
AGENDA 
 

MILWAUKIE CITY COUNCIL 
JULY 3, 2007 

 
MILWAUKIE CITY HALL 2009th MEETING
10722 SE Main Street 

 
REGULAR SESSION – 7:00 p.m. 
 
I. CALL TO ORDER 

Pledge of Allegiance 
     
2. PROCLAMATIONS, COMMENDATIONS, SPECIAL REPORTS, AND 

AWARDS 
   
3. CONSENT AGENDA (These items are considered to be routine, and therefore, will not 

be allotted Council discussion time on the agenda.  The items may be passed by the 
Council in one blanket motion.  Any Council member may remove an item from the 
“Consent” portion of the agenda for discussion or questions by requesting such action 
prior to consideration of that portion of the agenda.) 

   
 A. City Council Minutes 

1. May 15, 2007 Regular Session 
2. June 5, 2007 Regular Session 

 B. OLCC Application, Hong Kong ’97, 6128 SE King Road 
   
4. AUDIENCE PARTICIPATION (The Presiding Officer will call for statements from 

citizens regarding issues relating to the City. Pursuant to Section 2.04.140, Milwaukie 
Municipal Code, only issues that are “not on the agenda” may be raised. In addition, 
issues that await a Council decision and for which the record is closed may not be 
discussed. Persons wishing to address the Council shall first complete a comment card 
and return it to the City Recorder. Pursuant to Section 2.04.360, Milwaukie Municipal 
Code, “all remarks shall be directed to the whole Council, and the Presiding Officer may 
limit comments or refuse recognition if the remarks become irrelevant, repetitious, 
personal, impertinent, or slanderous.” The Presiding Officer may limit the time permitted 
for presentations and may request that a spokesperson be selected for a group of 
persons wishing to speak.) 

5. PUBLIC HEARING (Public Comment will be allowed on items appearing on this portion 
of the agenda following a brief staff report presenting the item and action requested.  
The Mayor may limit testimony.) 

     
 None scheduled 
  



 
6. OTHER BUSINESS (These items will be presented individually by staff or other 

appropriate individuals.  A synopsis of each item together with a brief statement of the 
action being requested shall be made by those appearing on behalf of an agenda item.) 

   
 A. Amend Section 13.04.050(A) of the Milwaukie Municipal Code by 

Deleting the Area to be Inspected and Tested and the Requirement 
that New Meter Installation Be Inspected by the Clackamas County 
Department of Environmental Services – Ordinance (Mike Swanson) 

 B. Review Community Response to the Possible SDEIS Inclusion of a 
McLoughlin and/or Main Street Light Rail Alignment Option 

 C. Council Reports 
   
7. INFORMATION 
   
 Center/Community Advisory Board Minutes of May 11, 2007 
   
8. ADJOURNMENT 
  
Public Information 
 
 Executive Session:  The Milwaukie City Council may meet in executive session 

immediately following adjournment pursuant to ORS 192.660(2). 
 

All discussions are confidential and those present may disclose nothing from the 
Session.  Representatives of the news media are allowed to attend Executive 
Sessions as provided by ORS 192.660(3) but must not disclose any information 
discussed.  No Executive Session may be held for the purpose of taking any final 
action or making any final decision.  Executive Sessions are closed to the public. 

 
 For assistance/service per the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), please dial 

TDD 503.786.7555 
 
 The Council requests that all pagers and cell phones be either set on silent mode 

or turned off during the meeting. 
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CITY OF MILWAUKIE 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

May 15, 2007 

 

CALL TO ORDER 
Mayor Bernard called the 2006th meeting of the Milwaukie City Council to order at 7:00 
p.m. in the City Hall Council Chambers. 
Present: Council President Susan Stone and Councilors Deborah Barnes, 

Carlotta Collette, and Joe Loomis 
Staff present: City Manager Mike Swanson, Planning Director Katie Mangle, 

Community Services Director JoAnn Herrigel, Community 
Development & Public Works Director Kenny Asher, Library Co-
Director Joe Sandfort. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

PROCLAMATIONS, COMMENDATION, SPECIAL REPORTS AND 
AWARDS 
Mayor Bernard announced that the City of Milwaukie and its partners in the North Main 
Village Project received the 2007 Physical Improvements Pioneering Award at the 
Oregon Downtown Development Association (ODDA) Conference. 
Clackamas Fire District #1 Report 
Chief Ed Kirchhofer presented updates on District issues and services available to the 
citizens of Milwaukie.  Annexation allows Milwaukie citizens to serve on the District 
Board and budget committee.  The major divisions in the District were emergency, 
support, administration, EMS, and government relations services.  In 1991 the City 
entered into an agreement with the District for fire prevention services in the South 
Metro Fire Marshal’s office.  In 1998 Milwaukie contracted with the District to take on fire 
and emergency services, and all the former Milwaukie firefighters were transferred and 
became District employees.  With overwhelming community support, Milwaukie 
residents voted 86% to 14% to annex to the District making this a permanent 
relationship. 
Clackamas Fire District was the second largest in the State and the first agency to 
achieve accredited agency status through the Commission of Fire Accreditation 
International.  This was an ISO Class 3 District, which put it in the top 97% of fire 
departments across the nation.  All of the companies across the District offer advanced 
life support emergency medical services.  It had nationally recognized technical rescue 
teams including swift water rescue, urban search and rescue, and confined space 
rescue.  There were 16 fire stations across the District, and four had first response 
service responsibilities in the City of Milwaukie.  Those included the Town Center, Lake 
Road, Public Safety Building, and Oak Lodge stations.  Of those four stations serving 
Milwaukie there were three ALS engine companies, one advanced life support rescue, 
and a ladder truck and heavy rescue at the Lake Road Station along with 24-hour per 
day chief officer.  Milwaukie had 24/7/365 command and control supervision.  The 
District had an award-winning training program that a few years ago was recognized 
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with the Award of Distinction for Fire Service Excellence from the Western Fire Chiefs’ 
Association.  The service area was approximately 194 square miles with a population of 
about 160,000.  The District provided service to five cities including Milwaukie, Happy 
Valley, western portions of Damascus, Johnson City, and Oregon City under contract.  
There were 15 firefighters on duty per day at the four stations serving the City of 
Milwaukie.  A residential fire required 14 personnel as a minimum to deal with the initial 
tasks meaning all points in the City of Milwaukie were covered.  In 2006 the EMS was 
enhanced with equipment that allowed personnel to diagnose a certain type of heart 
attack in the field.  The survival rates for cardiac arrest were equivalent to the highest in 
the nation.  The entire Oregon City junior class was being taught CPR. 
The District constructed its 16th fire station in Pleasant Valley off 172nd Avenue.  It was 
successful in receiving grant funding through a variety of grant sources this past year.  
The urban area security initiatives provided training and equipment for dealing with 
major terrorism events, structural collapse incidents, and major disasters.  The District 
received a grant for volunteer recruitment and retention and recently hired a volunteer 
coordinator to fulfill that role.  It received a grant for a fire protection hazard house to 
educate the public on residential fires and safety.   Legislatively the District looked at 
remedies to tax increment financing impacts on emergency services.  For example, the 
Town Center Urban Renewal District resulted in $1 million being siphoned away from 
the Fire District each year.  It passed a cost recovery ordinance for major disasters, for 
response to unauthorized burning, and repeat offenders to fire code violations.  The 
District did not charge for fire inspections or re-inspections for hazards that were noted, 
but it did charge on the third inspection.  The District responded to 15,157 emergencies.  
About 40.7% were fire response, and 59.3% were medical.  The District conducted 
4,370 fire inspections, 462 plan reviews, and numerous training programs.   The District 
would continue to address its capital investments in training facilities and fleet.  The 
District gave notice to the City of Oregon City of its intent to terminate the contract 
effective June 30, 2008.  For the District it was an equity issue because flaws in the 
contract meant that Oregon City was paying less than others in the District for the same 
services.  Another issue was succession planning and preparing employees to assume 
higher levels in the organization. The final payment on the 2001 bond would end June 
2015.  They annual payments on that bond were $859,974 which was about $0.08 per 
thousand assessed valuation District wide.  All the projects specified in that bond have 
been completed at this time.  It was about a $9 million bond with about $1.2 million 
spent on fire apparatus and the balance spent facilities. 
Mr. Swanson noted the District coordinated and managed the City’s emergency 
operations drills that were held a couple of time annually.  Police and fire worked closely 
together, and he understood that relationship was working very well. 
Chief Kirchhofer assured Council that was the case.  The District had a very good 
working relationship with the Milwaukie Police Department with its excellent response 
times and good lines of communication.  He felt this was a very solid partnership, and 
the District was very happy with the arrangement. 
Councilor Collette asked if the District provided CPR training for City staff. 
Mr. Swanson replied in the case of Juli Howard, the Milwaukie Police Department did 
the training. 
Chief Kirchhofer added the District provided CPR training for citizens as well as 
implementing the pilot project with Oregon City High School.  Studies indicate the most 
important element of CPR was chest compression because the residual oxygen in the 
system provided a much greater chance of survival. 
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Councilor Barnes appreciated the District for all it did in the community to ensure 
citizen safety. 
Councilor Stone was pleased that the Police Department and Fire District had a good 
working relationship.  She asked if bike helmets were still carried on the fire trucks. 
Chief Kirchhofer replied helmets were still carried on the trucks and given to children 
without helmets on the spot.  The Foundation and the District funded the program. 
Councilor Stone was pleased the program was still in effect.  She asked where the 
hazard house was located and how it worked. 
Chief Kirchhofer responded there was a fire safety trailer, and the hazard house was a 
small portable unit.  Both were stored at the Fire Marshal’s office on Oak Grove 
Boulevard.  The District has placed AEDs in every school in Clackamas County and has 
a matching fund program with businesses. 

CONSENT AGENDA 
It was moved by Councilor Barnes and seconded by Councilor Collette to 
approve the consent agenda that consisted of: 
A. City Council Minutes of March 20, 2007 Work Session 
B. Resolution No. 31-2007: A Resolution of the City Council of the City of 

Milwaukie, Oregon, Approving the Award of Contract for the Rehabilitation 
of Well 6 of the City’s Water System 

Motion passed unanimously among the members present. [4:0] 
Mayor Bernard read comments he made at the South Corridor Steering Committee 
regarding possible light rail alignments through Milwaukie.  “We are about to embark on 
a year long study to choose a new ‘locally preferred alternative’ for locating light rail 
between Portland and Milwaukie.  The Committee voted unanimously to conduct 
detailed studies on three possible alignments, which are shown on the diagram at the 
end of this memo.  Due to the recent expressions of concern in Milwaukie, I have asked 
for additional time for our community to consider a fourth possible alignment – one that 
would use McLoughlin and/or Main Street and avoid using the Tillamook Branch railroad 
alignment south of Hwy 224.  The Committee granted this request, providing us until the 
next Steering Committee meeting to decide on whether this option has broad-based 
support in Milwaukie.”  He provided the Council with a copy of a letter he submitted to 
the Steering Committee, and the Committee supported his request unanimously. 

AUDIENCE PARTICIPATION 
• Cyndia Ashkar, Oregon City 
Ms. Ashkar appreciated Mayor Bernard’s motion at Metro, and she realized it was late 
in the game to be considering another option yet hearing the voices of those who 
thought there might be another alignment.  She valued all of the people hours and 
money invested so far.  It was invested with not only meeting transit needs now and into 
the future but also revitalizing the heart of Milwaukie and its downtown.  She was 
delighted to be a part of Milwaukie.  Her son did go to the junior high, and there were 
things about Milwaukie’s character that were very unique.  The whimsy in the police 
reports made this a delightful place to be.  There were empty storefronts along the 
streets of Milwaukie, the downtown streets especially, and now the empty storefronts of 
the beautiful new development.  She understood the residences were filling up, but the 
storefronts were not leased.  After yesterday’s meeting at Metro she thought about a 
line that ran along those streets where people could actually see what Milwaukie had to 
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offer to help revitalize the downtown core.  The same was true for McLoughlin 
Boulevard and the waterfront to make it more beautiful.  It would make it more of a 
destination, and the businesses on the eastside would have that exposure as well.  
When she looked at what seemed to be a vibrant picture with MAX or a streetcar on the 
core downtown streets and contrast that with it passing through a more private area 
where it would not have that exposure.  She wondered which option would make the 
most sense for the City.  Hearts were organs for not only circulating blood but also 
sensing.  That month would give the City decision makers a chance to sense more 
deeply and to generate the needed enthusiasm to have both of the pictures explored for 
what their positive and negative impacts.  She was a light rail supporter and drove a 
hybrid to her home in Oregon City.  The environment was very important. 
• Beth Wasko, Milwaukie  
Ms. Wasko appreciated the opportunity for the Milwaukie community to give input on 
the possibility of an alternative alignment to be part of the SDEIS.  She repeated a 
question she asked at the last Council meeting.  She noted the upcoming public venue 
for giving input was a Planning Commission meeting. 
Mayor Bernard added there was a Transportation System Plan (TSP) Advisory 
Committee meeting the following day. 
Ms. Wasko asked if it would be discussed there at all. 
Mayor Bernard thought it might be, but it was not on the agenda. 
Ms. Wasko asked what public venues there would be for people to come forward and 
give input. 
Mayor Bernard replied the Study included a year’s worth of events, however, that 
schedule had not been set. 
Ms. Wasko meant the discussion of the alternative alignment -- the 30-days to 6 weeks. 
Mayor Bernard submitted the letter yesterday, so he did not believe the dates had 
been set.  He was sure meeting announcements would be posted on the City website 
and be published in the newsletter. 
Ms. Wasko asked the process for deciding if the public input was enough to warrant 
having an alternative alignment be part of the SDEIS.  How would he know? 
Mayor Bernard replied the committees would summarize what they heard from the 
citizens and consider the cost estimates and impacts on commercial properties.  The 
Planning Commission was one of the groups that would hear public comment. 
Mr. Swanson added this had come up quickly, and staff was currently formulating the 
process.  Impacts on businesses, McLoughlin Boulevard project, and the Riverfront 
Park, costs, and feasibility would all be considered.  This was literally step 1, and there 
was a lot to do in a short period of time. 
Mayor Bernard said the Planning Commission would hear public testimony at its first 
June meeting. 
Councilor Collette guessed there would be meetings with parents from other schools 
near light rail lines along with smaller meetings with groups of interested people. 
Ms. Wasko asked what the Council would consider a majority of input and how that 
would be measured. 
Mayor Bernard felt his job was to listen to the input and make a determination on what 
was best for all citizens, the future of this community, and others in the region.  The 
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Council was asking for input, not a vote.  Personally he thought all the impacts people 
were concerned about could be addressed in the SDEIS. 
Ms. Wasko said there was no precedence for light rail going that close to any school, 
so this was different.  She did not know what kind of remediation could possibly make it 
amenable to the different schools and churches that would be impacted.  
Mayor Bernard said there used to be freight trains going by that school six or seven 
times each day.  The only accidents he or his father or grandfather could remember 
occurred when people tried to jump on the trains.  This was light rail.  He believed in the 
intelligence of the residents and the schools to be educated.  He believed there were 
schools near light rail in the rest of the system, and Metro and TriMet would do an 
analysis. 
Mr. Swanson added six weeks were being separated from the whole SDEIS process.  
There would be a report in February with something hopefully to adopt in July 2008.  
The six-week process was not going to design the alignment or the mitigation on the 
existing alignment.  It would look at the feasibility of including an alternate alignment 
that would go through the same extensive process as the others.  Mitigation would be 
considered in the detailed study, but it was not part of the six-week process.  The two 
processes were separate, and whatever alignments went into the SDEIS would be 
looked at in detail with mitigation being a part of that.  The six weeks was to get a sense 
of whether or not there was a good enough reason to include an alternate alignment 
within that study. 
Ms. Wasko said the question from the last meeting that was not answered was what 
would happen between now and the end of the process when decisions were reached.  
She wanted to know in a transparent way what the process would be so she and others 
could follow it on the website. 
Mayor Bernard replied there was South Corridor Steering Committee meeting and 
background information on the Metro website. 
• Michael Hitchcock, Oak Grove 
Mr. Hitchcock had four boys attending the Portland Waldorf School (PWS), and the 
youngest was five years old.  He was concerned about light rail coming right next to the 
school.  He attended one of the meetings at the School, and a TriMet representative 
talked about Lincoln High School and one other school that the line went really close to.  
He felt this was a different situation in that there were a lot of very young children.  Their 
playground was by the heavy rail track.  In the other examples they gave the line was 
further away from the school.  It was close but not that close.  His input was to add the 
possibility of the alternative alignment to the SDEIS.  He knew McLoughlin Boulevard 
had been discussed.  He appreciated this was the 11th hour and a huge amount of work 
had already been done.  He was curious about the thought process during the 
discussion about going along Hwy 224 for some stretch. 
Mr. Asher said background information was available on Metro’s website. 
• Ed Parecki, Milwaukie business owner 
Mr. Parecki thanked Mayor Bernard for the opportunity to consider other alternatives.  
That was a big move in the right direction to at least consider something different.  He 
submitted a petition to the Committee at yesterday’s meeting that included over 200 
signatures of people wanting an alternative considered.  Those signatures were 
accumulated in less than one week.  There was a strong push from the community to 
see something else than what was being considered.  Were any of the impacts to the 
school and church considered when the existing alternative was considered as the 
locally preferred alternative (LPA)?  He was not sure if it was, and there seemed to be a 
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lot of concern about the truck impact and the waterfront impact and he had not heard 
anyone consider the impact to the church, the school, the playgrounds, and the 
neighborhoods.  He wanted to make sure those impacts were considered if that rail 
alignment happened to be the only alignment being considered. 
There was a similarity between the Town Center decision-making and the light rail 
decision-making.  He wanted to point it out to see if the Council followed along.  There 
were three very poor choices in the light rail alignment, and Council was asked to chose 
between them.  Unfortunately in 2002 a committee was forced to make a choice 
between three bad alternatives, and the choice was made.  Now we were hearing from 
TriMet and Metro that we have to live with that choice.  A similar thing was happening 
with the Town Center.  There were three relatively poor choices given to the City to 
choose a development for the Town Center.  He remembered watching and hearing a 
lot of the testimony that no one really jumped at any of those choices, but everyone 
grew to like the one that was chosen.  No one said this was great or this was wonderful 
or great job.  Everyone said, “I’m starting to like it.  It’s starting to look good.  It feels 
right now.”  Nobody jumped at one of the choices.  He urged the Mayor and Council to 
think about what they were choosing and to know it was okay to say ‘no’ and go back to 
the drawing board to look at other choices and alternatives.  He was talking about the 
Town Center.  We did not want to create another Pearl District.  It was not right for 
historic Milwaukie.  This was all we were creating if we continued.  He understood the 
memorandum of understanding was being negotiated.  We’ve seen history already with 
the first project, and we would see it again if we let the next project continue as it was 
going.  He did not want to have to live the results of bad planning or a bad project.  
Everyone here would live with it.  The Council was concerned about the waterfront and 
light rail impacts.  He believed a five-story building on McLoughlin Boulevard would 
impact the waterfront even more.  He asked the Council to consider these things when 
creating the MOU and know it was okay to say ‘no’ and bring back the committee and 
more alternatives and maybe let other developers – he was not one of them, and he did 
not want to be one – but he thought there was a better way out there.  There were 
better ways to bring back historic Milwaukie to its heyday, to what it could be, and what 
it used to be.  That was what he thought the City would like to see. 
Mayor Bernard thanked Mr. Parecki but disagreed with his comments. Most Council 
members had lived in Milwaukie their entire lives, so the future of the City was very 
important to him and others. 
Mr. Parecki wanted the Council to consider what would happen if it went along with 
this. 

PUBLIC HEARING 
A. Motion to Consider Continuation of Amendments to Milwaukie Municipal 

Code (MMC) Section 19.321.7 and 19.321.3 
Mr. Swanson reported one year ago the City Council received a Planning Commission 
recommendation on some Comprehensive Plan and code amendments.  The code 
amendments had to do with changes to what was then the community service overlay 
and was now the community service use.  Section 19.312.3 defines unpermitted uses 
as being major utility facilities including wastewater treatment plants, thermal, coal, gas 
or oil powered generating plants.  Section 19.321.7 dealt directly, although not by name, 
with the Kellogg Treatment Plant and allowed it to remain in use through December 31, 
2015.  It also stated that operation would cease at the end of December 31, 2015, and 
continued operation would result in civil penalties.  Consideration of both those 
subsections has been continued since June 2006 and were now being considered at 
the second City Council meeting of each month in the event things went in the wrong 
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direction.  He did not want anyone to make the mistake of thinking that these were not 
poised for quick adoption.  For the time being, Mr. Swanson recommended continuing 
both amendments to the second meeting of June.  They were still on deck and ready to 
be adopted.  If wastewater issues were not dealt with in a manner the City felt was 
appropriate, the recommendation would be to adopt both of those subsections. 
Mayor Bernard asked if the City was talking with Happy Valley and Damascus about a 
partnership.  He read in The Oregonian that Oak Lodge had spent its reserves and was 
raising its rates. 
Mr. Swanson had not approached Oak Lodge but had spoke with Happy Valley.  He 
would bring something to Council in the future. 
Councilor Collette asked if Measure 37 would apply to the Kellogg Treatment Plant. 
Mr. Swanson did not believe Measure 37 applied to governmental entities. 
Mr. Monahan added the new regulations would apply to any change. 
Councilor Collette understood there would be changes to the Kellogg Treatment Plant 
to upgrade and modernize the facility.  She would not want them to be exempt. 
Mr. Swanson explained the Planning Commission would review a major modification to 
an existing community service use.  He had read the proposal but did not know if it 
would be considered a major modification.  That would be determined in the pre-
application process.  This was part of the already-adopted community service use 
ordinance. 
Councilor Barnes noted Councilor Stone was on the Site Selection Committee and she 
was on the regional stakeholder committee.  The consensus at the meeting she 
attended was that this was an economic issue, and she believed the City was getting 
some traction in decommissioning the Plant. 
Mr. Swanson said the two sections spoke to nonconforming uses.  Any major 
modifications would have to come back through the Planning Commission.  There was 
a risk that both would be appealed as the changes in the Comprehensive Plan were 
appealed and were now languishing at LUBA.  If the two subsections were adopted at 
this meeting, they would both certainly be appealed.  He spoke with County 
Administrator Mantay, and he was comfortable no surprises would be sprung on 
Milwaukie related to Kellogg Treatment Plant or the future of wastewater treatment.  
• Lisa Batey, Milwaukie 
Ms. Batey had been laboring, not unlike Emily Litella, under a misimpression that part 
of what the City Council did not enact the first time was the review of major 
amendments to the community service use.  She was concerned that the City had the 
ability to review any changes in the near term, but those concerns were no longer there.  
The agenda for the Citizen Advisory Council (CAC) showed the County had identified 
some modifications for the Kellogg Treatment Plant, and it was not clear how soon that 
would happen and what it would mean in terms of being a major modification or not. 
It was moved by Councilor Stone and seconded by Councilor Collette to continue 
the matter to June 19, 2007.  Motion passed unanimously among the members 
present. [4:0] 
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OTHER BUSINESS 
A. Public Works Standards – Resolution 
Mr. Parkin reported in March he and Paul Shirey reviewed the process for putting the 
Public Works Standards in place.  Milwaukie did not currently have standards, and there 
were significant advantages using standards in a comprehensive way.  He recognized 
Associate Engineers Jason Rice and Brenda Schleining and Civil Engineers Zach 
Weigel and George Macgregor who were instrumental in this project. 
Mr. Macgregor was in charge of stormwater.  The science of stormwater management 
was constantly evolving and expanding.  Part of what made his job challenging was to 
establish a set of standards that could be communicated to the public and developers 
on the best practices of building in Milwaukie.  Traditionally stormwater was managed 
by collecting it quickly, putting it in a pipe, and sending it as quickly and as far away as 
possible.  Usually in Milwaukie it went to Johnson Creek, Kellogg Creek, or the 
Willamette River.  Environmental regulations and the costs of building those systems 
were prohibitive, so it was important to think of other ways to do things.  One of the 
silver bullets that came into being a few years ago was the detention pond where 
stormwater could be released over time.  That worked where there was a lot of open 
space and new development.  The new standards will put the City more on the cutting 
edge of doing things responsibly.  The philosophy shift was not looking at the water 
coming from the sky as an asset rather than a liability.  The department was looking at 
treating stormwater more on site and as close to the source as possible.  So instead of 
silver bullets with neighborhood detention ponds, this was more like silver BBs.  They 
were thinking about swales and rain gardens and other devices that would collect and 
treat stormwater on the spot.  That would be important in Milwaukie because the City 
was nearly built out, and it needed to find innovative methods rather than sending water 
in big pipes to the creeks.  Engineers were a pretty conservative bunch and liked to do 
things that were tried and true with methods and means to attain predictable results.  
With a new set of standards where more innovative ways can be introduced to manage 
stormwater this would be a great asset for the City.  The department will be able to 
show people how to do things a little bit better and actually help the development 
community. 
Ms. Schleining was a project manager and project inspector in the field for all public 
improvements.  She frequently worked with Milwaukie residents directly to explain the 
steps, permits, erosion control, traffic control, street cross sections, and things of that 
nature.  She saw a huge benefit in having these standards to give to the public so 
people could ask more informed questions.  It was important to help citizens understand 
how to do things the right way.  Engineering went to operations first to ask them how 
they wanted things done.  A number of documents were included such as the 
Downtown Plan and Riverfront Plan.  This was a fluid document that would be updated 
over time. 
Mr. Rice said when he came to work for the City of Milwaukie he was frustrated with the 
lack of standards.  He believed this was the perfect answer in that it standardized 
everything to reduce costs and increase efficiency. 
Mr. Weigel did a lot of plan review in his job, and many engineering firms used 
standards from other cities.  Sometimes those standards were no longer used.  Staff 
would spend less time reviewing plans, and the engineering firms would know what was 
expected even before the plans were submitted. 
Councilor Collette appreciated meeting the staff and acknowledged all the work that 
went into the standards. 
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Councilor Stone commented she was thrilled to see this document.  It was long 
overdue.  It would streamline work in public works and expedite things for the 
community.  Streets and traffic calming were her passion, so she looked at those 
sections very closely.  There was no place yet for neighborhood traffic calming, and she 
was trying to get Mr. Parkin information from the Traffic Safety Commission because 
she believed it belonged in this document.  It would help to standardize markings for 
traffic calming and speed bump design.  There was a section talking about trees, but 
nothing was really listed.  She suggested when street and sidewalk design was done 
taking into account the existing trees.  She recommended a mission statement that 
addressed livability and preservation. 
Mr. Parkin appreciated Councilor Stone’s taking the time to read the document.  There 
were other areas of the code that covered protection of trees in the right-of-way, and 
staff did not wish to duplicate information covered elsewhere.  There may be revisions 
to the standards once the Transportation System Plan was adopted.  Likely most 
revisions would not come back to Council unless it was something major like a tree 
ordinance. 
It was moved by Councilor Barnes and seconded by Councilor Stone to approve 
the resolution adopting the Public Works Standards.  Motion passed unanimously 
among the members present [4:0]. 

RESOLUTION NO. 32-2007 
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
MILWAUKIE, OREGON, ADOPTING PUBLIC WORKS 
STANDARDS 

B. Council Reports 
Mayor Bernard commented on the Ledding Library Plant Sale and announced TSP 
meetings, the Homewood Park Work Party, and the Farmers’ Market. 
Councilor Collette congratulated new Ardenwald/JC NDA Chair Ronn Palmer, 
attended the ODDA conference in Astoria, and volunteered at the Plant Sale, Farmers’ 
Market Community Booth, and neighborhood clean-up day.  This Saturday was 
Clackamas Community College’s 40th Anniversary Celebration. 
Councilor Barnes would attend a Lynn Peterson event. 
Councilor Stone attended Clackamas County Coordinating Committee (C4) meeting, 
neighborhood cleanup, Budget Committee meeting, Riverfront Board, and the Library 
Plant Sale.  She would attend the Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) meeting, Site 
Selection Committee meeting, and Springwater Corridor grand opening. 
Mayor Bernard attended the Clackamas County Community Congress, Down-to-Earth 
Day, and the ODDA Conference in Astoria. 
Councilor Stone asked for copies of the board and commission bylaws and noted 
according to the municipal code they were to be reviewed annually with the work plans. 
ADJOURNMENT 
It was moved by Councilor Barnes and seconded by Councilor Collette to adjourn 
the meeting.  Motion passed unanimously among the members present. [4:0] 
Mayor Bernard adjourned the regular session at 8:29 p.m. 
________________________ 
Pat DuVal, Recorder 
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CITY OF MILWAUKIE 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

JUNE 5, 2007 

CALL TO ORDER 
Mayor Bernard called the 2007th meeting of the Milwaukie City Council to order at 7:00 
p.m. in the City Hall Council Chambers. 
Present: Council President Susan Stone and Councilors Deborah Barnes, 

Carlotta Collette, and Joe Loomis 
Staff present: City Manager Mike Swanson,  

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

PROCLAMATIONS, COMMENDATION, SPECIAL REPORTS AND 
AWARDS 
Mayor Bernard announced Planning Commission meetings on June 12 and 14 to hear 
public comment on the proposed addition of a McLoughlin Boulevard/Main Street 
alignment to the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Study (SDEIS). 
 
