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Subject: Testimony to the Portland Gity Gouncil on the Lake Oswego Streetcar 
April 20,2011 

The proposed Lake Oswego Streetcar is shaping up to be another example of the 
frenzy of unsustainable spending by local governments for the primary purpose of 
leveraging a socially engineered agenda. The boondoggle project is akin to the 
Westside Express where the cost per passenger is nearly eight times that of the fares 
collected. 

This type of project is exactly one of the reasons this country is in a recession. The 
project simply doesn't pencil out economically, it is NOT cost effective, travel times are 
too slow, and it has lacked any honest objectivity by those charged with doing so. 

The project is being ego driven by a reckless, obsessive conspiracy of streetcar 
fanatics. 

The advisory groups were likely hand picked, given a litmus test of sorts and vetted so 
they would say yes to the prerequisite of a streetcar recommendation in any consulting 
work commissioned by the City of Portland. 

The whole process has been a manipulated stacked deck from the start - a charade 
devised to dictate to, and implement more authoritarian control over the people. 

Even with the unbridled extravagance of spending nearly half a billion dollars for such a 
lavish project, the streetcar will only serve a trivial amount of the populous with little to 
no congestion relief on Highway 43. Moreover, if the proposed streetcar route takes the 
absurd long way around and is diverted off the private right-of-way and placed on 
Macadam Avenue near John's Landing; the streetcar will actually make things worse 
having a negative impact by creating additional and artificial congestion on Highway 43. 

lf the private sector took on a project like this using taxpayer dollars, it would be called a 
racketeering money laundering scheme. For the bureaucrats that support the streetcar, 
it's an ego trip calculated to keep Portland on the map of so-called progressive cities. 

Progressive however in this case has gone full tilt coming across more like a socialistic 
welfare program for potential streetcar passengers and bookend developers that must 
be subsidized with blood money from local taxpayers. Please answer: where do the 
local money trees grow that can be picked and plucked? 

The streetcar is the wrong way to go. lt costs too much, the up front costs are too high 
and the daily operation requires ongoing taxpayer funded subsidies making the entire 
concept unsustainable. This biased railroad job needs to be stopped right here and 
now! The streetcar should NOT be built. 

Respectfully, 

Terry Parker 



ffi ffiri5úi 
!,J 	I, 3 i', 

TESTIMONY OF BEVERLY BOOKN
 
BEFORE THE PORTLAND CITY COUNCIL
 

RELATED TO THE LAKE OSWEGO rRA'VS/r PROJECT (4/21/11)
 

Good morning. I am Beverly Bookin, a resident of Johns Landing and member of the LOTP 
Citizens' Advisory Committee (CAC) serving on behalf of the Johns Landing Owners 
Association, which represents the four condominium projects on the easf side of SW Macadam 
Avenue at SW Pendleton Sfreef. 

As a member of the CAC, I started out as proponent of enhanced bus but over time became 
convinced that the streetcar is the more beneficial option. Although more expensive, the 
benefits of the proposed one-mile diversion of the streetcar from the Willamette Shores Lrne 
onto Macadam Avenue through the heañ of Johns Landing are significant, in my opinion as a 
professional land use planner. With three proposed sfafions, including one at SW Pendleton 
Súreef, fixed transit will: 

. 	 Offer the stimulus needed to jump-start mixed-use redevelopment along the corridor that 
long has been lagging. 

. 	 lmprove the pedestrian environment and create increased opportunities for intra-district walk 
and bike trips. 

. 	 Will result in 450,000 - 550,000 more riders a year than enhanced bus, including 
commuters from Lake Oswego and West Linn, reducing through auto traffic that degrades 
the quality of life in our neighborhood. ln addition, because of its greater vehicle capacity, 
annual operating cosfs for the streetcar are estimated to be about $1.5 million less than 
enhanced bus. 

Both the neighborhood and busrness associations in the district are in support of the streetcar 
option in the preferred alignment along SW Macadam and are willing to lobby our neighbors for 
the establishment of a Local lmprovement District to help fund the local share of the project's 
cos/. Moreover, there is growing supporf to convert the unused portion of WSL for 
bike/pedestrian improvements to augment the Greenway that no longer has sufficient capacity, 
although approval and funding of such a "rail-to-trail" conversion would have to be considered 
separately. 

For these reasons, I urge the Porfland City Council to approve moving the locally-preferred 
option into the next phase of study, the Final Environmental lmpact Statement. Thank you. 

Beverly Bookin 
5736 SW Riverpoint Lane 
Po¡fland, OR 97239 
503 245.2621 
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PCC - L 0 Streetcar Hearing 4l2Ûl11 ü;r:;i;*l 
Fl A Fontes, 310 2nd, Lake Oswego. 

Never before have we had an LPA which degrades service in terms of time, convenience, 
access, and cost. Between the hearts of our two cities, TriMet schedules bus at 1B to 33 
minutes. Servicing neither, the same trip by streetcar will take 45 minutes. Median bus trip 
time 27 minutes --- 45 streetcar. So some bus trips my wife and I now take will be impossible 
by streetcar. We probably won't take streetcar for some other current bus trips, especially at 
night or in weather because of longer walking distances or forced transfers at both ends. lt's 
too easy to go directly from garage to destination in our own car. We're not alone. Others 
facing streetcar realities will find themselves using cars in Portland more and transit less. 

Many within Portland's Urban Services Boundary south of the Sellwood Bridge lack a safe 
reasonable route to the one streetcar stop in the entire area and will lose transit access. 

TriMet can't pay for project operations costs until at least FY 2019, and then only by raising 
fares or not funding needed services. 

This project is so unnecessary. The resolution's first two declaratory paragraphs are false. 
Official data from all levels of government, as in your email supplement, show slow growth 
with flat to declining transportation demand. The last page, the traffic shed map, is an internal 
Metro document developed years ago, and is prima facie evidence of fraudulent analysis. 

Streetcar's one operational advantage is its partially exclusive alignment. TriMet buses have 
about 80% reliability and MAX, like streetcar with both exclusive and shared right-of-way, 
about 85. The difference is real, but marginal, and doesn't make up for streetcar's liabilities. 

lVletro's RTP allocates 3.6 million 2007 dollars to line 35 for Frequent Service, which will add 
605 service hours weekly, more than doubling capacity. Frequent Service means signal 
prioritization, stop amenities, surgical stop consolidation, faster trips---all included in no-build. 

The proposal for enhanced bus is a disgrace -- an opportunity squandered. 

Only one alternative is the cheapest to build and operate, requiring no City funding.
 
Only one minimizes congestion.
 
Only one provides the fastest trips for the majority of riders.
 
Only one is the most convenient.
 
Only one provides the most mobility and access to transit.
 
Only one will improve service for each and every rider without exception.
 
It didn't have to be this way, but the only alternative which does all thls is no-build.
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By Alice Schlenker-Mayor, Lake Oswego 19BB-1996 
President, Oregon League of Cities 1995 

Honorable Mayor Sam Adams, and Honorable City Councilors. 

I appreciate the opportunity to submit to you testimony regarding 
your decision on the proposed Portland Lake Oswego Transit 
Project. 

There has long been cooperation and a partnership between Lake 
Oswego and Portland regarding Land Use and Transportation 
issues, and most particularly the consortium established in 1989 
regarding the Willamette Shore Line, and Willamette Shore 
Trolley. I could not have envisioned a worse scenario, when we 
purchased this line for $1.2 M, than the one poised before our joint 
communities now. 

It's extremely unfortunate, that the streetcar alternative before you 
does not, in my view, share either my city's vision, or produce the 
alternative transportation product, that would best serve our 
colnmunity of 36,000 today. 

I believe this for two reasons: 

1. Based on the Purpose and Objectives of the Lake Oswego to 
Portland Transit Project as stated in the Draft Environmental 
Irnpact Statement, December 2010, the streetcar alternative should 
" garner broad public support". 



Stj'j,il 

However, based on recent testimony in Lake Oswego at the City 
Council Hearing last week and " on line"...the support in Lake 
Oswego for the Streetcar is just not there. And as more and more 
people are becoming aware of the cost, and the "Foothills" details 
for the streetcar, it is loosing even more support. 

I would suggest we could generate the "BROADEST public 
support" with the original proposal, "Rails to Trails". 

This alternative of opening a safe biking segment between Lake 
Oswego, and Portland, while not in the DEIS, has long been part of 
the thinking for the Willamette Shore Line. This concept is 
outlined in Lake Oswego's existing Comprehensive Plan. On 
page 3-1,9, DEIS..."maintain opportunities for future mass transit, 
BIKE and PEDESTRIAN PATHS by working to preserve existing 
railroad rights- of-ways". 

2. A pertinent statement in the DEIS states on Pg. I-2...... 
"Downtown Lake Oswego is one of the region's most fully 
developed Town Centers." 
This is a significant, regional planning acknowledgement within 
Metro's 2040 Plan. 

Yet, some of our leaders are pushing for yet another "Foothills" 
Urban Renewal Plan. One can only conclude, àfr even higher 
density in Lake Oswego will sell the streetcar option at this time. 
Even though no plan currently exists. And little public awareness 
of this planned element is known . 

To achieve the "Town Center" built designation, the Lake Oswego 
Redevelopment Agency (LORA), when I was Mayor, redeveloped 
(pg. 3-7), "Oswego Point cornprising 522 rnultifarnily housing 
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units. . .20,000 sq. ft of office space Willamette waterfront 
pathway, a water sports center, a Willamette river amphitheatre, 
and a boat dock. This is in the "Foothills" area, and part of our 
downtown core. 

On State Street and A avenue we assembled property for retail and 
office space.... culminating more recently in a 84,000 sq ft retail 
office space and 366 spaces parking structure, Throughout this 
lengthy urban renewal process, three different mayors, over a 25 
year timeline were working with you, Portland, to keep the 
Willamette Shore line open. 

