briefly recapped the items for follow-up with the committee:  Clarify the decision with regard to Wildwood and 
Maple trails not being considered for off-road cycling, representation of the NW Trails Alliance on the committee and 
posting a summary report of the needs assessment questionnaire online.  

Adrienne added that the May meeting will likely be pushed into June, after the holiday weekend. 

The meeting was adjourned.  

Attachments 

• Forest Park Draft Trail Concepts - Handout 
• Forest Park Trail Concept Worksheet  
• Forest Park Trail Concept Worksheet notes 
• Comments submitted in writing from the public 



 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

Avoid negative 
impacts to North 
Unit, Miller Creek 

Watershed & 
core preserves 

Avoid impacts to 
Balch Creek 
Watershed 

FOREST PARK PLANNING PRINCIPLES - HIGHLIGHTS 

Off-road Cycling Master Plan includes 23 Planning Principles. 
Highlights include: 

• Preserve pedestrian-only: Wildwood, Maple and pedestrian-
only trails in the Southern Unit (Dogwood, Alder, etc)  

• Net ecological benefit. Avoid negative impacts to North 
Unit, interior forest, Balch/Miller Watersheds, and other 
‘core preserves’ 

• Off-road Cycling 
• Recreation gradient – highest use in South, least in North 
• Focus on narrow to mid-width, cross country trails 
• Create loops & connections 
• No bike parks 

• Enhance education, enforcement, monitoring  
 

Keep Wildwood, 
Maple & pedestrian 

trails in Southern 
Unit pedestrian-only 

DRAFT TRAIL CONCEPTS  
FOR EXPLORATION BY THE OFF-ROAD CYCLING MASTER 
PLAN PROJECT ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Central 



 
Draft Trail Concepts for exploration by the Off-road Cycling Master Plan Project Advisory Committee – March 16, 2017 

DESCRIPTION 
MGMT 
UNIT 

ECOLOGY &  
ENHANCEMENT 
OPPORTUNITIES 

OFF-ROAD CYCLING 

OTHER USERS Considerations 
2010 

Singletrack Loop Potential 
A Open Tolinda Trail 

to cycling 
• Change use 
• Improve 

 

Central Poor/Stable 
• Restoration opportunity 
• Possibly close Water Line 

Trail (poorly designed, 
erosive) 

 

Narrow trail (0.8 mi) 
Connects Leif Erikson to 
St. John’s Bridge;  
More advanced trail;  
Potentially directional 

A11 – 
8/2/5 
support 

None Steep trail – consider 
potential user conflicts 

B Firelane 7 & 
Firelane 7A & Oil 
Line Road  
• Change use 
• Improve 
• Trail Closure 

 

Central Stable/Healthy 
• Possibly close Lower 

Gasline Trail 
(unsustainable) 
 

Majority is wide trail  Includes 
A13 – 
6/3/6 
support  

~ 2.75 mile lollipop  
~ 3.5 mile loop 
with Leif Erikson 
and Springville 
Road 

Improve PF&R ATV 
access; 
Equestrian use; 
Intersects multiple 
pedestrian-only trails 

C Power Line 
Corridor/Firelane 
4 & Extension 
• Change use 
• Improve 
• New Trail 
 

Central Poor/Stable 
• Restoration opportunity 

 

Limited narrow-trail 
opportunity (<0.5 mi) 
Connects Leif Erikson & 
Saltzman Road 

A8 – 9/3/3 
support 

~ 3-mile loop with 
Saltzman Road and 
Leif Erikson 

Trails could be 
improved for all users 
Additional access to 
Saltzman trailhead 

D Firelane 1 & New 
trail along park 
boundary 
(parallels Hwy 30) 
• Improve 
• New Trail 
 

South  
(possibly in 
easements 

outside 
park 

boundary) 

Poor/Stable 
• Restoration opportunity 

 

Narrow to mid-width 
contour trail opportunity; 
Beginner-intermediate;  
Good access 
New section could be 
optimized for off-road 
cycling 

A1 – 
12/2/1 
support + 
similar to  
A7 – 7/3/5 
support 

~ 6 mile loop with 
Leif Erikson 
Combines with E  

Trails could be 
improved for all users; 
Possible new shared-
use trail; Would likely 
terminate in 
neighborhood  

E New trail south of 
NW 53rd, connect 
to Holman Lane 
and Firelane 1 
• New Trail 

South Stable 
• Restoration opportunity 
• Could decommission 

social trails 
• Site away from streams 

Narrow to mid-width 
contour trail opportunity; 
Beginner-intermediate;  
Could be optimized for 
off-road cycling 

New ~ 7 mile loop with 
FIrelane 1, Leif 
Erikson, Holman, 
NW 53rd 
Combines with D  

Possible new shared-
use trail  
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FOREST PARK TRAIL CONCEPT WORKSHEET 
Purpose of this work: To inform which concepts are advanced for public review and feedback; To help identify key considerations and information  

Trail Concept being explored:    A     B     C     D     E 

If a new concept, please describe:  

 
Strengths Weaknesses Missing Information 

Other Considerations  
or Caveats 

Ecological 
Such as wildlife, 
habitat, and land, 
vegetation and 
water resources 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

   

Off-road Cycling 
Including riders of 
all ages and skill 
levels 
  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

   

Other Users 
Such as: 
walkers/hikers, 
runners, wildlife 
watching, 
educational, 
maintenance and 
emergency access 

 
 
 
 
 
 

   

NRMP 
Implementation 
Criteria  
see reverse 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  



Forest Park Natural Resource Plan – Implementation Criteria for Environmental Review  

Project must meet these approval criteria:  

• There is a demonstrated need for the proposal 

• The proposed action is consistent with the Forest Park Natural Resources Management Plan Goals and Strategies.  