National Safety Month Proclamation 
Mayor Bernard read a proclamation naming June 2007 as National Safety Month and 
urged all citizens to adopt and maintain safe and healthy practices and behaviors in all 
aspects of their lives. 

CONSENT AGENDA 
It was moved by Councilor Barnes and seconded by Councilor Collette to 
approve the consent agenda that consisted of: 
A. City Council Minutes 

1. April 3, 2007 Work Session 
2. April 3, 2007 Regular Session 
3. April 17, 2007 Regular Session 

B. OLCC Application, The Tartan & Thistle, 11050 SE 21st Avenue, Change of 
Ownership 

C. Resolution No. 33-2007:   A Resolution of the City Council of the City of 
Milwaukie, Oregon, Approving the Award of Contract for the 
Reconstruction of City Water Well No. 8, Phase 1 – Well Drilling 

Motion passed unanimously. [5:0] 

AUDIENCE PARTICIPATION 
• Les Poole, Oak Grove 

Mr. Poole provided a drawing of the Kellogg Lake Neighborhood and made some 
clarifying statements.  It dovetailed a little with parking and little bit with light rail 
because clearly things would change.  He was not someone who was for or against light 
rail.  He was someone trying to do everything he could to preserve that little stretch of 
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greenery.  Property #1 was Dogwood Park, and #2 was a triangular green space piece 
north of the trestle.  The railroad right-of-way was fairly wide.  Pieces #3 and #4 were 
now Kronberg Park.  The pieces labeled #5 and #6 were the two pieces purchased from 
Mr. Poole’s family.  Piece #7 was wisely purchased from Clackamas County a year or 
two ago.  All of that was City-owned property.  The areas he highlighted in green were 
those he felt were off limits to development of any type.  He discussed the piece labeled 
#5.  Originally when the properties were purchased Kellogg Lake Park contained lots #3 
and #5.  When the issue with the Kronberg deed and donation was discovered the 
reality was that lots #3 and #4 were hers (Dena Swanson), so her donation did not 
affect lot #5.  He believed lot #5 was still legally part of Kellogg Lake Park, which was a 
deeded park.  He believed that the Council needed to vote or take some kind of action 
to include piece #5 as part of the contiguous Park and naming it all Kronberg Park and 
not deleting the name Kellogg Lake.  Regardless of what happened with the Lake and 
the dam, he thought it was an important consideration.  If one looked at the map of the 
neighborhood it was outdated and confusing; no one had made any sense of it.  
Hopefully as the City dealt with Kronberg Park and the neighborhood it would be 
advised of what he presented. 
Councilor Stone heard Mr. Poole say that piece #7 was open space recently 
purchased from Clackamas County.  Was that the surplus piece that was submerged? 
Mr. Poole sad that was correct; it was a little over five acres. 

• Simeon Ward, Milwaukie 
Mr. Ward objected to the $30 late fee on water bills as he felt it was excessive.  For 
example his last bill was $86.07, and he paid $90.  It had a rolling balance of $70, which 
was late fees.  The clerk at the front desk informed him that if he did not pay it up 
current by the 18th his water would be shut off.  The money he sent in was not applied to 
his bill; they just made adjustments on his bill.  He agreed with late fees but thought $30 
was an excessive amount.  He paid his bills, but he was on hard times.  He typically 
was the one who helped people, and now he needed assistance, which he hated.  Over 
the past five years he gave out about $20,000 to assist people in moving and paying 
their bills. 
Mayor Bernard asked the City Manager to look into the matter. 
Mr. Ward said the people at the front counter were helpful, and they thought the 
software might have allocated the payment incorrectly.  A $10 late fee would be 
reasonable. 

PUBLIC HEARING 
2007 – 2008 Budget Hearing 
Mayor Bernard called the public hearing on the 2007 – 2008 Budget and 2008 – 2012 
Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) to order at 7:12 p.m. 
The purpose of the hearing was to consider resolutions that were required to effect the 
adoption of the FY 2007 – 2008 Budget and to hear public comment. 
Staff Report 
Mr. Swanson reported the first was two resolutions regarding state revenue sharing 
pursuant to Oregon Revised Statutes (ORS) required cities to hold hearings prior to the 
adoption of their budgets.  Those revenues were all included in the general fund.  Prior 
to adoption of the budget he suggested the Council open the hearing to anyone who 
wished to comment on the distribution of those state shared revenues.  The next 
resolution certified services that the City provided. 
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Mayor Bernard called for public comments, and there was none. 
It was moved by Councilor Collette and seconded by Councilor Barnes to adopt 
the resolution declaring the City’s intent to receive state revenue sharing.  Motion 
passed unanimously.  [5:0] 

RESOLUTION NO. 34-2007: 
A RESOLUTION DECLARING THE CITY OF MILWAUKIE’S ELECTION 
TO RECEIVE STATE REVENUE SHARING. 

Mr. Swanson reported this resolution was a statutory requirement pursuant to ORS 
221.760 that the City certify that it provided a certain number of services in order to 
receive funds. 
Mayor Bernard called for public comments, and there was none. 
It was moved by Councilor Stone and seconded by Councilor Loomis to adopt the 
resolution certifying services for state revenue sharing.  Motion passed 
unanimously. [5:0] 

RESOLUTION NO. 35-2007: 
A RESOLUTION CERTIFYING SERVICES FOR STATE REVENUE 
SHARING. 

Mr. Swanson said the next action requested was adoption of the FY 2007 – 2008 City 
budget in the amount of $42,567,264, which was a 4% increase over the current fiscal 
year.  The resolution also had the effect of making appropriations and categorizing 
taxes.  This was the culmination of a process that was begun in January 2007 with the 
preparation and submission of departmental budget requests.  The Budget Committee 
held three hearings.  By State statute the Committee consisted of the Mayor, four 
Councilors, and five citizens.  The Budget Committee held hearings on April 9, April 30, 
and May 7, 2007 at which it received the budget and opened the hearing for public 
testimony.  The Committee passed a proposed budget at the May 7, 2007 hearing.  The 
City Council was considering the Budget Committee’s May 7, 2007 budget at this 
hearing.  There were a couple of non-substantive changes that would not require any 
special action on the Council’s part.  Fund 880 was created and named the Ethel 
Folden Fund based on her bequest of $152,210 to the Ledding Library.  Between the 
Budget Committee’s May 7, 2007 action and today, the City received another gift in the 
form of a distribution of insurance proceeds on a life insurance policy on Evelyn Zanon 
in the amount of $31,862.44.  What was now known as the Ethel Folden Fund would be 
more generically named the Library Endowment Fund.  There was one minor error in 
the legal publication having to do with the $1,000 capital expenditure in the Library 
budget that was to have come from the Ethel Folden bequest to purchase a bench in 
her name in Scott Park.  He noted that on May 7 that the bench was already installed.  
The intent was to fund the entire bequest within fund 880, which did not appear in the 
publication.  It was a minor enough error that the Council would not have to take any 
action because it was taking action on the proposed budget that was enacted by the 
Budget Committee, which was correct. 
Other major points were that there were two revenue sources derived from the property 
tax.  The first was the general government permanent rate of $6.5379 per $1,000 
assessed value.  When the City of Milwaukie annexed to Clackamas Fire District #1 it 
committed to reduce the levy of the permanent rate in order to make the annexation a 
tax neutral event.  The permanent rate was reduced annually by the $2.4012 per $1,000 
of assessed value, which was the District’s permanent rate.  Because of a mistake that 
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did in fact lead to a tax increase the City also calculated the amount City residents paid 
the prior year for the District’s debt service thereby further reducing the levy of the 
permanent rate.  This year the levy of the permanent rate was in the amount of $4.0512 
per $1,000 assessed value.  The second action was taken because the City made the 
commitment that the annexation would be tax neutral.  During the life of the bonds, 
which he believed would be retired in 2015, the City would make that second reduction. 
The second property tax matter had to do with the amount required each year to fund 
the payment on the bonds used to construct the Public Safety Building (PSB).  The 
amount being levied this year was $574,079, which was in fact an increase over the 
past few years.  In this current fiscal year the City levied $238,358.  About five or six 
years ago staff noted that the reserve fund within the PSB debt service was excessive.  
All that was needed in the reserve fund was the next payment.  In the past five years 
the City had actually been reducing its levy to bring down that reserve fund to a 
reasonable level.  It was now down to a point where the City had to be more careful 
which resulted in an increase in that levy.  Those bonds will mature in 2011. 
Another significant piece of this budget was the new fund 315 – street surface 
maintenance that was funded by a combination of gas tax, road user fee, and privilege 
tax on PGE bills.  He stressed the money in this fund was dedicated to street 
maintenance only.  This fund would not incur administrative charges since the 
employees were within the road fund.  Fund 315 would be used exclusively for 
maintenance in order to pursue a 10-year plan for major work on the City’s road 
infrastructure.  The action the City Council took became necessary after waiting years 
for legislative action.  The City found it necessary to preserve the public investment in 
the streets. 
This budget also included photo radar and photo red light enforcement.  Both programs 
were awaiting legislative approval.  If they were approved, then the budgetary authority 
would be used.  If they were not approved, the revenue was equal to the projected 
expenditures, so the effect would be net zero on the budget.  There were a number of 
new positions.  Staff had been cut over the years, and the addition of these positions 
would return the staffing level to where it was 10 years ago.  The additional positions 
were 1 IST analyst, 1 associate planner, .5 FTE in Records and Information 
Management, and a reorganization in the Library.  It also included 1 traffic officer and 5 
part-time officers if the photo radar and photo red light programs were approved.  There 
was a .5 position in police support and 1 administrative specialist in public works to help 
with asset management and the sustainability initiative.  Milwaukie was maintaining a 
responsible budget and had held the commitment of reaching a reasonable contingency 
of $1 million in the general fund and $500,000 in unappropriated fund balance.  He was 
proud of being able to create a budget that was both conservative but at the same time 
resulted in a lot of activity.  He thanked the Budget Committee members, former 
Finance Director Stewart Taylor, accountants Judy Serio and Merlin Becker, and staff 
for living within their budgets. 
Public Comment 

• Dave Aschenbrenner, Budget Committee Chair 
Mr. Aschenbrenner expressed his appreciation to Committee members Melissa Arne, 
Jeremy Ferguson, Mike Miller, and Leslie Schockner.  The City was on much more solid 
ground than it had been in the past.  Working on the budget was almost fun because it 
was easy to understand and people understood the direction the City was headed.  He 
urged the Council to adopt the Financial Policies as recommended by the Budget 
Review Board.  He felt it would make the City’s position even more sound.  Milwaukie 
was moving forward and was on firm financial ground with many things to work on.  The 
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recently adopted street surface maintenance program will help the City repair its streets.  
The goal for the next year will be to work with the new finance director and assist the 
Council with any tasks it might wish to assign. 
Correspondence 
None. 
There was no further public comment and no questions of clarification from the City 
Council. 
Mayor Bernard closed the public testimony portion of the hearing on the adoption of 
the Budget for fiscal year 2007 – 2008 and the 2008 – 2012 CIP at 7:34 p.m. 
Mayor Bernard commented how much more readable the budget was compared to 
when he started.  He thanked Mr. Swanson for his conservative budgeting policy, and 
he felt Milwaukie was one of the strongest cities in Oregon.  He was pleased the 
general fund contingency was up to $1 million. 
It was moved by Councilor Barnes and seconded Councilor Collette to adopt the 
resolution adopting the Budget and Capital Improvement Plan, making 
appropriations, and declaring and categorizing taxes for fiscal year 2007 – 2008.  
Motion passed unanimously. [5:0] 

RESOLUTION NO. 36-2007: 
A RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE BUDGET AND CIP, MAKING 
APPROPRIATIONS, AND DECLARING AND CATEGORIZING TAXES 
FOR FISCAL YEAR 2007 – 2008 

OTHER BUSINESS 
A. Adoption of Proposed Financial Policies 
Mr. Swanson reported developing the financial policies, a set of written expectations, 
were a goal of his and Mr. Taylor’s for some time.  They met with the Budget Review 
Board to review and amend the drafts before taking it to the full Budget Committee.  
There were a number of substantive requirements setting targets for contingencies and 
speaking to debt.  If the City were to go out for debt, the rating agencies would look to 
see if the City had stated policies that were followed.  Both the Budget Review Board 
and the Budget Committee recommended adoption of the Policies. 
It was moved by Councilor Loomis and seconded by Councilor Stone to approve 
the resolution adopting Financial Policies for the City of Milwaukie. 
Councilor Stone referred to objective #6 that addressed regular reporting.  She noted 
there was no reference to the frequency. 
Mr. Swanson said the reporting was done quarterly, but the first quarter was somewhat 
meaningless since little had been spent and property taxes did not come in until 
November.  He suggested reviewing these in a work session along with including it with 
the Friday Memo. 
Councilor Stone suggested making it clear reporting was done on a quarterly basis. 
Motion passed unanimously. [5:0] 

RESOLUTION NO. 37-2007: 
A RESOLUTION ADOPTING FINANCIAL POLICIES 
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B. Council Reports 
Councilor Loomis attended Oregon Solutions meeting and noted business leaders and 
public agencies were impressed with the Riverfront Park Plan.  A number of permitting 
agencies attended, so Ms. Herrigel was able to establish some timelines.  The North 
Clackamas Park ballfields were a huge success that added value to the City. 
Councilor Stone attended the Riverfront Board meeting as Council liaison.  TriMet and 
Metro provided information about light rail, and they were there to get input from the 
Riverfront Board about the question regarding light rail testimony from the Waldorf 
School parents and looking at an alternative alignment on Main and/or McLoughlin 
Boulevard.  She asked if the Parks and Recreation Board (PARB) had been included in 
the Mayor’s letter.  Should the Board have been included? 
Councilor Barnes thought the Board members could attend any of the scheduled 
meetings. 
Councilor Stone would tour the Vancouver Plant with the Site Selection Steering 
Committee. 
Councilor Collette volunteered at the community booth on the opening day of Farmers’ 
Market.  The New Century Players were able to get into the Bertman House, and she 
understood she was now a board member.  She attended the Riverfront Board meeting.  
Ground was broken today for the Clackamas Community College Harmony Campus 
expansion.  The community was growing in positive ways, and she felt Milwaukie was 
getting stronger. 
Councilor Barnes volunteered at the Farmers’ Market community booth with Mr. 
Aschenbrenner.  Most of the people wanted to know when Milwaukie would get light rail 
service.  The Policy Review Committee (PRC) for the Sunnybrook group would meet 
next week, and the following week the regional wastewater group would meet.  
Milwaukie High School graduation was this week. 
Mr. Swanson would respond to Mr. Ward’s issue.  Milwaukie Municipal Code 
13.04.110(d) provided that the City Council could establish by resolution one or more 
delinquent fees to be charged on past due accounts.  That was important because the 
annual fee resolution would be before Council at its next meeting, so this discussion 
was timely. 
Mayor Bernard would go to Salem for the Emerging Leaders Conference.  About 3,000 
people attended the Farmers’ Market.  The new debit card system that involved issuing 
wooden nickels was popular.  There were more vendors than there were spaces, and 
Brendan Eiswerth was doing a great job with the vendors.  New Seasons gave the 
Market a $700 grant for the debit machine.  He would play in the Chamber golf 
tournament. 
Councilor Stone announced the Ardenwald Secret Garden Tour on June 30. 
Councilors Stone and Collette would not attend the June 19, 2007 meeting.   
ADJOURNMENT 
It was moved by Councilor Collette and seconded by Councilor Barnes to adjourn 
the meeting.  Motion passed unanimously.  [5:0] 
Mayor Bernard adjourned the regular session at 7:56 p.m. 
 
________________________ 
Pat DuVal, Recorder 



 

  

To: Mayor Bernard and Milwaukie City Council 

Through:  Mike Swanson, City Manager 
From: Larry R. Kanzler, Chief of Police 
Date: June 20, 2007 
Subject: O.L.C.C. Application – Hong Kong ’97 - 6128 SE King Road  

 

Action Requested: 

It is respectfully requested the Council approve the O.L.C.C. Application To Obtain A 
Liquor License from Hong Kong ‘97 – 6128 SE King Road. 

Background: 

We have conducted a background investigation and find no reason to deny the request for 
liquor license.   



 
 
 
TO:   MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL 
FROM:  MIKE SWANSON, CITY MANAGER 
DATE:  JUNE 21, 2007 
RE:  ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 13.04.050(A), MILWAUKIE 

MUNICIPAL CODE BY DELETING THE AREA TO BE INSPECTED AND 
TESTED AND THE REQUIREMENT THAT NEW METER INSTALLATION 
BE INSPECTED BY THE CLACKAMAS COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF 
ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 

 
REQUESTED ACTION 

The action requested is adoption of the proposed ordinance, which amends MMC Section 
13.04.050 by eliminating the last two sentences defining the area to be inspected and 
tested and requiring that the “Clackamas county department of environmental services shall 
inspect the plumbing.” 

BACKGROUND 
MMC Section 13.04.050 (copy attached) outlines certain steps in applying for a new 
connection to the City’s water service. Among the requirements are those set forth in the 
last two sentences of the Section: “City will inspect and test private service from the city 
meter to a point approximately five (5) feet outside the building foundation.  Clackamas 
county department of environmental services shall inspect plumbing.” 

The area to be inspected and tested is defined in the Uniform Building Code and need not 
be defined in this section. 

In past years the City contracted with other local governments for its building inspection 
services. Thus, it was reasonable to call for a plumbing inspection by the County’s Building 
Department. In fact, due to the specialized nature of electrical inspections, the City still 
contracts with Clackamas County to provide that service. 

However, City staff is certified to conduct plumbing inspections, and, therefore, there is no 
need to specify that the service be provided by any other entity. Thus, the recommendation 
is to eliminate the requirement that the inspection be performed by Clackamas County 
when a new connection and new meter is installed. In addition, the Building Code already 
requires this inspection, and, therefore, there is no need to leave the provision without 
specifying the service provider. 

FISCAL IMPACT 
The City’s building inspection staff has been performing these inspections, and, therefore, 
there is no impact projected. 

CONCURRENCE 
The City Manager and Tom Larsen, the City’s Building Official, concur in recommending 
this action. 



ORDINANCE NO. _________ 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MILWAUKIE, OREGON 
AMENDING MILWAUKIE MUNICIPAL CODE SECTION 13.04.050(A) BY DELETING 
THE LAST TWO SENTENCES DEFINING THE AREA TO BE TESTED AND REQUIRING 
A PLUMBING INSPECTION BY THE CLACKAMAS COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF 
ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 

WHEREAS, Milwaukie Municipal Code Section 13.04.050—Connection to City 
Service—Meter installation sets forth certain requirements with respect to a new connection 
to the City’s water service; and 

WHEREAS, the said requirements include the following: “City will inspect and test 
private service from the city meter to a point approximately five (5) feet outside the building 
foundation.  Clackamas county department of environmental services shall inspect 
plumbing;” and 

WHEREAS, the Uniform Building Code defines the area to be inspected and tested; 
and  

WHEREAS, the City’s Building Inspector is certified to perform plumbing 
inspections; and 

WHEREAS, any requirement that the inspection be performed by any other entity is 
no longer necessary. 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY OF MILWAUKIE DOES ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS: 
Section 1. Milwaukie Municipal Code Section 13.04.050(A) is amended by deletion 

of the final two sentence to read as follows: Whenever an application has been accepted by 
the director, the director shall, with reasonable diligence, install the meter and/or city 
service. The city shall make a charge for connections as determined by resolution of the 
city council. Applicant is required to install private service and make proper connection to 
city meter.  

Read for the first time on July 3, 2007 and moved to a second reading by a 
__________ vote of the City Council. 

Read the second time and adopted by the City Council on ____________. 

Signed by the Mayor on      . 

 _____________________________ 
 Jim Bernard, Mayor 

ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 Ramis, Crew, & Corrigan, LLP 

______________________________ ______________________________ 
Pat DuVal, City Recorder City Attorney 
 
 





 
 
 
 

To:  Mayor and City Council 
 
Through: Mike Swanson, City Manager 
 
From:  Kenny Asher, Community Development & Public Works Director 

Katie Mangle, Planning Director 
 
Subject: Community Response to the Possible SDEIS Inclusion of a McLoughlin 

and/or Main Street Light Rail Alignment Option 
 
Date: June 20, 2007 for July 3 Regular Session 
 
 
Summary 
 
On May 14, 2007, the South Corridor Phase II Steering Committee selected three 
potential light rail alignments through Milwaukie for study in the upcoming Supplemental 
Draft Environmental Impact Study (SDEIS).  A Refinement Report was published by 
Metro outlining the alignment and station possibilities for Milwaukie, but each used the 
Tillamook Branch railroad right-of-way for the segment serving downtown Milwaukie.  
 
Since 2001, the only alignment contemplated for downtown Milwaukie (south of 
Highway 224) has been the Tillamook Branch railroad right-of-way. This alignment was 
the result of extensive community discussions and consensus-building in 2001-2004. 
Use of the Tillamook Branch alignment within this segment was approved City Council 
by resolution in 2003 and 2004.  Staff learned in April 2007, however, that many people 
(especially those affiliated with the Portland Waldorf School whose property abuts the 
Tillamook Branch), were unhappy with the alignment and interested in studying another 
option for this segment of the alignment.    
 
In early and mid June of 2007, project staff conducted several community meetings in 
response to the Mayor’s request for more information regarding the possible inclusion of 
McLoughlin and/or Main Street alignment in the SDEIS.   
 
Specifically, the meetings were held in response to the Mayor’s May 14 letter to the 
South Corridor Policy Steering Committee that requested time for Milwaukie to explore 
the idea more completely (see attachment 1).  The Mayor identified four groups with a 
special interest in Main Street and McLoughlin: the Riverfront Board, the downtown 
business community, the North Industrial Business community and the Planning 
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Commission.  These four groups were asked for their views on including a McLoughlin 
and/or Main Street alignment in the upcoming study.  The Planning Commission was 
singled out as the place where schools, neighborhoods and citizens could contribute 
opinions.   
 
This staff report summarizes these community meetings.  The first section focuses on 
the Planning Commission meetings (held on two nights and referred to as a “Public 
Forum”).  The second section summarizes the Riverfront Board meeting.  The third 
section summarizes the downtown business meeting and the fourth section summarizes 
the North Industrial business meeting.   
 
At each of these meetings, TriMet staff made a presentation identifying possible new 
alignments on McLoughlin and/or Main Street, along with the many considerations that 
would be factored into the construction of such alignments (attachment 2). 
 
Planning Commission Summary (Public Forum)  
 
On June 12th and 14th 2007, Planning Commissioners participated in a Public Forum to 
consider questions posed by Mayor Bernard regarding the potential to add a fourth 
alignment to the South Corridor Phase II SDEIS study. Six commissioners participated; 
one commissioner recused himself. At the end of the Public Forum the Planning 
Commissioners stated their answers to the two questions posed by Mayor Bernard:  
 
Question 1. Does a large cross-section of the community support the inclusion of a 
McLoughlin and/or Main Street alignment in the South Corridor Phase 2 SDEIS study? 

No –  2 
Yes –  2 
Don’t Know- 2 

 
Question 2. Does a McLoughlin and/or Main Street alignment have merit with regard to 
downtown’s future economic development, urban design and revitalization? 

No -  1 
Yes –  5 (Of the five, three stated that a McLoughlin alignment did not have merit, 

and two stated that both could have merit.)  
 
Background 
 
On May 14th, in response to concerns recently raised about potential impacts in this 
segment of the alignment, Mayor Bernard asked the South Corridor Phase II Steering 
Committee to allow the Milwaukie community to consider adding a fourth alignment to 
the study, one that would use McLoughlin and / or Main Street through downtown.   
 
Mayor Bernard asked the Planning Commission to host a Public Forum to consider this 
issue, and to make recommendations on the following questions: 
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1. Does a large cross-section of the community support the inclusion of a 
McLoughlin and/or Main Street alignment in the South Corridor Phase 2 SDEIS 
study?  
 
2. Does a McLoughlin and/or Main Street alignment have merit with regard to 
downtown’s future economic development, urban design and revitalization? 

 
The Public Forum was be structured, with the guidance of the City Attorney, to provide 
an open process for consideration of Mayor Bernard’s questions. Although it was 
convened by the Planning Commission, it was not a formal hearing and was held under 
slightly different rules than most Planning Commission meetings. The meeting rules 
established by the commission can be found in the staff report for the June 12th meeting 
(see Attachment 1). Additional clarification about the Commission’s role in advising City 
Council on matters other than land use decisions can be found in Attachment 2. 
 
Summary of Public Participation  

• Approximately 80 people attended the meeting on June 12th and 50 people 
attended on June 14th.  

• Approximately 50 people gave verbal comment to the Commission. See 
Attachment 3 for a transcription of the meeting. 

• Approximately 40 people submitted written comment, including two petitions. 
See Attachment 4 for a compilation of all written comments received by the 
Planning Department between June 6th and June 15th. 

 
People who commented in support of including a fourth alignment in the SDEIS study 
cited reasons that include the following: 

• Noise and safety impacts to the schools. 
• Distance from the proposed station to downtown. 
• A better design is possible. 
• Options are good to have – the City won’t know which is better if options 

aren’t studied. 
• An alignment closer to downtown would benefit downtown redevelopment. 
• There is a one-time opportunity to get it right before constructing a long-term 

facility. 
 
People who commented against including a fourth alignment in the SDEIS study cited 
reasons that include the following: 

• Traffic impacts to McLoughlin Blvd. and in the North Industrial area. 
• Reduces parking on Main Street. 
• “Un-doing” recently completed improvements to McLoughlin Blvd. 
• Reversing years of progress on the plans for downtown and the riverfront. 
• Mitigation can help address impacts to the schools. 
• Impacts to business and economic development in downtown. 
• Environmental impacts to the creeks. 



Council Staff Report – Community Response to the Possible SDEIS Inclusion of a McLoughlin and/or 
Main Street Light Rail Alignment Option 
Page -- 4 
 
 

• Impacts to Riverfront Park. 
 
Summary of Commissioners’ Recommendations: After listening to a cumulative three 
and-a-half hours of public comment, the Commission deliberated on the Mayor’s two 
questions and voted on how to answer them. The following summarizes the statements 
and votes made by each commissioner.  
 
Question 1. Does a large cross-section of the community support the inclusion of a 
McLoughlin and/or Main Street alignment in the South Corridor Phase 2 SDEIS study?  

 
• Commissioner Paulette Qutub: Yes.  

There is a majority of support for including another alignment in the study. 
 

• Commissioner Theresa Bresaw: No. 
For the larger community, the answer is no. For the people who testified, the 
answer is yes. If it can be done without delay to the project, go for it. 

 
• Commissioner Dick Newman: Yes.  

Tuesday’s forum wasn’t a representative cross-section, but Thursday was 
better. What does it mean to have a “cross-section?” The petition submitted 
adds weight. It’s significant.  

 
• Commissioner Lisa Batey: Don’t know.  

She thought the downtown alignment had been studied, and asked for 
information on the history and reasons why a downtown alignment wasn’t 
studied, but didn’t have the answers. She was concerned that adding a fourth 
alignment will delay things, and doesn’t want to see delay. She fears that the 
anti-light rail crowd is taking advantage of the Waldorf community’s concerns, 
and hopes that those who say now that they support light rail (just not on the 
Tillamook branch), will support the alignment that is ultimately chosen. The 
letter submitted from Stephan and Lisa Lashbrook may better reflect the pulse 
of the community. The previous processes, and all of the people who 
participated then, has to be considered. 

 
• Commissioner Charmaine Coleman: Don’t know.  

There is a difference between “I don’t like this” and “I want another thing to 
happen.” When considering the cross-section, she looked for citizens who 
don’t live on the alignment. In her tally, of the people who didn’t live next to the 
alignment, 7 people said the City should study the Main Street alignment, 3 
said don’t; 7 people adamantly opposed a McLoughlin alignment, 6 people 
expressed support; 6 people said they supported the Tillamook alignment, 1 
was against. Most people who testified seemed to just want the light rail to go 
away from their home or school. People who live elsewhere are split. In 
general, people are excited about light rail, and momentum is important. Was 
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there a large portion? No. Was there a significant portion? Yes. Not enough 
information to answer “yes” to the question. 

 
• Chair Jeff Klein: No.   

Emotions about a project or a place bring people out. He is concerned that a 
similar pattern is emerging with the Logus Road project in the Lewelling 
neighborhood – people don’t participate, then after years of struggling to get 
funding for a project now people come out of the woodwork to protest. Doesn’t 
believe there is a cross-section. No.  

 
Question 2. Does a McLoughlin and/or Main Street alignment have merit with regard to 
downtown’s future economic development, urban design and revitalization? 
 

• Commissioner Theresa Bresaw: No.  
In 30 years anything is possible, but in the near future, no. 

 
• Commissioner Dick Newman: Yes.  

Mark Gamba’s ideas were good. Why would a Main Street option damage 
development? Light rail on Main Street would help address lack of parking. 
His travels show that light rail is important for urban revitalization. The 
process has gone on for a long time. If options are studied the professionals 
can determine which is best. 

 
• Commissioner Lisa Batey: No to a McLoughlin alignment.  Yes to a 

Downtown (Main St. or 21st) alignment.  
Catherine Brinkman made good points. Light rail could be beneficial for 
downtown, and the downtown streets option warrants more study. The 
ODOT issues for a McLoughlin alignment would be insurmountable. 