But, the future is now, and THIS STREETCAR project needs to 
be "DERAILED". It's a grandiose scheme that cannot succeed 
due to unrealistic costs, and yet to be determined land use 
planning. I would, at this time, suggest you initiate the responsible 
decision and vote NO. 

I believe it would be the LEGITIMATE, and CREDIBLE action to 
take at this time, as economic and fiscal tensions are gripping our 
communities, our state and nation. 

Thank you for your partnership and your leadership. 

Respectfully, 

Alice Schlenker 
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Jim Mclaughlin [jjim.mclaughlin@gmail.com] 

Sent: Wednesday, April 20, 20'1 '1 B:17 AM 

To: Adams, Sam; Commissioner Fish; Leonard, Randy; Moore-Love, Karla; Commissioner Saltzman 

Subject: Lake Oswego Street Car Extension 

I urge you to vote against the Streetcar expansion to Lke Oswego at council today. 

This is a system with far too high a price tag, far too low a ridership base, and far too 
inflexible. 

Enhanced bus service in the corridor ias a better solution, and a cheaper solution over the next 
40 years. 

This Council needs to stop spending money the City - and the taxpayers - do not have, especially 
when that money is spent to line the pockets of developers engaged in projects in other cities. 

Thank you. 

Jim Mclaughlin 
President 
West Portland Park Neighborhood Association 

412012011 

mailto:jjim.mclaughlin@gmail.com
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: 
Sent: 

Stephen Cutrera [stevecutrera@comcast. net] 
Tuesday, April 19,2011 10:38 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 
Subject: streetcar 

Dear City council members:
 
Don't add to our budget woes by supporting this streetcar .
 

At a time when funds are needed for so many other projects, do we need a Rolls Royce when we can get by
 
with a Caddy? DO we need a half billion dollar streetcar when we have perfectly good and functional trimet
 
services?
 
We have a bridge called the Sellwood which needs replacing. lsn't the money better spent there?
 
I don't care if some of the money to pay for this project is coming from Washington. lt is still coming from the
 
taxpayers (like me).
 
This line will affect our environment.
 

The environmental impact will be huge, One small example: Many 
waterfowl nest along this corridor, Those nesting areas will be lost forever. 
Many of my friends and associates are against this project; they just dont think they can do anything about it. 
But they, and I , will remember the fact that you committed so much of the taxpayers hard earned money to 
this unnecessary project on election day. 
sincerely 
Stephen Cutrera 
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TrÉË"8-56Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Uwagbae, Grace 

Sent: Tuesday, April '19,2011 3:51 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: FW: Citizen Comment to Portland City Council Opposing the Streetcar Alternative 

For public record. 

Thanks Ms. K! 

Grace Uwagbae 
Public Advocate 
Office of Mayor Sam Adams 
Cityof Portland 
12215W Fourth Avenue, Suite 340 
Portland, OR97204 
P:503-823-474Q 
ï @GracieO_says 
E : gtaçç,utvagbae@ po4laqdoregon,gsy
\ü/: mayorsamadams.com 

From: Carolyne Jones <janescarolyne@hot > 
Date: April 19, 2011 1:41:16 PM PDT
 
To : "Adarns, Sam" <Sam.Adams@portlandoregon. gov>, Cornmissioner Fritz
 
<arnanda@portlandoregon.gov>, Commissioner Fish
 
<Cornrnissioner. Fish@poftlandoregon. gov), " Leonal'd, Randy"
 
<Randy@portlandqregon. gov>, Commissioner Saltzman
 
<-d"an@ps$laudarc&oÂgsv>
 
Subject: Citizen Comment to Portland City Council Opposing the Streetcar'
 
Altcrnative
 

Please include the following in the public rccord: 

The DEIS addresses indirect and cumulative efïects on the Highway 43 

corridor on Page 3-153. lt states that: "If the project enables future 

4/1912011 

mailto:arnanda@portlandoregon.gov
mailto:Sam.Adams@portlandoregon
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ffiffifj5ti 
devclopment or redevelopment to occur, water quality mitigation would likely be required in 

addition to the proposed water quality mitigation for this project." This statement is deceptive, 

because !f the Streetcar Alternative is realized, Metro mandates that high-density development nust 
occur along the Hwy 43 corridor as an element of economic feasibility. 

The paragraph continues: "Past and future development within the watershed cumulatively affects 

the health of the watershed by removing natural cover, creating impervious surfaces, channelizing 

streams, altering flow regimes and discharging contaminants into water bodies." Continuing on 

Page 3-154 and in reference to development the concession is offered: "Much of this development 

would occur in previously disturbed, existing impervious areas. Additionally, by focusing 

development in underutilized urban areas, development pressure in outlying rural areas could be 

lessened, which could potentially limit sprawl and help to protect forests and farmland in headwater 

reaches." 

These last two appeals were recently put before the Lake Oswego City Council by owners of private 

property affected by Lake Oswego's Sensitive Lands Regulations without significant relief. Those 

current, onerous Sensitive Lands Regulations primarily were placcd on properties with previously 

disturbed, existing imperious surfaces. Cities must be held accountable to the laws that they pass for 
everyone else to abide by. Demanding that others live up to standards created by those who have no 

intentions of living up to them themselves is hypocrisy. 

The Ilwy 43 corridor from the Sellwood Bridge to the Foothills District is an extremely significant 

environmental area, especially for fish, and it should be preserved, rather than targeted for high

density development. 

Please vote "no" on the Streetcar Alternative to avoid destructive impacts on thc 

natural environment. 

Carolyne Il. Jones 

2818 Poplar Way 

Lake Oswego, 97034 

41t912011 
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ffi É$ [¡ I'r {iMoore-Love, Karla 

From: Winterbottom, Doreen [DWinterbottom@SCHWABE.com] 

Sent: Tuesday, April '19,201'1 3:39 PM 

Tor Moore-Love, Karla 

Gc: Bartz, David 

Subject: Lake Oswego to Portland Transit Project 

Attachments : CANON4F52sg_LDAPMA I L_04 1 9201 1 -1 5281 1 . pdf 

Dear Council Clerk: 

Attached is a letter that I am forwarding on behalf of Dave Bartz for the council meeting to be held 
tomorrow. 

lf you have any questions, please do not hesitate to give me a call. 

Thanks, Doreen Winterbottom 

DOREEN WINTERBOTTOM I Secretary to David F. Bartz, Jr. and Laura Maffei 
SCHWABE, WILLIAMSON & WYATT 
1211 SW 5th Ave., Ste. 1900 Portland, OR 97204 
Direct: 503-796-2850 | Fax: 503-796-2900 | Email: dwinterbottqm@schwabe.com 
L_gg-a-{ advisors for the future of your business@ 
www.schwabe.com 
Thank you for considering the environment before printing this ema¡|. 

To compÌy wj-th IRS regulations, we are required to inform you thal- this 
message/ if it contains adv-ice relating to federaf taxes, cannot be used for 
the purpose of avoiding penalties that may be imposed under federaf tax law. 
Any tax advice t-hat is expressed j.n this message is fimited to the tax j.ssues 
addressed in this message. If advice is required that satisfies applicable IRS 
regulations, for a tax opinion appr:opriate for avoidance of federal tax l-aw 
penalties, please contact a Schwabe attorney to arrange a suitable engagement 
for that purpose. 

NOTICE: This communication (including any attachments) may contain privileged
or confidential information intended fo¡: a specific individuaÌ and purpose, 
and is protectecl by law. If you are ¡rot the intended recipient, you should 
defete this communication and,/or shred the mate¡:iaIs and any attachments and 
are hereby notified that any dlsclosure/ copying or distrlbution of t-his 
communication, or the taking of any action based on it, is strictly 
pr:ohibited. Thank you. 

4l19l20rt 

http:www.schwabe.com
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David F. Bartz, ]r.
 

32425. Glenmorrie Drive I Lake Oswego, OR 97034 | dbartz@schwabe.com
 

April 19,2011 

V l ¡ p-rvr n t ¡- Ka nr,n. Mo<l R u-Lov E@nonr l-n n D o Rrìco N. cov 

Karla Moore-l-ove 
Council Clerk 
Porlland City Council 

Re: Lake Oswego to Portland Transit Project 

Dear City Council: 

I am an owner of a business headquartcrcd in Portland, Oregon, and a Lake Oswego 
resident, I arn an active and proud participant in our communities and have been since 1982. 
I arn writing to ask you to stop further spcnding on the "Lake Oswego to Portland Transit 
Project." Your time and talent and our tax dollars are better spcnt on something other than this 
alternate tlansportation project that is finanoially risky, not needed ancl likely to irreparably 
darnage the livability of the oommunities upon wliich it is being imposed. 

As an owner of a business founded in Portland, we focus on strengthening our 
communities through personal effort and financial support while building the economy and 

improving the environment by minimizing our impacts on the environment. One of the hrst 
lessons of sustainability is to build on existing strong foundations. The alternate bus system, 
which could be the beneficiary of positive action in rejecting thc slreetcar, is such an example. 
We do not need a new alternate transportation system. As recounlecl in the attached letter, the 

expcnsc is significant. The sources of the fr"rnding would furlher cripple our region struggling to 
find its way f'orward. $144,000,000 in local match is uot going to come from our State 
government that is billions of dollars in the hole; it is not going to come from taxes on local 
businesses and individuals in an economy already restructnring to face a new normal; and it 
won't comc without alreacly impacting other proglams that havc grown expensive (such as water 
bills) or existing ancl rvor"thy programs that need additional investment, not reduoed investrnent 
(suoh as l'reight, bike, urban renewal and local improvement district improvements). The debt 
demanded for the projcct is ill-advised and poorly tinred. 