• Alternative locations and design modifications were evaluated to show that the proposal has the least significant detrimental environmental 
impact of the practicable alternatives. 

• A construction management plan and a mitigation plan will minimize impacts on resources and restore adjacent disturbed areas.  

• The proposal is a park-related development, or no alternative locations exist outside of Forest Park for the proposal. 

• There are no practicable alternative locations within Forest Park suitable for the use in which the development will have less adverse impact on 
resource values. 

• Any long-term adverse impacts of the proposed action on resource values are fully mitigated within the Management Unit. 

• The proposal is consistent with the purpose of the Environmental Zones. 

 

Ty
pe

 II
 

Ty
pe

 II
I 



Forest Park Trail Concept Worksheet Notes 
March 16, 2017 

These notes include comments from Advisory Committee members and members of the public 
who attended the meeting. 

 
Concept A 
Strengths 

 Potential to be paired with water line being decommissioned 

 Restoration could be coupled with trail work 

 Could serve St. John’s community 

 Allows for easy access 

 Redesigning trail would allow an easier hike if it was shared use 

 Strength is that it’s not steep 

 Good access from St. John’s 

 Best access to St. John’s but bridge isn’t great for bikes 

 Good opportunity to decommission unstainable trails 

Weaknesses 

 Weigh increasing distance of trail with switch backs with ecological impacts 

 Short and steep without adding switchbacks 

 Would take away a pedestrian only section 

 Not a good loop option 

 Germantown trail head isn’t good 

 Limited parking 

Other Considerations  

 Wildlife data should be looked at 

 Would need switchback to be sustainable 

 Ridge trail should be available for bikes either for certain times or shared 

 Could A and B work together? 

Concept B 
Strengths 

 Potential to improve sustainability of Fire Lanes 7 and 7a 

 Potential of reducing trail density in a high density area 

 Multiple loop opportunities 

 Proximity of Wildwood Trail may separate users 

 Strength - has better grade than trails further south 

 For existing fire lanes, route trail across to improve grade and reduce erosion 



Weaknesses 

 Width is not ideal—potential to improve feel of width with vegetation/other visual cues 

 Potential of interaction between equestrians and cyclists 

 Steepness does not provide a great bike experience 

Other Considerations  

 Idea to consider leaving gas line open—change use to include bikes and potentially make a loop 

with Trail Concept A 

Concept C 
Strengths 

 Pollinator habitat 

 Opportunities to improve ecology 

 Proximity to Salzman increases mileage 

 Not critical for fire access;  may offer opportunities for revised slope 

 Potential to create short ‘figure 8’ loop with Fire Lane 5. Would still be short, so the reward may 

not be great 

 Rebuilding trail could offer an opportunity for restoration 

 Potential for parking and access via Hwy 30 

 Connect bottom with Fire Lane 1 

 Wind it to reduce grade 

 Strength is the potential connection with Leif Erickson and Saltzman 

Weaknesses 

 Consider impacts to eagle’s nest 

 Runs under powerline 

 Crosses Maple Trail 

 Messy, steep, wide—doesn’t create desired experience 

 Doesn’t connect well to other trails/parts of park, offers limited ‘extendability’ options 

 Not a high value option 

 Way too steep and short 

 Steepness does not provide a great bike experience 

 Issue with powerline 

 Condition of trail is a concern 

Other Considerations  

 Fire Department or power company easement issue 

  



Concept D 
Strengths 

 Habitat in this already is already fragmented, especially with powerline, so could be a good place 

to allow trail building 

 Offer some good restoration opportunities 

 Low existing ped use is an advantage because the potential for user conflict may be lower 

 Is one of the lowest gradient stretches of FP, offers opportunity for less steep trail 

 Powerline corridor offers great views 

 Should be far enough away from road 

 Trail close to Thurman Trailhead to get cyclists off of Leif Erickson, then onto Fire Lane 1, then to 

E concept trailhead, then down modified Holman trail 

 Fire lane design issues may be an opportunity for improvement 

 Potential to extend further up Hwy 30 

Weaknesses 

 Many stream crossings; Salzman is already very incised 

 Alignment would need to go up and down to minimize stream crossing impacts, making for lots 

of climbing 

 Existing oak habitat and rare plants along Hwy 30 – need to protect 

 In the ‘backyard’ of many businesses 

 Some homeless encampments in the area 

Other considerations 

 Explore feasibility of extending up Hwy 30 to Salzman Rod and beyond 

 Explore ownership/easements around Powerline 

 Explore ways to connect by staying low without climbing—along Hwy 30, even along the road 

 Explore ways to connect with Lower McCleay, Thurman, Aspen 

 

Concept E 
Strengths 

 Holman Rd and Fire Lane 1 could be improved to reduce erosion 

 Purpose built trail could improve the challenging topography but may contribute to issues with 

high use on Leif Erikson; could use Trail Concept D to diffuse some of the volumes 

 No established user conflicts 

 Very accessible 

 Improve/treat Fire Lane 1 to improve erosion issues. 