 
• Commissioner Charmaine Coleman: No to a McLoughlin alignment.  Yes to a 

Downtown (Main St. or 21st) alignment.  
Feels strongly that the city shouldn’t choose something just because people 
will hate it less. Only two people actually wanted it on McLoughlin, stating that 
it would either consolidate transportation facilities or that there would be a 
good view for the riders. She doesn’t want to cut off downtown from the river. 
A Main Street alignment presents its own problems, but it could be possible to 
enrich downtown. There are positives to the Tillamook line, such as more 
ridership. A McLoughlin alignment would be harm-avoidant, and it fouls up the 
park plans. Some people say why not study more? But there is enough 
preliminary information to show that some options, such as McLoughlin, are 
bad. But Main Street, at the conceptual level, could be good for downtown. 

 
• Commissioner Paulette Qutub: No to a McLoughlin alignment.  Yes to a 

Downtown (Main St. or 21st) alignment.  
 A downtown alignment could have merit. 
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• Chair Jeff Klein: Yes.  

He heard a lot of comments about TriMet’s intent, but the current process 
shows how much TriMet is allowing the city to determine its own course. His 
fear is that inaction will lead to a future lack of influence. Brendan Eisworth’s 
comments were well-put – is the Tillamook branch the best option? Maybe, 
maybe not. We don’t know. He is voting yes, but is concerned that this will 
undo past work. Believes it could be good on Main Street, but strongly 
believes it would not be good to go on McLoughlin. The City has options to 
the north of Hwy 224, it should have options south of Hwy 224 as well. 
Thanks for the opportunity to have this discussion. Someone will have to 
make a tough decision in 14 months. With further study the best option will 
rise to the top. 

 
Riverfront Board Summary  
 
The Riverfront Board met on June 4 with all seven members present, along with Board 
staff, Metro and TriMet staff, two city councilors and 30-40 visitors.  Staff presented 
background on the light rail project’s history, along with the alignments currently under 
study.  TriMet staff presented options that TriMet light rail designers assembled in 
response to the Mayor’s May 14 request (attachment 3).    
 
Riverfront Board members expressed concern about light rail on McLoughlin, indicating 
that ODOT would certainly seek to protect its highway standards.  Other members 
asked about intersection impacts, alternate alignments (e.g. eastside, Main/21st couplet) 
and impacts the Riverfront Park property.   The board reiterated that its mission is to 
reconnect downtown to the riverfront.   
 
The committee then opened its meeting for audience members to speak.  Eight people 
spoke, all in favor of adding the alignment.   
 
The committee then passed a motion by a vote of 6-1 to recommend against including a 
Main and/or McLoughlin alignment in the SDEIS based on the potential impact on 
Riverfront Park.  
 
Downtown Business Meeting Summary  
 
City of Milwaukie, Metro and TriMet project staff presented the same Main and/or 
McLoughlin alignment option presentation to a group of downtown businesses and other 
interested parties on June 5, 2007.  The downtown businesses had been invited to the 
meeting in a letter that was sent the previous week to every business in the downtown 
Milwaukie core.  Approximately 15 people attended the meeting, most representing a 
downtown business or business interest.   
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Questions from this group focused on possible displacements (property takings 
envisioned under the studied Main and/or McLoughlin alignment), single vs. double 
track, station locations and the study process.  The meeting was conducted as a 
general question and answer session (refer to attachment 7). There were no formal 
positions taken by the attendees, who clearly represented a variety of interests and 
concerns.  
 
North Industrial Business Meeting Summary 
 
City of Milwaukie, Metro and TriMet project staff presented the Main and/or McLoughlin 
alignment option with a focus on alignment issues north of highway 224 to a group of 11 
people on June 5, 2007.  Of the eleven, five represented businesses located in the 
North Industrial area.  The North Industrial businesses had been invited to the meeting 
in an email that was sent the previous week to every business in the district.     
 
Much of the question and answer dialogue that followed the presentation focused on 
Waldorf School issues and ideas (several people from the Waldorf School attended 
both business meetings).  Toward the close of the meeting, the North Industrial 
representatives questioned how the Main and/or McLoughlin alignment ideas would 
impact the railroad spurs off the Tillamook Branch east of the district.  The businesses 
were uniformly concerned that these spurs not be harmed, under any alignment.  One 
large business representative commented that the possible new alignment wouldn’t 
increase the probability of using the Tillamook Branch for light rail in the North Industrial 
District, which the businesses in the district strongly prefer.  There were no formal 
positions taken by the attendees.   
 
Attachments 
 
1.  Letter from Mayor Bernard dated May 14, 2007 
2.  TriMet 11x17 Presentation – not included in packet available for review at city 

locations only 
3.  Staff Report to Planning Commission for 6/12/07 forum 
4.  Memo from Bill Monahan 
5.  June 4, 2007 Riverfront Board Meeting notes 
6.  June 5, 2007 North Industrial Business Briefing Meeting notes 
7.  June 5, 2007 Downtown Business Briefing Meeting notes 
8.  June 12, 2007 Milwaukie Planning Commission Forum meeting notes 
9.  June 14, 2007 Milwaukie Planning Commission Forum meeting notes 
10.  Comments submitted to Milwaukie Planning Commission in first amended packet 
10.a Comments submitted to Milwaukie Planning Commission in second amended 

packet 
10.b Comments submitted to Milwaukie Planning Commission in third amended 

packet 
10.c Comments received at 6/12/07 Planning Commission meeting 
10.d Comments received at 6/14/07 Planning Commission meeting 
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10.e Comments received via e-mail after 6/14/07 deadline for PC forum 
10.f Petition to consider alternate alignment for light rail in Milwaukie received on 

6/14/07. 
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1                P R O C E E D I N G S

2

3            MR. KLEIN:  Good evening.  I'd like to

4 call the meeting to order and welcome you to the

5 Milwaukie Planning Commission meeting.  Agendas and

6 additional copies of the staff reports are available

7 on the table in the hall.  If you have not picked up

8 an agenda please do so.  It contains important

9 information about the process.  Please sign the

10 clipboard and pick up a yellow comment card if you

11 wish to speak.

12            We will be following the basic format

13 listed on the back of the agenda.  It will include

14 all the forum procedure steps.

15            Approved Planning Commission minute

16 meetings.  We have no minutes, so minutes can be

17 found on the city website.

18            Public forum.  This is the public forum

19 on Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact

20 Statement, SDEIS light rail alignment.

21            The public forum on Mayor Bernard's

22 questions regarding adding the McLoughlin and/or

23 Main Street alignment to the south corridor phase II

24 SDEIS study is called to order.

25            The purpose of this forum is to allow for
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1 public comment on Mayor Bernard's questions and for

2 the Planning Commission to make recommendations to

3 Mayor Bernard on these questions.  Mayor Bernard's

4 two questions for consideration are the following:

5            One, Does a large cross-section of the

6 community support the inclusion of a McLoughlin

7 and/or Main Street alignment in the south corridor

8 phase II SDEIS study?

9            Two, Does the McLoughlin and/or Main

10 Street alignment have merit with regard to

11 downtown's future economic development, urban

12 design, and revitalization?

13            Tonight the Planning Commission will hear

14 a staff presentation then open the forum for public

15 comment on these two questions.

16            If you desire to testify please sign in

17 with the staff at the door, fill out a yellow

18 comment card, and when it is your turn I will

19 recognize you.

20            When you come to the podium please state

21 your name and address for the record since the forum

22 is being video recorded.

23            I would encourage those wishing to speak

24 to address -- I would encourage those wishing to

25 speak to address one or both of the two questions.



MILWAUKIE PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING 6/12/2007

(800)230-3302****(503)248-1003

TEACH REPORTING, INC.

4

1 If a group would like to make similar or related

2 comments you may wish to appoint a spokesperson to

3 speak for all of you.

4            The Planning Commission has established

5 ground rules for the forum, and these rules are

6 printed on the back of the agenda for this meeting.

7 Please pay particular attention to the following

8 ground rules:

9            Public comments will be taken on a first

10 come, first service basis.  Each speaker be will be

11 limited to five minutes.  Where's the timer?  It's

12 one of those details.  That's all right.

13            If you sign up to speak tonight but are

14 not able to speak by the close of tonight's meeting

15 you may either submit written comment tonight on the

16 yellow card or sign up with the staff to speak at

17 Thursday's meeting.

18            At the close of the public comment period

19 on Thursday, June 14th, the Planning Commission will

20 allow one hour for discussion and recommendations.

21            Additionally, I would like to request the

22 cooperation of my fellow commissioners tonight as I

23 chair this unique meeting.  Please direct any

24 comments or questions through me.  I will recognize

25 individual commissioners to speak.  Please be
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1 mindful of the limited time available for public

2 comment and considerate of all the participants who

3 are waiting to speak.  I appreciate your

4 cooperation.

5            The city attorney will now address the

6 role of the Planning Commission in this forum and

7 the standards for commissioners' participation.

8            MR. MONAHAN:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman,

9 members of the commission, yes, you're right, this

10 is a unique meeting in the sense that normally the

11 Planning Commission is acting in the capacity of

12 either the decision-makers in a quasi-judicial

13 land-use matter or you're making a formal

14 recommendation to the city council again in a

15 land-use matter; however, the responsibilities of

16 the Planning Commission are very broad based under

17 the city's code.

18            Under the municipal code the Planning

19 Commission is responsible for giving advice to the

20 city council on issues related to the compliance and

21 plan of the development code on such things as the

22 public facilities of the community, which would be

23 water systems on down to the very major things such

24 as transportation facilities.  And, obviously, this

25 particular matter comes under transportation
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1 facilities.

2            In addition, the code says that the

3 Planning Commission is to advise the community and

4 the city council on other matters that are brought

5 to the attention of the commission by the city

6 council.

7            There's another major component of the

8 Planning Commission's responsibility, too, and that

9 is to assist the city council in the two-way

10 communication that is essential between the policy

11 makers and the members of the community.

12            So your obligation tonight, as you've

13 accepted the request of the city council, is to

14 conduct an open and fair process to elicit comments

15 from the community on the questions that have been

16 posed by Mayor Bernard.  And those questions,

17 obviously, relate to whether or not the community

18 has broad-base support for the potential alignment

19 of light rail, if, in fact, light rail comes to the

20 community.

21            So it's important tonight that as you

22 conduct your meeting and take the comments tonight

23 and on Thursday night that you recognize the your

24 role is to be the folks that are taking the comments

25 from the community, and, basically, taking the pulse
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1 of the community so that you can feed back to the

2 mayor and the city council whether or not the

3 community does, in fact, have broad-base support for

4 one or both of those two alignments.

5            There's a second piece within the mayor's

6 letter, he's asked the second question, and that is

7 for you to give input on whether or not such

8 alignments would have an impact on the downtown's

9 future economic development, urban design, and

10 revitalization.  And, obviously, you're the correct

11 body to give input on that, also, based on your

12 experience in the community.

13            And I think the other point that's

14 critical to the city council is you're recognized by

15 the community as being able to conduct a fair

16 process and to take public input and to put it into

17 a concise response to the community.  So that's what

18 the city council is looking for.  So that's

19 basically your role.

20            The normal quasi-judicial land-use

21 procedure that you're used to following is not in

22 play tonight.  This is not a land-use hearing in the

23 sense that you're not making a recommendation

24 leading to some decision.  This is at the early

25 stages of something that could evolve into some sort
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1 of land-use action.

2            But in a quasi-judicial legislative

3 session we usually ask members of the Planning

4 Commission to make some sort of declaration.  And

5 tonight you don't need to make a declaration

6 regarding conflict of interest of bias or anything

7 such as that, or whether you've had a site visit to

8 take a look at the alignment.

9            Instead, what we'd ask for you tonight is

10 to make a declaration in regards to the standard

11 that we think is important for determining whether

12 or not you have the ability to participate in this

13 forum.

14            And that standard is whether or not

15 you're open-minded and have the ability to take the

16 input from the public.  And from that input come up

17 with a recommendation to the city council of what

18 you heard.  Not what your personal opinion is, but

19 what you heard and whether or not what you heard

20 meets the thresholds that the mayor has established

21 within his letters.

22            So what I would like to ask is that we

23 take the opportunity at this time to have each one

24 of the members of the Planning Commission tell the

25 commission and the public at large whether or not
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1 you feel comfortable participating in this meeting

2 tonight as an open-minded member of the Planning

3 Commission.

4            If for any reason you feel that you

5 cannot be open-minded you have a couple options.

6 One option is you can step down and not participate

7 in these proceedings.  The other option is you may

8 determine that you're not open-minded, you've made

9 up your mind, you have an opinion to express and you

10 might want to take the opportunity of declaring that

11 you have already made up your mind and step down and

12 step back into the audience and potentially

13 participate as a speaker at either this evening's

14 meeting or the next meeting.  So you have that

15 opportunity.

16            So what I'd like to do at this time is

17 ask Chair Klein to poll the members and ask each

18 member to say something about their intent to either

19 participate or not participate in these proceedings.

20            MR. KLEIN:  Okay.  Charmaine.

21            MS. COLEMAN:  The last meeting I attended

22 frustrated me greatly because I saw a public process

23 I believe in side steps.  And tonight, as exciting

24 as it provides an organized and mutually respectful

25 forum by which we all might share ideas, I'm honored
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1 to be asked to provide an opinion on these light

2 rail alignments and look forward to hearing what I

3 hope are varied and thoughtful viewpoints on a

4 complicated subject.

5            I hope that everyone in the room might be

6 here to listen to one another, and I look forward to

7 comments.  I've been strangely looking forward to

8 this all week.

9            So I do intend to participate even though

10 it's going to end at 10:00.  I'm not going to get

11 any sleep.  I've been thinking about it all night,

12 but I'm looking forward to this.

13            MS. BATEY:  I learned a lot, actually,

14 just from reading the package.  You know, I had not

15 been involved in previous working groups and other

16 things involved with light rail so I come with no

17 preconceived notion about what alignments are the

18 best, and I do intend to participate.

19            MR. NEWMAN:  I also did not participate

20 in any of the previous meetings and so I've received

21 a lot of information now which has been very

22 enlightening.  And I'm looking forward to hearing

23 the public comments.

24            MS. BRESAW:  What about you, Jeff?

25            MR. KLEIN:  I get to call everyone's
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1 name.

2            MS. BRESAW:  Well, when I first heard

3 about it I thought, oh, no, they're going to change

4 it again, because I was involved with the working

5 groups, actually, in the neighborhood aspects of

6 choosing that site.  But then, I don't know, maybe

7 there is a better possible rail.

8            So I do have an open mind.  And I am

9 concerned about losing a small town feel in

10 Milwaukie and vehicle parking.  I think that would

11 be very nice to keep that.

12            So, of course, I do have opinion, but I'm

13 still open-minded about the possibility.  So I

14 definitely want to hear from everybody.

15            MR. CHURCHILL:  I'm here tonight as a

16 planning commissioner also to elicit and hear the

17 thoughts and concerns of a wide variety of members

18 from the Milwaukie community.

19            As our city attorney pointed out, the

20 structure of this form is highly unusual.  And, in

21 fact, I am not aware of any similar use of this

22 commission in the history of the city of Milwaukie.

23            That said, the rules of this commission

24 are changed from our tradition quasi-judicial role.

25 And under terms as defined by our city attorney, I



MILWAUKIE PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING 6/12/2007

(800)230-3302****(503)248-1003

TEACH REPORTING, INC.

12

1 do not need to recluse myself from a vote on this

2 committee for this forum.  And I believe that I can

3 offer services to this commission without bias.

4            However, in the interest of keeping this

5 process free from any apparent conflict of interest

6 and any appearance of a bias towards the subject of

7 this forum I do hereby voluntarily recluse myself

8 and encourage all other commissioners who have an

9 appearance or a conflict of interest to recluse

10 themselves in order to preserve the status of this

11 forum and do not bring down the integrity of this

12 Planning Commission.

13          (Mr. Churchill left the meeting.)

14            MR. KLEIN:  Paulette.

15            MS. QUTUB:  Well, I have not participated

16 in the past and so I've allowed myself to thoroughly

17 read through this package, and I feel that I have

18 educated myself quite well.  I feel that I can be

19 open-minded and I do look forward to the public's

20 comments.

21            MR. KLEIN:  And I plan on participating

22 tonight, as well.  I've talked to a vast number of

23 people throughout the city on this issue and had

24 many discussions about it.  And I can honestly say

25 coming into this meeting I'm -- it's almost
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1 impossible to formulate an opinion on this.  And I

2 certainly hope that we can come to some consensus at

3 the end of this.  So I plan on participating, as

4 well.

5            MR. MONAHAN:  Thank you for that input.

6 So it sounds like we have six members of the

7 Planning Commission that are participating, so we

8 obviously have a forum.

9            I'd like to also go over a couple other

10 procedural items.  As Chair Klein mentioned, we

11 expect there will be a lot of folks participating

12 tonight.  There will be a lot of public comments.

13 And I believe there's a five-minute time limit that

14 you're going to be using.  So it's going to be very

15 important that we follow that process.  And I

16 believe there will be opportunities for questions

17 from members of the commission that will be limited

18 to just clarifying questions of the speakers.

19            It's going to be important that someone

20 on the commission who would like to speak be

21 recognized by Chair Klein.  So perhaps, because we

22 have so many folks that are going to participate

23 perhaps the operation of tonight's meeting might be

24 even more formal than Chair Klein is used to

25 carrying out.  And I know he's always very formal.
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1 So I'd just make that comment.

2            Also, if there are any commissioners who

3 have comments about the process or have any other

4 questions regarding light rail that you'd like to

5 have answers to that are not covered tonight, if

6 there is any opportunity to provide those questions

7 to the staff before Thursday's meeting perhaps some

8 additional information can be brought forward for

9 you.

10            So I think I've covered all the items

11 that I intended to.  Is there any anything that

12 you'd like to ask of me in regards to my role in

13 this process tonight?

14            By the way, Rob Yamachika from our office

15 is here.  Rob's a lawyer with our office.  He will

16 be here Thursday evening because I will be in the

17 city of West Linn at a previous commitment,

18 although, I'd love to be back here.  So any

19 questions that I can answer at this time?

20            MR. KLEIN:  We will now hear from TriMet

21 staff who will provide some background information

22 on the light rail alignment we are considering

23 tonight.

24            MS. WIEGHART:  Thank you.  Can people

25 hear me?  My name is Bridget Wieghart.  I am the
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1 project manager for the Portland Milwaukie light

2 rail project on behalf of Metro.  And I want to

3 provide a little bit of context for where we are in

4 the process and the study, and then turn the more

5 detailed presentation of the specific design option

6 we've been asked to discuss to Sean Batty, the

7 concept designer for the project from Tri-Met.

8            So this is the overall alignment that was

9 adopted in 2003, as the locally preferred

10 alternative.  And -- do we have a laser pen?  Thank

11 you.  And so this is the overall alignment.  This is

12 downtown Portland, and the alignment goes roughly

13 from Riverplace across to OMSI and then down through

14 the central east side in Portland, Brooklyn

15 neighborhood on 17th Avenue and then down onto

16 McLoughlin.  This is Bybee Boulevard.  This is

17 Tacoma, which in the locally preferred alternative

18 has a park & ride proposed.

19            Now, there's two alignments here just

20 north of Milwaukie.  And the one that's the locally

21 preferred alternative from 2003, states on actually

22 McLoughlin and Main through the north industrial

23 area, and has a park & ride proposed at the former

24 southgate theater site, and then turns east to go to

25 the Tillamook Branch freight rail right-of-way, and
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1 goes on the east side of that right-of-way through

2 downtown Milwaukie.

3            This is Highway 224 here.  And had a

4 proposed -- has a proposed station at Harrison

5 Street and a terminus and small park & ride,

6 275-space park & ride at Lake Road.

7            So the questions that you might ask

8 yourselves is why are we studying it if there's a

9 locally preferred alternative.  So let me just

10 provide you a little bit of background.

11            There was a -- there is a long history to

12 this project and I won't go into all the details,

13 but it's been looked at a number of different times,

14 a number of different variations.  There's some

15 elements -- this alignment was selected in 2003,

16 after a supplemental draft environmental impact

17 statement similar to what we're looking at here.

18 But there were a couple of elements that were new or

19 have changed since then.  So we need to revisit

20 those elements.

21            And, well, we need to revisit the entire

22 alignment and update things.  But, in particular, at

23 the north end the river crossing was last looked at

24 in detail in 1998.  There's been a lot of changes,

25 as you all may know, in the south waterfront area,
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1 particularly in Portland.  So the question has come

2 up to as to whether we should look at perhaps a

3 further south crossing more squarely hits the south

4 waterfront area.

5            And we've been doing some refinement work

6 for the last several months looking at potential

7 design options in that area.  And, also, to the

8 south, as I mentioned, there's two alignments here.

9            After the locally preferred alternative

10 was selected in 2003, a number of very serious

11 concerns came out of the north industrial area in

12 terms of potential traffic impact to their freight

13 operations, trucking operations, as a result of the

14 locally preferred alternative.

15            And concerns about that were addressed

16 through a working group which was established by the

17 Milwaukie City Council.  It included, in addition to

18 businesses from the industrial area, as well as it

19 included citizens from Milwaukie and was staffed by

20 TriMet and Metro.

21            And that working group looked at a number

22 of refinements to the locally preferred alternative

23 mitigations at the intersections here.  But also

24 proposed, looked at an alignment that hadn't been

25 looked at before as part of the SDEIS, the Tillamook
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1 Branch from Tacoma all the way south.  And the

2 working group the ultimately recommended that

3 alignment.

4            So going from Tacoma, going east of the

5 Tillamook Branch freight rail line all the way

6 through Milwaukie.  And it did not terminate at the

7 Lake Road.  It was not proposed to terminate at the

8 Lake Road parking lot.  It needed additional

9 park & ride because it lacked the southgate

10 park & ride which had 600 spaces.

11            So the proposal at that time was to

12 terminate out of Kellogg Lake slightly south of the

13 city, and a park & ride there.  And as many of you

14 may know, that site was found out not to be

15 available for light rail.

16            And so what we're doing here in the south

17 end in this box is looking at -- because there is

18 still a lot of support for the working group

19 alignment, but it's an incomplete alignment.  It's

20 trying to make that a complete alignment by

21 identifying a new terminus and park & ride south of

22 the city.  There's a couple of different sites we've

23 looked at over the last several months along

24 McLoughlin.  This is Sparrow Avenue and this is Park

25 Avenue.
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1            So for the last several months, actually,

2 we've been out in the public both up in Portland and

3 here in Milwaukie.  In March we had an open house

4 and looked at a number of different options.

5            And the results of that, just focusing on

6 the Milwaukie portion, is that the Steering group,

7 after having the open house in March in Milwaukie

8 and then several specific segment meetings in April,

9 south of Milwaukie, downtown Milwaukie, and the

10 north industrial area are involved in getting

11 comments from the public at that time.

12            The Steering Committee which is comprised

13 of elected officials throughout the corridor, the

14 mayor of Milwaukie, Commissioner Sam Adams from city

15 of Portland, commissioners from the Clackamas

16 Multnomah Counties, as well as Metro counselors and

17 TriMet, the TriMet executive officer, the Steering

18 Committee approved three alternatives to be studied

19 in the locally -- in the supplemental draft

20 environmental impact statement which we're starting

21 up this summer.  And those are the locally preferred

22 alternatives which I've described before terminating

23 at Lake Road.

24            And the locally preferred alternative

25 with an extension to the south, one of the issues
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1 that was looked at in the last several months has

2 also been cost-effectiveness has become a much more

3 component of the federal funding.  And federal

4 funding, we are hoping to get about 60 percent

5 federal funding.  So additional riders and

6 park & ride is an important piece of making a

7 cost-effective project.

8            So this is the locally preferred

9 alternative with an extension with the possible

10 station at Bluebird to serve the island station

11 neighborhood and park & ride at Park Avenue.

12            And then, finally, the working group

13 alignment with no park & ride at Lake Road, and

14 instead park & rides at Sparrow and Park Avenue.

15            And so what we're proposing the Steering

16 group approved was study of these different

17 alternatives.  They have different amounts of

18 park & ride, slightly different station locations.

19            You can see in downtown Milwaukie the

20 locally preferred alternative has Harrison, whereas,

21 the other two options have Monroe.  So that will

22 allow the supplemental draft environmental impact

23 statement to weigh the various costs and benefits

24 and impacts of those different choices.  They may

25 ultimately be combined in a different way at the end
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1 of the study.

2            But to get to the focus of tonight, what

3 happened during the course of that public outreach

4 really was that we learned about some pretty serious

5 concerns about the Tillamook alignment through

6 downtown Milwaukie.  They came out at the downtown

7 segment meeting which was located at the Waldorf

8 School.

9            A number of concerns from the Waldorf

10 community and teachers, as well as concerns from the

11 Historic Milwaukie Neighborhood, Lake Road

12 Neighborhood Association, and the St. John's School.

13 And they were raised about impacts to the

14 residential and school communities along the

15 Tillamook Branch light rail.

16            So the question was raised as to, well,

17 have you looked at other alignments, and,

18 particularly, have you looked in an alignment on

19 McLoughlin and Main.  So I want to review briefly

20 the history of the light rail alignments and then

21 turn the presentation over to Sean.

22            Yes, we have looked at a number of

23 different alignments, and, basically, this project

24 has been studied for really over 20 years.  But I'm

25 focusing on the more recent studies.
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1            And in 1990 to '96 there was a nearing of

2 options.  At that time the focus was really trying

3 to -- for the most part a lot of the alignments were

4 focused on terminating at Clackamas Town Center.

5 And these alignments show McLoughlin, they show

6 Main, and then also all the eastwest streets,

7 Highway 224, Harrison, Washington, Monroe.

8            And in the 1998 supplemental draft

9 environmental impact statement a locally preferred

10 alternative was selected, but, essentially, came

11 down McLoughlin and then circled around through the

12 northern portion of the city of Milwaukie, around

13 this former Safeway site, and then went out

14 Highway 224 to Clackamas Town Center.

15            That project ultimately wasn't funded.

16 There's been a long history, as I mentioned, to the

17 light rail studies.  And over time various funding

18 packages, several of them have not passed.  And this

19 is one that was not passed.  And so, basically, that

20 resulted in a period of revisiting the concept of

21 light rail.

22            So this period in 2000 -- 1999, 2000,

23 there was an alternative analysis that looked at

24 everything except the light rail.  And that included

25 busway, bus traffic transit, water transportation of
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1 ferries, that kind of thing, a commuter rail.  And

2 in 2001, the light rail option was brought back by

3 basically suggestions from the various communities

4 along the alignment.

5            And so these options were studied in

6 2001.  They show McLoughlin, Main, and also this

7 Tillamook Branch alignment through downtown

8 Milwaukie.

9            And they were looked at, as you see now,

10 no longer going to Clackamas Town Center, because at

11 that time there was consideration which ultimately

12 was approved of light rail on I-205 to Clackamas

13 Town Center.  So the focus became terminating in

14 Milwaukie for this portion.

15            And in 2002 the supplemental draft

16 environmental impact statement that I mentioned that

17 resulted in that locally preferred alternative in

18 2003 did select, as I mentioned, a locally preferred

19 alternative that went down McLoughlin and then onto

20 the Tillamook Branch through the north industrial

21 area in Milwaukie.  That was phase II.

22            Phase I that was approved at that time

23 was I-205 light rail construction and the bus mall.

24 And the premise at that time was that once those

25 went into construction, phase I which was I-205 and
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1 the bus mall, that we would come back and look at

2 the Portland Milwaukie portion.  And that's why

3 we're here today.

4            This was the working group recommendation

5 in 2004, and this represents what we've been looking

6 at in the refinement phase.  And so what I want to

7 kind of emphasize while I'm providing this context

8 and background that the question for you all tonight

9 is really the question that the mayor asked the

10 Steering Committee, could he have time to review

11 with the community of Milwaukie potential alignments

12 on McLoughlin and McLoughlin Main.

13            So there's already been a decision, I

14 guess, by the Steering Committee, just to

15 re-emphasize, to look at the locally preferred

16 alternative, the extension down at Park, and the

17 working group alignment with an extension down at

18 Park.

19            And the question is in addition to those

20 alignments should the supplemental draft

21 environmental impact statement consider one of the

22 three options that Sean is going to present to you

23 tonight on McLoughlin and McLoughlin Main.

24            Thanks.  Are there any questions of me

25 before I turn it over to Sean?
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1            MS. BATEY:  I do.  If you can go back to

2 the slide that had the three alternatives.  Okay.

3 This is something that I've been trying to

4 understand because I went to some of the open houses

5 and segment meetings.  I was sort of surprised to

6 see the -- sort of everything south of Lake Road not

7 be sort of a stand-alone question, or whatever.  But

8 as I read these alternatives there's not an

9 alternative that would be Tillamook alignment, but

10 just ending at Lake?

11            MS. WIEGHART:  Yes.

12            MS. BATEY:  That's right?

13            MS. WIEGHART:  Yes.  Do you want the

14 reason for that?