Leaclership rlleans making hard choices. Our best lcadcrs have said "no" to "shiny, new 
baubles" 01'"nifty" ideas. I recognize all of the lnomentnm the forrnalplanning community has 

investcd in getting the projeot this fàr. That monrentum does not equal the "broad public 

Pl)X/004908/05 I 950/Dlrlì/73(,9 I .19. I 
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Karla Moore-Love 
April 19,2011 
Page2 

supporl" required to advance the project. We need you to say "no" to the illusory beneltts of tliis 
alternate transportation system and instead, embrace what we know and what we neecl, 

Very truly 

$*-ffffi 
DFB:dl 
I.lnclosure 

p DX/o04908/05 | 950/ Dt: 13 /7 369 1 39. t 
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David F. Bartz, |r.
 
32425. Glenmorrie Drive I Lake Oswego, OR 97034 I dbartz@schwabe,com
 

April 19, 2011 

Vr¡ n-rvr¡¡l ncuRrslln@cr.oswtco.on.us 

Ilobyn Christie 
City Recorder 
[,ake Oswego City Council 

Re: Lake Oswego to Portland Transit Project 

Dear City Council: 

I am a Lake Oswego resident and have bccn active in our community for- 29 years. I have 
worked on neighborhood projects and invested significant time in the rnulti-year process with the 
City and our neighbors to develop what is now known as the lìiver Road Pathway. I have given 
of my time and my talent to improve our community. I write you today regarding the "Portland 
to Lake Oswego'l'ransit Project." Please vote, "No". 

The project is not needed; it is expensive ancl the added costs will divert money from 
current systems that work well, I am a29 year commuter to Portland. Thc project will cause 
dramatic physicaldestruction of our beautiful Lake Oswego and willdevastate the surrounding 
environment. 

The plamring documents establish 3 key criteria for the proiect to mect bcfore it should 
be advanced in the process. The project must: (a) bc fisoaily responsive, (b) maximize required 
reoourses and (c) "garner board public support". The project does not meel those standards. 

A. A Streetcar Named DFSII+ts DENIAL 

Who "de,sires" the streetcar? The people pushing the streetcar are plamers ancl 

career politicians; "visionaries", perhaps, but they al'e not the peo¡rle that will pay the bills, 
Upwarcls of $4(10,000,000 to build the project? I{eally? 

In this cconomy an<l with the foreseeable econornic future facing us, should we 
spend $460,000,000 on an alternate transportation system for which there is no proven need? 
That really is not a good idea. The proponents gloss over a critical missing element: financing. 

Oregon fa<;es a multibillion dollar shortfall in the next two-year state trudget. No 
one predicts a clramatically irnproved economic future beyond tliose two years. State and local 
lunding for existing worthy projccts is tight ol faltering, We should not acld this new project. 

We currently have a mLrlti-trillion clollar deficit in I'cderal spending in the United 
States. And yet, this projecl relics on 60% l'unding frorn the lèderal government, Just last weck, 
President Obanra ancl leaders of'the rninority party put forward cornpcting proposals to reduce 

PDX/004908/05 r 95o/DìrrJ/7369 I t4. ¡ 
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Robyn Christie 
April 19,2011 
Page2 

tlie deficit. Hach pr:o¡:osal relies on radical ancl cleep cuts iu cuì'rent spending and clramatic 

changes to or"u'taxes. 

Local yrublicity in favor of thc strcetcar suggests seniors need thc streetcar, l'hat's 
hogwash. Seniors need Medicare more than they nced a trolley and yet Medicare is on the 

chopping block. Medicare cuts may be only one paft, albeit an important parl of the deficit 
recluction, but that fact it's being seriously considered underlines the tight financial spot we are 

in, Having our local comnrunity become one of the millions of voices screaming for more 
federal dollars when <lur country's finances are so far sideways is an embarrassrnent to oul' 
community, We would not tolerate our children spending money this way; we shouldn't either. 

B. "Whcre Art Thou, Oh l{otnecl?"1 

It's ccrtainly a romantic line, bnt "where" is not a cluestion the streetcar pushers 
want to ånswer. 

L WHITRE is thc nccd for the streetcar to Portland? 

2. WHERII clo we get the lnoney to pay for the project? 

3. WHIìRþI cloes this pro.iect takc us? 

1. WI-IERË is the needfor lhe streelcar lo Portland? 

'I'tre planning c"locurnents clo not sct l'olth fàcts or a reasoned evaluation that 
provides a ncecl fbr thc strcetcar'. 'lhe current bus system is lrot brt;ken. I'he cnhanced bus 

system builcls on an existing and fiurctioning system. 'l'lie streetcar clocs not ofler a mcaningfìrl 
implovcmcnt in thc rrunlbcr of pcotrlle transportcd nor cl<lcs it irnpr'ove transportation eflìciency 
to justify the expense ancl lisk. Approximately 400 rush-hour t'ìclers woulcl get the bcncfit of the 

strcefcar ancl, on the lrcst day, they u'cluld save 7 minutes. An improved bus systetn can trrove 

rrrore peoplc aud movc thcre more quickly tlran current conditiotrs. Iìurthct'morc, thc propclsal 

le¿¡vcs our neighboring communitics to the si¡uth, stranclecl, 'l'he streetoar is a solution looking 
for a need. It is not needed. 

2. Wlllìllli do v,e ger the money to pay for lhe projecl? 

I have already discussed the substantial financial problerns, More critically, the 

money will oome frorn local projeots or from unfinished projects which shoulcl be completecl. 
J'he rushed nature ol'this project, pushing l'orwarcl clevelopment by 2017, will rob motrey from 
pro.jects we have already recognized have value. What sense is thore in stafting sourething ncw 
until we have finished what we havc alrcady begr"rn? That is the epitorne of waste. 

And now let's talk about the im¡:oflant question of where tlie local lnatch would 
come from. $144,000,0001 'l'lie State of'Oregon cannol help us ouq they need $3 Rillion to keep 

I Apologies to Williarn Shalcespeare. 

pDX/00490tÌ/05 1950/DIrt]/73ó9 I I 4.1 
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our schools open, social services limping along policc functioning ancl prisons operating. There 
will not be much State support for an illusory alternate transportation system, hi just the last 
clcction, lottery dollars were permanently committed to parks. Parks are important but that 
comtnitment means there is less money going forward for the multiple good purposes for which 
Iottery dollars are used, now. This streetcar -- an urulcedcd alternate transportation system -
doesn't rise to the level of need that woulil capture any of those already well-used lottery and 
other limited public clollars. 

3. WI-IERE does this pro.ject take us? 

The descriptions of the future of Lake Oswego with the streetcar are 
funclarnentally wrong for our community; the vision being sold us is a vision built on a 
presurnption of consumption. It is not about sustainability, T'hrowing out a working systen'ì for a 
"shiny, new" altcrnatc is not a sustainable apploach. A future built on the new and experimental 
should not replace tried-and-tlue, unless tried-and-true is broken, or fäiling. We are not in a 

situation where we need an alternate transportation system. l,'inally, this proje<;t takes us to a 

future that is a rnulti-story dream built on shaky foundations (geokrgical and financial). Fewer 
jobs and fewer studcnt-agc children in Lake Oswego cannot be replaced by high-rise 
development in our clowntown. Partially fÌlled glass towers becorne empty mcmorials to 
wishful thinking. 

Destroying working systems and our valued natural environment is not 
transformative, it is simply destructive. The formal planning docurnents show the thousands of 
vehicles needed to haul away nearly 100,000 cubic yards of our land. Construction alone 
consumes l0 times more gasoline than the enhanced bus alternative to this unneeded alternate 
transportation system. The enhanced bus system--an improvement to the current working 
system-does not plrt more weight on shaky geologic f'oundations; it doesn't scar the earth and 
natural ar"eas we have come to love and plotcct, 

As City leaders, you have required me to protect the natural environment in niy 
back yard with rnore thouglrtfulness than you are now using regarding the natural cnvironmenl of 
our conlmunity and the naturalenvironment of our neighbors. It sirnply doesn't make sense. 

We care about our community, We invest our time, talent and money to improve it. The 
streetcar is an alternate transportation project we do not need and it is a project that will hurl our 
community, 

Please vote No. 

Davicl F, llarlz-, Jrl 

DIìll:dl 
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Moore-Love, Karla ffi#fìñ{i 
From: Bill Hurst[hurstw46@gmail.com] 

Sent: Tuesday, April 19, 2011 1:52 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: LO Streetcar 

VOTE NO, The Oregonian editorial this week got it exactly right. This is a project that is deeply flawed. 

It will not solve the region's transportation needs, is widely expensive, and clearly should be a very low 
priority item among many more pressing needs. 

VOTE NO. 

Bill Hurst 

4tlq/2011 

mailto:Hurst[hurstw46@gmail.com


Page 1 of 1 

ß#riir6Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Janine DunphyIanine_dunphy@comcast.net] 

Sent: Tuesday, April 19, 2011 12:54PM 

To; Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: FW: Lake Oswego Streetcar Testimony 

Hi, Karla-
Here is my testimony for tomorrow - Wednesday, April 20th. I am unable to attend your meeting. 

Thank you-

From : Jan ine Du nphy fmailto :janine_du nphy@comcast. net]
 
Sent: Tuesday, April 19,2011 12:23 PM
 

To:'Samadams@poftlandoregon.gov'
 
Subject: Lake Oswego Streetcar
 

Dear Mayor Adams and City Councilors: 

Please vote NO on the streetcar as the locally preferred transportation option. I am a 
40 year res¡dent of Lake Oswego - as was evident at the Lake Oswego Public Hearing 
last week - the ovetwhelming people in Lake Oswego are in opposition to this street 
car. 

Regardless of how our Council votes tonight - the majority of citizens do not want it. 
And, lest you think it is about the money - it is about the streetcar forever changing the 
charming character of our city, and, yes - it is also about the money. LO citizens do not 
want to spend $2,5 million to study this further, and it is inconceivable that the entire 
region would be required to spend a total of 25 million for furlher study. No municipality 
has the money to do this, and the federal government is trillions of dollars in debt. 