 Have trail cross (zig zag)/contour Fire Lane when needed 

 Strength is that it is a good loop opportunity.  Would ride it since there is a lack of loop 

opportunities 

 Near new nature center – provides a destination 



 Reroute Holman and Fire Lane 1 to reduce grade 

 A designated bike path connecting Holman to Fire Lane 1 is a good idea, then improve Fire Lane 

1 drainage. 

Weaknesses 

 Existing erosion issues and steep topography 

 Existing fragmentation issues and potential to exacerbate 

 Lack of connections to existing trails, would make an “awesome trail to nowhere” 

 20% grade is steep, most riders would have to get off and walk  

 Only viable as a loop with a connection to concept D 

Other Considerations  

 Check for unimproved rights of way along Hwy 30 for room to extend 

 Will activate large user base with willingness to maintain trails 

 Focus efforts parallel existing trails to reduce fragmentation 

Other ideas 
 Pre-emptive removal of any trail at the beginning of the process is improper 

 Too many up/down routes, not enough cross grade trails 

 Trails should be independent of fire lanes 

 Contour trails where they are aligned with fire lane access 

 Use signage to manage trail crossings 

 There is little new single track proposed 

 Recommend improving Fire Lane management and relationship between Parks & Rec and Fire & 

Rescue 

 Put Wildwood and Maple back on the list for consideration 

 Put trails adjacent to fire lanes instead of on fire lanes 

 Are there any new “mountain biking” miles? 

 Open Parks of Maple below Leif Erickson 

 Disagree with the decision to take Wildwood and Maple out of consideration – there are ways 

change pedestrian behavior if we decided to open it to biking. 

 This group is only looking at making a trail on a map, not discussing anything else from this 

paperwork provided.  

 Decommission Waterline Trail 

 Larger connections are important 

 Need user counts (particularly for option C and the powerline easement) 

 Flexibility to contour across fire lane trails within disturbed area 

 Maintenance collaboration for single track along Fire Lane 5 

 Parallel trails along existing disturbed areas 

 Minimize fragmentation 

 Increase collaboration with Parks & Rec and Fire Department 



 Opportunities to create loops 

 Can fire lanes be decommissioned? 

 What is Fire Department’s authority?  

 

 



 

 

 

Public comments submitted in writing  
to the Project Advisory Committee 







From: Bonnie Summers [mailto:deefiddledee@yahoo.com] 

Sent: Monday, March 06, 2017 12:24 AM 

To: Wheeler, Mayor <MayorWheeler@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Fritz 

<amanda@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Fish <nick@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner 

Saltzman <dan@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Eudaly <chloe@portlandoregon.gov> 

Cc: Abbate, Mike <Mike.Abbate@portlandoregon.gov>; Alberta Beale <abb@hevanet.com>; 

albertabeale@gmail.com 

Subject: No! to Single Track Cycling in Forest Park 

Mayor Ted Wheeler, 

Commissioner Amanda Fritz, 

Commissioner Nick Fish, 

Commissioner Dan Saltzman, 

Commissioner Chloe Eudaly, 

Cc: Portland Parks Director, Mike Abbate, 

   We are shocked and dismayed at the plan by the Off Road Cycling Committee to put single track 

cycling trails in Forest Park. Forest Park currently has 30 miles of trails where off road cycling is allowed. 

Furthermore, illegal off road cycling occurs throughout Forest Park. There is no enforcement. 

   Off road cycling is not gentle on the landscape. And yet the ORCC proposes to introduce an even more 

destructive and hazardous activity by converting pedestrian trails to single track cycling. Single track 

cycling is incompatible with any other activity, including walking and hiking. Single track cycling is high 

speed and high risk. The trails are narrow with hairpin turns and blind corners. Woe to the unsuspecting 

creature or fallen cyclist who happens to be on the trail when the next cyclist comes flying down the 

trail. 

   This is an inappropriate use of our beautiful, wild Forest Park and it is prohibited by city ordinance. We 

appeal to city council to protect Forest Park from single track cycling and to provide monitoring and 

enforcement of the off road cycling that is already occurring in Forest Park. 

Respectfully, 

Bonnie Summers (SE Portland resident) 

Alberta Beale (NE Portland resident) 

  



From: Jeff C Burns [mailto:jeff@organicmodern.com]  

Sent: Tuesday, March 14, 2017 9:40 PM 

To: BPS Off-road Cycling <offroadcycling@portlandoregon.gov> 

Subject: RE: Off-road Cycling Master Plan | March 2017 

  

Off road peeps; 

I’m a transplant from far inland San Diego (you know, San Diego Zoo).  

SD has an interesting topography of mesa and finger canyons – development happens on top of flat 

land, with these weird canyons dropping off into no mans flat land, often along the railroad. There are 

s.tons of trails there. We’d do summer night rides thru the canyons across the county. I can’t tell you the 

exilleration of dropping into a trail from my neighborhood flat and being to .com work in 10 minutes.  

  

Portland has the same thing! We have lots of neighborhoods above ODOT and railroad right of ways. 

And blackberry. And the goat block goats for hire. Somebody needs the vision to carve the path. And 

some goats. 

  

When I moved here, I hung out with the Grotto and Medrumbar folks, who took up shovels all summer 

long. Get those folks back. They are free labor, enthusiastic, and religious propgandistics of the Mahler 

Refuge type. I havent’ seen them in your plans. 

And for gods sakes an bmx race venue. This is still oregon. 