15            MS. BATEY:  Sure.

16            MS. WIEGHART:  The reason for that is,

17 again, if you look at the working group alignment

18 the big difference between it and the locally

19 preferred alternative in terms of sort of

20 providership and light rail facility perspective, it

21 does not have a park & ride since it's in the

22 freight tracks.  It doesn't have a 600-person

23 park & ride that is proposed at the southgate

24 theater.

25            And so it doesn't have -- actually, the
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1 locally preferred alternative we have found doesn't

2 have enough park & ride to meet the total demand,

3 much less if it had 600 fewer spaces.

4            So there really is -- in order to make it

5 functional or, I guess, competitive alignment it

6 would need additional park & ride spaces.  And

7 that's why we've been looking at these extensions on

8 the working group alignment.

9            MS. BATEY:  Okay.  And then in the

10 segment meetings the question of alignments, it was

11 sort of presented separate from the question of

12 stations?

13            MS. WIEGHART:  Yes.

14            MS. BATEY:  And here you've got sort of

15 fixed stations.  So is that pretty set that if it's

16 this alignment it would be these stations or are the

17 stations sort of more fungible between the different

18 alternatives?

19            MS. WIEGHART:  That's a great question.

20 We did -- we specifically did take comments

21 separately on the park & rides and on the stations

22 and on the alignments to get a pulse of the

23 community.  And what we found was that there was

24 more sort of consensus about alignments and less

25 about the stations.  And so that's why we chose to



MILWAUKIE PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING 6/12/2007

(800)230-3302****(503)248-1003

TEACH REPORTING, INC.

27

1 have different station configurations.

2            And, you're right, that at the end -- or

3 your implicit point is right that at the end of the

4 day we could mix and match the different stations

5 between the different alignments.  But we

6 specifically wanted to study both Harrison and

7 Monroe because there were different perspectives

8 about that.

9            There was, I would say, overall probably

10 more support for Monroe, but we didn't feel that we

11 heard from everybody in the downtown Milwaukie area.

12 And there were some people that preferred Monroe

13 strongly over Harrison, so we felt in need of more

14 study.

15            And, in fact, I would say that a specific

16 station location is something that could even shift

17 a little bit.  You know, is it Monroe, is it

18 Washington.  The working group alignment had the

19 Monroe, Washington station just a little bit further

20 south.  So that could change.

21            MS. BATEY:  Thank you.

22            MR. KLEIN:  Do we have any other

23 questions?  Thank you.

24            MS. WIEGHART:  Thank you.

25            MR. BATTY:  Good evening.  Thank you for
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1 taking the time to help us all with this decision

2 and question.  I'm Sean Batty with TriMet.  I'm the

3 corridor design lead for this project.  I want to

4 take a moment to acknowledge all the work Tri-Met

5 staff, our consultant team, and Metro staff has gone

6 into looking at this question and developing

7 information I'm going to present today.

8            I am going to spend a little bit of time

9 sort of outlining how this information is presented.

10 I know many of you have seen it, have copies of the

11 booklet, but I want to make sure that the bigger

12 organization of the packet is understood so that

13 people can follow along as questions arise in their

14 minds.

15            So what you see here is the table of

16 contents for the booklet.  The bold headers organize

17 the various alternatives by essentially geographic

18 area.  The downtown Milwaukie alternative looks at

19 the various alignments from 224 south.  The second

20 bold header looks at the alignments from north of

21 Highway 224.

22            And the intent here is to show how these

23 options could -- the implications of how they would

24 connect to the bigger options that were just

25 discussed as being moved forward into the SDEIS.
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1            Within the downtown you see as a

2 benchmark to provide some information we've included

3 the locally preferred alternative trying to show the

4 implications of that as a way to gauge the

5 implications of the others.

6            First we're going to look at McLoughlin

7 Boulevard and two potential options there, running

8 on the west side primarily and the center running

9 McLoughlin alignment, and then move to a McLoughlin

10 Boulevard Main Street couplet concept.  And then we

11 will shift to north of 224 and repeat that same

12 sequence.

13            As I go through the graphics each option

14 and each segment starts with an overall graphic.

15 It's meant to kind of give you some context.  And

16 then focuses in on three or four detail areas that

17 are enlargements of that overall graphic.  And then

18 finally there is a section graphic.

19            But I also wanted to point out that the

20 very beginning of each section is a matrix that's

21 meant to help compile in a narrative format.  Some

22 of what we know about the various alternatives with

23 regard to design considerations, and other

24 implications looking forward to potential study

25 under the DEIS.
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1            I won't spend an awful lot of time

2 reading that.  The information is available.  But I

3 am going to give you some kind of key items that I

4 think are important to understand beyond just what's

5 written and drawn.

6            So first we're going to look at the

7 locally preferred alternative.  I'm not going to

8 spend an awful lot of time on the content of this

9 matrix.  But this gives you a sense of, on the left,

10 the considerations that we've cataloged for each.

11            You can see that many of these -- or I

12 should explain that many of these are items that

13 would be looked at in the DEIS.  We're trying to

14 give a snapshot of how these could play out in the

15 DEIS.  Property displacement, access impacts,

16 affected park land, wetlands are examples of that.

17            Other important aspects are -- excuse me.

18 The downtown parking impact station access are sort

19 of urban -- in a way urban design values that we've

20 included to help you gauge the relative merits of

21 each of these options.

22            And then finally a box at the bottom that

23 talks about the implications of each of these

24 options with regard to extending further south than

25 downtown Milwaukie.  And that's meant to be either
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1 as part of this project or part of a future project.

2            The last one I wanted to point out that's

3 important is the additional cost factors.  What

4 we're trying to do there a catalog those items or

5 elements that seem to us to add significant

6 additional costs relative to the LPA baseline.

7            It's a way to kind of keep track of how

8 this project would stack up in terms an alternative

9 in its specific budget, but, also, how it would

10 stack up with regard to cost-effectiveness.

11            As Bridget articulated, the key to the

12 federal funding at 60 percent share is demonstrating

13 that we have a cost-effective project.  And that is

14 in gross a measurement of how much the project cost

15 per the amount of rider benefit that it generates.

16            So, quickly, here's an overview graphic

17 of the locally preferred alternative.  All the

18 graphics are organized.  So to the left is 224,

19 along the bottom is McLoughlin, this is Willamette

20 River, Kellogg Lake, Kellogg Creek, Lake Road, and

21 then the major intersections of Washington, Monroe,

22 and Harrison.  And we've tried to keep that

23 consistent to help people get oriented.  You see

24 along the bottom sort a key of each of the detailed

25 areas will always work from north to south.
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1            So starting with the detailed enlargement

2 of the locally preferred alternative you can see 224

3 here.  And the light rail essentially descending in

4 a combination of a constructed cut and a series of

5 retaining walls to pass under the Tillamook Branch

6 freight rail emerging on the east side of the

7 Tillamook Branch freight spur line and continuing

8 along the east side of that freight rail under 224

9 toward Harrison Street.

10            A couple of conventions.  This signature

11 indicates retaining walls.  The kind of magenta

12 pattern indicates a structure of a bridge that would

13 need to be either constructed or reconstructed as

14 part of the project.

15            Moving towards Harrison, again, this is

16 Harrison Street, Monroe, you see the alignment here

17 primarily in the existing freight rail property.  A

18 suggestion of the station here, but, in fact, your

19 question, also a suggestion, a potential station on

20 part of this here.

21            You can see some improvements associated

22 with curbs and sidewalks to improve the access.  And

23 you'll also see this note, gated crossings.  Gated

24 crossing is a fairly standard way to control traffic

25 access.  The gates come down and prevent vehicles
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1 from entering the right-of-way when trains are

2 present.

3            Moving on through these three gated

4 crossings to a potential terminus at Lake Road is

5 also associated with the 275-space park & ride on

6 Washington Street.  A short walk between the two.

7            A couple other notes about conventions.

8 The cyan or orange boxes denote a station location.

9 These features are in the gated crossing.  And here

10 you see a property displacement that it would be

11 assumed associated with this particular option.

12 From this point the notion -- trying to be

13 consistent, showing some dash lines about future

14 extension options.

15            But I'm not going to spend anymore time

16 on describing the specific ins and outs of this one

17 because I want to get to the other study.  But just

18 recognize that this is here for the sake of

19 comparison.

20            The final showing is suggestion of a

21 Bluebird station and continuing south to Park

22 Avenue.  And, lastly, a section showing the existing

23 freight rail double track light rail on the east

24 side in proximity to adjacent buildings.  This is

25 the corner of the Waldorf School music buildings.
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1 This section shows if the station were included how

2 the dimensions and proximaties change.

3            Do you have a question?  Since most have

4 the book maybe following along in the book is the

5 best way.  I'll try and keep people tracking along

6 with the page turning.

7            So this is the first alignment that is

8 presented in this book as an option for downtown.

9 It's one of the McLoughlin Boulevard double track

10 alignments.  So that means both a northbound and

11 southbound light rail track.  I'm showing in this

12 case primarily adjacent to McLoughlin the west side

13 you can see the summary matrix, the number of

14 properties displaced, and these additional cost

15 factors.

16            A couple important things to note as we

17 get started with this particular alignment, we've

18 made some assumptions about what would be achievable

19 with regard to ODOT's facility on McLoughlin, 224

20 with regard to traffic.  And those are just

21 assumptions.

22            Anytime a project affects traffic there's

23 a fairly detailed set of analysis that are meant to

24 look at that with regard to whether the specific is

25 approvable, and if approvable that there's
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1 additional mitigation required.

2            McLoughlin moves a tremendous amount of

3 traffic.  And I think folks locally are familiar

4 with the interactions Harrison, Washington, have a

5 fair bit of traffic on peak times.

6            So it's important to keep in mind that

7 even though we've drawn these and talked to them

8 preliminarily with ODOT just today, there is an

9 awful lot more detailed study that would go in to

10 see if these things are achievable.

11            And it was likely that additional

12 improvements, additional lanes, additional signal

13 items may be required when we're talking about those

14 parts of the project that interface specifically

15 with McLoughlin.

16            The other high-level consideration is the

17 environmental impact study noted that we have a

18 category called affected park land.  That is looking

19 forward to a very specific type of impact that the

20 EIS must catalog.  And that the FTA, Federal Transit

21 Administration, looks at very carefully with regard

22 to the affect the project has on specific park land.

23            So these options are going to draw and

24 show improvements in what's currently a park.

25 Again, that is not necessarily meant to say that
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1 that absolutely can happen or that it couldn't

2 happen.  But it's a significant item of concern

3 because it's -- just because we can draw it we're

4 not certain that we can actually obtain approval,

5 and, thereby, funding a project with that particular

6 option and that kind of impact.

7            So moving forward.  Here's the overview

8 of the McLoughlin west alignment.  Again, 224 to the

9 left of the screen, McLoughlin Boulevard down at the

10 bottom, Willamette River, Kellogg Lake, and then the

11 major surface street intersections of Washington,

12 Monroe, and Harrison.

13            I'm going to move into this area on

14 detail one.  And what detail one shows, again,

15 remember our convention of new structure is in order

16 to avoid having to run -- what we're trying to

17 achieve here is to bring light rail essentially by

18 extending the LPA in kind of a median space between

19 Main Street and McLoughlin.

20            And in order to avoid bridge columns and

21 impacts to this northbound on-ramp from 224 to

22 McLoughlin we're proposing or showing relocating

23 Main Street, essentially shoving it to the east to

24 find that space between the existing column and

25 existing abutment.
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1            However, there's not enough space with

2 the existing abutment, so it would be necessary to

3 reconstruct the abutment that first -- and that span

4 in order to have enough abutment space to do that.

5            We looked at actually a fair number of

6 other options, including closing those.  A bigger --

7 bigger constructions of the span, and this seemed to

8 be the least impactful and the least costly of what

9 we look at initially.

10            And it's a fairly consistent element of

11 all the options because, as you know, this is a

12 large embankment.  And there aren't many

13 opportunities to cross over or under or through it

14 and still land or be near grade for stations in

15 downtown Milwaukie and in the north Metro area.

16            The yellow shows -- represents double

17 tracks.  Again, one track southbound, one track

18 northbound of light rail track.  And moving across

19 the existing access between McLoughlin and Main

20 Street and displacing these four businesses and

21 moving to the station position here at Scott Street.

22            The displacements are required to

23 actually physically build the track.  There would be

24 some remnant land remaining, but the permanent

25 closure of all access from McLoughlin and this sort
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1 of basic footprint would remain after the project

2 was constructed.

3            This station, this light rail station

4 shown here just north of Scott Street, in

5 conversations with ODOT today the notion of a gated

6 crossing here may not be available to us.  This

7 actually may need to be fully closed.  Or if it were

8 to remain open it may require an additional lane to

9 provide a right-turn pocket.

10            The concern here is that if a vehicle

11 southbound were to want to take Scott Street while

12 the train were there and the gates were down, that

13 vehicle would stop in the traffic lane and impede

14 traffic on McLoughlin by stopping in the traffic

15 lane.  That short a distance may back up into this

16 intersection and create other traffic challenges.

17            Moving across Scott Street you see

18 another building displacement in order to provide

19 space for the light rail tracks and positioning the

20 light rail trackway to cross at a diagonal Harrison

21 Street through what's shown here as a signalized

22 intersection.

23            So our peak frequency of light rail

24 vehicles is seven and a half minutes in each

25 direction crossing through this.  And in order to
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1 get from the east side to the west side that means

2 that virtually all the vehicles would have to stop

3 for that movement of trains.

4            That was a very big concern of ODOT

5 today.  They know an awful lot more about the

6 traffic conditions there and were very concerned

7 about whether that was actually achievable moving

8 forward.

9            They suggested that maybe that this

10 actually has to be a gated crossing in order to

11 control the pedestrian and the vehicle movements

12 more positively so that their gate is down

13 preventing people from taking the wrong turn at the

14 wrong time.

15            And the gates actually increase the

16 amount of time that the train uses to move through

17 the signal to the point where it may compound

18 traffic concerns at this intersection.

19            We talked a little bit in brief about the

20 mitigation.  If you reduce the capacity of this

21 intersection to move cars through that means that

22 with the same amount of signal time and the same

23 number of lanes the existing cars would back up

24 further during a given signal cycle.

25            And while we didn't get into detail and
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1 there would be an awful lot of work to get to that

2 level of detail, one potential mitigation for that

3 issue would be to add additional lanes to Milwaukie.

4            Now, I point that out because, again,

5 that mitigation is not shown on this drawing.  And

6 if that were to play out as I just described there

7 would be even a wider section and potentially

8 another lane in each direction needed for this.

9            Move to this point.  This, again -- this

10 graphic convention illustrates a retaining wall.

11 That retaining wall is needed to sort of hold up the

12 trackway at the grade of McLoughlin.  A concern for

13 this particular retaining wall is that the base of

14 it would essentially need to be built in Johnson

15 Creek in order to hold up the trackway in that

16 position.

17            Moving to detail two, again, this now is

18 Harrison.  This sort of shifted the view to the

19 left.  You see the retaining wall on Johnson Creek.

20 And the trackway built essentially adjacent to the

21 existing improvements of McLoughlin.

22            So the assumption here is that the

23 existing improvements, existing road section, would

24 remain and you would build double track light rail

25 fully to the west of McLoughlin Boulevard.
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1            The right-of-way through this area would

2 likely need to be fenced.  A fence on both sides.

3 We try and canalize pedestrian access to a point

4 here, or potentially further, in order to move

5 across safely at a point where the vehicles, the

6 trains are going fairly slow.

7            You can see this quantifying this sort of

8 amount of land required from the park to construct

9 this option absent any traffic mitigation for

10 capacity reductions.  2941B, the variability that

11 this is this sort of double track section.  41 is

12 more associated with the stations at this location.

13            We've learned an awful lot about other

14 projects that are being considered in moving

15 forward.  One is the downtown park riverfront plan.

16 There's a suggestion from that that this access

17 actually be relocated further south.

18            I wanted to point out that it's likely

19 that the best position for the station and access to

20 park are going to be kind of this one unit.  It

21 gives us the ability to use this space behind the

22 station for this right-turn pocket, which allows

23 vehicles again to move out of the through lanes of

24 traffic while they're waiting for gates and to move

25 into the park.
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1            If a park access were to move to this

2 position the starting point would be to move this

3 station configuration with it to take advantage of

4 that space and the positive control from gates to

5 get people into and out of the park.

6            You can see that the double track in this

7 location would require a new structure and a new

8 structure for the access to the sewer treatment

9 plant.  And then, finally, you can see the

10 assumption is that the park & ride would remain,

11 people would across with the signal to access the

12 station to and from the park & ride.

13            Finally, area four.  I apologize that the

14 dash line convention didn't come through in this

15 graphic.  But if you look at this note here,

16 potential light rail extension, and about this

17 position is about where we would end the traffic if

18 we were to terminate near downtown Milwaukie.

19            We need additional track beyond the

20 station to allow the vehicles to get off the

21 northbound track switch and then move northward.  So

22 there would be track beyond the end of the station.

23            For future expansion, once you're on the

24 west side it makes the most sense, thus, at least

25 initially, to continue on the west side of
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1 McLoughlin.  It would require reconstruction of this

2 freight trestle and possible reconfiguration

3 consolidation of the 22nd and River Road

4 intersections to have an at-grade station and access

5 to and from McLoughlin from the surface streets in

6 this position.

7            So I'm going to move forward to the

8 next -- excuse me.  I just wanted to note, we had a

9 fairly detailed initial conversation with ODOT.

10 Bridget was reminding me that with the volumes of

11 traffic in this direction, particularly at peak, and

12 the presumed peak desire for pedestrians to move in

13 the park & ride to the station, there was a

14 particular concern expressed by ODOT about

15 pedestrian safety and the ability to provide

16 adequate green time for people to cross when the

17 bulk of traffic really wants to move in kind of a

18 through-put north/south direction.

19            I'll just point out some of the

20 assumptions about the section.  So you can see we

21 reflected the existing ODOT, the recent improvements

22 through the section of McLoughlin, and here is a

23 section -- all the sections are looking to the

24 south.  And if you were standing looking to the

25 south you can see the double track light rail.
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1            A suggestion that there may be some

2 additional fill required, the fenced right-of-way,

3 sidewalk in this position, and then the rest of the

4 improvements as you see them now with the turn

5 pockets and vegetative mediums.

6            And this is a section comparing existing

7 on the top with a split side station at the bottom.

8            So moving to the next of the alignments,

9 we've looked at -- this is, again, another

10 McLoughlin Boulevard double track.  But this time

11 looking at the alternative, placing that double

12 track alignment in the center of McLoughlin.

13            This is a configuration derived from our

14 project on Interstate Avenue, and the surrealization

15 that having stations in the center of a road

16 provides an opportunity to share or make efficient

17 use of space for a station and left-turn lanes.

18            Again, you can see the matrix here.  All

19 the same caveats about concerns about park land and

20 ODOT traffic concerns apply to this one, as well.

21 There's really no -- well, there are differences in

22 detail of how you would approach.  The sort of

23 high-level caveats would remain.

24            Again, this is the overview of the center

25 alignment showing the light rail track moving and
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1 entering, this time at a new signal about 300 feet

2 north of Harrison and then center running.  So we'll

3 look at detail one.

4            Very similar set of approaches and cost

5 factors.  Again, having to reconstruct the abutment,

6 reconstruct the span to allow light rail to move

7 sort of in this median configuration, and then

8 introducing a new signal that allows light rail to

9 enter the center of McLoughlin.

10            You can see that this feature which

11 allows traffic to move from McLoughlin to Main

12 Street has been blocked by light rail.  And we've

13 suggested that a function could be replaced by a new

14 road in this position some capacity on Scott Street,

15 and likely also some capacity on Harrison Street.

16            ODOT had concern about this because of

17 the apparent lack of adequate cueing distance for

18 vehicles traveling southbound.  Meaning, when

19 vehicles were waiting for the signal they would back

20 up.  There's not enough space they felt ordinarily

21 to allow them to wait here without backing onto Main

22 Street potentially.

23            Light rail would enter the center of

24 McLoughlin.  This new signal would need another new

25 signal on Main Street to control the eastbound to
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1 northbound moves.  And then light rail would run in

2 the center of the alignment for the rest.

3            You can see that we have similar

4 displacement.  If you look carefully at the colored

5 line work and the line work over the area photo, in

6 order to create space for this McLoughlin would have

7 to be completely reconstructed.  It would have to be

8 recrowned, the drainage changed, and reconstructed,

9 essentially, from back of rock to back of rock.

10            Because that was the underlying

11 assumption, we decided to show a slightly reduced

12 section from existing in order to reduce the amount

13 of additional right-of-way that would need -- we

14 needed.  So I'll show you that in section.  But,

15 essentially, the assumption for each of these lane

16 widths is the same.  But the current approximately

17 5- to 6-foot tree planting strips on the both sides

18 were omitted from this section.

19            Again, to essentially say that if you're

20 going to rebuild this and you want to minimize the

21 additional right-of-way with reconstruction you can

22 reconsider some of the elements of the existing

23 roadway and narrow those.  And I'll get to that in a

24 little detail.  I think it's clearer on this

25 section.
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1            That said, there still is additional

2 right-of-way required to make space for not only the

3 double track light rail but through lanes and the

4 turn lanes of McLoughlin.

5            So while we're not using this particular

6 retaining wall in this instance to hold up light

7 rail, it's still required to hold up that additional

8 roadway from the southbound lanes that have been

9 shoved to the west in this case in order to make

10 room for the trackway down the center.

11            Continuing to move south again, this is

12 Harrison illustrating a split center platform.

13 Again, this is a light rail station, and allow some

14 space for a left-turn pocket here and here.  So the

15 existing moves basically retain the various left

16 turns.

17            However, ODOT flagged a concern that we

18 also had which is while the space for the left turn

19 is here you may know that the existing left-turn cue

20 extends quit a bit further south.

21            So the presence of the station of this

22 option actually reduces the space for left-turn

23 cueing.  And, again, it's one of those issues that

24 ODOT would require more detail to determine is that

25 acceptable, A, and if it's acceptable what
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1 mitigation would be required, in parentheses, if any

2 is available.

3            From the station you can show we sort of

4 learned after we advanced this one about the

5 relocation of the park access.  But assuming this

6 was right in, right out, this could move more

7 independently than any other option because traffic

8 lanes are here adjacent to this access.

9            You can see a suggestion that we may need

10 a low retaining wall in order to hold the edge

11 through this.  Again, we learned a little bit more

12 about the existing grades that may be able to be

13 solved with an additional graded slope.

14            New bridge in this location.  Again, we

15 need that tail track function.  We need light rail

16 vehicles to be able to get fully away from the

17 station, shift, and switch off of the southbound

18 lane to the northbound lane.

19            And so the tail of this vehicle, because

20 it's unlikely that we will be allowed to have it

21 blocking traffic while it's making that move, may

22 need to shift completely south of the intersection

23 to complete that switch.  So there's the good

24 likelihood that we'll need additional track quite a

25 bit further south of Washington Street.
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1            And then finally the 275-space

2 park & ride, with the assumption that people would

3 walk and use the existing signalized crosswalks to

4 access the stations in both directions.

5            So, finally, again, I apologize for the

6 inconsistent line work.  I'll do my best to narrate.

7 On the hard copy I think you can see better these

8 dashed yellow lines which are meant to show the

9 edges of the existing -- or, excuse me, of the

10 widened McLoughlin if one were to extend the south.

11            Logically, once you've gotten in the

12 center it probably makes most sense to stay in the

13 center and continue.  This would be a potential

14 Bluebird station.  The opportunity to consolidate

15 these intersections for access on and off

16 McLoughlin.

17            But you can see this additional

18 right-of-way would be required all the way to the

19 full extent of the light rail project.  It would

20 require reconstruction of this freight trestle, and

21 would also maybe have some additional constraints.

22            There would be less space available for a

23 widened sidewalk or additional trail facilities

24 particularly through this area adjacent to this

25 sewage treatment plant.
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1            Here you can see the section.  What I was

2 indicating before about reducing the total section,

3 this is 103-foot section right now and it includes

4 these features, these 5- to 6-foot planter strips.

5            And the assumption was we were going to

6 completely rebuild McLoughlin.  And trying to reduce

7 the amount of additional right-of-way here we made

8 the assumption that in this option we may eliminate

9 the additional 6 feet of planter strip and just go

10 with a more standard 10-foot sidewalk section here.

11            So I just wanted to let folks know we're

12 trying to bracket a range of impact.  And that when

13 we start talking about major road reconstruction,

14 these kinds of options, I think we need to consider

15 them as part of the -- what the mix would be going

16 forward.  And this shows a section, again, with a

17 section at the station.

18            So now moving on to the couplet option

19 that we've illustrated.  Again, here's the matrix

20 for the Main Street McLoughlin Boulevard couplet.

21 You can see the categories, see some of the cost

22 factors.  And I think that a lot of the things that

23 I pointed out with regard to impact, particularly on

24 McLoughlin, are the same.

25            We haven't -- we haven't found the same
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1 maybe level of issue with Main Street.  We had an

2 assumption that it's a local service street, that it

3 is stop controlled.  And so the ability, or the sort

4 of -- the ability to resolve some of the traffic

5 implications would be greater than those things on

6 McLoughlin.  But that's not to say that there

7 wouldn't be trade-offs.

8            Adding signals up and down McLoughlin and

9 preempting -- or, excuse me, up and down Main Street

10 and preempting those signals for traffic could have

11 traffic implications.  And so it's of a similar

12 flavor to what I said about McLoughlin.  You have to

13 study each intersection and determine are you going

14 to have acceptable stacking distance, turn

15 movements, and all those traffic-related things.

16            So here's the overview graphic.  Again,

17 224, Willamette River, McLoughlin, Kellogg Lake,

18 Kellogg Creek.  And here is the couplet assuming

19 southbound travel on or next to McLoughlin, turning

20 at Washington Street, and then moving back in the

21 center of Main Street.

22            Enlargement one.  Again, not a lot of

23 good options that we found to sort of move under,

24 past 224.  So a similar variation on this theme of

25 moving, relocating Main Street, reconstructing the
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1 abutment and spans.

2            Even though we're talking about single

3 track, the amount less right-of-way needed through

4 here isn't enough, at least at first look,

5 apparently, to avoid these displacements.  So

6 virtually identical displacements through this

7 stretch.

8            I should mention that we looked quickly

9 at the notion of trying to get out and across

10 McLoughlin sooner at an earlier point.  But you can

11 see this feature is Johnson Creek.  And not only is

12 the creek there but this is a fairly significant

13 slope to the creek.

14            And so given the sort of various options

15 in the segment we chose to sort of advance and

16 detail these, thinking that ultimately it would be,

17 in spite of what I said about ODOT's concerns, more

18 achievable to cross McLoughlin at this intersection

19 rather than widening or retaining through this

20 entire piece and then crossing of this street with

21 the gated crossing.

22            Station position here.  Same comments

23 about Scott Street and the likely change that you

24 need to see to allow a gated crossing here.

25 Possible closure at Scott Street.
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1            Similar approach, signalized crossing

2 shown, likely a gated crossing required.  This time

3 it would only be the vehicles in the southbound

4 direction that would trigger the gates.

5            But ODOT still, with early concerns about

6 the effect of that, even that would have on traffic

7 capacity and talking about mitigation again such as

8 additional lanes.

9            I think I'm going to go -- I'm going to

10 do the train's eye view.  So I'll continue south and

11 we'll come back to this slide.

12            So here's Harrison Street again.  A

13 reduced amount of right-of-way, but still

14 right-of-way needed from the park in order to

15 construct the single track.

16            And, again, in the couplet option we

17 still would need a full terminal operation.

18 Meaning, we need a place for a train to get off of

19 the active trackway to cover schedule in case

20 there's a broken train, which doesn't happen very

21 often, but we do need to allow for it.

22            So after looking at the potential option

23 of trying to site it here, which didn't work because

24 of grades and the length that's required, and then a

25 sort of quick snip at a notion of locating it here,
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1 but just seeming to be potentially more impactful to

2 traffic and business and right-of-way we're showing

3 it in this position which accounts for the

4 variability and the amount of right-of-way from the

5 park, we're showing this option.

6            Again, a signalized crossing in this

7 position likely, based on what we heard from ODOT

8 today, need to be a gated crossing with the

9 attendant traffic capacity impacts.

10            And then here's where some things get to

11 be a little different with the couplet.  There's a

12 fairly significant grade from McLoughlin to Main

13 Street.  This is quite a bit higher than this.  It

14 appears achievable on first blush, but it doesn't

15 seem achievable without sort of as much length as we

16 can get.  It could be that even trying to attempt

17 this in the center it wouldn't be enough length to

18 sort of make this grade and these turns.

19            In addition, because the trackways in

20 this position access that we sort of anticipated

21 would have been from McLoughlin to Washington and

22 into the parking garage, likely would not be able to

23 occur off of Washington anymore.  So we would assume

24 that that access to the parking garage would

25 actually be up on Main Street so vehicles entering
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1 would actually turn onto Washington, onto Main

2 Street, and into the parking garage.

3            And outbound would have to go out onto

4 Main Street and onto Washington or onto Monroe to

5 where there are left-turn southbound currently

6 existing.

7            Once on Main Street this option shows the

8 idea of the single northbound track being in the

9 center of Main Street.  We looked at a side running

10 and the center.  The side running had a bit more

11 impact on adjacent access.