It is a dereliction of duty for any elected official to vote for any expense of this 
magnitude during a recession. Citizens should not be responsible to pay for anything 
that is purely paft of any elected official's personal ideological agenda. 

lf Porlland wants the streetcar - take it as far as the Sellwood Bridge, and please leave 
us out of this. After all, and I cannot resist this, we have our Bentleys to get us around. 
And even those in Lake Oswego without Bentleys are not going to ride this on any 
regular basis, if at all. 

Thank you-

Janine Dunphy 
15450 SW Boones Ferry Road 
Lake Oswego, OR 97035 

411912011 

mailto:To:'Samadams@poftlandoregon.gov
mailto:DunphyIanine_dunphy@comcast.net


Page 1 of 1 

:ï; ,iì r¡ g ffiMoore-Love, Karla 

From: Phil and Rosie Hamilton [rosiephilh@msn.com] 

Sent: Monday, April 18, 2011 9:04 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: LO streetcar 

The Oregonian has it right. It would be a nice addition to my neighborhood but it's ridiculously expensive 
and not even an environmental plus, Reject it. 

Phil Hamilton 
7215 SW LaView Dr. 
Portland 97219 

411912011 
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Parsons, Susan	 ffi$fir¡; 6q 

From: 	swtrail@googlegroups.com on behalf of Don Baack [baack@q.com] 

Sent: 	Monday, April 18,2011 3:07 PM 

To: 	 Adams, Sam; Commissioner Fritz; Commissioner Fish; Leonard, Randy; Commissioner Saltzman;
 
Baack Don
 

Subject: 	[Approved Sender] Portland to Lake Oswego Streetcar 

Dear Mayor Adams and Gommissioners 

I am writing to urge you to vote to oppose the Portland to Lake Oswego Streetcar for a number 
ofreasons: 

1. It is too expensive and not where we should be spending our money.
 
2.The projections of development appear to be extrapolated from a unique base in the Pearl
 
where hundreds of rnillions of additional infi'astructure was invested in addition to the Portland
 
Streetcar investment and it was in the Central City. .
 

3. There is some question if the existing trolley right of way is in fact usable for a down payrnent
 
on the streetcar. If federal dollars were used in acquiring the trolley, FHWA rules will not
 
permit that asset to be used as a down payment for a subsequent project.
 
4. A well built bicycle and pedstrian trail would cany 8,000 riders per day in 2030. 
5. A creative bus route that would have some of the buses serving Lewis and Clark College via 
Terwilliger will increase ridership according to Metro Planers and serve a commuter market 
laryely ignored by Tri-Met. A more thorough analysis of the Terwilliger/Boones Ferry/Taylors 
Feny Road route could result in faster bus commute routes that the congested highway 43. This 
was not investigated by the Metro staff. 
7. As I see bus routes being eliminated in my neighborhood, bus headways being increased, and 
service curtailed for all but commuter hours, I question spending huge dollars on a questionable 
investment. 
8. Were this investrnent being examined by a private industry firm, a detailed net present value 
analysis would be done to show just how much more the streetcar would cost in todays dollars 
over the life of the streetcar investment. That has not been done. 
9. This appears to provide a gravy train for a few developers. 

]::::::::]il::-::î:"1*::l:l*::::'1omoreprornisi'gendeavors 
To my friends on the trails list. The Portland City Council needs to hcar frorn you on this 
irnportant investment. See todays Oregonian opinion piece as well at: 

http://www.oreeonlive.corn/opinion/index.ssf/201 1/O4/get:oflthe_lo_streetcar.litml 

Use the addresses of the Portland City Council above to send your own note telling them what 
you think of the huge investment and how it stacks up with your priorities. 

Tliey will be voting this week. 

Thanks 

4t19/20r1 
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dÞ ¿J r],-, 
Don Baack #B¡),iï)r.r
 

64 95 SW Burlingame Pl-ace
 
Portl-and OR 91 239
 

503 246 2088
 

baackGq. com 

ïou ,"""iued this message because you are subscribed to the Google Groups "SWTrail" group.
 
To post to this group, send email to swtrail@googlegroups.coln.
 
To unsubscribe from this group, send email to swtrail*unsubscribe@googlegroups.com.
 
For more options, visit this group athttp:llgroups.google.com/group/swtrail?hl:en.
 

4lt9l20rt 
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Moore-Love, Karla ffiffirçr¡ ù; 

From: Fontes [rfontes@q.com] 

Sent: Monday, April 18,2011 2:01 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Supplementary material for streetcar testimony 4/20 

Attachments: 11.pdf 

Ms. Moore-Love, 

Thank you for your help. Please let me know if there's any problern with the PDF. I will bring seven hard copies of 
the oral testimony (three-minute version) Wednesday moming. 

Thanks again, 

R A Fontes 

4n9t2011 

mailto:rfontes@q.com
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Lake Oswego to Portland Transit - April 20,2011 
Testimony Supplemental Information - R A Fontes PO Box 144, Lake Oswego 97034 dp¡leggpg=Ëam 

Compared to current bus, streetcar will be more expensive to operate, less convenient, and cost the 
average rider abôut 30 minutes every round trip. 

Project estimates claim that growing congestion will bring much slower bus trip times than those for streetcar 
and that extraordinary corridor ridership growth will make streetcar cost-effective. Are these claims realistic? 

Note:The word "Section" is used to describe the area that would be served by the Streetcar Extension from
 
downtown Lake Oswego to the end of the current alignment at SW Lowell Street.
 

Underlying trends and demographics call for transportation stability in the corridor, not rapid growth.
 

Table 1: Employment by County
 
Jobs are migrating from Multnomah to suburban counties.
 

Jan 2001 Sep 2010 (Preliminary) 
Clackamas 132,277 137,440 
Multnomah 444,694 421,967 
Washington 228,610 237,358 

Data from Bureau of Labor Statistics, Quafierly Census of Employment and Wages Database with data from 1/01 through g/10. 

Table 2: Percentage of workers who work at home 
Since 1980, a growing percenlage of Americans work at home, reflecting part of the internet revolution. 

Year 1 960 1970 1 980 1 990 2000
 
Percent 7.2 3.5 2.3 3.0 3.3
 
Data from US Census Bureau, "All workers, and workers who worked at home for the United States: 1960 to 2000." 

Table 3: Lake Oswego & West Linn statistics 
Lake Oswego and West Linn demographics suggest stability, not rapid growth. From US Census and US Census 
Bureau American Community Suruey 2005-2009 5-year estimates: 

County/City Median Age Per capita Median 2000 2010 Census % 
lncome Home Value Census Census Change 

Clackamas 39.4 $31,753 $323,600 338,391 375,992 11.1 
Multnomah 35.4 $28,4e6 $269,900 660,486 735,334 11 .3 
Washington 34.5 $30,020 $296,500 445,342 529,710 18.9 

Lake Oswego 
West Linn 

42.3 
42.0 

$47,589 
$43.745 

$525,700 
$421,700 

35,278 
22,261 

36,619 
25,109 

3.8 
12.8 

Lake Oswego and West Linn rank 1st and 2nd respectively among all cities in the TriMet district over 20,000 
population (ACS 3-year threshold) in the three attributes shown. The areas near Hwy 43 are developed and 
subject only to redevelopment and in-fill. 

Since LO and WL residents are the oldest, they're least likely to need to travel to Poftland on a daily basis. 
Since their income is the highest, they are most able to afford private vehicles. And since their homes are the 
most expensive, only those who are well established in their careers (i.e. older) can most afford to move there. 
Given that the oldest "baby boomer" just turned 65 on New Years Day and that the youngest won't turn 70 (and 
thereby qualify for maximum deferred Social Security) untilthe end of 2034, we should expect stable 
demographic and transportation demand patterns in Lake Oswego and West Linn for several decades at least. 

1 
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Table 4: Corridor 	Growth Projections from DEIS Table 8.2-1: 

2005 2035 
Households Employment Households Growth Employment Growth 

Johns Landing 1J45 8,083 3,688 222o/o 12,937 6Do/o
 
Dunthorpe 1,136 1,564 1,518 34% 2,377 
520/o 
Lake Oswego 7.578 5.415 11.477 51% 10.235 890/o
 
Total 9,859 15,062 16,683 69% 25,549 7Ùo/o
 

The DEIS is projecting approximately 7Ùo/o growth in households and employment in the three corridor districts 
which include the Section, but almost 470% growth in Section no-build transit ridership [able 4.2-6J. This is in 
spite of long-term flat to declining Section Highway 43 traffic, bus ridership, and bus trip times. 

Available transportation data show flat to declining demand in the corr¡dor. 