  

Ciao, and carry on! 













































THOMAS SCANLON El Cajon, CA 2017-02-10                         

I am both a cyclist and hiker and I support this petition 100 percent. I've nearly been 

hit by cyclists going downhill, not totally in control. I also see the ruts that develop 

from continuous bike tracks, which does not happen with footprints. More erosion and 

trail deterioration. 

 

MARSDEN GRISWOLD Oro Valley, AZ 2017-02-17 

Pedestrians have the natural right of way on any highway, anywhere in the U.S. 

Everyone else has to yield. 

 

KURT FERRE, Portland, OR 2017-2-18 

I love Forest Park, and I want it to remain safe for visitors on foot 

 

MARY BROOKS Portland, OR 2017-02-18  

Forest Park was named as an urban wilderness. Such a designation is amazing. 
We have a treasure that we need to protect. Bikes can already use the Leif 
Erickson trail. Please please do not make more inroads for single-track cycling in 
this ecologically delicate forest.  

JULIE VORHOLT Beaverton, OR 2017-02-18  

I love cycling & I love walking, too! Having both on these narrow trails just doesn't 
work and ruins the experience for everyone.  

 

J BASSI Oregon city, OR 2017-02-19  

Keep the trails for the people  



 

MATT MORRISSEY Alton, IL 2017-02-19  

Forest Park needs protection from this sort of damaging use. And I'm an avid 
cyclist!  

 
 
WENDY MEDNICK  

Portland, OR  

2017-02-20  

I am signing this because I regularly hike Forest Park and know that there are 30 
miles of bicycle riding areas. I realize that adding single track bike lanes is 
against the law and would cut down on the areas to hike and also I am 
concerned that the bikes would do havoc to the animals and the environment. So 
please keep the pedestrian trails only in Forest Park pedestrian trails.  

 

ERIN CODAZZI  

Portland, OR  

2017-02-21  

Forest Park is one of the few emeralds that remain in this city of high rises, 
overpopulation and eroding quality of life. Let nature be.  

 

SUSAN STANGELAND  

Portland, OR  

2017-02-21  

I have walked hundreds of miles in Forest Park over the years and cherish the 
'slow time' enjoying and examining nature. Dodging bicyclists and their efforts to 
miss pedestrians will not enhance the experience for anyone.  

CAMERON BENNETT Portland, OR 2017-02-21  



I love this park  

MICHAEL DOYLE Portland, OR 2017-02-21  

Mountain bikes are a menace and would forever ruin Forest Park.  

 

JENNIFER MCNRATNEY Portland, OR 2017-02-21  

I love walking in the park. I don't want to worry about vehicles.  

 

AMY ROSENTHAL Portland, OR 2017-02-21  

Forest Park is a gem that both Portlanders and tourists use to enjoy nature in it's 
natural beauty. It is not a place for off road bikes. I have done long distancing 
biking and appreciate bicyclists. However we can never replace Forest Park, if 
you change it. Please vote to keep Forest Park the way it is and the way it was 
intended to be.  

 

VIRGINIA DALE Portland, OR 2017-02-21  

Everything i love about Portland is going away! Now Forest Park is under attack! 
Leave it alone! Leave portland alone! 
You want to screw it all up, move to LA!!  

 

STEPHANIE SHEETS Portland, OR 2017-02-21  

I'm concerned about the erosion caused by off road bicycles. I live near Powell 
Butte Nature Park and when cyclists use the wrong paths they destroy them. The 
ruts are deep and the rain causes severe erosion.  

 

JEAN DUGAN Portland, OR 2017-02-21  

No bikes. Too dangerous. We are all at risk as is the forest. Let the environment 
of peace and beauty not be relinquished to high speed two wheeled creatures. 
Forest Park should retain the natural habitat of which I am one 



BONNI GOLDBERG Portland, OR 2017-02-21  

I love FP!  

 

JUDITHARIELLE FIESTAL Portland, OR 2017-02-21  

I hike Forest Park many times of the year. I am 71 and want a safe hiking 
environment.  

 

F. GORDON ALLEN & JANICE STEWART Portland, OR 2017-02-21  

because I believe that bicycling would turn trails into mud tracks, require 
walkers/hikers to constantly have to step aside, and would destroy the wilderness 
and solitude to be found in Forest Park.  

SARAH THOMAS Portland, OR 2017-02-22  

I live walking in Forest Park.  

 

EUGENE MCLEMORE Fairview, OR 2017-02-22  

I hike in Forest Park several time a year and have done so for many years. 
Bicycles have no business on the trails.  

 

PATRICIA LEONARD Portland, OR 2017-02-22  

Forest Park is a treasure that needs to be maintained. 

  

RONNIE LAWTON Portland, OR 2017-02-22  

Real bikers don't need a nice little paved trail to ride their bike on. If you don't 
have it in you to ride a bike on unpaved trails then get away from Forest Park. 
Too many Portlanders are fake outdoorsmen already  

 



LIZ AMES Portland, OR 2017-02-22  

bikes don't belong on the trails in the park  

 

BARBARA STROSS portland, OR 2017-02-22  

It is critical that we keep Forest Park's trails and habitat true to the original intent.  

 
 
DIANNE SICHEL Portland, OR 2017-02-22  

I am stunned that anyone consider mixing biking trails with hiking trails. The 
current trails are too narrow, and enlarging the trails at the expense of the 
wilderness experience is a tragedy. 
Bike do much more damage to our fragile trails, especially when they go off trail 
to "jump down hillsides" causing changes in water runoff patterns and thus 
undermining portions of walking trails, also crushing underbrush and in some 
cases nesting birds and animals. This is not good environmental management of 
one of the greatest resources in the country--our urban forest.  