12            Once we run on the side driveways like

13 this one at Dairy Queen wouldn't be allowed.  And so

14 with a couple impacts here and then further to the

15 south we made the decision that we would advance and

16 show the center running since it seemed to be the

17 least impactful of the two.

18            The section is -- there's an 80-foot

19 right-of-way that exists within the right-of-way,

20 center running light rail, a single lane of traffic

21 in each direction.  And then for most blocks it

22 appears that we would have to replace the angle

23 parking with parallel parking for the entire length

24 of Main Street.

25            You can see the red dots that suggest
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1 full new traffic signals.  A significant cost

2 consideration with the numbers that we're talking

3 about here.

4            And, again, back to the first slide.  So

5 the train would continue south.  You can see that

6 some of these accesses, which probably currently

7 allow left turns, would have to be right in and

8 right out.  And that only lefts would be allowed at

9 these signalized locations.

10            You can see a little bit of additional

11 right-of-way improvements are required to relocating

12 Main Street at a point at which the double track

13 light rail would reconnect with the couplet.

14            Finally, again, I apologize for the line

15 work.  There's some additional level of complexity

16 in providing for future expansion where we're

17 needing to have a transition from a couplet to

18 double track both directions.

19            Again, since we're fundamentally on the

20 west and there's some additional right-of-way

21 available up here it makes more sense to stay on the

22 left.

23            The transition, or the sort of

24 reconstruction from a turning terminus to, how would

25 I say it, to a set of tracks that would allow the
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1 trains to move southbound and then turn onto

2 Washington in this direction would likely require a

3 significant amount of reconstruction if it weren't

4 done with the project.

5            And, also, it could mean that a fairly

6 unusual intersection geometry, the trains don't turn

7 on the dime and so you would have to contain all

8 that track work within the intersection.

9            The reason I point that out is that track

10 engineering fact combined with ODOT and our concern

11 with pedestrian access -- I'll go back to the slide.

12 This pedestrian access here, at least in the p.m.,

13 my add some additional kind of complexity to that

14 particular intersection configuration.

15            And then here you see a section of

16 McLoughlin existing.  And with the side running

17 train you can see it does reduce the amount of

18 right-of-way relative to double track, but still

19 additional right-of-way required from the park.

20            And then here's the existing right-of-way

21 of Main Street.  These blank spaces are the angled

22 parking, and then a suggestion of the section with

23 light rail in the center.  And, see, the light rail

24 in the center with a station would mean that the

25 parallel parking on the station side would be
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1 removed.

2            So now I'm going to go -- we're going to

3 shift our focus to north of 224 and look at the

4 implications of connecting these options to the

5 previous options that have been identified to move

6 forward with IES.

7            Again, starting with an overview, this is

8 just meant to illustrate the locally preferred

9 alternative.  Now, this is hopefully not to confuse

10 the issue but we have the previous locally preferred

11 alternative.  This is 224, in this case, McLoughlin

12 here.  This is Millport, to get oriented, and the

13 freight rail mainline and Tillamook Branch here.

14 The LPA option is illustrated here.  In a subsequent

15 slide we'll show what we call the Tillamook Branch,

16 or working booth alignment.  But this, for

17 reference, is showing this LPA option.

18            You can see intersection improvements at

19 Millport, some replacement parking for impacted

20 parking up north, suggestion of a park & ride

21 facility and bus transit center at southgate, and

22 then you can see some of the displacements that were

23 assumed, mainly hardware mechanical at this

24 property, as well.

25            This slide is the one you saw in detail
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1 one of the previous geographic segment.  And then

2 again point out the matrix trend table and summarize

3 some of the information.

4            Now, a little blow-up enlargement in

5 detail.  Again, this is the LPA.  The reconstruction

6 of this intersection to provide adequate capacity

7 for cueing in all the different directions.

8 Replacement parking for some of the parking that was

9 removed or needed to be removed to allow Main Street

10 to continue in this direction, and then the parking

11 garage and transit center.

12            So, again, this is background.  This is

13 another -- this is the illustration of the working

14 group of Tillamook Branch alignment.  You see,

15 again, 224 here, McLoughlin and Main, and this

16 location will go to the enlargement.

17            You see there's a double track light rail

18 kind of heading on down here underneath 224.  What's

19 not on this is somewhere north of this between the

20 Spring Water corridor bridge and the switch at which

21 the Tillamook Branch departs the mainline.  This

22 light rail track actually has to cross the Tillamook

23 Branch.  So there's a fairly significant structure

24 required to allow it to be grade separated and moved

25 that direction.  Just keep that in mind.
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1            So the first sort of option to connect,

2 in this case the Tillamook Branch, to essentially

3 any of the options that we just went through in

4 downtown, you can see the double track light rail

5 coming here paralleling Hanna Harvester Drive and

6 then moving under to 224.  I won't go into detail.

7            This is one of those options that when

8 you look at it it changes a lot of your base

9 assumptions and you start thinking about maybe there

10 are other ways to solve some of these traffic issues

11 and things that may be more advantageous on balance.

12            But just for a narrative, here's the

13 double track light rail to the station this time on

14 Hanna Harvester Drive.  You can see the signal that

15 would allow light rail to cross the relocated Main

16 Street and enter that stretch that we talked about

17 in the previous segment.

18            But the suggestion was that if a station

19 is here it could be that this may be a higher value

20 parcel just because of visibility.  And so

21 potentially constructing the park & ride here where

22 it's sort of got an edge with 224 may be an

23 advantage to this option.

24            A different solution to traffic capacity

25 and cueing distance by creating a new road that
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1 would allow access to this end of the park & ride

2 and additional stacking length the left turns in

3 here.  And you can also see here a provision for

4 that same amount of replacement of parking in this

5 option.

6            I want to make a comment about this.

7 This is the old southgate theater that's since been

8 demolished.  And there's some graphics where we've

9 shown it as displacement, but we did make sure that

10 the counts do not include this as a property

11 displacement since that building is gone and this

12 parcel is actually apparently owned by TriMet.

13            So in this option we're showing the idea

14 of just extending the LPA alignment so -- again, the

15 LPA alignment is the one that sort of, the light

16 rail is adjacent or between Main Street and

17 McLoughlin, just continuing it south to connect to

18 the options that I showed you south of 224.

19            And it doesn't look an awful lot

20 different.  Essentially, the idea was if you're

21 already in this median space you would just continue

22 in that median space.  We still need, as we said

23 before, to move Main Street to avoid these bridge

24 columns.

25            The station in this case, instead of
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1 being here in the LPA, which would mean you wouldn't

2 have to cross traffic on Main Street to access the

3 station of the park & ride, is actually across Main

4 Street.  And the assumption for access it would be

5 across a signalized crosswalk at this position of

6 the station.

7            Apparently, that is the last slide.  So I

8 am going to -- I think what I'll do is back up to

9 the very beginning and then offer to answer the

10 questions as best I can.

11            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you, Sean.  You're

12 getting very good at giving this presentation.  It's

13 the third time I've seen this.

14            So do we have any questions for Sean?

15            MS. COLEMAN:  I have two questions.  One

16 of them is my question, one is a question I promised

17 my neighborhood association that I would ask.  So

18 I'm going to ask the neighborhood association one

19 first.

20            There seems to be kind of a concern, and

21 I've heard this other thing considered, as well,

22 that as we look at some of the alternatives of the

23 Tillamook Branch they seem really -- some aspects

24 seem frightening.  There's obviously some

25 unappealing aspects to all of them.  They're all
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1 going to hurt in some aspect or another, but -- and

2 there also seemed to be just a general feeling like

3 maybe there wasn't enough creativity that went

4 into -- you know, cut right through down McLoughlin,

5 going down that median, cutting right across

6 Harrison, and that kind of stuff.

7            Can you speak to the number of

8 alternatives that you looked at before you sifted

9 down to three, or the two additional, and, you know,

10 some of the -- maybe some of the -- if there are

11 parameters?  You mentioned that there were ODOT

12 parameters and stuff like that.  I just want to know

13 how you end up with the couple of alternatives that

14 you end up on McLoughlin and then McLoughlin Main

15 Street?  How many others were there?

16            MR. BATTY:  That's a great question.  We

17 ran through an awful lot of scenarios with trace

18 paper and a lot of head scratching about what are

19 the best options through downtown both couplet and

20 double track.  I'm going to use the table of

21 contents to remind myself.

22            We looked quickly at the implications of

23 double track on Main Street, putting both tracks on

24 Main Street.  Again, fitting all that material, all

25 those pieces into an 8-foot right-of-way seemed
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1 really difficult.  It certainly would have displaced

2 an awful lot more parking and may have removed

3 parking completely from some blocks.

4            In addition, it didn't solve many of the

5 problems upstream, and it really put the project in

6 a -- not a very good position for future extensions,

7 and I'll kind of gesture it to that.

8            So between the number of impacts of a

9 double track on Main Street and the type of impacts,

10 those kind of impacts that are -- at least in my

11 opinion are particularly hard for business, we

12 thought we would advance and spend more time on the

13 couplet notion of Main Street.

14            We also looked at other couplets,

15 quickly.  Main Street, 21st, 21st maybe with some

16 Tillamook Branch turnback.  And maybe I'll -- if

17 you'll indulge me I'll try and narrate a little bit

18 why those were not advanced in the level you see

19 here.

20            MS. COLEMAN:  That was my other question.

21            MR. BATTY:  I think maybe I'll speak to

22 this overall.  Actually, bear with me for a moment

23 and I'll get to another couplet.  So here's the

24 overview of the couplet that we developed for this.

25 We did a quick look at the notion of a Main Street
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1 and 21st, and also a Tillamook Branch, Main Street

2 at the level of kind of what were the major

3 advantages and disadvantages relative to other

4 things.

5            And the quick reason we didn't develop

6 the 21st and Main Street option is this freight

7 railroad.  This freight feature crosses over the top

8 of Kellogg Lake and McLoughlin.  And for those of

9 you that drive this know that there's an

10 undercrossing.  So there's a fair bit of grade

11 change that you're going to have to contend with.

12 And so the ability to extend further south was

13 really complicated by this.

14            You're always sort of trapped by this

15 feature and needing to make a tough choice to either

16 go down across McLoughlin at grade with similar

17 issues to what we talked about in other positions,

18 or potentially worse, having to cross grades

19 separated above this.  So a full 25 feet above the

20 existing bridge, which would put your -- you know,

21 tons of structure and cost and lending way up quite

22 a bit further south.

23            But before we even got to future

24 extension we were trying to find, basically, a route

25 on 21st that would allow us to come back and rejoin
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1 this couplet to find this location.

2            21st is a right-of-way, to a large degree

3 sort of ends at Harrison Street.  And so finding a

4 route by extending 21st appeared to be pretty

5 impactful.  We would have to essentially create

6 right-of-way, create access, and then find a sort of

7 way across this parcel.  We just see the numbers and

8 types of impacts adding up both in terms of

9 displacements but also how you put back together

10 parking lots and things like that.  So extending

11 21st through this position didn't seem to be maybe a

12 great option.

13            The other option would be to come back

14 and turn on Harrison and reconnect the couplet in

15 Main Street at Harrison.  But, again, you have an

16 even narrower right-of-way on Harrison with a fair

17 amount of traffic.  And the right-of-way is really

18 constrained by this existing new development and the

19 building we're in here, city hall.  So the ability

20 to sort of add even that single track of light rail

21 with the two turns in the signal, plus having to

22 have double track light rail on Main Street here,

23 again, didn't seem to be even -- didn't seem to be

24 as likely to actually work as what we've illustrated

25 here.
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1            Similarly, the Main Street to Tillamook

2 Branch, you know, that was pretty intriguing.  But

3 we've got this steep grade and then a choice of

4 either having to cross the rail at grade to be on

5 the east side and connect back into the other

6 options and to be sort of at least on the other side

7 of the freight rail from Waldorf School, or staying

8 on the west side of the Tillamook Branch.  And if

9 one were to stay on the west side of the Tillamook

10 Branch it means all the sort of light rail stuff

11 would be on the sort of school side of the Waldorf

12 School.

13            I thought that if we drew that out it

14 would be pretty clear that that was actually going

15 to make this concern worse.

16            And the crossing here, or crossing

17 anywhere, and crossing that freight rail track, that

18 grade with light rail is a really significant

19 regulatory challenge and safety concern, because,

20 essentially, you really don't do that with a very

21 high degree of -- not very certain to be permitted,

22 essentially.

23            So, finally, you have to ask yourself, is

24 there an opportunity to do one of these couplets but

25 also get a structure somewhere in this position that
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1 would allow you to grade, separating, and cross over

2 or under this Tillamook Branch railroad.

3            And, you know, if this were all flat land

4 in order to climb up and over at our sort of desired

5 grade you need about a 500-foot structure.  So, you

6 know, a couple blocks worth of ramps and structure

7 to get up and over.  And then plus being that much

8 higher in the air as you came back down this way.

9            And so when we looked at those quickly, I

10 mean, frankly, we made some judgements based on our

11 experience and the experience of our past engineers

12 and decided that, you know, when the dust settled

13 these were going to be our sort of best foot forward

14 we had based on what we had seen.  Prompt me if I

15 missed part of your question.

16            MS. COLEMAN:  Well, you kind of hit it,

17 but I still have to ask a little bit more because I

18 am curious about this.

19            And what are the -- some of the things

20 that you state are -- they seem insurmountable.  But

21 I'm wondering, I walked that line today, you know,

22 all the way, hey, what if this happened, and the

23 path that you outline wasn't the one I walked.

24            So I'm wondering, I understand that

25 there's -- and I'm not trying to redesign it so you
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1 can create another option, but I understand the

2 problem with putting double tracks on Main Street

3 and that is a difficulty.  But taking it up Main

4 Street and then at Adams or that kind of no man's

5 land where there's parking and there's, you know,

6 the post office and, I don't know, way down south,

7 that area, crossing up and either curving back

8 around on 21st Avenue or going over the right and up

9 to Park, are you not allowed to cross over train

10 tracks --

11            MR. BATTY:  You're --

12            MS. COLEMAN:  -- you know, and then

13 parallel to the east and head up on McLoughlin and

14 head up to Park Avenue?  Are you not allowed to do

15 that --

16            MR. BATTY:  Well --

17            MS. COLEMAN:  -- and then return along

18 the same route, head up 21st?

19            MR. KLEIN:  I'd let him answer the

20 question.

21            MS. COLEMAN:  Well, I have to finish.  I

22 want to finish.

23            And then Jackson Street is very wide next

24 to Harrison.

25            MR. BATTY:  Jackson Street here?
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1            MS. COLEMAN:  It's the one that has the

2 buses on it.

3            MR. BATTY:  This one?

4            MS. COLEMAN:  Yeah, the one --

5            MR. BATTY:  The notion would be to come

6 up, turn here, come back down and turn back.

7            MS. COLEMAN:  Or come up, don't turn

8 there, head up to park, come back down.  I mean, do

9 you have to do a loop, per se, right there?

10            MR. BATTY:  In a couplet option you have

11 to do a loop --

12            MS. COLEMAN:  Okay.

13            MR. BATTY:  -- otherwise you'd have to do

14 double track.  You don't have an option of not doing

15 one of those two.  So it's kind of a --

16            MS. COLEMAN:  So you can't separate them

17 and rejoin and do one track?

18            MR. BATTY:  If I understand your

19 question, no, not typically, and maintain the kinds

20 of service that we'll need and the service we'll

21 need to convince the FDA about cost-effectiveness.

22            MS. COLEMAN:  Double track headed up to

23 Park, double track coming back, but then as you go

24 down 21st it will be a single track, that's my

25 point.
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1            MR. BATTY:  Just one track, oh, okay.

2 Single track.  We did look and think about single

3 track.  But the issue with single track is that if

4 we extend -- if we ever extend our ability to

5 provide the reliable service on schedule is

6 compromised.

7            You know, that single track has to move

8 the exact same numbers of trains.  And so all the

9 gates that come down have to come down the same

10 amount of time just on one track.

11            While we could look and have looked at

12 that, we typically don't and wouldn't do it for this

13 amount of stretch.  And we certainly -- this kind of

14 length that you're talking about.  And if we did as

15 a region decide to do it I think it would have to

16 come with the understanding that if there were

17 significant extensions south potentially even to

18 Park that that would have to come with the ability

19 to reconstruct.  So not only impact with

20 construction once, but impact with construction

21 twice to head south.

22            But I want to be really cautious in this

23 group because single tracking is a very technical

24 kind of approach to service.  And there is -- there

25 are ways that we can use single tracking to address
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1 specific concerns.

2            This length wouldn't typically lend

3 itself to that.  There would be significant

4 tradeoffs with regard to the service regionally and

5 local.  But I want to be really clear that it's not

6 that we never do single track or that every

7 potential combination of single track in length has

8 been looked at in detail and ruled out.

9            MS. WIEGHART:  I just want to clarify

10 what your idea was.  I think you might have been

11 talking about doing sort of a couplet that goes on

12 21st and Main and then becomes double track as it

13 heads south to Park.

14            MS. COLEMAN:  Across McLoughlin.  Above

15 it.

16            MS. WIEGHART:  Okay.  So some of the

17 things that Sean laid out about that.  So she might

18 have been talking about going on Main and 21st,

19 okay, as a sort of couplet.  But then if it were to

20 extend -- so that's why she was saying maybe don't

21 turn around, but extend south to Park as double

22 tracked.

23            The same points that Sean made about how

24 do you join it back together over Kellogg Lake, and

25 all that grade separation and structure that he was
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1 talking about would apply to that notion if you were

2 to extend to Park.

3            The other thing is as you're going north

4 along 21st I think your suggestion is simply rather

5 than turning on Harrison -- so you'd go up 21st, and

6 rather than turning on Harrison turn earlier, this

7 is Jackson?

8            MS. COLEMAN:  One street before Harrison.

9            MS. WIEGHART:  But you still have the

10 same issue that once you get back to Main --

11            MS. COLEMAN:  Yeah, I do recognize

12 that --

13            MS. WIEGHART: -- that you do have to

14 double track.  And, essentially, they're looking --

15 TriMet's looking at a really similar situation up in

16 Vancouver within the 80-foot right-of-way with a

17 lane in each direction.  You would be looking at, I

18 think, eliminating all the parking, no parallel park

19 at all, which is a big issue, I think, on a retail

20 street.

21            So you get a few blocks of that couplet

22 concept, but also several blocks of a double track

23 on Main, which, you know, is -- seemed like that

24 would be a big impact for the businesses.

25            MS. COLEMAN:  So Mayor Bernard's question



MILWAUKIE PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING 6/12/2007

(800)230-3302****(503)248-1003

TEACH REPORTING, INC.

74

1 to us was, you know, should we add -- do you think

2 that, you know, is there a wide range support for

3 adding a McLoughlin and/or a Main Street option.

4 And what you're telling me is there may be a

5 McLoughlin option, there may be a McLoughlin and a

6 Main Street option, but the just Main Street

7 downtown loop would not --

8            MS. WIEGHART:  Well, I mean, again, if

9 the community were willing to look at double track

10 on Main Street.

11            I mean, all the options that we've looked

12 at besides Main and McLoughlin ultimately, because

13 of the right-of-way on 21st not really being there,

14 either you have to create right-of-way or you have

15 to be double track on Main.  And so that would be a

16 question really for the community.

17            MS. COLEMAN:  Okay.

18            MS. WIEGHART:  But from -- so I guess to

19 summarize, I think that, you know, whether we looked

20 at it with as much creativity, I think there was a

21 lot of -- in a short period of time a lot of

22 creativity and attention applied to it.  Whether

23 there's other solutions out there that people think

24 actually are acceptable to the community or more

25 acceptable than these, you know, it's a judgment
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1 call.

2            MS. COLEMAN:  Right.  Okay.  Thank you.

3            MR. BATTY:  I did want to mention that we

4 also looked at another couple configurations on

5 McLoughlin including running on east.

6            The reason that's not illustrated, just

7 in sum, is when you run double track on the east

8 side of the street with that much capacity anybody

9 willing to sort of turn across the tracks would have

10 to either stop in the lanes of traffic or you would

11 have to provide a right-turn pocket to move the

12 amount of traffic.

13            So the right-turn pocket would be

14 additional and required likely from the park, or you

15 would have to take businesses along Main Street to

16 provide that.  And even if you did that the concern

17 about turning movements and controlling turning

18 movements would remain.

19            And, finally, even though there are

20 relatively few businesses that have access directly

21 on McLoughlin those would all have to be closed and

22 likely would result in some other impacts.  That's

23 why we didn't illustrate the east side running, in

24 sum.

25            MR. KLEIN:  Lisa, do you have a question?
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1            MS. BATEY:  Actually, my question was

2 also about the -- was Main Street and 21st an

3 option.  It's been covered.

4            MR. KLEIN:  Do we have any other

5 questions?  Thank you.  I think we're going to

6 deviate from our agenda just slightly and we will

7 take a 10-minute break and -- 12-minute break and

8 come back at 10 minutes until with public comments.

9     (A break was taken from 7:37 to 7:50 p.m.)

10            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you.  We had one

11 clarifying question from Charmaine to Sean and I

12 wanted to make sure that everyone got to hear what

13 that question was and see what the answer was, as

14 well.

15            MS. COLEMAN:  My question had to do with

16 a possible south on Main Street, north on 21st, and

17 then also including the Park Avenue space.

18            And it's just for brevity sake I had

19 drawn this out ahead of time because I thought about

20 it earlier as a what if.  And I just handed it to

21 Sean so that he could -- we could make sure we're

22 talking about the same thing, and he could show it

23 with the red little pointer thingy and talk about

24 it.  He's going to explain it.

25            MR. KLEIN:  And then we will have public
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1 comment right after that.

2            MR. BATTY:  I'll try and get to it.

3            MS. COLEMAN:  I'd just like to know if

4 the odds are insurmountable, you know, that sort of

5 thing?

6            MR. BATTY:  So what Charmaine was asking

7 about and I was trying to answer, I don't have a

8 great graphic for this so we'll try it here again,

9 is what about the idea of a short couplet that used

10 Main Street to this point, would extend to the south

11 here, the northbound train would be double track for

12 this portion.  You would across back over to Lake

13 Road and continue down, turning back at Jackson

14 Street?

15            MS. COLEMAN:  The next one up.

16            MR. BATTY:  Jackson Street, and

17 continuing to double track.

18            So the laundry list of issues I gave were

19 the right ones, but let me try and narrate it with

20 that in mind.

21            So, again, from this point off the page

22 this entire section would be double track.  So what

23 Bridget said about an 80-foot right-of-way means the

24 double track would take an awful lot of space in

25 that right-of-way.  And that stations would take
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1 away parking, you would have no through auto lanes,

2 and you may have to narrow sidewalks below the

3 current 10 feet.  So all of those access and those

4 issues with fitting double track in Main Street that

5 I alluded to would be true up to the point where the

6 tracks emerged.

7            When you have the two -- any two front

8 curbs you would need probably a little bit of

9 additional right-of-way in these positions.  And

10 then at each one of these intersections you would

11 need another intersection signal, complete rebuild

12 of this street, complete rebuild of this street.

13 And then the -- what I was trying to describe for

14 extension is that if this track were to continue at

15 this point you would have a choice.

16            Lake Road crosses under the freight track

17 here and McLoughlin crosses under the freight

18 trestle here.  Your choice would be to try and

19 create a structure that crossed up, up, up and over

20 the freight trestle, which would be a very

21 significant, costly structure over the top of all of

22 this that would have to come back down and land that

23 grade and would need restructure.

24            I'm just eyeballing this a little bit.

25 But you would be up in this neck of the woods to
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1 land if you cross over both north- and southbound.

2            What I think is more likely and where we

3 would develop would to be to cross Kellogg Lake on a

4 bridge, cross through this on a bridge, cross

5 McLoughlin at a signalized intersection to the east.

6 So all the implications that I sketched with these

7 other options about crossing all the lanes of

8 McLoughlin would be true of that option, as well.

9            And so you'd have structures here,

10 signalized intersection here with its issues, and

11 then these turn back functions and cost issues to

12 this point, and then finally the implications of

13 double track on Main Street for about half of

14 downtown.

15            MS. COLEMAN:  So it's not possible to

16 start earlier on the south past to east side of the

17 Tillamook Branch railroad and run parallel to it

18 across McLoughlin and then drop down so that you

19 don't impact McLoughlin?

20            MR. BATTY:  It wouldn't be possible to --

21 it would not be possible to go.  Are you saying --

22            MS. COLEMAN:  Starting earlier on Adams,

23 or whatever, a little bit earlier so that you have

24 time to cross over to the east side of the Tillamook

25 Branch and then run next to it all the way across
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1 McLoughlin and then drop down.

2            MR. BATTY:  Okay.  Are you trying to make

3 the train go down under on this side?

4            MS. COLEMAN:  I'm trying to make it cross

5 over the tracks.  I didn't know if that was even

6 legal or whatever.  The freight tracks.  And then

7 pass next to it and go.  That's not possible to do

8 that?

9            MR. BATTY:  If we were to cross in

10 surface we would be doing a grade crossing of grade

11 track --

12            MS. COLEMAN:  We talked about that

13 earlier.

14            MR. BATTY:  And while I'd say it's not

15 not possible, it's certainly highly discouraged and

16 may not be allowed.

17            MS. COLEMAN:  Okay.

18            MR. BATTY:  Very much may not be allowed.

19 So we would be getting into these, well, to avoid

20 that grade crossing you can go over or you can go

21 under.

22            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you.  Okay.  The

23 planning commissioner will now begin the public

24 comment portion of the agenda.  I want to remind

25 participants that the commission is here to listen
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1 to input.  Not to answer questions.

2            If you do have questions about the

3 project or information that was presented the

4 commission will forward those questions to project

5 staff or the city council as appropriate.  You may

6 also ask questions of project staff who are here

7 this evening.

8            Commissioners, I ask only -- please ask

9 only clarifying questions of the speakers and only

10 if they're finished within their -- and there is

11 time remaining with their allotted five minutes.

12            We will be running the clock this evening

13 so each speaker will have five minutes.  And we've

14 got the sign-in sheet.  And as we stated earlier it

15 will be a first come, first serve.  So whoever

16 signed up on the sheet first will be coming up next.

17            And, Sean, unfortunately you're sitting

18 in the baseball terminology of "in the hole."  So we

19 will have one person speaking, we will have one

20 person on deck, and we will have one person in the

21 hole, so to speak.  So the two seats that are

22 sitting up front, those two are for the two people

23 to facilitate them to come forward a little bit

24 quicker.

25            So the first speaker I will have will be
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1 Howard Dietrich, the person who will be on deck will

2 be Norman Swanson, and the third person would be

3 Susan Shawn.  So if Susan and Norman would move

4 forward to these two seats that would be in

5 preparation for their time.

6            Mr. Dietrich, please state your name and

7 address for the record, please.

8            SPEAKER:  Howard Dietrich, 9701 Southeast

9 McLoughlin, the Mill End store open seven days a

10 week for your shopping pleasure.

11            MR. KLEIN:  Do you have website, by

12 chance?

13            SPEAKER:  I don't want to use anymore

14 time.

15            As you know, we own significant parts of

16 Milwaukie in different portions.  And we're the

17 largest condemned group of properties for this

18 proposed light rail; although, all of these

19 alternatives take a substantial part of our

20 properties in different places.

21            But I think -- and I wanted to give a

22 little bit of my background.  I develop and own

23 shopping centers around Portland.  Maybe we have a

24 half a million feet under construction, so I think I

25 know something about the retail commercial business.
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1            The real issue, as I understand the first

2 question was, Does a large question support a Main

3 Street -- a large portion of the citizenry of

4 Milwaukie support Main Street line.  And on behalf

5 of the -- and the north industrial group that will

6 -- this present alignment, if it's not elevated Main

7 Street will eliminate about $300 million worth of

8 jobs in the north industrial area and reduce the

9 value of the real estate over $50 million.  That's

10 reduction in the values.

11            In addition, it's going to cost and take

12 out of the tax base a significant part of the

13 properties what Metro calls cost.  In other words,

14 the cost is -- I think that the Planning Commission

15 and citizenry will make decisions on the cost of

16 Milwaukie, not the cost to Tri-met.  That's what the

17 citizens will look at.

18            Secondly, the question of urban

19 development alignment is the future to the

20 redevelopment of downtown.  In both of these

21 instances or whenever you reduce the amount of

22 traffic, the ability of traffic to get to commercial

23 properties, and we own a substantial piece of

24 commercial property in downtown Milwaukie, it will

25 reduce those commercial opportunities.
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1            And in my judgment, in all of -- in the

2 alternative square it reduces, you have grade

3 crossings moving up and down every three minutes,

4 potentially.  And the closer it is to stoplights the

5 worse it gets for back-ups, you're going to reduce

6 the commercial value of the properties.

7            So from a commercial standpoint all of

8 these alternatives that reduce, make it tougher to

9 get through downtown Milwaukie, are going to

10 significantly affect the commercial value of that

11 property.

12            So I would like the Planning Commission

13 and the citizens to remember that this cost to us,

14 to Milwaukie, is what's important to us.  The cost

15 to TriMet, that's their problem and that's not our

16 problem.  The cost in Milwaukie is that.  And the

17 only way that the Main Street will continue the

18 industrial viable -- the north industrial area is to

19 elevate it and put it above the street so you don't

20 hinder the only two remaining crossings or access to

21 Milwaukie from the north industrial area.

22            And, thirdly, I think that it's hard to

23 make these decisions without ODOT's input before you

24 or the citizens can make a determination.  Because

25 ODOT, I think we -- I heard two words consistently
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1 over 100 times I counted their cost, and the second

2 thing is -- not ours.  And the second issue was that

3 ODOT had some changes.

4            And we're not seeing any of those

5 changes.  And I've been through the McLoughlin

6 change and I saw how it changed after they put it

7 through and what they said they were going to do and

8 what they did do.