Table 5: OREGON DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
 
TRAFFIC COUNTING PROGRAM
 

TRAFFIC VOLUME TABLES
 
HIGHWAY 43
 

MileoosVYear of Location 1993 1994 1905 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 
chanqe 

1.01 1.03/05 N of Julia 28,000 29,000 29,000 29,800 29,000 29,400 29,900 
lloolo6 
2.19 2.15108 N of Taylors Ferry 26,000	 28,700 28,700 29,000 30,500 30,900 31,300 
2.58 2.54l0g 	N of Sellwood Ferry 38,000 37,100 38,2 36,600 36,600 37,300 37,700 38,100 38,600
3.64 	 S C¡ty Limits Portland 20,000 21,100 21,700 22 24,gool 2o,9oo 21,goo z1,7oo 
4.03 A-OUOB 	N of Riverwood 20,000 21,100 21,700 22,4 27,80011 24,4oo 24,Boo 2s,soo 
5.73 5.72/06 N of Terwilliger 21,2oaz1,BooI 2o,7oo 20,7A0 21,20019,100 19,400 19,700 
5.69/08 
5.79	 N Crty Limits Lake 24,gOO 25,400 23,500 23,900 24,gOO 

Oswego I
6.12 6.11/08 	N of A 

r
II
r

24.600 2s.3ool2s.1oo 25,100 25,400 22,500 23,200 23,500
6.14 	 S of A 33,600 34,600 35,600 35,300 35,300 36,300 34,300 35,400 35,700 

MileposVYear of Location 2003 20 2005 2006 ãJ,o7 2008 2æ9
 
chanqe
 

1.01 1.03/05 N of Julia 30,200 30,000 30,600 24,900 24,700 23,600 24,800
 
r.00/06
 
2.19 2.15l0g 	N of Taylors Ferry 31 ,7OO 31 ,500 32,100 20,900 2O,TO0 19,900 3S,S00
2.58 2.54108 	N of Seilwood Ferry 39,100 99,900132,900 42,600 g1,2oo g0,g0o 

3.64 	 S CrtV Limits Portland 22,1OO 22,OOO 22,400 21 ,300 21 ,2OO 20,200 20,100 
4.03 4.OAOB 	N of Riverwood 25,700 25,500 26,000 19,900 19,800 18,900 20,100 
5.73 5.72/æ N of Terwilliger 20,000 19,900 20,300 21,TOO 21,600 20,600 19,700
 
5.69/08
 
5.79	 N C¡ty Limits Lake 24,7OO 24,500 25,000 26,400 26,200 25,100 24,4OO
 

Oswego

6.12 6.11/OB 	N of A 24,300 24,100 24,600 25,300 25,200 24,100 22,400 
6.14 	 S of A 96,900 a6,700I og,soo g3,ao0 91,Bo0 29,300 

3ld Highest 
http://www.oregon.gov/ODOT/TD/TDATA/tsm/tvt.shtml [Design: Jeff Gudman] Table notes on next page 

http://www.oregon.gov/ODOT/TD/TDATA/tsm/tvt.shtml
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Table 5 notes: 

Two counting stations at Palatine Hill Road were discontinued early in the covered period and are not shown. 

Traffic volume counts are subject to error. We can expect outliers in ODOT's data. For example, the count for 
MP 6.14 in 1993 is extraordinarily high and almost certainly an outlier. 1993 could have been a record year 
and 41 ,000 just a little high. lt's also possible, and probably more likely, that 1993 was much closer to nearby 
years. This table highlights the top three years to minimize false impressions from any outliers. 

The table consistently shows that counting stations recorded the highest traffic volumes in the 1g90's with the 
exception of two stations: MP 2.5812.54 and MP 6.14. These two are exceptional in that they record significant 
volumes of what is essentially cross-tratfic not traveling the entire distance between Lake Oswego and Johns 
Landing. The MP 2.5812.54 station includes traffic which flows between the Sellwood Bridge and Taylors Ferry 
while the MP 6.14 station includes traffic flowing between McVey/Highway 43 south of Lake Oswego and A 
Avenue. The Lake Oswego/Johns Landing component is declining over the long term as would be expected 
given the demographic and development realities of Lake Oswego and West Linn. 

One significant surprise shown in the table involves traffic volumes after the Sellwood Bridge weight limitations 
were imposed in 2004. Since Sellwood Bridge tratfic makes up about 70/" of all Highway 43 traffic between 
Lake Oswego and Johns Landing, we should have expected the dramatic volume drops atter the limits were 
imposed. The surprise is that Highway 43 volumes díd not pick up in the years afteruards. DEIS projections 
assume that traffic would migrate from other roads to 43 once traffic volumes dropped after streetcar enticed 
current drivers from their cars. This didn't happen. While it could be argued that streetcar would make a 
serious dent in Highway 43 congestion, the more salient conclusion is that there is no reseruoir of pent-up 
demand and that it will be extremely unlikely that DEIS ridership and bus trip time projections willbe realized. 

CHART 1: 7o Grovnth 1993 to 2009 {1993 = 0} 
15 

10 

-10 

-15 
Highway 43 (#3) l-5 (#1) 99E (#1E, 81) 99W (#1W 91) 

Chañ 1 compares Highway 43 with the three nearest parallel state highways and shows the median growth of 
all counting stations for approximately 6 miles south from each highway's junction with US Highway 26. The 
numbers in parentheses refer to ODOT highway numbers used in traffic volume reports. Highway 43's linear 
regression analysis slope for 1993 through 2005 (not shown) is approxim alely O.26./o. which suggests 
hypothetical 2009 volume at around 4.36% higher than 1993 without the weight limit restrictions or recession. 
This is still less than the 5% plus growth shown for 99E and much less than the 12/" plus growth for l-5 and 
99W, all of which include realworld recessionary effects. 

g 

http:2.5812.54
http:2.5812.54
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Similarly, Section bus ridership is flat to declining. 

CHART 2: Section Combined Route 35 & 36 Ridership and Projected No-Build Demand 
9500 

8650 

6950 

61 00 

5250 

4400 

3550 

2700 

1850 

1000 
2001 2005 2008 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

,T TriMet Spring Passenger Census dataI TriMet's projected 2.o% systemwide average bus growth rate from 200sI 6.38% growth rate required from 2005 to meet projected no-build demand 

Current and historic Section ridership is from TriMet Spring Passenger Census data. Only spring reports are 
shown for clarity, but ridership peaked in the summerllall o12008 at 2002$ with $4.00 plus gasoine. Section 
ridership has dropped steadily since and, as of the Spring 2010 census is now below levelsleen 10 years ago. 

DEIS paragraph 4.1.2 shows "approximately 2,100" transit trips in the Lake Oswego-Poriland corridor in 2005 
while this chart shows 1,455. This is because TriMet uses a much more expansivè definition of corridor trips
than Metro's projections. 1,455 includes allthose those trips traveling at least part of the way between the 
Lake Oswego Transit Center (LOTC) and SW Lowell Street. This represents the closest match possible to the 
streetcar extension since a significant number of current riders north of Albertsons complete their journeys or 
transfer at the Ttansit Center. 

There was also an anomaly during the Spring 2005 Passenger Census. TriMet temporarily detoured the line 
40 bus to Lake Oswego after Sellwood Brídge weight limítations were imposed. The 40 provided about 600 
rides in the Section which were not included in TriMet's numbers for the DEIS and therefore not in the chart 
above. ll they were counted then 200s could have been a record year. 

Like Highway 43 traffic volumes, long-term Section bus ridership is effectively flat to declining and DEIS 
projections are totally out of line with historic and current patterns. 
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The same situation applies to bus trip times. 

CHART 3: Trip Times Between Pioneer Gourthouse & LOTC {Most Gommon Section Trip} 
25 
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Trip Length in Minutes
il Fall2002 Bus I Northbound Cunent BusFall 1981 Bus

I II t Projected Peak Two Hours No-BuildSouthbound Cunent Bus Projected Peak Two Hours Streetcar 

Notes: 
1. The chart shows currently scheduled times between the LOTC and SW Washington northbound/SW Alder southbound. Older 
schedules and streetcar use other stops. To allow more accurate comparisons, trip times for those services were adjusted as follows: 

1981 -Northbound-1st&AinsteadofLOTC-addlminute;SWsalmoninsleadofsWWashingûon_addlminute 
Southbound - SW Oak instead of SW Alder - minus 'l minute; 1st & A instead of LOTC - add 1 minute 

2002 - Northbound - SW Main instead of SW Washington - add 2 minutes. Southbound - SW Oak instead of SW Alder 
minus 1 minute. 

Streetcar - Foothills at foot of B Avenue instead of LOTC - add 6 m¡nutes walking - minus 2 minutes in-vehicle
2. "Enhanced Bus'at 49 minutes is not shown. 

Since streetcar would use mostly exclus¡ve ROW its tirnes should be consistent throughout the day as is the 
current schedule between OHSU and PSU, Streetcar bars are at the 25 trip chart limit, but represent all 
streetcar runs for each alignment. The bars represent the WSL ROW alignment at 43 minutes and Macadam 
at 47 minutes. The projected times are based on Tony Mendoza's LOCC presentat¡on September 2g,2o10
with four minutes added to reflect six minutes walking time between the LOTC and the streetcar stop at the 
foot of B Avenue, minus two minutes for the shortened in-vehicle time compared w¡th the terminus. 

Projected no-build time is three minutes shorter than in Mr. Mendoza's presentation as it doesn't include travel 
time between the LOTC and the terminus. Bus trips outside those two hours would be significantly shorter. In 
fact, the historical pattern has most trips not varying nearly as much as the longest ones. 

The questionability of these critical projections is not limited to their divergence from current and historical data; 
they fly in the face of underlying societal, demographic, and economic trends. 

Study area map 

This tratfic shed map on the nert page is evidence of fraudulent analysis. lt allbut ignores the area east of the 
Sellwood Bridge which accounts for about 70ø/o oÍ all corrídor tratfic. The area south of the Tualatin River, with 
about half of the study corridor, has very little relevance. Since the latter is much faster growing than the 
former, the result is an artificial boosting of projections for traffic congestion, bus trip timãs, and transit 
ridership. Streetcar trip times were calculated ditferently and are not atfected. The map is false & deceptive
and has no legitimate use, 
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Annie Cedarleaf [cedarlea@ohsu.edu] 

Sent: Monday, April 18, 2011 1:49 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Gc: Mark Williams 

Subject: [User Approved] 4120111 - Agenda ltem: Lake Oswego to Portland Transit 

I write to express Oregon Health & Science University's (OHSU) support for an extension of the 
streetcar from the South Waterfront district to downtown Lake Oswego. The Portland to Lake 
Oswego Streetcar Project will provide increased access to the Southwest Macadam business 
corridor, adjacent neighborhoods, and OHSU's south waterfront clinics and campus. With 
nearly ten stops along the way, this extension will open up an entirely new transit link to 
Portland's South Waterfront District for thousands of OHSU's faculty, staff, and patients. 