 

CARMELLA BYERS Portland, OR 2017-02-22  

I live by Forest Park and the last year or so i have seen the number of people 
using the park more than double. With more pedestrian traffic and bike traffic , it 
no longer is a peaceful hike, especially when you have bikes speeding by you on 
a narrow path.  

 

LESLIE CENTNER Portland, OR 2017-02-22  

Portland P & R has threatened more than once to close Hillside Community 
Center & other Community Centers in city. Given present budget cuts & 
concerns, it would be best to take care of what is already used & enjoyed by 
entire city.  

 

 



JEANETTE JUSTER Portland, OR 2017-02-22  

Has Portland becomes more densely populated and a busier city we need the 
tranquility and rejuvenation that a Forest Park reserve provides us. Please do not 
expand mountain biking into the park  

 

SUSAN BRAVERMAN Portland, OR 2017-02-22  

My husband runs in the park several times/week and we walk our dog there. 
Having bike paths in the park will lead to much more activity and dangerous 
conditions for walkers and runners. Please leave it s it is!  

 

SYLVIA MILNE Portland, OR 2017-02-22  

Why would we use public money to destroy a sanctuary of this magnitude to 
serve the thrills and needs of a few? I am grateful others felt the same about the 
Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area.  

 

SUE SELBIE Portland, OR 2017-02-22  

I use Forest Park almost everyday and if cycles were permitted on the pedestrian 
trails, it would no longer be safe or be the wilderness it was intended to be. Let us 
preserve nature where we can, otherwise we are just one more invasive species.  

RONALD BOURKE Portland, OR 2017-02-22  

My family uses Forest Park for hiking on a regular basis. The world is full of 
developed parks. This park is unique. Let's keep it that way.  

CHRISTINE REYNOLDS Portland, OR 2017-02-22  

Portland needs safe and quiet places for pedestrians. We do not need to be 
dodging bicycles, nor should Forest Park be subject to the erosion and 
degradation of wild life that bicycles will bring. Please save Forest Park!  

 

RICHARD SAULSBURY Milwaukie, OR 2017-02-22  



The vast majority of trails should be for hiking, walking, strolling, in a quiet, safe 
and peaceful atmosphere. Not having to get out of the way of fast moving vehicle 
driven by a far different mind set.  

 

CHRISTINE EDWARDSEN Portland, OR 2017-02-22  

I am on Rapid Response as a volunteer and we need to keep the mountain 
bikers on their own trails and the Wildwood Trail just for walkers. 

  

KATHARINE SAMMONS Portland, OR 2017-02-22  

It's important to have pedestrian only paths for personal peace and pleasure, for 
the health of the Forest Park Eco-system 
(already compromised) and the integrity of the trails. 
Bikes are fast, dangerous and rip up the soil. Existing bike trails are sufficient, 
especially when there are riders out there who are illegally building trails of their 
own. Please don't cater to the bike lobby, even if they are your base.  

 

JEFFREY COURION Portland, OR 2017-02-22  

Providing access to mountain cycling on hiking trails directly and clearly throws 
the large number of Forest Park trail users into harm's way. If approved, trail 
users will sustain injuries from being hit. I am all for cycling, BUT not at the 
expense of public safety or high speed swarming in Portland's crown jewel of 
nature and wilderness. Bike travel on trails is not the mission, legacy or purpose 
for Forest Park's unique existence.  

 

PAMELA TOWER Portland, OR 2017-02-22  

I am signing this petition because bicycles have no place in the peace and 
serenity of Forest Park. Please do not allow this to happen. Keep the pedestrian 
trails for pedestrians only. 
Thank you  

MARIE RYAN Portland, OR 2017-02-22  



There are numerous other locations that the thrill seekers can use to satisfy their 
desire for an adrenaline rush. 

  

STANLEY COHAN Portland, OR 2017-02-22  

The park is a treasure that need not be compromised to meet the self-indulgent 
bullying of one group of residents. The cities streets have frequently been made 
less safe due to bikers' behavior of entitlement, and now we face the same for 
the park.  

 

GEOFF CARR Portland, OR 2017-02-22  

As a hiker nothing is quite as scary as in ones quite reverie being broken by a 
biker coming full speed at you or on your tail.  

 

PAUL BORTE Portland, OR 2017-02-22  

As a Native Oregonian I've enjoyed many of these hikes and would like to see 
the trailers safe for travelers. 

  

DAN BERNE Portland, OR 2017-02-23  

Twice I have been hit by bicycle riders who have gone off trail or ignored hikers 
as they zoomed down a path. The park is a wildlife sanctuary.  

 

POLLY ALEXANDER Portland, OR 2017-02-23  

I want to keep pedestrian-only trails in Forest Park for pedestrians only. Bikes 
threaten the ecology of the park and the already fragile habitat for wildlife.  

 

 

NANCY MCFADDEN Seattle, WA 2017-02-23  



while I love all that the city does to support bike riding, I find myself intimidated by 
bikes on trails that were originally designed for hikers/walkers. I find I'm having to 
jump out of the way - and that cyclists can be aggressive. 
I also happen to be a cyclist. I love to bike around the city, and will not feel less 
loved/represented by the city for having these park trails allocated for foot-only 
traffic. thank you! 