9            In the latest example, all I can leave

10 you with is that when they told us specifically,

11 TriMet, that we have no reason to use southgate,

12 we're never going to use it for a light rail

13 station, and not less than a year later here they

14 come back and do that.  So I'm afraid that we can't

15 trust what we hear today until we get the specifics.

16 Thank you.

17            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you.  Okay.  The

18 person who will be coming up will be

19 Margaret Peggy McCarthy, and Norman Swanson will now

20 be speaking.

21            SPEAKER:  I thought I was Margaret here

22 for a second.

23            MR. KLEIN:  I'm trying to keep my roster

24 straight here.

25            SPEAKER:  I'm not supposed to talk about



MILWAUKIE PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING 6/12/2007

(800)230-3302****(503)248-1003

TEACH REPORTING, INC.

86

1 any sex change operations, am I?

2            MR. KLEIN:  I apologize.  I'm just trying

3 to get my schedule.

4            SPEAKER:  It's all right, Jeff.

5 My name is Norm Swanson.  My mother is

6 Dina Kronberg-Swanson, and I'm just going to throw

7 something different into the loop here.  I'm just

8 going to make mention of the fact that in 1991 the

9 Kronberg-Swanson family entered into an agreement

10 with Milwaukie and donated five acres of land.

11 Through inadvertence the deed failed to include any

12 reference to this agreement whatsoever.  So from

13 1991 up until we met with Michael Swanson in 2006 it

14 was a nonevent.

15            In 2006, we made a declaration and a

16 covenant was set upon where it says, "The city

17 hereby declares that the property shall be used

18 exclusively for park purposes, and that neither the

19 city nor any successor in interest to the city may

20 use the property for any other purpose."

21            I've listened to the discussion for the

22 better part of an hour or hour and 15 minutes

23 tonight.  While it was interesting, two or three

24 things that I have seen.  And if you know where the

25 Kronberg five-acre parcel is it's right by the
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1 trestle.

2            It's going to affect the wetlands, it's

3 going to certainly affect Kellogg Lake if we allow

4 the growth of a line across a park that was

5 exclusively meant to be donated to the city for

6 public use, then it's going destroy everything that

7 we intended it to be and we will not like that very

8 much.

9            It's going to -- the additional cost

10 factors will be significant.  The reason that this

11 bothers us so very much is because this is your

12 locally preferred alternative, and, thereby, you're

13 destroying one of the things that we Oregonians

14 value the most, and that is our parks.

15            And since we're the ones that made the

16 donation I guess that we're the first ones that are

17 going to be up in arms.  And I certainly haven't

18 taken my five minutes.  Thank you.

19            MR. KLEIN:  Do we have any questions?

20 Thank you.  In the hole is Cyndia Ashcar.  Susan.

21            SPEAKER:  Hello, my name is Susan Shawn.

22 Do you want address, et cetera?

23            MR. KLEIN:  Please.

24            SPEAKER:  Do you need that?  My name is

25 Susan Shawn, my address is 13655 Southeast Briar
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1 Field Court.  I actually live in Oak Grove.  I'm

2 about two blocks outside the city of Milwaukie.

3            I'm here representing the friends of

4 North Clackamas Park.  Our mission statement for our

5 nonprofit actually includes all of the parks within

6 North Clackamas Park District, the parks that they

7 run.

8            And we're also extremely concerned about

9 the Watershed of the Mt. Scott Creek and Kellogg

10 Creek because it not only goes through our park, but

11 we're very concerned about the Watershed.

12            So we respectfully request that the city

13 of Milwaukie include an alternative alignment along

14 McLoughlin Boulevard into the environmental study

15 for the light rail or transit in Milwaukie.

16            Our concern has to do with the potential

17 negative impacts on Kronberg Park and Kellogg Creek

18 by the alignments that are currently on the table

19 for study.

20            As I understand it, there would be not

21 only the freight line but two additional lines.

22 That would make three lines.  I think that's like

23 150 feet wide swath going across Kellogg Creek into

24 the park.  I think that's right.  I'm not positive

25 about that but I think that's what I've heard.
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1            If it's even just two lines going across

2 the park there's some concern that there's going to

3 be dead space underneath that where vegetation

4 wouldn't survive.

5            We have an interest in bringing salmon

6 back up into Kellogg Creek, and so I urge you

7 whatever you do to study that really carefully so

8 that we can continue to get fishing back up.

9            So we have seven comments to make.  The

10 first one is that we do oppose any alternative

11 alignment that would require extensive retaining

12 walls along the outflow of either Kellogg Creek or

13 Johnson Creek into the Willamette River.

14            The concern with those retaining walls is

15 that they would not allow for natural outflow into

16 the river, which is something that both our group

17 and the friends of Kellogg and Mt. Scott Creek and

18 Johnson Creek Watershed are all concerned about.

19            We also pose any alternative alignment

20 that would cause significant negative impact to the

21 waterfront park for all kinds of reasons.  However,

22 having stated all of that, we do believe that it's

23 possible to include the McLoughlin Boulevard

24 alignment in such a way that we can avoid some of

25 these problems.  And so the question really putting
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1 McLoughlin into this study is how do we make this a

2 win-win for the whole community.

3            One possible solution that we would like

4 to put on the table now officially, even though this

5 is an unofficial meeting, is to consider a streetcar

6 option.  If we brought light rail from Portland down

7 to the old cinema, the southgate cinema, and then

8 transferred to a streetcar through Milwaukie all the

9 way to Oregon City there -- a lot of different

10 problems get solved by that.

11            It's a much lighter footprint, they're

12 cheaper, the cars themselves are actually made in

13 Clackamas County.  So from a natural step program,

14 triple bottom line, those of you who know about

15 sustainability that means that we get economic

16 development, we get environmental benefits, and we

17 also get a benefit to the community.  So we'd like

18 you to consider that.  Am I over?

19            MR. KLEIN:  No.

20            SPEAKER:  Okay.  Let's see.  I wanted to

21 say one other thing about that.  There's a lot of

22 issues around a streetcar versus light rail.  And

23 I'm not an expert in this, but I'm urging you to

24 consider it for a political reason.  And that is

25 that I've lived in Oak Grove for almost 20 years now
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1 and I know that the people in Oak Grove do not want

2 light rail coming down McLoughlin to Oregon City,

3 and they will fight it.

4            I have heard rumorings that they might

5 consider a streetcar.  And so just from a strictly

6 political standpoint, as well as environmental, it's

7 something to seriously consider.  And besides which,

8 streetcars are really fun.  Thank you.

9            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you.  I would also like

10 to remind everyone that there are two questions that

11 are being asked here tonight and to please make your

12 comments that are towards these two questions.  And

13 I will state these questions again:

14            Does a large cross-section of the

15 community support the inclusion of McLoughlin and/or

16 Main Street alignment in the south corridor phase II

17 SDEIS study, and does the McLoughlin and/or Main

18 Street alignment have merit in regards to downtown

19 future economic development, urban design, and

20 revitalization.

21            It's important that we stay to those

22 question because those are the questions that we're

23 being asked tonight.

24            So with that being said, Dion, you are in

25 the hole, so to speak.  Please state your name and
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1 address for the record.

2            SPEAKER:  Margaret McCarthy.  I'm a

3 property owner at 11190 Southeast 30th Street in

4 Milwaukie, however, I am representing Portland

5 Waldorf School tonight.  I'm a member of the board

6 of trustees, and our address is 2300 Southeast

7 Harrison Street.

8            I want to take just a minute to talk a

9 little about the Waldorf School and the impact on

10 the community before I read a prepared board

11 statement.  I also have three documents that I'm

12 going to pass out to all of you.

13            The first is a statement that the board

14 developed a month ago before the community meeting

15 that was held at Portland Waldorf School, and before

16 we realized that there was just going to be one

17 downtown alignment study in the SDEIS study.

18            And then there's a page about the Waldorf

19 education and creating an optimal learning

20 environment that will give you a little more

21 in-depth background about what Waldorf Schools are

22 all about, and then our current statement what we

23 just developed for this meeting.

24            Waldorf Schools are the fastest growing

25 private schools in the world.  There are over 800
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1 Waldorf Schools around the world.  The school

2 philosophy is about 100 years old now, and we have

3 schools on every continent of the world.  Africa,

4 all over the world Waldorf schools are present.

5            The Milwaukie address for Portland

6 Waldorf School, we've been there five years.  We

7 have families moving here from many states every

8 year because Portland Waldorf is such an exceptional

9 school.

10            And our 250 families, plus, in the

11 school, many of them have purchased property in

12 Milwaukie which accounts for a high dollar volume of

13 property in the Milwaukie area.  We also have --

14 we're one of the bigger employers in downtown

15 Milwaukie, having over 50 employees.

16            So our current statement developed today

17 is, The board of trustees of Portland Waldorf School

18 like to reiterate the school's strong support for

19 appropriately scaled fiscally and environmentally

20 responsible transportation solutions including the

21 light rail.

22            PWS recognizes that there would be some

23 advantage to having light rail within walking

24 distance of our campus.  However, the prospect of a

25 light rail line situated immediately adjacent to
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1 Portland Waldorf School raises serious concerns

2 regarding the safety of the children, the quality of

3 the school environment, and the integrity and

4 ecological health of our property.

5            There are other schools in the Metro area

6 that are near light rail, but no other school, as

7 far as we have discovered, has as close an exposure

8 to trains, stations, and two safety crossings as

9 that which occurs in this single proposed alignment.

10            We believe that at the present time there

11 is a lack of adequate information available to

12 enable those involved to either endorse or oppose a

13 specific light rail solution for the Tillamook

14 Branch of the South Corridor Project.

15            Moreover, the proposed SDEIS

16 environmental impact study lacks integrity under the

17 federal guidelines due to the exclusion of studying

18 an alternative alignment to the Tillamook Branch in

19 the downtown Milwaukie segment.  And that's an

20 important point I'd like you to think about.

21            We are aware that such alternatives,

22 multiple options in some cases, are being considered

23 for other segments of this line.  It's just this

24 downtown Milwaukie segment that has only one

25 alignment that is being proposed or studied.
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1            For these reasons we request that the

2 South Corridor Steering Committee included in the

3 SDEIS an alternative alignment in order to maintain

4 the integrity of the study.

5            The conclusion of an alternative

6 alignment in the downtown Milwaukie section will

7 also provide the adequate time, information, and

8 options needed to decide on the best solution.

9            And this meets the challenge presented by

10 the city attorney to the commission earlier this

11 evening.  The Portland Waldorf School Board

12 appreciates the visits the various selected

13 officials and staff members have paid to our school

14 to better understand our specific concerns.

15            We invite and welcome anyone, any one of

16 you whether you're an employee of the city or part

17 of this commission, to come and visit us, to tour

18 the buildings, to tour the school grounds.  And on

19 the handout that I'm going to give you we have our

20 contact information.  You can contact Robert Cseko

21 or Diane Rowley at the school.

22            We really invite you or any of the guests

23 here this evening to come and visit us and see the

24 impact that a single alignment would have on the

25 school.  Thank you very much.
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1            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you.

2            SPEAKER:  Questions?

3            MR. KLEIN:  Jerry Foy, and please proceed

4 Cyndia Ashcar.  It's a complicated system, trust me.

5            SPEAKER:  I'm Cyndia Ashcar and I live at

6 15790 South Spring Water Road.  I used to live in

7 Milwaukie 22 years ago for about 10 years.  My son

8 attended Milwaukie Junior High.  I'm a teacher there

9 now.

10            And I wanted to, first of all, express my

11 appreciation for everyone who really -- I'm a

12 teacher at the Portland Waldorf School, sorry.  It's

13 a different cycle, yeah, yeah.  It's a beautiful

14 ground and we feel so fortunate to be there.

15            I wanted to speak a little bit from the

16 children's perspective because, of course, as a

17 teacher that's something that is closest to my

18 heart.  And in doing that I'm speaking for a lot of

19 parents, too, because that's their primary concern.

20            So, again, my appreciation for all that's

21 being done in the region for sustainability because

22 for the children's sake, of course, that's huge.

23            I was shocked when I heard what was

24 proposed for right behind the school, so I went and

25 did some research and visited in Beaverton where
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1 there are three rails going by and experienced the

2 ding, ding, dings of the railroad arms, and there's

3 a "brrring" when the train starts up kind of like a

4 carnival ride, and then the PA system announcing the

5 departures, and the commotion of the trains passing,

6 the passengers passing by.

7            And so these sounds and sights just

8 didn't seem like they should be in the backyard of

9 an elementary school.  So I thought, well, I'll go

10 and see how they've been mitigated for schools,

11 because I had heard that there was schools.  And I

12 found the only elementary school that has light rail

13 this close as what is proposed for PWS, and it is

14 Eastwood Elementary.  And the setting there I

15 discovered is very, very different from ours.

16            So not only visit Portland Waldorf School

17 but visit the other schools, too, to get a sense.

18 But I'll describe it just briefly for you.

19            Eastwood Elementary is on a dead-end

20 street and there are no side streets so the cement

21 wall is able to completely seal the back of the

22 property.  There's no interaction between passengers

23 and the school whatsoever.  There are no side

24 streets so there's no traffic, no railroad arms

25 coming down, and no stations anywhere near.
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1            And their playground, as they're only a

2 K through 6, is not close to the wall.  So there's a

3 feeling that light rail is not really a part of the

4 campus, as would be in our case.

5            At a recent riverfront board I heard that

6 there were many schools that light rail goes by and

7 so I asked for the list because I felt, well, I need

8 to explore some more.  And they, too, are a

9 different situation, and they have natural buffers,

10 most noticeably the distance.  Most of them are at

11 least a block away.  And, again, the side streets,

12 it's just not the same ball game at all.

13            Twelve of those schools were high

14 schools, and you really cannot compare a high school

15 with an elementary school because the systems in the

16 bodies of the children birth through twelve are

17 still forming.  And neurological pathways that are

18 actually being created require a relatively peaceful

19 environment in order to mature in the healthiest

20 way.

21            This alignment would have an

22 unprecedented impact on PWS, and many parents have

23 shared that we cannot afford to be a part of this

24 experiment.  Also mentioned was the construction and

25 the noise that would be happening then.
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1            Because we depend on tuitions to survive

2 it makes no sense to compare us to institutions that

3 can rely on government funds or church subsidy if

4 enrollment falls.

5            And because we're comprised of four

6 sections, really, early childhood, elementary,

7 middle school, and high school, we need separate

8 playgrounds and that takes up a lot of space.

9            Safety site line requirements for TriMet

10 are 50 feet from the sidewalk so that pedestrians

11 can see and have a clear view.  So the ability to

12 even put a sound wall that could stretch the whole

13 back of the property doesn't seem to be possible.

14            So in this whole aspect of child

15 development and child health in the 1970s we started

16 becoming aware as a populous that we are what we

17 eat.  And Waldorf education is really on the crest

18 of the growing awareness that we also are what we

19 take in through our senses, and that it actually

20 helps creates the bodies of a young child.

21            Parents are also concerned about

22 protecting imaginative play outdoors.  It's play

23 that the American Pediatrics Association has

24 recently put out a paper and recognizes that that is

25 crucial to creative thinking.
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1            To quote Susan Johnston who's a

2 pediatrician and learning development and behavioral

3 specialist she says, "I completely support not

4 having light rail trains behind the school.  It's

5 important to keep children in their relaxed

6 autonomic nervous system known as the

7 parasympathetic system so the brain can develop.  If

8 children are stressed or surprised especially by

9 loud sounds, lights, whistles, et cetera, it will

10 activate their fight-and-flight nervous systems. And

11 in this state the children can't integrate their

12 nervous system very well, leading to sensory

13 integration disfunction in areas like propreoception

14 and balance.  In addition, these neurological

15 systems are needed for the child to develop their

16 reading, writing, and spelling skills."

17            MR. KLEIN:  I believe that we've reached

18 the five minutes.

19            SPEAKER:  Is that five minutes?

20            MR. KLEIN:  Yes.

21            SPEAKER:  Okay.  Thank you.

22            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you.  Brendan Eisworth

23 and Dion Shepard.

24            SPEAKER:  My name Dion Shepherd, I live

25 at 2136 Southeast Lake Road in Milwaukie, Oregon
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1 97222.  As a resident of -- and a chair of the

2 Historic Milwaukie Neighborhood I'd like to thank

3 the city and Mayor Bernard the opportunity to

4 discuss adding a new light rail alignment through

5 downtown to the SDIES that would include McLoughlin

6 and Main Street.  There's currently only one

7 alignment that's included in the study through

8 downtown which is a Tillamook Branch line.

9            While many of those in our community

10 support light rail we have serious concerns about

11 this alignment.  The impact, the safety, and future

12 livability of our neighborhood and schools and

13 schools adjacent to the proposed alignment.

14            From preliminary designs that were

15 recently shared with us which was in the March --

16 no, April time frame, we've learned that the swath

17 that was needed to -- for a dedicated light rail

18 alignment would be approximately 100 feet or wider

19 in some locations.  As a point of reference

20 McLoughlin Boulevard is approximately 71 feet wide

21 from curb to curb.

22            In trying to visualize that without

23 thinking of any other impact to our neighborhood

24 that's the equivalent of putting McLoughlin along

25 the Tillamook line.  And I really don't understand
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1 how any kind of design or education could even begin

2 to mitigate the impact.

3            I believe that adding a light rail

4 alignment through downtown rather than cutting

5 through the neighborhood would place light rail in

6 an established transportation corridor.  Be that

7 combination of McLoughlin, Main Street, 21st Avenue.

8            I think that it could draw new businesses

9 to the downtown while also attracting new residents.

10 I think a good example of that would be the Pearl

11 District, Northwest 23rd.  You have a lot of traffic

12 but they have transportation alignment through the

13 use of a streetcar that actually is integrated with

14 that.

15            I think that having that would really

16 attract new residents to live and work in downtown,

17 as well as I think it would compliment what we have

18 currently with the North Main and proposed town

19 center development.  I think that would benefit from

20 a closer proximity to light rail.

21            And I think that -- you know, this is the

22 first time that I've seen a presentation from TriMet

23 on any other alignments that would include

24 McLoughlin, and I think it is pretty gruesome.  I

25 really do believe that I think we need more time to
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1 study other alternatives, maybe combinations of

2 those.

3            I think that what the study is supposed

4 to do is supposed help the public and city leaders

5 evaluate and compare the costs, the benefits, and

6 the impact of alternative alignment.  But it

7 essentially would give us probably a year to

8 actually really study that and really maybe come up

9 with what I think Charmaine referred to as creative

10 solutions.  That's all I have.  Thank you.

11            MS. COLEMAN:  When you said 100 foot

12 swath are you saying that you're under the

13 impression that it takes 100 feet track and tracks?

14            SPEAKER:  Well, if you include the

15 current Tillamook line track --

16            MS. COLEMAN:  Track.

17            SPEAKER:  -- and then the two double

18 lines, and then in some cases if you have the

19 station you would be looking at 100 feet.

20            MS. COLEMAN:  Okay.  So you're referring

21 to the 100 foot right-of-way that controls the whole

22 width?

23            SPEAKER:  Right, which would be like

24 putting a freeway through our Historic Milwaukie

25 Neighborhood.  Thank you.
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1            MR. KLEIN:  Actually, Brendan, I believe

2 that you're next.

3            SPEAKER:  I'm sorry.

4            MR. KLEIN:  The person who will be in the

5 hole is Dina Higgins, please.

6            SPEAKER:  Good evening, chair and

7 commission members, I am Jerry Foy (phonetic), I

8 live at 15242 Southeast Feros (phonetic) Avenue,

9 Milwaukie, Oregon 97267.  I'm here tonight

10 representing St. John's Catholic Church and School.

11 I am here to ask this evening for your help in

12 recommending that Mayor Bernard suggest to the South

13 Corridor Steering Committee an additional SDEIS

14 study performed for an alternate alignment of the

15 proposed light rail along McLoughlin Boulevard.

16            The reason for these request are

17 numerous.  St. John's Baptist Catholic Church and

18 School management teams are extremely concerned

19 about the location of the track and a potential

20 light rail station being this close to the church

21 and the school.  From the dimensions that we have

22 seen it appears the distance from the track will be

23 less than 60 feet to our west property line.

24            Following is a list of issues that we're

25 particularly concerned about.  First, crime.  This
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1 would include fights, assaults, theft, and breaking

2 into cars and buildings.  St. John's has

3 pre-kindergarten kids attending classes on this

4 campus.  And, God forbid, anything should happen to

5 one of them.

6            According to National Statistics Relief

7 this week crime continues to drop in Portland.  But

8 submerged in that observation is a notable

9 exception, robberies.  Especially what police call

10 street robberies or pedestrian robberies.

11            Even as most crimes are tending downward

12 street robberies are up 25 percent this year through

13 may 1st, according to the Portland Police Bureau.

14 The robberies are not broken down by age, but

15 teenagers are increasingly involved in crimes of

16 opportunity.

17            Robbers seek easy marks.  The robberies

18 are cases like the well-publicized instance in

19 January in which four girls age 13 to 16 beat up and

20 robbed a 16-year-old girl near the light rail tracks

21 at the Lloyd Center.  Or in the case a year ago when

22 several girls followed two Japanese exchange

23 students carrying shopping bags from Macy's and

24 robbed them after they got off a MAX train.

25            Quite often the targets are spotted
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1 either departing or waiting for TriMet buses or

2 light rail, which is understandable since a lot of

3 the perpetrators do not yet have driver's licenses.

4            Light rail can provide the means for

5 these teenagers to travel from the city to the

6 suburbs quickly and conveniently and at oftentimes

7 no cost to them because they fail to pay the fares.

8            These statistics come from Tim Garland

9 (phonetic).  He's the senior director of operations

10 for TriMet.  Oversees safety and security and works

11 with the agencies Wackenhut Security Guards, as well

12 as regular comps like the Portland Police Bureau's

13 transit police.

14            He said the transit police -- if I'm

15 pronouncing that right -- Wackenhut are giving

16 photos of acting criminals to keep an eye out for.

17 Not only that, but the agency has a person whose

18 main job is to review closed-circuit TV tapes from

19 TriMet vehicles to track down suspects in crimes.

20 It is a kind of a daily activity, he said.  So there

21 is a prevalence of crime related to the stations.

22            Vandalism goes to tagging obscene

23 materials in magazines laying around the yard.

24 St. John's is already experiencing these types of

25 activities where they've actually had a break-in
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1 into the church.  Cars during masses are often

2 broken into to steal cell phones and/or whatever is

3 in the cars.  And we believe that a light rail

4 station would add ten-fold to that potential.

5            Parking, if a light rail station is

6 located near Harrison, Monroe, Washington Streets

7 there is no parking for the riders to park.  Because

8 of this they will take advantage of the existing

9 parking lots at Waldorf, St. John's, and Milwaukie

10 High School.  These lots are already full and at

11 times due to overflow they will allow parking from

12 one -- allow one of the others to use other lots.

13 St. John's has an agreement with Milwaukie High

14 School to use part of St. John's lot during athletic

15 and/or special events.

16            This works fairly well, but there are

17 times when both schools will have events at the same

18 time resulting in a shortage of parking.  You can

19 imagine should a light rail station be added

20 anywhere near there would be schools the type of

21 problem this could generate.

22            MR. KLEIN:  Your five minutes is up, sir.

23            SPEAKER:  Okay.  Thank you.

24            MR. KLEIN:  Nancy Adair and Brendan.

25            SPEAKER:  I agree with the gentleman that
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1 just spoke.  One thing, I do work with Portland

2 Waldorf, I'm Brendan Eisworth, 11009 Southeast 28th

3 Avenue.  I do work with the Portland Waldorf School

4 and am concerned about the parking overflow problems

5 that arise.

6            And I notice that when I ride my bike

7 from school up to my house on 28th that during the

8 day all the parking spaces along Monroe up to 27th

9 are filled with cars.

10            And after school is out around -- I mean,

11 after businesses are closed, and whatnot,

12 six o'clock all those cars are gone.  That's just

13 people parking, you know, on-street parking to make

14 it to the buses, which would be ten-fold if MAX line

15 is there, seeing how there's only a 275-space

16 park & ride proposed for the -- down there at

17 Washington.

18            Anyway, what I was going to talk about,

19 two things.  Sewage treatment plant and our

20 24-year-old temporary transit center.  Were these

21 good ideas?  Their existence in Milwaukie, their

22 placement in Milwaukie, were these agreed to be the

23 LPA of their time?  And, if so, would it have

24 benefited Milwaukie in the long run to have looked

25 at a couple more options?
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1            I think we all agree that a few more

2 options and a little more creative thought would

3 have proven that these two Milwaukie landmarks were

4 not the best idea.  I do agree that in some capacity

5 light rail or a streetcar could benefit Milwaukie.

6 What I do want is that we find the best solution for

7 light rail or a streetcar in Milwaukie.

8            The Tillamook line might be the best

9 solution or taking light rail down 99E exactly like

10 TriMet did along Interstate Avenue might be the best

11 solution.  No one in this room can say for sure what

12 the best solution is.  All options have to be on the

13 table so we can compare and contrast them and see

14 what is the best for residents and businesses in

15 Milwaukie now and in the future.  An LPA from 2003

16 cannot tell us what we need to know today.  In 2003

17 the North Main project was not built.

18            To the north of us the location of where

19 a bridge will bring MAX line across the Willamette

20 will be -- they decided years ago, 2003 or before,

21 the location for that bridge.  That decision is now

22 up in the air and more options for that bridge are

23 being looked at.  Why not do the same here?  We

24 should take just as much care when deciding where to

25 put light rail in Milwaukie.
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1            Is the Tillamook line the best option,

2 bringing light rail through neighborhoods and

3 adjacent to schools and churches?  Maybe, maybe not.

4 Or is keeping light rail along 99E, thereby bringing

5 people directly to the doorstep of our soon to be

6 waterfront park and within less than one city block

7 of the North Main and town center mixed-use

8 development project the best option?  Maybe, maybe

9 not.  We don't know.  None of us know until we look

10 at them.

11            We're just saying let's look at all the

12 options.  Let's not just go with something that was

13 decided on four years ago.  Things have changed at

14 the south waterfront, things have changed here in

15 Milwaukie.  I don't have the answer to this.  People

16 in Milwaukie should be given both options to look

17 at.

18            In the mid-'90s when I first moved here

19 in '95, light rail was considered for 224, Harrison

20 Street, Monroe, and Washington Street for all

21 options.  Four different options.  Let's have at

22 least that many options.

23            TriMet came up with these options that

24 we've got, we saw -- sorry, I left during the

25 presentation, but I did watch it during the
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1 riverfront meeting last week so I did see all this

2 stuff.  They came up with those in the couple weeks

3 that we've had to discuss this since Jim,

4 Mayor Bernard, brought that proposal.

5            Let's -- you know, like Charmaine said,

6 let's look at some more options.  I think there's

7 something that can be a win-win solution for

8 everybody.  We don't know.  All we're doing is

9 saying put the options out there on the table.

10            TriMet's got -- let them figure out, go

11 look at some more options and bring it back to us.

12 We're not saying, no one from the Waldorf School, no

13 one from the city is saying, no, no, no, to

14 Tillamook.  Definitely not.  All we're saying is

15 let's compare everything together and then we can

16 make a decision.  Thank you.

17            MR. KLEIN:  Any questions for Brendan?

18 Thank you, Brendan.  I'm going to say Marion Wall,

19 she'll be in the hole, and we will go with

20 Dina Higgins.

21            State your name and address for the

22 record, please.

23            SPEAKER:  Hi, my name is Dina Higgins and

24 I live on Blackstone Lane in Portland.  I have a

25 child at the Portland Waldorf School, and I am in
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1 favor of considering a second alignment

2 consideration for this south corridor.

3            I think it just makes sense to consider

4 for an environmental impact study more than one

5 alignment because, simply, if you run into a problem

6 during the environmental impact study and you don't

7 have another option you're really stuck, and then

8 you really have to start the process from the very

9 beginning.  So it seems that that only makes sense.

10 You're considering it north and south of this area,

11 so that to me would seem like a foolish business

12 idea.

13            I think, that as Brendan said, it's

14 important to note that growth and change just as

15 it's happened in the south waterfront to scale has

16 happened in Milwaukie and continuing to happen in

17 Milwaukie.

18            I don't live here but I spend a lot of

19 time here because my child is in school for half a

20 day.  So I do use the services in Milwaukie.  I go

21 to the coffee shops, I shop here, I buy my gas here.

22 So I think it's important to consider for many of

23 the parents at the Waldorf School we really take

24 advantage of the community here and we appreciate

25 it.  And many of us have moved here and many of us



MILWAUKIE PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING 6/12/2007

(800)230-3302****(503)248-1003

TEACH REPORTING, INC.

113

1 are considering to move here.