OHSU is a top ranked academic medical research institution and health center. As the fourth 
largest employer in the state ancl the largest employer in Portland, OHSU has played a rnajor role 
in the development of the South Waterfront District. To date, OHSU has constructed the Center 
for Health and Healing, a 400,000-square-foot building that is connected to Marquam Hill via the 
Portland Aerial Tram. The Portland streetcar also conveniently stops in front of the Center for 
Health & Healing, accommodating pedestrians, bikes, and wheelchairs. Expanding streetcar 
service to Lake Oswego would ensure rnore patients, faculty and staff can access the vital 
services provided by OHSU. 

The Portland to Lake Oswego Street Car Project also dovetails well with current plans to 
improve multi-model access to the South Waterfront district of Porlland. This district is the last 
major underdeveloped area of our city and plays an integral role in the newly-created Portland 
Innovation Quadrant - which includes OHSU's Marquam Hill and South Waterfront catnpuses, 
Porlland State University (PSU), the Oregon Museum of Science and Industry (OMSI), Portland 
Opera, and Portland Community College (PCC). Extending the current street car line from 
South Porlland to Lake Oswego will offer reliable ancl tirnely access to institutions of higher 
education, community centers, and private sector partners while enhancing the connections and 
collaboration between these entities. 

The Portland to Lake Oswego Street Car Project will help spur inner city redeveloprnent by 
accommodating planned densities for residents and ernployment within the Portland lnnovation 
Quadrant. OHSU fully supports the Portland to Lake Oswego Streetcar Project and looks 
forward to next phase of this important project. 

Mark B. Williams 
Associate Vice President for Campus Development & Adminístration 
Oregon Health & Science University 

ffi É.$ [ì lr tir 

411812011 

mailto:cedarlea@ohsu.edu
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From: Sweeney, Patrick 
Sent: Friday, April 1 5,2011 4:00 PM 
To: Finn, Brendan; Schmanski, Sonia; Kovatch, Ty; Bizeau, Tom; Petrocine, Sara 
Cc: Moore-Love, Karla 
Subject: Ltr from Planning and Sustainability Commission about LOPT 

Attachments: 4-1 5-1 1 _psc-City Cou ncil-LOPT. pdf 

4-15-1l_psc-Cit 
¡ Council-LOPT,., 

Brendan, Sonia, Ty, Tom, Sara: 

Attached is a letter from the Planning and Sustainbility Commission regarding the Lake Oswego to Portland Transit 
project. 

Please share with your Commissioners. 

Thank you 

PatruoÉ 

Pqtrick Sweeney, AICP, LEED A.P. 
Senior Tronsit Plonner 
City of Porllond Bureou of Tronsportolion 
503-823-5ó1 r 

NEW E-MAl L: potrick.sweeney@portlondoregon.gov 

mailto:potrick.sweeney@portlondoregon.gov
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Portland Planning and Sustainability Commission 

André ISaugh, Chair 

Michelle Rudd, Vice Chair Howard Shapilo, Vice Chair 
Karen 6ray Gary Oxman
 
Don Hanson Jill Sherman
 

Bureau of Planning and Sustainability Mike flouck Chris Smith
 
Innov¿ti¡:ni. ûoll:rl¡uritli¡n, Pr':rcîir;¡l $¡rlrrli¡¡rs. Lai-Lani 0valles lrma Valdez
 

Aprit 15, 2011 

Mayor Adams 
Commissioner Fish 
Commissioner Fritz 
Commissioner Leonard 
Commissioner Saltzman 

Dear Mayor and Commissioners: 

The purpose of this letter is to recommend City Councit adopt the Lake Oswego to Portland Transit 
Project (LOPT) Locatly Preferred Alternative (LPA) at the Aprit z}th,2011 City Councit meeting. 
Ptanning and Sustainabitity Commission (PSC) members unanimousty support: 

o Streetcar as the preferred mode; and 
o The Macadam-in-street as the preferred alignment in John's Landing. 

The PSC has been activety engaged with the LOPT project since October 2010 through the pubtic 
comment period, and has recentty been integraI to the development of recommendations inctuded in 
the LOPT LPA City Council resotution. 

On MarchS, 2011, the PSC conducted a work session with project staff to devetop the recommendations 
that are incorporated in the LPA resolution. PSC members woutd like to hightight the fottowing 
recommendations: 

a). The South Porttand Riverbanks area, which inctudes Willamette Park, Stephens Creek, Butterfty 
Park, Wittamette Moorage Park, and Powers Marine Park on the west bank of the Witlamette River, 
and the Tryon Creek confluence, which extends from Hwy 43 to the Wiltamette River, are areas of 
critical natural resources, ftoodptain, and habitat. PSC advises Council to direct the Bureau of 
Transportation (PBOT) to work with Portland Parks and Recreation (PP&R), the Bureau of 
Environmental Services (BES) and the Bureau of Devetopment Services (BDS) to cottaborate with 
LOPT project staff to ensure that the cumutative and direct impacts to both recreation and natural 
resources from the LOPT, Settwood Bridge and Willamette Greenway Trait projects are avoided, 
and where unavoidabte, are futty addressed and mitigated, inctuding:
i) Prior to preliminary engìneering, devetop a strategy to coordinate att three projects to ensure 

the best outcome for natural resource functions, urban canopy and recreation access on PP&R 
and BES properties. The strategy witt address the fotlowing issues: 
a. Context sensitive design concepts for fish and witdlife, riparian corridor enhancements, and 

access to the parks for peopte arriving by car, boat, bike and foot.
b. Coordination with PF&R, BES, the Seltwood Bridge project, and the Witlamette Greenway

traiI project to desìgn, construct, and operate streetcar consistent with the goats of the 
South Porttand Riverbanks Project. 

(ily of Poltlanrl, 0rc¡¡on i llurenu of Planning nnçl Sustai¡ralrility I ei w\1,.1ì$ rtlanelonline,trnrlbps 
19Ù0 $\{ 4th Arcnue, $r.¡irr ?100, Portlanrì, OR 97?01 lphorrc: 5lr3-fì2 t-ZZtiO ifsr' 503-tì?3-?tìÒü ltty, SO:l.ttZ:t-tiOtiR 
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b). 

c). 

d). 

c. Work with the SW Riverfront Parks Habitat Management and Trail Ptan to hetp coordinate 
the transit project, the Seltwood Bridge, and Witlamette Greenway trait project with park 
and natural resource goats

d. Address the direct, indirect and cumutative impacts tovegetation, habitat, floodptain, and 
witdtife in this area. 

e. Where unavoidable, determine the best mitigation for the direct and indirect ìmpacts to 
PP&R and BES pubtic investments that have already been made in these areas. 

f . Ctarify the definition of Peter Kerr Park in the FEIS. 

PSC advises that the CounciI direct PBOT staff to coordinate with LOPT project staff so that 
streetcar project can achieve a significantty higher degree of bicycle compatibitity than prior 
streetcar projects, with the goal of creating an environment that witI attract "interested but 
concerned" potentiaI cyctists, including: 
i) Safe and comfortable crossing designs where bike facitities cross the atignment
ii) Safe and comfortabte treatments where bike facitities run paratlel and adjacent to the 

alignment
iii) Convenient access (including bike parking) to ptatforms, particutarly those outside the Portland 

Centrat City 
iv) Good connectivity for the bicycte network adjacent to the transit corridor 
v) Safe and comfortable bicycte access shoutd be maintained without interruption during 

construction 
vi) Sufficient contingencies to mitigate unintended impacts to bicycte facitities during or after 

construction. 

PSC advises City Council to direct BPS to coordinate and work with PBOT, PHB, the South Portland
 
Neighborhood Association, and other stakeholders to explore how land use poticies, regutations and
 
other toots can optimize public and private reinvestment in order to leverage the LOPT transit
 
project investment atong this corridor
 

PSC advises Cìty Council to direct PBOT to cotlaborate with LOPT project staff to work through the
 
fottowing technical issues in an effort to streamline Pretiminary Engineering phase of the project,
 
including:

i) Ensure transit atignment does not prectude the future devetopment of a pedestrian and bicycte
 

mutti-use path from South Waterfront to Lake Oswego 
ii) Ensure that the project is coordinated with the South Portal street and urban design 

improvements and Wittamette Greenway mutti-use path improvements for pedestrians and 
bicyctists

iii) Evaluate streetcar station locations at SW Pendteton Street and SW Radctiffe Street in 
coordination with other potentia[ stations on Macadam and the WSL ROW 

iv) Evatuate atternatives to Boundary Street as the northern entry/exit point for the Macadam 
streetcar atignment 

v) Evaluate sidewatk widths on Macadam with special focus on the east side of Macadam between 
SW Carotina and the northern entry/exit of the streetcar on Macadam 

vi) Evaluate pedestrian circulation and safety improvements along Macadam from SW Carolina to 
SW Nevada that woutd include: 
a. Stower traffic speeds; and 
b. lmproved and more frequent pedestrian crossings 
c. Pedestrian accessibitity improvements from Macadam to the potential station locations at 

SW Nebraska and SW Nevada streets 
d. lmprovements to sidewatks, street tighting and other pedestrian amenities 

vii) Evatuate atternatìves that woutd keep SW Landing Drive narrow through a more ftexibte 
apptication of City of Portland design standards 

flity of trorthncl, Ore gon lrpsI iliu'eau nl'l)[*nnin¡¡ anrl Sustüin¿rbilitv lrvwiv,portlantlonlirle.courf 
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viii)Evaluate alternatives for vibration and noise and visual screening mitigation for affected
 
properties with special attention to the Oregon Pubtic Broadcasting (OPB) facitity to ensure
 
compatible operations of streetcar and OPB recording studios adjacent to the WSL ROW
 

ix) Evaluate bicycle circutation and access to and across Macadam and the WSL ROW 

Council members shoutd note that PSC sent an advisory letter to Mayor Adams on February 14, 2011 
ahead of his February 28,2011 vote on the Steering Committee recommendation for the LOPT LPA. 