  

MARIE-CLAIRE WONACOTT Portland, OR 2017-02-23  

I treasure Forest Park and take pride in its beauty. For years I have enjoyed trail 
running with dogs and friends on the trails. Such a shame to potentially lose that! 
Please protect the trails.  

 

MARK KOENIGSBERG Portland, OR 2017-02-23  

Forest Park does not need to be turned into a play ground for speed obsessed 
bikers. There are no places like this Park anywhere, nothing rivals it for peace, 
serenity, size, scope. Let's keep it and preserve it and give money to keep it alive 
and well. Bikers, you have other places for your sport!  

 

BARB GAZELEY Portland, OR 2017-02-23  

I walk and run in Forest Park multiple times a week during the milder months of 
the year, approximately March thru October. I am a single woman, age 61, and I 
am in the park alone. I need it to be safe.  

 

SHERRY JOHNSTON Portland, OR 2017-02-23  

bikes have no place on the hiking trails. 

 

  

SCOTT R BOWLER Portland, OR 2017-02-23  



I use the park daily and witness the trail degradation from bicycles. Segregate 
them!  

 

JOHN RETTIG Portland, OR 2017-02-23  

We need to focus on what this park will look like in 20, 50, or 100 years. Today it 
is single track cycling. Tomorrow it may be something totally different. We can't 
be reacting short term to every single special interest group that has a new plan 
for something big.  

 
 
CYNTHIA CRANDALL Portland, OR 2017-02-23  

I feel like Forest Park should stay the way it is. A treasure and unique to Portland. 
The single track folks have a wonderful area around Oakridge, Or. to enjoy their 
sport.  

 

CATHY WATERMAN Portland, OR 2017-02-23  

I have used and improved Forest Park since I was a Girl Scout in the 1960's. I 
have felt safe hiking and biking there, on the approved roads, for many years. We 
need this close in wilderness area for the use and benefit of all, and not change 
it's use designation for just a few. There are many areas designated for this type 
of cycling. Let families and those who already use the trails and designated bike 
areas continue to do so safely and find another area for the 8% who would 
significantly impact the safety of all by reallocating the trail use.  

 

KATHERINE FRAHM Portland, OR 2017-02-23  

I am very concerned about the proposal to allow mountain bikes. 

  

 

DIANE PETERS Portland, OR 2017-02-23  



We run on the narrow trails within Forest Park every day, sometimes very early in 
the morning. The trails are narrow and at times covered with ice, snow, branches 
and similar. Please, do not allow single lane bike paths in Forest Park. It is the 
one respite runners and hikers have away from traffic where we an enjoy true 
beauty and all that the park has to offer in safety. 

  

HOLLY WENDELL Portland, OR 2017-02-23  

I want my children to safely enjoy local nature  

 

CYNTHIA COHAN Portland, OR 2017-02-23  

it is critical to protect the existing ecosystem and not tamper with it's natural 
setting  

 

LARA RIX Seattle, WA 2017-02-23  

As a frequent runner on the Wildwood Trails, I would find it highly disruptive and 
dangerous to add bikes. It's dangerous enough not being able to see people 
around corners as I'm running. There is no need to add bicycles into this 
equation.  

 

CATHERINE J. FLICK White Salmon 2017-02-23  

This urban park is one of the most lush & semi-native within our contiguous USA 
where humans, wildlife & plants reside side-by-side. People need to hear and 
see our natural world & have ready access to this world for their mental health & 
well-being.  

 

 

 

CAROL DILFER Portland, OR 2017-02-23  



Cyclists roar down the narrow trails in Forest Park. I've been nearly hit more than 
once. We need more than signage to prevent serious injuries. We need 
something chains across the non-cycling trails, with boulders alongside, to keep 
cyclists from going around the chains.  

 

LESLIE POHL Portland, OR 2017-02-23  

The ecology of the park depends on good management. Passive recreation, such 
as walking on trails is the best. I am a hiker and botanic specialist who wants to 
keep Forest Park healthy.  

 

GRETCHEN BALLER Portland, OR 2017-02-23  

I had the good fortune to grow up with Forest Park as my playground. It is 
essential that we continue to protect it as a wilderness, not recreational area, so 
future generations can enjoy it as I did and still do. Please do not turn Forest 
Park into an amusement park.  

 

JUDY COOKE Portland, OR 2017-02-23  

People who are handicapped ( blind or sight impaired) will not be able to use the 
trails. 

  

CHARLES SHUMATE Portland, OR 2017-02-23  

I run on those trails and would hate to have to jump out of the way for cyclists. 
But I would support one-way bike-only single-track trails in Forest Park!  

 

JEANINE BOUCHER-COLBERT Portland, OR 2017-02-23  

I want Forest Park accessible to all who are on foot. Peaceful. Preserved forever. 
Thank you.  

ANNIE SCOTT Portland, OR 2017-02-23  



Bicycles in Forest Park are frightening and disruptive of the peaceful wilderness 
experience of walking the trails.  