2            I think it's important to note that when

3 the locally preferred alternative was decided that

4 the Waldorf School was at the time potentially going

5 to be the community center and station stop.  And

6 that certainly, had I been sitting in the group,

7 would have influenced my decision to make the rail

8 go in that direction.

9            I think now when you consider the new

10 growth that's happening on North Main and the new

11 proposed growth where the farmers market is, these

12 are the kinds of people that will be commuting on

13 light rail to the city.

14            And most people from the city of Portland

15 that are going to be commuting to Milwaukie on light

16 rail will be wanting to walk through downtown.  And

17 so it does make sense to have it be nearby not only

18 the transportation corridor but the services that

19 people will be taking advantage of.

20            When they first came to talk about the

21 project at the school and they mentioned that other

22 schools are near light rail, they mentioned Lincoln

23 High School which actually isn't far from where I

24 live, and I was astonished.  It made me really

25 hesitate to trust what these presentations say,
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1 because Lincoln High School has a rail stop two full

2 city blocks away on the other side of their football

3 stadium and across the intersection.  It would be

4 like from where the building of our Portland Waldorf

5 School is to have it at least on Main Street.

6            And it's a big intersection.  And I did

7 go there on Mother Day's morning, actually.  And I

8 stood 50, 80 feet away and you could hear the noise

9 because it was a quiet day.

10            And if you go to a typical station

11 there's a lot of ambient sounds.  You don't really

12 notice what it would be like to have that impact on

13 a quiet area where we do have a track.  But that

14 rail comes through there one time a day and the

15 children are thrilled by it.  But it's not really

16 the type of danger that a train passing every three

17 minutes or four minutes might create.

18            In addition, what Cyndia said in the

19 first drawings that TriMet showed us, or Metro, I

20 get them confused, the only protection they had on

21 our side of the tracks is a 4-foot high chain link

22 fence.  And I believe they could put a taller fence,

23 but I think it's really possible to put a wall

24 there.

25            The wall that does have to be there,
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1 though, is the wall on the other side of the tracks

2 because it's a retaining wall to hold up the entire

3 20 feet high at the highest point foundation so that

4 the apartment buildings don't fall down when they

5 cut into it.  And that will reflect the sound from

6 the trains dramatic right into our classrooms.

7            And I have not -- you know, friends and I

8 have ridden light rail and we have not seen walls

9 that are actually big, solid, thick walls, with the

10 exception of the one Cyndia mentioned tonight, which

11 I haven't seen.

12            I wanted to say that I appreciate the

13 presentation that was put on tonight.  I saw it at

14 the riverfront board meeting, as well, and I know

15 these people have gone through a tremendous amount

16 of work to put this together in a very short period

17 of time.

18            And they've had a lot of years and

19 thousands of volunteer hours, which I've heard, to

20 put together the other possible alignment.  And I

21 think that both at the riverfront board and tonight

22 I've heard some really great possible alternative

23 considerations for how this could work in more -- in

24 the transportation corridor.  And I feel as though

25 it seemed to be kind of skewed to me in terms of
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1 these are all the problems that we're going to face.

2            But the fact is what is light rail and

3 what's our intention with it?  If light rail is

4 supposed to start taking more people in and out of

5 the city and people are supposed to -- we just want

6 to save on oil, we want to, you know, reduce the

7 amount of traffic.

8            I mean, I've ridden light rail for over

9 20 years of my life.  In London, in New York, in

10 San Francisco.  I mean, I have been a major rider of

11 all kinds of subways and trains.  And the fact is if

12 it's not convenient people aren't going to ride it.

13            And the other fact is if you're really

14 going to just be concerned to what is going to

15 happen with traffic, then if that seems to be the

16 easier and simpler option then people are going to

17 hop in their car and drive.  They're not going to

18 take advantage of it.

19            So there does have to be somewhat of an

20 impact on traffic because the whole goal is to try

21 and encourage people to take the light rail.  So I

22 just think that that's something that's important to

23 consider.

24            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you.

25            SPEAKER:  Thank you.
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1            MR. KLEIN:  Tim Clouse and Nancy Adair,

2 please.

3            SPEAKER:  I'm Nancy Adair and I live at

4 2406 Southeast Harrison Street, Apartment 10, in the

5 Spring Creek Apartments.

6            Now, if you look in your book on page 12

7 where it shows existing apartment, that's me.  One

8 of the survey sticks is about maybe 2 feet from the

9 corner of the building on the Harrison Street end.

10 I don't see how they're going to be able to do the

11 construction without destroying those buildings or

12 causing damage to those buildings.  I don't think

13 it's a good idea.

14            I agree with what everybody else has said

15 about, you know, the schools and not having it that

16 close to the school.  Well, it's going to be, it

17 seems to me, almost close enough that I can reach

18 out my window and touch it.

19            So I would definitely like to see the

20 McLoughlin Main Street option studied.  To me it

21 just makes more sense to run it that way.  But, you

22 know, I'm not an engineer or anything, but I just

23 would like to see that studied.

24            I don't know what the impact is going to

25 be.  It seems like it could be a good thing or maybe
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1 a bad thing, because maybe it will bring more crime

2 to our city, and maybe it will displace businesses,

3 which we really cannot afford to lose jobs in

4 Milwaukie or places for people to live in Milwaukie.

5            And to me just putting it anywhere seems

6 like me trying to cram an elephant into my bathroom.

7 It just -- we're pretty tightly squeezed as it is.

8 So, well, that's what I have to say.  Thank you.

9            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you.  Craig Jacobson

10 and Marilyn.

11            SPEAKER:  Good evening.  Thank you.  My

12 name Marilyn Wall and I live at 3385 Southeast Alder

13 Crest Road, which is not in the city of Milwaukie.

14            I have standing to be here tonight

15 because I'm a homeowner that lives within five

16 blocks of the proposed terminus at Park Avenue, I am

17 a business patron of the city of Milwaukie, I take

18 yoga and pilates classes here, I shop here, and I

19 thank Mayor Bernard immensely for this market every

20 Sunday which I attend regularly even when it was

21 cold and variant before.

22            I am an elected official of the Clackamas

23 County Fire District, number one, which is the fire

24 service provider for Milwaukie.  And while I am not

25 here on behalf of the fire district I have spoken to
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1 the fire chief.  And it seems that no one has

2 contacted the fire district to inquire whether the

3 placement of the Tillamook line with three grade

4 crossings, three arm crossings, at seven-minute

5 intervals might in some way create a difficulty for

6 the fire district, which main station is up in the

7 public service building, to service the patrons of

8 Milwaukie who have life safety issues.

9            So I also am a member of St. John's

10 Baptist Church and served as a chair of the

11 Milwaukie Vision Commission which was in the 1990s.

12 When we envisioned downtown Milwaukie we did not

13 envision the light rail destroying historic downtown

14 Milwaukie.

15            The questions that the mayor has

16 specifically requested are, Does a large

17 cross-section of community support the inclusion,

18 and you know the rest of it.  And, obviously, from

19 the testimony you've heard tonight the answer is a

20 resounding yes.

21            And, Does McLoughlin and/or Main Street

22 alignment have merit with regard to the economic

23 development and revitalization of downtown

24 Milwaukie.  And the issue is whether Milwaukie can

25 be revitalized by using the Tillamook alignment or
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1 shifting it to McLoughlin.

2            McLoughlin is 99E.  It is a state high.

3 It is the intended transit way.  By TriMet's own

4 website it states that unequivocally that is the

5 course for people to follow, that is where they put

6 their money, and that is where the light rail should

7 run if it runs through Milwaukie, which it

8 apparently is going to do whether people think it's

9 a good idea or not.  So the gentleman who spoke

10 earlier and said we need to consider all the options

11 is correct.  We need to look at another couple

12 options.

13            On the west side when they had areas

14 where people were not fond of having it like in the

15 west hills they put it underground.  When they were

16 concerned about people being able to cross over

17 to -- from the -- from the park & ride to the

18 stations, as TriMet has expressed concern for

19 McLoughlin, on the west side they put a huge walkway

20 over Highway 217 so that people could access it.

21            So these are doable options that TriMet

22 has already engaged in on the west side when it

23 suits their purposes.  And I think that they need to

24 be investigated here, as well, to expand what are

25 the possibilities of keeping it out of historic
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1 downtown Milwaukie.  We need to economically

2 revitalize Milwaukie.  Not kill it with a transit

3 way that will take up the entire core of historic

4 downtown Milwaukie.

5            We have several old buildings in

6 Milwaukie, those that qualify as historic.  One of

7 which is the Masonic Lodge, and the other which is

8 the Waldorf School.  And while the Waldorf School

9 might be deemed to be a competitor of St. John's for

10 the student body, we respect what they have done for

11 the city of Milwaukie and applaud it.  And I think

12 it is a travesty to run rushout over an entity that

13 has placed so much faith in the city of Milwaukie by

14 relocating itself here.

15            St. John's has been in this community for

16 over 100 years.  We are a long-time presence in the

17 community.  We have many, many citizens and value

18 our relationship with the city of Milwaukie.  And it

19 is the safety of our students that is a big concern

20 with us, the safety of the community, and to

21 continue the positive energy that has been coming

22 forth for the redevelopment of Milwaukie that has

23 occurred so far.

24            But to put 100-foot runway down historic

25 Milwaukie is not the solution to the perceived
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1 problem.  Milwaukie should not be a park & ride for

2 the city of Portland.  Milwaukie should develop its

3 own job base.  Use that money to develop it here so

4 people don't want to get on the light rail and go to

5 Portland to work.  Thank you.

6            MS. COLEMAN:  I didn't hear earlier who

7 you were representing, and then you said

8 something --

9            SPEAKER:  St. John's the Baptist.

10            MR. KLEIN:  Okay.  Thank you.

11 Elizabeth Clark-Aguste and Tim Clouse.

12 Craig Jacobson, I guess.

13            SPEAKER:  Members of the Planning

14 Commission, thank you for allowing me this

15 testimony.  My name is Craig Jacobson, 623 Southeast

16 69th Avenue, that's in Portland, Oregon.  I'm a

17 parent at the Portland Waldorf School.  Incoming

18 first grader, incoming fourth grader, been there for

19 the last few years.  A resident of Clackamas County,

20 graduate of Canby High School, long time habitant of

21 99E for the better part of my life.

22            Professionally I am an environmental

23 attorney.  I have worked on NEPA issues for 15

24 years, prepared federal environmental impact

25 statements for a great number of those years, been
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1 involved in NEPA process litigation.

2            I think it's absolutely appropriate that

3 the Planning Commission is here taking testimony and

4 being a part of this process, because when you think

5 about the role of Planning Commission on any given

6 official action you're asked to determine the

7 sufficiency of an applicant's requested for

8 development, weighing the relative private and

9 public costs and benefits, and determining the

10 sufficiency of materials that are brought before you

11 as a body at any given point in time in making

12 certain that in the weighing of private and public

13 costs and benefits good decisions are made and good

14 development habits.

15            In this case you ask yourself the

16 sufficiency of what TriMet and Metro and the South

17 Corridor Planning -- the Corridor Committee have put

18 forward.  And it's the transportation planning

19 equivalent of an all-nighter.  As time consuming as

20 it is to spend three weeks preparing a bunch of maps

21 and schemes, there's not a lot of thought.

22            And as any of us have pulled all-nighters

23 in our life, there's a certain degree of adrenalin

24 that comes with it and some accolades that can go

25 for doing it.  But always they're fraught with
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1 danger, and I think the same is true here.

2            If you ask yourself as a Planning

3 Commission what would we do with an applicant that

4 came in under the standards in which we would review

5 an application for development, and in the case of

6 somebody pulling an all-nighter to say, Well, we've

7 kind of looked at everything and think we know where

8 things play out, you would tell them to go back and

9 do more work.  And that certainly is the case here.

10            Under NEPA standards the sufficiency of

11 an environmental impact statement comes down to the

12 alternatives analysis fundamentally.  That's what

13 NEPA is all about.  The heart of NEPA review is the

14 alternatives analysis.

15            And I mention NEPA because that's the

16 relevant federal law that Metro is acting in the

17 stead of the Federal Transit Administration in order

18 to get the grant money to do this project.

19            They're asked under their standard to

20 take a hard look at alternatives and there is no

21 precedent for the transportation equivalent of an

22 all-nighter or three weeks looking at a few

23 different ideas of passing muster under NEPA or

24 constituting a hard look.

25            So you say to yourself as a Planning
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1 Commission, or we say to ourselves as citizens of

2 Metro taxpayers who are thinking about this project,

3 is this enough?  And the answer is no.  The answer

4 is no.  You cannot just take a single alignment for

5 a portion of -- or one alternative for a portion of

6 the alignment with as much technical legal and

7 political controversy as it's generating in this

8 short a period of time.  And assume that that's

9 going to be enough to pass muster.  It's not.  Metro

10 is jeopardizing a $600- or $800 million

11 transportation project, however you want to look at

12 it, by coming in with a very short look at some

13 alternatives without giving them due consideration.

14 At the same time they'll consider a very long golf

15 shot across the Willamette River and four different

16 alignments to cross the Willamette at a cost of the

17 bulk of this entire project.

18            So when they talk about what can be paid

19 for or not paid for in Milwaukie you have to ask

20 yourself are they giving Milwaukie the same due

21 consideration as they are other segments of this.

22            So with that, what recommendation can you

23 make to the city council?  The recommendation is

24 that the city of Milwaukie is worthy of the same

25 consideration as any other segment of this.  That
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1 Metro simply has not done its work under NEPA

2 standards, under the city of Milwaukie standards.

3 That they should consider another alignment other

4 than the Tillamook Branch alignment because of the

5 fact that to fail to do so leaves the entire project

6 in jeopardy of insufficiency of analysis.  Thank

7 you.

8            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you very much.

9 Mary King and Elizabeth.

10            SPEAKER:  Good evening, my name is

11 Elizabeth Clark-Aguste, I'm board chair and one of

12 the owners of Homeland (phonetic) Distribution

13 Center of Oregon, which, as you may know, bases its

14 headquarters and operates a 200,000 square foot

15 facility on approximately seven acres at 2300

16 Southeast Beta, which is at Main a block or two

17 south of Ochoco.

18            About half of this facility is leased to

19 a tenant C-Pro (phonetic) which manufacturers and

20 distributes from this facility, as well.  Homeland

21 has operated on this Milwaukie site for about 50

22 years.  And currently our public warehousing

23 operation service a dozen major public warehousing

24 accounts in this building which ship by truck and

25 receive by truck and rail.
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1            I've tried to follow the regional light

2 rail planning process, and I thank Metro, TriMet,

3 city of Milwaukie staffers, and other jurisdictions

4 for unfolding and presenting a lot of thorough

5 information and explaining the implications of

6 current plans.

7            The Ardenwald meeting in April was

8 especially helpful.  And those are the kinds of

9 meetings that educate me in formulating my company's

10 position as a stakeholder in advocating or opposing

11 or reacting to a proposed light rail alignment.

12            I know that the inquiry tonight is narrow

13 and so I'll reserve comments for advocating for or

14 against basic alignments for later meetings and

15 later stages of the environmental impact review.

16            I just wanted to share one small aspect

17 that affects the industrial operations in the north

18 industrial area.  None of which the -- none of which

19 were covered in this pamphlet, because this

20 information begins at 224 and extends south, because

21 it's examining options for a downtown alignment.

22            But in trying to reconcile both the

23 locally preferred alternative alignment and the

24 Tillamook Branch alignment north of 224, the

25 Tillamook alignment light rail tracks is sort of a
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1 reverse of the locally preferred alternative

2 connection to the Tillamook Branch.

3            The only small aspect of this that I

4 wanted to make you aware of is that once it passes

5 south of Tacoma the light rail is on the west of

6 Union Pacific tracks.

7            It then crosses over -- I'm looking at

8 the Tillamook Branch alternative.  That alternative

9 has the light rail crossing to the east side of the

10 tracks somewhere south of -- probably somewhere

11 immediately south of the Spring Water Trail.

12            That's because there are many active

13 industrial rail spurs that are used and service the

14 industrial facilities from Ochoco south to the --

15 the southgate cinema site.

16            I don't know how many of those rail spurs

17 are active.  I do know that ours is.  And to root

18 the light rail back down to Main to reconcile the

19 Tillamook alternative with a downtown Milwaukie

20 McLoughlin Main alternative will cause two

21 crossovers of the Union Pacific track, which I

22 understand which was explained earlier tonight

23 require as 500-foot span at each crossover.

24            That could potentially interfere with --

25 along with raising costs it could potentially



MILWAUKIE PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING 6/12/2007

(800)230-3302****(503)248-1003

TEACH REPORTING, INC.

129

1 interfere with and cause the closure of active rail

2 spurs of those industrial facilities.

3            Now, the Tillamook Branch option was the

4 preferred option for most of those industrial

5 entities in that area.  My company took part in the

6 working group.

7            And I'm not sure, but what -- but if a

8 choice between this option that reconciles the

9 Tillamook alignment with the downtown alternative

10 were posed to me along with the current locally

11 preferred alternative aligning along Main Street

12 that I wouldn't choose to sacrifice rail service to

13 my business and lose the largest account that we

14 have at that facility because the other alignment

15 may damage us more.  That's an examination and a

16 discussion for future meetings.

17            But be aware that two expensive and

18 lengthy crossovers will be required with that

19 alternative that would require a lot of span and a

20 lot of cost.

21            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you.

22            MS. COLEMAN:  I have a question.  I don't

23 understand.  Are you saying that you would like to

24 have the alternative suggested or not?  Our first

25 question is, would you like to have --
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1            SPEAKER:  I'm saying that -- I'm saying

2 that what was our preferred alternative is sort of

3 compromised.  It has an additional problem for us.

4 But I'm not sure that the -- but it is part of the

5 effects that we would suffer by the introduction of

6 rooting light rail from the Tillamook Branch into

7 downtown.  That still might be better for us than an

8 alignment along Main Street.

9            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you.

10            SPEAKER:  Thank you.

11            MR. KLEIN:  Beth Wasco, please, and

12 Ralph Merlin.  Please state your name and address.

13            SPEAKER:  I'm Beth Wasco and I live at

14 12122 Southeast 39th Avenue in the Lake Road

15 neighborhood here in Milwaukie.  I'm representing

16 myself as a Lake Road neighbor, a resident.  And I

17 -- because I'm limited to the questions that you've

18 put forward to us I'll try to state to that.

19            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you.

20            SPEAKER:  I support the alternative

21 alignment being put into the study.  And then,

22 additionally, I wanted to let you know that our

23 family, our stakeholders as Lake Road neighbors, as

24 parents of two children that go to the Portland

25 Waldorf High School, and also members of the
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1 St. John's Baptist Church here in Milwaukie.

2            Susanna Pie and I took the opportunity to

3 petition the neighborhood.  Lake Road submitted a

4 petition and a letter stating that the neighborhood

5 ratified that they are for the alternative

6 alignment.

7            Well, we wanted to know what did the

8 neighbors who didn't attend that meeting think about

9 this.  So we went out into our neighborhood and we

10 petitioned two Saturdays, it took about five hours

11 on Saturdays, and we got about 40 signatures.

12            And there was only one person that didn't

13 choose to sign the petition for alternative

14 alignment, and their reasons were they didn't have

15 enough information.  So we gave them a link to the

16 city and Metro website so they could get themselves

17 informed.

18            But, unanimously, I don't know what that

19 figures out to, 99.999, everybody that we talked to

20 door to door, no one refused to speak to us either,

21 want alternative alignment.

22            There were additional comments, as well,

23 regarding bus service which is inadequate for them.

24 And a lot of these people were in apartments and

25 condos.  And public transportation, in general.  The
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1 petition pages will be submitted on Thursday with

2 the Milwaukie Transportation Coalition.

3            I have additional comments about public

4 transportation in general and the appropriateness of

5 light rail for the size and needs of this community.

6 For now I will state that the four alignment choices

7 being studied, at a minimum we should consider the

8 alternative alignment on McLoughlin.  And, also, I

9 think that we need to be aware that the citizens of

10 this town have gotten to vote twice on light rail

11 and their perception of light rail is that they

12 voted it down.  They want that opportunity again,

13 and I don't think it's too outrageous to say that

14 they should get it because it's going to cost us

15 money.

16            This is taxpayers money that's going come

17 from other communities, but we're going to have to

18 anti up, as well.  And when it's all said and done

19 this project is probably going to be at least a

20 billion-dollar project.  We should be aware of that.

21 If we're paying 40 percent or 50 percent of that

22 we're going to have to dig deep for that.  Thank

23 you.

24            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you.  The next person

25 on the list, I believe, is Jim Kirker, initials JKK,
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1 and Mary King.

2            SPEAKER:  My name Mary King, I live at

3 9877 Southeast 33rd Avenue.  And I have to admit I

4 am dumbstruck by what I have learned this evening

5 about the new alignments down McLoughlin.  I've been

6 trying to -- I had my speech all made and then this

7 has just blown me out of the water.

8            Two comments.  We won't have to worry

9 about small town feel anymore when we have light

10 rail running up and down.  And we're not going to

11 have to worry so much about, you know, a view to the

12 river because it's going to be taken up by wires and

13 rail lines.

14            I suppose we're going to have to

15 definitely do a study on this, but every part of me

16 is just saying why would we want to ruin our

17 downtown?  Why would we want to cut off access to

18 our brand-new waterfront park?  Why would we want to

19 go against the downtown plan that the citizens -- I

20 was on city council for a number of years -- that

21 the citizens worked so hard to put into action, and

22 that was a long-term plan for the city of Milwaukie,

23 keeping its values in mind.

24            And I do not want -- I don't want to

25 offend anyone but I'm going to say a couple of
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1 things.  The Portland Waldorf School I think has

2 done a wonderful service to the city and I

3 appreciate they're here.  But when they bought the

4 site of the old Milwaukie Junior High they knew

5 there was a light rail that was scheduled to go

6 behind it, and I don't understand why this is no

7 longer satisfactory.

8            Likewise, the Historic Neighborhood

9 Association signed onto the 14 point plan when we

10 had the long arduous struggle about light rail when

11 I was on city council.  We have had -- we've spent

12 years trying to get a cohesive plan for downtown.

13 We've spent years trying to get the light rail

14 opportunity and have it here for our citizens to

15 use.

16            And no matter what, any light rail option

17 on McLoughlin Boulevard or near McLoughlin Boulevard

18 is going to create a dangerous crossing situation, a

19 barrier to the river, it will take precious spaces

20 from our waterfront development, necessitate further

21 widening of McLoughlin.

22            I could not believe when I heard that

23 Johnson Creek Boulevard was going to have a pile-on

24 with a light rail going on it because -- and then

25 the retaining walls, because we worked for years and
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1 years to get the salmon and the steelhead back in

2 that river.  And, you know, what has happened to us

3 that we can just throw this away now?

4            And then just the how are we going to get

5 boats in and out of the boat ramp?  How are we going

6 to afford to do another comprehensive study?

7            So I guess what I'm saying is that I

8 would really like us to proceed in a forward manner.

9 And I do believe in compromise, but I have -- I take

10 issue with someone coming into the city and all of a

11 sudden saying that the plans that the city have had

12 -- has had for a long time don't meet their

13 expectations.  And I say that in all respect to the

14 Portland Waldorf School.  I love their way of

15 educating.

16            So I guess that's -- oh, a couple of

17 other things.  I still have time, right?  The people

18 who bought the condominiums down here didn't buy

19 condominiums to have them be on a light rail line.

20 They bought them when they thought that the

21 preferred alternative was going to go behind the

22 junior high school.  So I think we need to consider

23 them, too.

24            Never mind.  Thank you so much for all

25 the hard work you've done, and thank everybody for
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1 coming to share their opinions.  And I'm sorry that

2 I'm the one that really has to disagree.  There has

3 to be one.  Thank you very much.

4            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you, Mary.  Ray Brian,

5 and I think that Jim Kirker is not available.  So

6 Ray Brian and then James Steelwell will be up next.

7 And we will go ahead with Ralph Merlin.

8            SPEAKER:  My name is Ralph Merlin, I'm

9 from 2905 Northeast 29th Avenue in Portland.  My

10 daughter goes to Portland Waldorf School.  She's

11 been there since 2001, and she'll probably be there

12 for another 12 years.  I'm going to address some of

13 the questions -- she's been going since she was

14 about six months old.

15            MS. COLEMAN:  I was going to say, a lot

16 of faith in your daughter.  Just kidding.

17            SPEAKER:  In the early childhood and then

18 on up.

19            So the first question is, Does a large

20 cross-section of the community support an

21 alternative alignment?  And I would put that to you

22 by pointing out some changes that have possibly

23 occurred to the 14 points that has been bandied

24 around as this large support.

25            Number one calls for no light rail
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1 through Milwaukie neighborhoods.  And I'm hearing

2 specifically historic neighborhood does not want the

3 light rail in the neighborhoods anymore.  They want

4 it down on McLoughlin.  And I'm hearing other

5 residents say that, too, aside from the woman

6 previous.

7            The other point is item nine where it

8 explicitly asks the regional partners to acquire the

9 former junior high school site and use that as a

10 light rail station.  So the whole Tillamook

11 alignment was based on that being a light rail

12 station.

13            And I bet you if you went back to these

14 neighborhood associations and reasked the questions,

15 knowing that's not going to be a light rail station,

16 the 14 points would look different today than it did

17 then.

18            The second item, Does McLoughlin and/or

19 Main Street alignment have merit with regard to

20 downtown's development and revitalization?  I would

21 put to you that it does because the locally

22 preferred alternative as currently defined provides

23 no room for business growth along the tracks at all.

24            It would be purely residential ridership,

25 and there would be no room for anyone to park unless
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1 they park in one of the school's parking lots.

2            So people that would be inclined to walk

3 to the light rail and use those stations would do

4 it.  But I think the focus is on having park & ride

5 to get a larger area of the population able to use

6 the light rail.

7            The other point is all three of the

8 current existing proposals put the light rail down

9 the Tillamook Branch.  And if something comes up in

10 the study such as Kronberg Park that prevents that

11 alignment the entire light rail project is at risk,

12 which, you know, would detract from any business

13 opportunities that might exist there.  Those are my

14 points.  Thank you.

15            MR. KLEIN:  Do we have any questions?

16 Thank you.  I'm going ask one more time.  I believe,

17 what does that say?

18            MR. NEWMAN:  Kirker.

19            MR. KLEIN:  Someone with the initials of

20 JKK, going, going, gone.  The next two people will

21 be James Steelwell and Theresa Farrell.  And

22 Ray Brian, you're up.

23            SPEAKER:  Thank you very much for your

24 time.  I support including the McLoughlin Main

25 Street route being included in the SDEIS for the
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1 following reasons:  Number one, it's a good

2 alternative if light rail is to go south.  It's a

3 good alternative to crossing Kellogg Lake.

4            Number two, when the region along with

5 the city of Milwaukie settled on the current LPA we

6 were under the impression that only one track was

7 being built.  Now it's two.  That increases the

8 amount of land required and increases the impacts in

9 proximity of the nearby businesses, residences, and

10 schools.  Also, at the time the LPA was decided on

11 the former Milwaukie Junior High was hopefully going

12 to be a community center and not a school, as it is

13 today.

14            Number four, I am very concerned about

15 the negative impacts of light rail to our downtown

16 and adjacent neighborhood.  My concerns include the

17 proximity to schools, parking in the neighborhood,

18 increased traffic, pressure for infill and flag

19 lots, safety for pedestrians, traffic interruptions

20 when trains cross, and potential crime problems.

21            I would like the McLoughlin alignment

22 studied so that we can compare the differences and

23 the negative impacts and choose an alignment which

24 does the least harm.  Thank you.

25            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you.  Ray Steelwell,
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1 Theresa Farrell.  Susanna, you're up to bat.

2 Susanna Pie, you're up to bat.  You're the next

3 contestant.  You're up.  Everyone else is gone.  We

4 have one more person after this.  Susanna, you're

5 up.

6            SPEAKER:  I didn't prepare anything.

7            MR. KLEIN:  You put your name down.

8            SPEAKER:  Who put my name down?

9            MR. KLEIN:  It's down here.  Someone put

10 it down.  Susanna Pie.  I didn't write it down.

11            Okay.  How about Charlie Stevens?  Okay.

12 We will take a five-minute break.

13     (A break was taken from 9:18 to 9:26 p.m.)

14            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you all.  We are all

15 back.  And we have gone through our list of sign-in

16 sheets.  So everyone who had spoken so far this

17 evening has spoken on the sheet that is here -- I

18 guess that's redundant.

19            Now, we're going back to the normal

20 Planning Commission meeting here.  So what I would

21 like to do is if anyone who is still here is

22 interested in speaking give them an opportunity to

23 come forward even if they did not sign the sheet.  I

24 believe, was there one person that --

25            MS. MANGLE:  I received a number of
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1 sheets here.  I wasn't sure if that meant people

2 wanted to speak or if they were just submitting

3 written testimonies, so...

4            MR. KLEIN:  I was told that there was one

5 person that would like to speak.

6            If I can just get you to sign this and

7 put your name on this and then we'll give you your

8 five minutes.  And then what we will do after Eloise

9 speaks then we will summarize the written testimony

10 at this point, and then we will adjourn the evening

11 for tonight, and then we will continue it on

12 Thursday.

13            I'm missing a golf game on Thursday, if

14 anyone wanted to know that, in San Francisco.  All

15 things paid.  I know.  I know.  It's not like I'm

16 missing a vacation or anything.