, 

That letter is inctuded in Exhibit B of the LOPT LPA resotutìon and provides additionat discussion of why 
the PSC supports this project. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Howard Shapiro 
on behatf of the Porttand Ptanning and Sustainabitity Commission 

Cit"y of Iìorthnd, 0re¡lein I Buleau ol'l)lanuin¡1 antl Sustuìnirbility lrvrvrv.poltlnnrlonlfne.conrfbps 
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April 1 1, 2011 

Dear Mayor Adams and Portland City Council Members, 

We are writing on behalf of the Audubon Society of Portland and our 12,000 members in 
the Portland Metropolitan Region regarding the Lake Oswego to Portland Transit Project. We 
have significant concerns with this project as currently proposed in the Locally Preferred 
Alternative (LPA). We believe that the LPA and DEIS do an inadequate job of assessing and 
addressing natural resource impacts. ln order for this project to be considered truly sustainable 
it is critical that Portland work with Lake Oswego, Metro as well as state and federal natural 
resource agencies to ensure that natural resource impacts are avoided and minimized to the 
degree feasible and fully mitigated when impacts cannot be avoided. 

The Willamette River drains 11,500 square miles and provides a critical migratory 
corridor for federally listed salmonid speciesl as well as nearly 200 species of migiatory birds, a 
quarter of which are experiencing significant long term declines. Over the course of the past 150 
years, the Lower Willamette has become tremendously degraded. The river has been 
deepened, narrowed and simplified. The banks of the Lower Willamette have been hardened, 
steepened and lined. Floodplain and off-channel habitats have been filled and destroyed. The 
Lower Willamette is extensively contaminated with portions of the North Reach designated as a 
Superfund site under CERCLA. The combination of habitat loss and contamination in the Lower 
Willamette has contributed to declines of salmon and steelhead populations in the Pacific 
Northwest. 

ln recent years tremendous resources have been invested in restoring the Lower 
Willamette River including the stretch between Lake Oswego and Portland. The west bank of 
the Willamette between Lake Oswego and Portland includes Willamette Park, Butterfly Park, 
Stephens Creek, Powers Marine Park, Willamette Moorage Park, Peter Kerr Park. and the 
Tryon Creek Confluence and represents some of the last relatively healthy, intact riparian 
habitat along the Willamette before the river reaches its most degraded stretch in the central city 
and North Reaches of Portland. As currently written the LPA represents a significant setback 
for protection and restoration efforts on the Lower Willamette. lt would perpetuate and 
exacerbate a situation in which the Lower Willamette continues to undermine restoration work 
that is being done throughout the Willamette River System.2 

I The Lower Willamette plays an important role in the life histories of five salmonid species listed as threatened under 
the Endangered Species Act: Upper Willamette River Chinook (Oncorhynchus tshawytscha), Upper Willamette River 
steelhead (O. myklss), Lower Columbia River Chinook (O. tshawytscha), Lower Columbia River steelhead (O. 
mykiss)and Coho (O. kisutch).
' Urban and Rural -residential Land Uses: Their Roll in Watershed Health and the Rehabilitation of Oregon's Wild 
Salmonids, IMST Technical Report 2010-1, December 31 ,2010 at 36: "Even though urban areas occupy a relatively 

Audubon Society of Portland 
5151 NW Cornell Road 

Portland, OR 97210 

(503) 2e2-6855 
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We would respectfully request that you focus on the following specific areas for 
improvement:

1. 	Avoid, minimize and fully mitigate Natural Resource lmpacts: All direct, indirect and 
cumulative impacts to natural resources including habitat, vegetation, floodplain and 
wildlife populations should be fully assessed and mitigated. 

2.	 Tryon Creek Confluence Area: The LPA calls for a new bridge over Tryon Creek to 
accommodate the LO-Portland Streetcar. This would seriously undermine extensive 
restoration work that has been accomplished on Tryon Creek. We recommend that an 
alternative be developed that allows Tryon Creek crossings including Highway 43, 
pedestrian and streetcar crossings to be unified at a single location. Streetcar impacts 
should be mitigated in such a manner that fish passage on Tryon Creek is improved 
rather than reduced. 

3.	 Riparian Area lmpacts: We are particularly concerned about potential impacts of this 
project from SW Carolina Street and extending through Powers Marine Park. The stretch 
south of the Sellwood Bridge represents one of the longest and widest intact riparian 
corridors left on the lower Willamette. North of the Sellwood Bridge we would urge 
project designers to consider the potential for redevelopment of this area to allow the 
tracks to be moved westward onto the already developed landscape. The majority of this 
area is likely to redevelop over time creating opportunities to locate the tracks further 
back from the riparian corridor. South of the Sellwood Bridge the tracks should be 
located as close to Highway 43 as possible. The incursion currently proposed into 
Powers Marine Park would severely compromise the ecological integrity of one of the 
highest value wildlife corridors on the Lower Willamette 

4.	 Hydrological impacts should be assessed at the local scale as opposed to the at 
the Lower Willamette Watershed scale3, All stormwater impacts should be mitigated 
on site using LID approaches. New impervious surface areas should be kept to a 
minimum. 

5.	 The status of Peter Kerr Park should be resolved in the FEIS. We support treating 
Peter Kerr Park in the same manner as other public parks impacted by this process and 
should be subject to a complete ( )(f) analysis. 

r)_	 Gonstruction impacts to sensitive wildlife populations, including bald eagles and 
peregrines falcons, from construction activities should be fully assessed and mitigated 

7,	 Gulverts: Any changes to culverts should accommodate improvements to terrestrial and 
aquatic wildlife passage to mitigate for overall negative impacts of the development 
expansion. 

B.	 Noise, Light and Vibration lmpacts on Wildlife: Where the streetcar crosses parks 
and natural areas, consideration should be given to potential noise, light and vibration 
impacts on local wildlife populations. A growing body of literature demonstrates that 
increased, noise; lighting and vibration can have both lethal and sub-lethal impacts on a 

small area of the landscape, their position can lead to disproportionately larger effects on salmonids or fish 
assemblages. Compared to other land uses urban areas often occupy critical locations in Oregon's 
watersheds...Migration barriers, alteration of physical habitat and degradation of water quality at critical points along 
river networks have the potential to limit the abundance and distribution of salmonids throughout the entire 
watershed." 
3 Urban and Rural -residential Land Uses: Their Role in Watershed Health and the Rehabilitation of Oregon's Wild 
Salmonids, IMST Technical Report 2010-1, December 31 ,2010 concludes "When the scale of management is not 
aligned with the scale (spatial and/ or temporal) at which ecological processes or disturbance regimes operate, 
actions intended to protect natural resources may be ineffective." (Page 37). 

Audubon Society of Portland 
5151 NW Cornell Road 

Portland, OR 97210 

(503) 2e2-6855 
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var¡ety of wildlife populations including increased risk of predation and lower nesting 
success. 

9. Wildlife crossings should be provided for populations that may be impacted by barriers 
created by the streetcar design including fencing and retaining walls. Highway 43 
already presents a significant barrier to wildlife passage from Willamette riparian areas 
to upland areas. Streetcar impacts should be mitigated such that overall landscape 
permeability for wildlife is increased rather than decreased. 

10. lmpacts on the public's ability to see and enjoy nature at parks and natural areas 
along the LPA route should be given further consideration: The parks and natural 
areas that will be impacted by this project provide some of the best opportunities to see 
and enjoy wildlife and nature along the west bank of the Lower Willamette. Quiet 
interactions with nature are increasingly recognized for the important role that they play 
in promoting human mental and physical health. Further consideration should be given 
to how increased activity caused by the streetcar may impact rapidly disappearing urban 
opportunities for quiet contemplation of nature. 

11. Cumulative impacts of the streetcar and the greenway trail need to be further 
evaluated from an aesthetic, recreational and natural resource impact perspective; 
The combination of streetcar and multi-modal paved trail has the potential to 
fundamentally change the character of the river riparian landscape for both humans and 
wildlife. The west bank of the Willamette River between Portland and Lake Oswego 
represents a little known jewel---one of the last places on the Lower Willamette that still 
retains both relatively high ecological function and high potential for restoration. 

Thank you for your consideration of these concerns. 

Bob Sallinger 
Conservation Director 

Lynn Herring 
Audubon Conservation Committee Chair 

Audubon Society of Portland 
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Portland City Council 
c/o Karla Moore-Love 
Council Clerk 
City of Portland - Office of the City Auditor 
1221 SW 4th Avenue, Room 140 
Portland, OR 97204-l 900 

Re: 	Lake Oswego to Portland Transit Project
 
Opposition to Selection of the Streetcar as the LPA
 

Dear Commissioners: 

I represent Public Storage and its interests in the Lake Oswego to Portland Transit Project 
("the Project"). Public Storage owns the facility at 801 N. State Street in Lake Oswego. Public 
Storage will be displaced completely if the Foothills Option of the Streetcar is selected as the 
Locally Preferred Alternative ("LPA"). Selection of the UPRR Right-oÊWay option of the 
Streetcar will also adversely impact Public Storage's operations. For your consideration I am 
also enclosing the letter of January 27,201 I previously submitted to the Project Steering 
Committee in response to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement ("DEIS") and in opposition 
tc the selection of either Streetcar Alternative. 