 

 
 
 
 
Jennifer Jasaitis  

Portland, OR  

2017-02-23  

I hike the trails in Forest Park regularly. They are narrow, with many curves, and 
are steep in places. It is not easy to anticipate another hiker around the bend, 
much less a biker who is focused on speed. I've been surprised by bikers, and 
have only barely been able to get out of the way. I am 67, want to keep my 
health, and find the softer trails are easier on my feet than concrete sidewalks. 
But even a slight accident could impair my health immediate help far away, with 
the biker disappearing, etc. The park cannot be affordably maintained or policed 
to protect both the current users and the condition of the trail which currently has 
ruts and muddy areas from foot traffic. Even if bikes were restricted to the fire 
lanes, riders will not restrict themselves to them. If I see bikes now -- where they 
are not permitted -- I can only imagine that the current problem will be magnified 
exponentially, taking away the peace and calm beauty for the many in favor of 
the few. 

  

PAMELA GARTEN Aurora, OR 2017-02-24  

It's a beautiful, peaceful place that needs to stay that way. 

 

LORNA LYONS Portland, OR 2017-02-24  

Quiet if central to what I value about Forest Park  

 

ROBERT BRANDT Portland, OR 2017-02-24  



Keep Forest Park just the way it is  

 

CRYSTAL GRANGER Portland, OR 2017-02-24  

Because I love the rawness the park offers.  

 

CLAUDIA HOLDEREGGER MCCORMACK Portland, OR 2017-02-24  

I agree that allowing bikes on current narrow trails would likely lead to a fair bit of 
conflict between users. This is why I support this petition, but also support looking 
into options for establishing separate trails for cycling, so that we can all enjoy 
the park our own way.  

 

DAVID ALLLRED Portland, OR 2017-02-24  

a few cyclist bad actors are endangering peds. We need enforcement!!  

 

JULIE GOTCHER Portland, OR 2017-02-25  

I walk in Forest Park and want to protect it for future generations of not only 
people but future generations of wildlife  

 

LYNN FOX Hillside Twp, NJ 2017-02-25  

I strongly support the effort to retain a safe and serene hiking-only trail system in 
Forest Park. Forest Park is a treasure that I have enjoyed for more than 30 years. 
I highly value the park and do not support any use , such as single-track cycling, 
that violates Ordinance 168509 of the Forest Park Management Plan.  

 

 

ABBY MAIER Portland, OR 2017-02-25  



I walk regularly in Forest Park. Bicycles make the trails less safe and disturb the 
plants and animals. Keep the tranquility of Forest Park.  

 

JANE MURPHY Hillsboro, OR 2017-02-25  

I'm signing because there is no other city that has this lovely and quiet place so 
nearby  

 

EDIE MILLAR Portland, OR 2017-02-25  

I walk often in Forest Park and want to maintain this jewel for future generations. 
I support cyclists too on the fires lanes and Leif Ericsson. I love the wildness and 
tranquillity of this big park so near downtown Portland, so I agree that we don't 
need to add any more trails.  

 

MARCIA WOOD Portland, OR 2017-02-25  

I walk in FP weekly and see this issue played out with negative effects from bikes 
on paths they shouldn't be  

 

JOAN MILLER Beaverton, OR 2017-02-25  

Please keep Forest Park a Wilderness Park  

 

JOAN HOFFMAN Portland, OR 2017-02-26  

I want to see the trails remains safe for the majority of walkers who do use them, 
especially for future generations, young & old & a safe sanctuary in times of 
stress to unwind peacefully, as I have enjoyed them.  

 

 

WILLIAM HOLDEN Portland, OR 2017-02-26  



Forest Park supporter!  

 

PAT HOUGLAND Portland, OR 2017-02-26  

I would like to keep the trails safe for pedestrians.  

 

SHYANA SAINI Portland, OR 2017-02-26  

I'm signing because I want Forest Park to be a safe habitat for wildlife first and 
foremost.  

 

BONNIE RAMES Portland, OR 2017-02-26  

We all love Forest Park for what it is. Now, some want to capitalize on it and 
make it something it isn't. Taking away wilderness is irrevocable. Please protect 
Forest Park as a wilderness; it has FAR more value in the long term than 
allowing bicycles (and, eventually, motorbikes, quads, and RV parks - you know 
how this works). Do the right thing. Leave it alone.  

 

KATHY KELLY Portland, OR 2017-02-26  

I believe we need to preserve Forest Park as treasured wilderness park  

 

ROBIN LAAKSO Portland, OR 2017-02-26  

We need to preserve the original intent of Forest Park. Save the park from self- 
serving interests. Facilitate the parks health and well being. We must protect 
Forest Park!  

 

 

DEBORAH BERGMAN Portland, OR 2017-02-26  



I live in the park. I would sign this petition regardless. Park trails are extremely 
narrow, often muddy, and often have very steep drops on one side. I would be 
afraid to walk alone or with my dog if bikes were permitted. There are so many 
safe bikers out there, but so many unsafe bikers too. I have many friends and 
allies who are bikers but I'm not sure bikers are entirely aware of the enormity of 
their impact in wilderness spaces and the fear, stress, and noise that others have 
no choice but enduring when narrow paths are shared. Also, unfortunately a 
small but significant minority of bikers become overconfident or overreach and 
the enforcement resource appears minimal. Is it worth it if one person or animal 
is seriously injured (or worse) and also if extraordinary wilderness character of 
our park is lost? Can bikers have their own designated (and proprietary) trail in a 
safe and separate location with easy and clearly defined street access? Thank 
you. 

  

DAVID ERVIN Portland, OR 2017-02-26  

Keep the Park's uses consistent with the applicable environmental ordinance 
168509 and protect public safety.  

 

NANCY KURKINEN Portland, OR 2017-02-26  

Forest Park does not have to serve all recreational needs. It does not have a 
swimming pool, soccer field, or children's playground. It is a unique natural 
environment within our city that must be preserved as such.  