This Public Storage location has served its neighborhood as a self storage facility for over 
30 years. It presently generates more revenue than all but one of Public Storage's locations in 
the Greater Portland Metro region. We have also spoken directly with some of the members of 
the Council regarding our facility, and hopefully these conversations have shown that Public 
Storage is more than a storage space for residents; it is also widely used as an incubator for small 
growing businesses, 

Public Storage is generally supportive of improving the region's transportation systems, 
as these improvements make businesses, including Public Storage, more viable while increasing 
the livability of the area. Public Storage does not believe, however, that extending the Streetcar 
into Lake Oswego is the best method for doing so. As described in our previous letter submitted 
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to the Steering Committee, the cost of the Streetcarto local governments will be extremely 
substantial, and the cost will only increase depending on deoisions made al the federal level 
regarding the value of tlie Willamette Shore Line right-ol--way and the overall contribution by the 
lèderal government. 'fhe DlllS itself shows that notwithstanding the high cost of the Streetcar, it 
will do almost nothing to improve transportation in the Highway 43 corridor in the shorl or long 
term. 

Public Storage respects that the City of Porlland has made a serious commitment to the 
Streetcar within certain neighborhoods. Public Storage also recognizes that the Johns Landing 
area of Porlland may be an appropriate place to extend the reach of the Streetcar network, 
Flowever, the land use and topography in the Highway 43 corridor dramatically changes south of 
the Sellwood Bridge so that a Streetcar will have no impact on l-lighway 43 traffrc south of the 
briclge, while signilìcant adverse impacts will be incurred by many businesses ancl residents all at 
a very high cost to taxpayers. Futthermore, the natural environment will forever be damaged by 
the Project's constntction and operation. Public Storage believes there are better ways to address 
the Pro.ject's goals. 

When making a decision on proceeding with an LPA, Public Storage requests that the 
City of Portland either oppose the Streetcar or limit the Project to a terminus at the Sellwood 
Bridge. Public Storage believes these solutions will better serve its needs and those of the 
community. 

Sincerely, 

SCHWABE, WILLIAMSON & WYAT]', P.C. 

"i l./^-È
,l{*e 

,d 

Ëill S. Gelineau 

JG:ard 
Enclosure 
cc: 	 Christopher Tucker 

Keith Benjamin 
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JrLL S. Gelr¡¡e¡ru 
Admitted in Oregon and Washington 
Direct Li nc: 503-7 96-2887 
E-Mail: jgelineau@schwabe,coln 

January 27,2011 

Lake Oswego to Portland Transit Froject 
600 NE Grand Ave. 
Portland, OR97232 

Re: Portland to l-ake Oswego Transit Project 

To Whom it May Concern: 

This office represents Public Storage, o\À¡ner of the property at 801 N. State Street in 
Lake Oswego, regarding the Lake Oswego to Portland Transit Project ("the Project"), 

Public Storage operates a self-storage facility in the northern portion of the Foothills 
Neighborhood befween l{ighway 43 and the City of Lake Oswego's water treatment facility, 
The property consists of 3.35 acres. With over 600 units of varying size, the fäcility has been 
used for self--storage f'or over 20 years. Public Storage provides a useful and necessary storage 
service to Lake Oswego residents and businesses. 

We are submitting the following comments for consideration during the Project's public 
comment period and selection of the Locally Preferred Alternative. 

Public Storage opposes the selection of the Streetcar Alternative and intends to 
vigorously participate in this process in opposition. 

Private Propcrty Acquisition 

'fhe Project's alternatives will have varyìng impacts to private property eurd existing uses, 
Fol instance, the Enhanced Bus Altemative will require only eight takings with no 
displacements, while the Streetcar Altemative will result in between 28 and 60 acquisitions with 
up to scven displacements. Public Storagc is one of the properties that will be taken if the 
Footliil]s Option of the Streetcar Altemative is selected: Its business in its entirety will be 
eliminated. While Lake Oswego is an excellent mæket for Public Storage, much of the 
immediate area is already developed to its fullest extent, ancl relocation within Lake Oswego is 
not feasible because of a lack of available land, and because Oregon's land use system makes 
development prohibilively expensive and complex. 
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Public Storage objects to the possible taking of its property and elimination of its
 
business.
 

In addition, the selection of the Streetcar is not in the best interests of Public Storage and
 
of many other stakeholders, for the reasons described below
 

Challenges with Financing 

The Draft Envirorunental Impact Statement ("DEIS") (p. 5-3) estimates that the Streetcar 
Alternative will cost up to $458 million, while the Enhanced Bus Alter:rative is estimated to cost 
only $51 million. Yet the Sheetcar option will have very limited benefits in terms of 
improvement of transportation (as discussed more below). During these difficult economic times 
rvhich have adversely impacted businesses and goveulments alike, the region should be focused 
on issues other than a very expensive transportation luxury in the fonn of the Streetcar. Nor does 
the cument or projected future condition of I{wy. 43 justify such an elaborate and expensive 
project. 

Even if such a project made sense from an economic standpoint, the economic and 
funding assumptions in the DEIS are suspect. 

First, the project overestimates the value of the previously acquired Willarnelte Shore 
Line Righrof-Way that is to bc deciicated to the Project as a credit towards the required local 
funding match. (DEIS p. 5-5). Property values have declined over the last three years. 
Regardless of the specific devaluation of the riglit-of-way scheduled to be dedicaied - which is 
impossible to determine at this point bccause of a lack of cunent and reliable appraisal 
inforrnation - it is unlikely that the value is anywhere near the assumed $97 milùon. If the value 
of the right-or-way is determined to be substantially less - which is likely - this wilt lead to a 
significant reduction in federal funding, making financing of the streetcar option impossible. 

The DEIS also suggests local funcling will partially come from a source known as the 
Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program ("MTIP") which generates funding for all 
types of transportation projects in the region including bikes, peclestrian and freight. lnefS p, S
12). The MTIP is an efforl by Metro to use federal funds in a flexible manner orany number of 
transportation projects tneeting certain criteria. The DEIS states the Project will be utilizing 
these flexible fuirds for the Streetcar alternative despite the fact that the Streetcar alternativè does 
not meet all of the policy objectives for receiving money from the Ml'lP. Specifically ,
objecfives for utilizing these funds include "completing missing links, and cleveloping a balanced 
system that provides transportation choices for people zurd businesses in the region," (Met.o, 
2008). As one of the Project alternatives, the Streetcar is not a missing link to any existing 
transit line, and only helps develop a balanced transportation system in so far as ii seeks to 
rnodify an already existing transportation choice. The intended use of this particulæ fundi¡g 
source is beyond the scope and stated intent of the MTIP, and will dlain the region of fìexibie 
funds intendcd to meet those criteria. 

In addition, proponents of the Streetcar selection assune that60o/oof the Project's cost 
will be paid by the Federal Transit Administration ("FTA"). (DEIS p. 5-11). Projeci staff 
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members have minimized the possibílity that only 50% will be made available despite the recent 
decision by the FTA to provide the nearby Milwaukie Light Rail Project with only 50% of the 
funding necessary after a similar request lor 60Vo. A real possibility is that a signif,rcant portion 
of a known funding source will not be available, putting additional stress on the local and 
regional governnents to find new ways of filling the funding gap, This is not a desired scenario 
for businesses which desire to continue operating in the region, or local government agencies 
who must fund basic municipal operations. 

Concerns for Safely 

During our attendance at various meelìngs held to discuss the Pro.ject, we have learned of 
safety concerns associated with the geology of the area, The Highway 43 corridor lies between 
two knowri earthquake zones: thc Oatfield Fault and Portland l{ills Fault. The conidor's 
topography is unstable as evidenced by the rock slide on Highway 43 near the Sellwood Bridge 
on f)ecember 23,2010. It is likely that a Streetcar project will be unable to withstand a majoi 
natural event, The flexibility of the cunent transportation and transit systenr in the conidor, or 
the implernentation of the Enhanced Bus alternative, is far more likely to successfully cope with 
such an event than the frxed transit infrastructure of the Streetcar, At the end of the day,Þublic 
Storage's goal is to continue its operation as effectively and effìciently as possible, even in a 
worst-case-scenario event. 

Conccrns with Growth Projections 

The DEIS assumes that by 2035 the number of Lake Oswego households will have grown
by 5l% and jobs willhave grown by 89% from 2005. (DEIS p, l-CO¡, These esrimates are too 
higli for two reasons. First, growth in Lake Oswego is limited by a lack of readily developable 
land as a result of the City already being built-out ancl the difficulty in redeveloping more 
intensely due to challenging topography. Second, recent growth in Lake Oswego, ãnd Oregon in 
general, is lower than expected. According to Portland State University's Population Reseàrch 
Center, Lake Oswego has grown by about 40/o inthe last 10 years, which harãly supports the 
assumption in the DBIS that Lake Oswego will grow by 5l% in the next 30 years. Furthermore, 
data released by the Census Bureau states that Oregon grew by 72Yo over the last decade, which 
was the slowest rate in 20 years, and that most of that growth occwred between 2000 and 2005. 
This infonnation suggests the Project's gror.vth assumptions are faulty, ancl there is not a need to 
spend such extensive resources on transportation infrastructure. 

Beyond Public Storage's concerns regarding tlie Project's growth assumptions, the DEIS 
shows (but fails to discuss) that the reductìon in P.M. peak automobile volumes ixperienced by
selecting the Streetcar alternative will occur almost entirely in the section of Highway 43 nortú 
of Lake Oswego. (DEIS p. a-22). In other words, traflf,rc in arid out of Lake OJwego itself will 
not improve at all with the introduction of the Streetcar. 

In conclusion, Public Storage objects to selection of the Streetcar alternative for the Lake 
Oswego to Portland Transit Project. It will continue to participate in this process to oppose ít,
and oppose it strenuously. Public Storage requests that either the no-build or Enhanced Bus 
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alternative be selected as the Locally Preferred Altemative for additional study and eventual 
implementation. 

Very truly yours, 

SCHV/ABE, WILLIAMSON & WYATT, P.C. 

/,llyÞ
pitt s. Gelincau 

JG:lrb 
cc: Christopher Tucker (via e-mail) 
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