 

GRETCHEN BALLER Portland, OR 2017-02-27  

Thanks Marcy, I am so glad you are on our side. Your article was well written and 
very articulate. I have printed out copies for friends and encouraged them to sign 
the petition. Isn't it sad that we STILL have to fight to protect our wilderness. I am 
officially retired now and would love to meet for lunch and talk more about the 
issue. Call me, or I will call you. 

  

RALEIGH KORITZ Plymouth, MN 2017-02-27  

we need a safe forest park too!  



 

MARCIA GLAS-HOCHSTETTLER Portland,, OR 2017-02-27  

I firmly believe that Forest Park should remain a designated wilderness .  

 

SUZANNE GARDNER Portland, OR 2017-02-27  

we need to preserve this environment and pedestrian safety  

 

PAULA JONES Scappoose, OR 2017-03-01  

I care about preserving this beautiful park 

  

BILL CUNNINGHAM Beaverton, OR 2017-03-01  

I have been forced off the trail by careless bicyclists. 

  

MAGDA CHIA NY, NY 2017-03-01  

I want to be able to walk the trails without fear of bicyclists.  

 

LUCY D BALDWIN Portland, OR 2017-03-02  

We must protect our wild places as they are in danger of shrinking across the 
nation. Forest Park is a unique "city" park!  

 

SHARI SCHOLZ Oregon City, OR 2017-03-02  

Please keep the pedestrian only trails safe for myself and my fellow hikers.  

NORA ESKES Portland, OR 2017-03-03  

We need natural places, free from motorized wheels and high impact uses that 
disturb plant and animal life, and also create hazards for walkers.  



 

CATHERINE & CARL VORHIES Portland, OR 2017-03-03  

I agree 100 % with the writer of this article and do not support any changes in 
usage of Forest Park. I walk these trails when I want a "nature" experience rather 
than drive an hour or more out of the city. How many people cannot drive to 
Nature and benefit from easy access any day of the week via city bus to the 
perimeter. City Council is short sighted on this one. 

  

RICHARD JENKINS Portland, OR 2017-03-03  

The park is important to me!  

 

ALEXANDRA CLARKE Lake Oswego, OR 2017-03-04  

Honor the founders' mission for Forest Park. Let it remain as a natural wilderness 
area in our city--we are so very fortunate to enjoy their legacy to us. Forest Park 
was not intended as a sports arena or an amusement park. Tasteful renovations 
and maintenance with the founders' wilderness concept in mind is all that is 
needed. 

  

MEL HINTON Vancouver, WA 2017-03-04  

Thanks for the comment. We must preserve the quality of our natural parks. I 
recently moved to the Portland area from San Diego and have seen the damage 
mountain bikes can cause on single track trails in the canyons and Mission Trails 
Park.  

Every Thursday is hike day up here and many are in Forest Park - great fun. Say 
hello to Jim.  

 

RAY JORDAN Portland, OR 2017-03-04  

I'm signing because I don't want a high-speed single-track in Forest Park.  

 



AMY LAIRD Portland, OR 2017-03-04  

1. We must protect the remaining habitat for the animals and plants of Forest 
Park! Let's take the long view on this one. It's not all about humans and our 
needs and wants. 

2. On the human side, we have to protect hikers of Forest Park and not let them 
be run down by bikes on a narrow trail. I am a hiker AND biker, and I would 
never consider biking on Wildwood if it were legal. This is a ridiculous 
proposition for many reasons, and I appreciate the efforts to oppose it.  

3.  

PATRICIA SEMINARIO Portland, OR 2017-03-04  

I am a hiker and a mountain biker, but we don't need bikes on the walking trails in 
Forest Park.  

 

DENCIE OLSON Tigard, OR  

2017-03-04  

We need to protect this park  

 

DEBBIE GOFORTH Oregon City, OR 2017-03-05  

I've lived in Oregon for 65 years & have cherished Forest Park for its beauty & 
wildlife. Walked there as a child, took my kids there etc, now my grandchildren. 
Pick a different area for extreme biking activities. It will ruin our PDX park!!!! The 
my bikes need a place where they can ride too, not Forest Park...please stop this 
now!!  

 

BONNIE SUMMERS Portland, OR 2017-03-06  

I am deeply concerned about the damage that will occur to our beautiful, wild 
Forest Park if single track off-road bicycling is allowed. I am also very worried 
about the lack of enforcement with regard to off rode cycling that already is 
happening within Forest Park.  



 

CASEY PUTERBAUGH Portland, OR 2017-03-06  

Having seen and worked on single-track trails in New Zealand, where they do 
NOT convert pedestrian trails into bike trails, and growing up in Portland, I would 
never agree with any decision to negatively impact what remaining wilderness 
and parks we have left.  

 

CHUCK MCGINNIS Portland, OR 2017-03-06  

To keep Forest Park a wilderness park like the people who created it wanted it to 
be & remain  

 

THOMAS GUSTOVICH Portland, OR 2017-03-07  

If it was just bikes, and a reasonable solution was met to make sure I'm not run 
over on a blind turn, I'd be all for the bikes. The bigger issue is turning the USA's 
largest urban park into a tourist attraction, littered with garbage and people that 
don't appreciate what they're ruining.  

 

NANCY OVERPECK Vancouver, WA 2017-03-09  

I love hiking in forest park!  
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