17            MS. BATEY:  I don't feel sorry for you.

18            SPEAKER:  Okay.  My heart's pounding.  I

19 am one of -- well, let's see.  My child goes to

20 Portland Waldorf, and I moved from Maryland to come

21 to this school, and we bought a house here, so the

22 reason we're here is because of the school.

23            And when I looked at the school I had a

24 big concern about the railroads behind the school.

25 And then when I began to find out more about the
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1 light rail I began to have really concerns.

2            I mean, I don't know if anybody has a

3 young child, but just the idea of having, you know,

4 a light rail right behind the school just yards to

5 where children are three-, four-, five-year-olds, to

6 me it's just -- as a parent of a young child it's

7 very unnerving.

8            And I think that the school would have

9 great problems attracting additional parents during

10 the years of construction and the following years.

11 If you think about it, the ripple affect over the

12 years you probably have thousands of children being

13 affected year after year by this light rail.  And I

14 just think, you know, advocating for the children

15 who will be affected, you know, by the light rail

16 going through.

17            I also think if you pull the rug out from

18 under the Portland Waldorf School, you know, you're

19 going to have a hard time attracting the parents to

20 the school.  So they're going to face, I think,

21 potentially financial hardship.  And if you pull the

22 rug out from under the school I think you pull the

23 rug out from Milwaukie, too.  Because I have come to

24 the community and now I go to my optometrist here, I

25 go get coffee every day during the day.
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1            I was talking to the guy that owns the

2 coffee shop and he says during the day there's not

3 as much traffic because most people are working.

4 Well, the Waldorf parents come during the day.

5 They're there all day, they're coming out at noon

6 with their kids.

7            So you have parents moving into the

8 community just for the school, and you have parents

9 shopping and doing business in the community and

10 bringing business to the community.  So I think if

11 you sort of potentially shoot an arrow through the

12 school here I think you're shooting an arrow through

13 the heart of Milwaukie, too.

14            So I'm very much for light rail.  I come

15 from D.C., so I'm very much for a light rail.  I

16 just think that we should consider some

17 alternatives.  And maybe that means behind the

18 school would be the best alternative, but I think we

19 owe it to ourselves and businesses and citizens of

20 Milwaukie to look at other options.

21            MR. KLEIN:  Trust me.  We're nervous,

22 too.

23            MS. COLEMAN:  Are you a Milwaukie

24 resident?  You are, right?

25            SPEAKER:  Yes, I am.
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1            MS. COLEMAN:  Thank you.

2            MR. KLEIN:  So I will close the public

3 testimony portion of the meeting at this point.  And

4 we will -- I'll look to Planning Director

5 Katie Mangle to summarize the written testimony that

6 we have at this point.

7            MS. MANGLE:  Thank you, Chair Klein.  The

8 staff, following planning of commissions direction,

9 advertised that the written comments would be taken

10 by planning staff up until Friday, June 7th -- or,

11 Thursday, June 7th, and so we submitted most of

12 that.  Everything we received at that point was with

13 the packet for this meeting.  And then we actually

14 have still received some material after that, and so

15 we've done our best to share that with you, as well,

16 and then we will do that again on Thursday if

17 material is received because since there are a lot

18 of people that are not able to make the meeting it's

19 important that they can participate, as well.

20            So I'm going to just quickly just go

21 through some of these.  All of these are in your --

22 you have them in your packets.  And they're also --

23 those packets are for everyone.  If you don't know

24 they are included up on the city's website for the

25 public.
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1            So Paul Hawkins wrote, and I think,

2 basically, it says that he thought that the

3 McLoughlin alignment might work and is worried about

4 having a large set of tracks going through a small

5 town and dividing it.

6            Michole Jensen, an Aredenwald

7 neighborhood representative resident is against any

8 alignment that would further separate downtown

9 Milwaukie from the Willamette River, and thought

10 that it would be detrimental to the riverfront park

11 planning and should not be considered.

12            Donald Hammang, Hector Kimble,

13 neighborhood resident and former Planning Commission

14 chair wrote that he supports the choice of adding

15 the Main Street or McLoughlin because primarily --

16 he outlined several points.  But, primarily, that he

17 thought it would serve the downtown better, and that

18 there are some new changes in downtown that were not

19 in place when they were studied before.

20            Pat Russell who is a resident of

21 Clackamas County submitted a lot of very -- detailed

22 thoughts about the environmental considerations for

23 the overall project and things that the city and

24 Metro should be considering with regard specifically

25 to the Kellogg Creek Watershed.  His recommendation
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1 is to consider the alternative alignments through

2 downtown and -- or emphasizes detailed light rail

3 alignments options crossing Kellogg Creek habitat

4 and the design of that bridge.

5            In the packet shared with you this

6 afternoon included some other e-mails.  One from

7 Greg Chaimov who lives in the Island Station area

8 supporting the inclusion of a McLoughlin and/or Main

9 Street alignment for several reasons.  And a lot of

10 them having to do with the purpose of NEPA and the

11 need to include -- look at different options.  And

12 also address the concerns of people who are nearby

13 the alignment.

14            A letter from Stephan and Lisa Lashbrook

15 states that they express their support for extension

16 of light rail through Milwaukie in the route that is

17 most likely to receive state and federal funding.

18 And that they believe that that is the existing

19 light rail right-of-way near the Milwaukie High

20 School and the Waldorf School, and express a desire

21 not to miss another opportunity for doing light rail

22 Milwaukie.

23            Dolly Macken-Hambright of the Linwood

24 Neighbor Association wrote a letter asking questions

25 about the process that we're using and wondering
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1 whether this is the proper legal forum for having a

2 conversation about the light rail as being -- the

3 forum being the Planning Commission.

4            And Ron Naso, superintendent of the North

5 Clackamas School District wrote a letter that

6 supports the city of Milwaukie and its efforts to

7 bring light rail to downtown Milwaukie.  And they've

8 been working with the city in doing this.  They

9 believe light rail will help in the development of

10 future downtown and have been working with both

11 TriMet officials and city of Milwaukie officials and

12 siting the light rail track and are comfortable that

13 their concerns about student safety and mobility can

14 be and will be addressed fully in the planning for

15 this project.

16            This afternoon I received a letter from

17 David Mealey who is the owner of the Milwaukie Pain

18 Relief and Wellness Center and yoga center downtown.

19 And, generally, his statement was that he does not

20 agree with a light rail alignment on Main Street and

21 is concerned about the impacts on downtown.

22            Those were the written comments I

23 received today, the staff has received, and if

24 others are submitted we can share those with you on

25 Thursday.
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1            MR. KLEIN:  Okay.  We are done at 9:30.

2 So I will adjourn this meeting and we will pick this

3 up on Thursday, the 14th, at six o'clock here.

4

5         (Proceedings adjourned at 9:37 p.m.)

6

7        (As a matter of firm policy, the

8 stenographic notes and computerized backup of this

9 transcript will be destroyed five years from the

10 date appearing on the following certificate, unless

11 notice is received otherwise from any part of

12 counsel thereto on or before said date of the 20th

13 day of June, 2012.)

14
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16
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19

20

21

22

23

24

25
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1                C E R T I F I C A T E

2

3            I, Denise C. Johnson, Certified Shorthand

4 Reporter, do hereby certify that the proceedings

5 were held before me at the time and place mentioned

6 in the caption herein; that said proceedings were

7 taken down by me in stenotype and thereafter reduced

8 to typewritten; and, that the foregoing transcript,

9 Pages 1 to 148, both inclusive constitutes a full,

10 true, and accurate record of said proceedings, and

11 of the whole thereof, to the best of my ability.

12            Witness my hand at Portland, Oregon, this

13 20th day of June, 2007.
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1                P R O C E E D I N G S

2

3            MR. KLEIN:  Good evening.  I'd like to

4 call the meeting to order and welcome you to the

5 Milwaukie planning commission meeting.  Agendas and

6 additional copies of the staff report are available

7 on the table in the hall.

8            If you have not picked up an agenda

9 please do so.  It contains important information

10 about the public forum process that will be

11 undertaken tonight.

12            Please sign the clipboard if you wish to

13 speak.  We will follow the basic format listed on

14 the back of the agenda.  It includes all the formal

15 presentations to the forum presentation.

16            There are no planning commission minutes.

17 This is for the public forum on Supplemental Draft

18 Environmental Impact Study, SDEIS, light rail

19 alignment.

20            This is the second part of a public forum

21 on Mayor Bernard's questions regarding adding the

22 McLoughlin and/or Main Street alignment to the South

23 Corridor Phase II SDEIS study is called to order.

24            The purpose of this forum is to allow for

25 public comment on Mayor Bernard's questions and for
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1 the planning commission to share observations with

2 Mayor Bernard on those questions.

3            Mayor Bernard's two questions are as

4 follows:  Number one, Does a large cross-section of

5 the community support the inclusion of a McLoughlin

6 and/or Main Street alignment in the South Corridor

7 Phase II SDEIS study?

8            Number two, Does a McLoughlin and/or Main

9 Street alignment have merit with regard to

10 downtown's future economic development, urban

11 design, and revitalization.

12            Tonight the planning commission will

13 continue the forum for public comment on those two

14 questions.  At the close of the public comment

15 portion of the agenda the commissioners will

16 deliberate and will be asked to vote on each of the

17 two questions separately.

18            The first question will be deliberated

19 and voted on first, followed by deliberation and

20 vote on the second question.

21            If you desire to testify please sign in

22 with the staff at the door, fill out a yellow card,

23 and when it is your turn I will recognize you.

24            When you come to the podium please state

25 your name and address for the record since the forum
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1 is being video recorded.

2            I would encourage those who are wishing

3 to speak to address one or both of the two

4 questions.  It would help the commissioners if you

5 could clarify, clearly state at the on-set of your

6 testimony if you are in support of or opposed to

7 adding the alignment to the SDEIS study.

8            If the group would like to make a similar

9 or related comment you may wish to appoint a

10 spokesperson to speak for all of you.

11            The planning commission has established

12 ground rules for this form and these rules are

13 printed on the back of the agenda for this meeting.

14            These are as follows:  Public comment

15 will be taken on a first come, first serve basis.

16 Each speaker will be limited to five minutes.

17 Planning commissioners may ask only clarifying

18 questions of the speaker, but only if the speaker

19 has finished and there is time remaining on their

20 allotted five minutes.

21            If you sign up to speak tonight but you

22 are not able to speak by the close of tonight's

23 meeting we ask that you submit written comment on a

24 yellow comment card.

25            The public comment portion will be closed
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1 this evening after everyone who wishes to speak and

2 has had a chance do so, or 9:00 p.m., whichever

3 comes first.  The planning commission will allow one

4 hour for atone deliberations.

5            Before we proceed with the public comment

6 portion of the forum I would like to first call on

7 the city attorney again to address the role of the

8 planning commission in this forum.

9            Then I would like to call the planning

10 directors to comment on our task related to TriMet's

11 options that have been presented.

12            MR. MONAHAN:  Mr. Chairman, members of

13 the commission, as I stated the other night the

14 capacity that the commission is acting in tonight is

15 an advisor to the mayor.  You do have a land use

16 application before you that you're making a decision

17 on.  There is no local land use decision.

18            So what we have done in this process is

19 try to construct a process that is as open and as

20 transparent as it possibly could to be elicit out

21 information from the public.  So you're acting as an

22 advisor tonight.

23            The standard that each commissioner is

24 living up to is to be as open-minded as you can

25 possibly can be throughout these proceedings.
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1            We asked the other evening whether or not

2 the members of the commission could meet that

3 standard, and each member of the commission stated

4 that at the time, so we'll adhere to that standard.

5            Third, I wanted to make the point that

6 your task is to respond to the questions as they've

7 been posed by Mayor Bernard.  That's your task

8 tonight, to respond to those questions, and it's

9 only task before you.

10            Then because of the shortness of time

11 that has been created by the process that TriMet is

12 under, it's important that tonight you conclude this

13 forum and forward a recommendation or an answer to

14 the two questions to Mayor Bernard.

15            As we mentioned on Tuesday night, because

16 there are so many folks who want to participate, and

17 we had a large number of speakers the other evening,

18 the same will be true tonight.

19            It will be important that as members of

20 the commission want to speak that they go through

21 the chair and be acknowledged by the chair before

22 speaking.

23            At this point do you have any questions

24 for me about the process that I might be able to

25 answer for you?  You did so well the other night you
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1 really didn't need me to reiterate these points, I

2 guess.

3            And I wanted to point out that

4 Rob Yamachika from our office is here to act in the

5 capacity as city attorney.  As I mentioned to you

6 the other evening I have another commitment.  So Rob

7 is going to sit through the process and he's going

8 to help with you the deliberations.  Thank you.

9            MS. MANGLE:  Good evening chair and

10 commission.  I'm just going to make a short -- I

11 want to remind you of a few things before we get

12 going.  I mostly just want to remind the planning

13 commission that they're difficult questions, and you

14 may not be able to formulate a recommendation to the

15 mayor.

16            Individual commissioners may not come to

17 the conclusions either.  And staff believes this is

18 understandable, given the nature of the subject at

19 hand, the complexity of these questions, and the

20 short time that was allotted to consider them.  And

21 we appreciate that's a difficult situation for

22 everyone to be in.

23            The issue -- keep in mind that as a

24 commission you do not have to decide the merit of

25 the McLoughlin or of the Main Street alignments as
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1 presented, or which one of them is best.  But the

2 question is just whether any use of these streets

3 for light rail seem supportable enough to warrant

4 their inclusion in the SDEIS study.

5            So it's not getting into the details

6 about the different options or the questions about

7 what TriMet has been able to pull together.  It's

8 about if there are -- there's enough promise there

9 that one of such an alignment should be studied in

10 the SDEIS.

11            So, therefore, "I'm not sure" is a

12 reasonable answer to one of these questions, as

13 well, so I wanted to reassure you of that.  "Yes,"

14 "no," but "I'm not sure," is also a reasonable

15 answer.  And I know you're all going to do your best

16 to come up with your best answers to this question,

17 also.  Any questions for me along those lines?

18            MS. COLEMAN:  Do we have a copy of that

19 forum?

20            MS. MANGLE:  Yes.

21            MS. BATEY:  I have a question.  I was

22 following everything you said until you said

23 something about the question being is there enough

24 -- I'm not sure how you worded it, is there enough

25 basis for this.  But, in fact, you know, is there
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1 enough basis to make them reasonable for including

2 in this study.

3            But, in fact, that's not what the mayor's

4 question says.  It says, does the city, does the

5 cross-section of the city think that there's -- that

6 they should be included in this study.  They don't

7 --

8            MS. MANGLE:  Right.  It's about the merit

9 of the alternatives.  And that's where --

10            MS. BATEY:  Yeah, that's --

11            MS. MANGLE:  Does that make more sense?

12            MS. BATEY:  Yes.

13            MR. KLEIN:  The planning commission will

14 now continue the public comment portion of the

15 agenda using the list from the sign-in sheet.  I'll

16 call three people up, and there will be the first

17 one, and then there will be the person who's on

18 deck, and then there will be the person who's in the

19 hole.  So anyone who knows baseball, the two seats

20 that are empty there will be the next two people

21 that will be coming up.

22            The first to speak will be Tom Kemper and

23 then Dee Dee Juhala and then I believe this is

24 David Aschenbrenner.

25            MR. MONAHAN:  Mr. Chairman, as I
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1 mentioned, I need to excuse myself, and I think you

2 were also going to explain how those lights are

3 working, right?

4            MR. KLEIN:  Yes, that's true, I'm sorry.

5 We didn't explain this last time, but the lights

6 will go green when it's ready to speak.  When the

7 yellow light comes on you have one minute and when

8 the red light is on your time is up.  And

9 Chair Newman will be kind enough to run this.

10            SPEAKER:  Good evening, Mr. Chair and the

11 commissioners, my name is Tom Kemper, I'm a managing

12 member of Kemper Co., which is the managing partner

13 in Main Street Partners.  We developed North Main

14 Village, we recently wanted the RFQ to do the

15 Milwaukie Town Center block.  We're proposing to

16 build 72 condominiums and about 16,000 feet of

17 retail.

18            You know, I'm here to testify against

19 both of the questions.  I guess, let me rephrase

20 that.  I would answer both of the questions in the

21 negative.

22            With respect to the McLoughlin Main

23 Street couplet concept is of most concern to us.  We

24 are at a view that you would destroy whatever

25 possibility there was in building a Main Street
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1 character pedestrian-oriented redevelopment of the

2 city in downtown.  You would destroy that, you know,

3 vision of being able to create that Main Street

4 character.  In addition, you're going to destroy,

5 you know, substantial parking in downtown.  For

6 those two reasons, you know, we're adamant against

7 the McLoughlin Main Street couplet concept.  If that

8 concept was chosen we would withdraw from the town

9 center block.  It just wouldn't make sense because

10 you would be obliterating, you know, the concept of

11 really building a Main Street in downtown Milwaukie.

12            With respect to the other two concepts,

13 at first blush I have to admit I was sort of taken

14 with them.  And when you study them they raise

15 concerns that are above magnitude that cause me a

16 lot of concern.

17            First, I think the traffic issue is

18 paramount.  McLoughlin's controlled by ODOT.  ODOT

19 is going to have significant say and it's going

20 to -- I think the issues, particularly at the

21 intersections of Harrison and the Park intersection,

22 would be of significant magnitude where it

23 effectively would -- coupled with the environmental

24 concerns and that it effectively would create enough

25 negative impacts and problems of a significant
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1 character that, you know, you would effectively kill

2 the ability to actually do that, do the option.  And

3 I think you have similar concerns with respect to

4 the McLoughlin center alignment.

5            You know, the traffic environmental

6 concerns are such a magnitude that in terms of

7 trying to fix those problems the cost of trying to

8 resolve those issues and the magnitude of those

9 problems, you won't be able to solve them.  And my

10 fear is that, in fact, you would lose the ability to

11 actually bring light rail to the city of Milwaukie.

12            I know that there have been a -- that a

13 lot of negative testimony has been elicited.  I

14 think it's primarily from the parents at Waldorf in

15 St. John's, and rightly so.  I mean, they are -- the

16 local preferred option does cause them negative

17 consequences.

18            But I think your charge is of such a

19 character where you really have to kind of do the

20 best thing for the entire community.  And I think

21 the local preferred alternative is far superior when

22 taken into account, you know, sort of the balancing

23 act of the kind of problems and costs that would be

24 encountered trying to go down the other avenue.

25 That's all.
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1            MR. KLEIN:  Do we have any questions for

2 Mr. Kemper?

3            SPEAKER:  Thank you.

4            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you.  The person in the

5 hole will be Sue Gianese.  And Dee Dee Juhala.

6            SPEAKER:  Juhala.

7            MR. KLEIN:  Juhala, I'm sorry.

8            SPEAKER:  My name is Dee Dee Juhala.

9            MR. KLEIN:  I'm sorry.

10            SPEAKER:  That's okay.  I am at 12845

11 Southeast Warehouse (phonetic) Lane in Milwaukie.

12            MS. MANGLE:  Excuse me, could you speak

13 into the microphone, please, and make sure everyone

14 hears you.  Thank you.

15            SPEAKER:  Do you want me to say my name

16 again?

17            MS. MANGLE:  No.  This is good.

18            SPEAKER:  And I am, again, putting

19 this into the -- these ideas into the Supplemental

20 Draft Environmental Impact Study.

21            I've been kind of out of the loop.  I've

22 been traveling.  I came home to read the review on

23 June 6th and found out about the people from the

24 Waldorf School, how they have suddenly decided that

25 this plan is not going to work for them even though



MILWAUKIE PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING 6/14/2007

(800)230-3302****(503)248-1003

TEACH REPORTING, INC.

14

1 the people who bought the Waldorf School knew about

2 it long before last week.

3            The idea of light rail has been an issue

4 in Milwaukie for many years.  And in 2003 the

5 community and the city council and Metro, I believe,

6 through meetings and other events approved the

7 current plan.  So there was a lot of input back

8 then.

9            And the idea of changing the proof plan

10 is not feasible to me for several reasons.  First,

11 having the light rail go down McLoughlin would cost

12 taxpayers and additional millions of dollars.  We've

13 just spent about a million dollars, the city of

14 Milwaukie, for the realignment.  Not to mention all

15 the state money, probably, from what I understand

16 around four million.

17            If the light rail were to go down the

18 center of McLoughlin, according to what Mr. Kemper

19 said.  I agree with everything he had to say, by the

20 way, it would disrupt the vehicular traffic that's

21 already on McLoughlin.  And according to ODOT,

22 there's approximately 40,000 cars a day that go from

23 south to north and vice versa.

24            If we were to have realign the boulevard

25 and start digging it up and putting in tracks and do
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1 other things it would be almost cost prohibitive.

2 And I don't think that ODOT and the city and whoever

3 else is going to give us the money are going to

4 probably approve that idea.  And, again, there is

5 really no direct route from the south to the north

6 other than McLoughlin unless you go across the

7 river.

8            Putting the line on the west side of

9 McLoughlin I believe would have a destructive impact

10 on the river front plan that took many, many years

11 to develop and is finally beginning its

12 implementation.

13            And I also understand that the river

14 board front -- sorry.  The river front board voted

15 six to one to oppose adding this plan to the

16 Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Study.

17            Any businesses along McLoughlin, as well

18 as Main Street, would be disrupted by both of these

19 alternative plans.  Parking spots which are already

20 a privy to Milwaukie will be limited or reduced by

21 about 30 percent more.  And Mr. Kemper discussed his

22 project on McLoughlin between Jackson and Harrison,

23 that would be -- well, as he said, it probably would

24 not be done.

25            Just when Milwaukie is finally starting
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1 to come alive when with new businesses and some

2 affordable housing this is not the time to disrupt

3 the plans that people have been working on.  I've

4 been living here for 40 years and the city's been

5 working on doing something with the riverfront and

6 McLoughlin ever since I can remember.

7            I'm going to skip over a few things

8 because it's already been mentioned.  The railroad

9 track that is proposed, the area proposed to be

10 used, has been there for I don't know how many

11 years.  It could be 100 years or 80 years.  And I

12 only personal know in the last 40 years of one

13 injury that occurred on those tracks, and it was

14 done on the trestle resulting from a child who

15 should not have been on the trestle when the train

16 was coming.

17            So, in summation, I would like to state

18 that you've heard my numerous reasons why these

19 alternatives, in my opinion, would have a

20 detrimental impact on downtown Milwaukie, its

21 revitalization and livability.

22            The current plan proves far less

23 disruptive to the city and to the entire region.  We

24 are not the only people going to be using the light

25 rail.  People will be coming from all over Clackamas
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1 County to be using it.

2            It's also my understanding that if this

3 is included in the impact study that there will be

4 further delays regarding the light rail.  And, as

5 Mr. Kemper also said, perhaps, you know, delay after

6 delay after delay the money's not going to be there

7 when we need it.  So thank you.

8            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you.  And I'm going to

9 make a correction here.  Last week that went yellow

10 at a minute and this week it goes yellow at 30

11 seconds.

12            So Mr. Aschenbrenner and Dave Green.

13            SPEAKER:  Chair Klein and commissioners,

14 Dave Aschenbrenner, 11505 Southeast Column Avenue.

15 You guys have tough jobs, again, you guys always get

16 the tough jobs.  Budget's easy, thank goodness.

17            MR. KLEIN:  We have food tonight, though,

18 David.

19            SPEAKER:  We arranged that, too.

20            When you ask a question like the first

21 one about the cross-section support of including,

22 and you have meetings like this you get a lot -- you

23 have a tendency to get a lot of one-sided.  You

24 don't get a real equal basis of the community.

25            A lot of people I've talked to says, why
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1 is it taking so long, the alignment is fine, when

2 are you going to start building that thing, we want

3 it now, we don't want to wait any longer.

4            So from the cross-section of the

5 community I hear from, and I'm sure there's a

6 percentage of the community that wouldn't come down

7 here and testify anyway because they're not

8 adamantly opposed to this project, you know.  It's

9 kind of a tough question to ask and answer.  And

10 that's really hard because a majority of what you're

11 going to hear is from the one side as opposed to the

12 whole community.  And that's -- it really makes it

13 tough for you guys to try to balance that out.

14            As to the second question, that's a lot

15 easier one to look at.  It's a lot easier one to

16 take into effect.  It's going to have an effect.  If

17 you add another alignment like this like what's

18 being proposed it's going to be devastating.

19            The first two people, Mr. Kemper and lady

20 that was just up here, you know, they hit it right

21 on the head.  The impacts are going to be

22 astronomical.  There's going to take a lot longer to

23 get this thing moving.  And I didn't want to go into

24 alignments because that's not really what we're here

25 to talk about.  We're here to talk about the two
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1 questions.

2            I was -- been working on this for many

3 years.  I was on the advisory group that came up

4 with the Tillamook branch option with the north

5 industrial businesses.  And when you really take a

6 look at the map, you really take a look at the

7 drawings, you try to figure out how do you bring

8 something like this in.  There are only two places

9 to bring it in.  You're either going to bring it

10 down to Tillamook branch where you have the

11 right-of-way already, or you're going to bring it

12 down Main Street through a real narrow corridor

13 through one of the busiest highways around, and

14 you're going to have impacts.

15            So it really boils down to there's not

16 really another way to bring light rail in and to be

17 able to move it through and beyond.  And I think

18 that's a really big part of this.

19            I'm really happy with the Park Avenue

20 concept because it moves it beyond.  It's not just

21 Milwaukie.  It's Milwaukie and beyond.  And I think

22 that's really important.

23            You start looking at couplers and all

24 this kind of stuff downtown and it makes it a real

25 tough -- how do you then move on and go beyond that.
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1            We've been studying this, like the one

2 lady said, for years.  Ever since I moved here,

3 since before 2000, I've been involved with this kind

4 of stuff.  And we need to get moving on it.  We need

5 to move forward.

6            Yes, there's some impacts to the school.

7 Yes, there's some impacts.  But that's what the

8 study is for.  That's what the study is going to

9 say, okay, how do we do this.  We build the

10 retaining wall, we build the landscaping, we build

11 the fencing that doesn't exist now on the present

12 right-of-way.  So these are things that will get

13 done that gets put into this.

14            And my last comment is going to be, you

15 know, and it's going to sound kind of cheesy and I

16 understand that, you know, as gas prices go up, rail

17 traffic is going to increase.  And at any time that

18 rail traffic that's on that rail line now can

19 increase, and there's nothing that any of us can do

20 about that.

21            So by at least putting into mitigation to

22 put the barricades into effect, protect the school,

23 protect the other properties, this by far is

24 something that has to be done.  We need to move

25 forward.
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1            And, unfortunately, I'm not going to stay

2 here all night so I will watch your deliberation on

3 TV at home.  But you guys got a tough challenge

4 ahead of you.  The mayor did not send you guys an

5 easy pitch.  You know, you're going to have a tough

6 time dealing with this one.

7            But I do believe that there is a part of

8 the community that wants this to move forward,

9 doesn't necessarily want to add anymore studying,

10 doesn't want to add anymore.  They want to see

11 construction get started.

12            And as for number two, you know, there's

13 going to be major impacts to this community.  I

14 mean, we've worked long and hard for the riverfront,

15 the downtown plan, and you know, everything else

16 that we've worked for in this community.  And a lot

17 of that is going to go right out the window if we

18 start tearing up the middle of downtown.

19            So it seems my little orange light is on.

20 Thank you very much and good luck.

21            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you, Mr. Aschenbrenner.

22 I believe this is Michael Brendan, or someone with

23 the last name Brendan, and -- Bradan, and then Sue.

24 Please step forward.

25            SPEAKER:  My name is Sue Gianese and I'm
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1 here representing ODOT tonight.  I'm the regional

2 traffic manager and I'm going to be reading at least

3 part of a document prepared by our regional manager

4 Jason Tell.  Would you like a copy of that?

5            MR. KLEIN:  Sure.

6            SPEAKER:  And I'll sit down so I can

7 speak into the microphone.  Good evening.  Thanks

8 for the opportunity to let us speak.  And I'll just

9 start with this comment at the beginning.

10            Dear commission members, On May 14th --

11 On a May 14th letter to the South Corridor Steering

12 Committee Mayor Jim Bernard requested time to

13 evaluate the possibility of adding McLoughlin

14 Boulevard and/or Main Street alignment to the SDEIS

15 study for the proposed Milwaukie to Portland light

16 rail project.

17            In response to the Mayor's request staff

18 of Metro TriMet have asked ODOT to enumerate any

19 observations or concerns we might have with such an

20 alignment.

21            While ODOT remains open to looking at all

22 possibilities there are several concerns we have

23 with these proposals.  McLoughlin Boulevard carries

24 a heavy volume of traffic.  And ODOT would have

25 serious misgivings regarding vehicles and pedestrian
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1 safety issues.  We also have problems with highway

2 operations and reduction in capacity especially

3 during our peak periods.

4            We expect additional traffic control

5 devices would be needed and -- such as signals, and

6 turning movements would be complex, and -- with the

7 addition of light rail with its associated stations

8 and pedestrian requirement.

9            If widening the highway is made necessary

10 we anticipate significant property impacts would be

11 required and, primarily -- which is primarily to the

12 east due to constraints on the west.  At least

13 that's what we think.

14            I'm not going to go too much farther.

15 You have two pages of bullets, okay.  And I'm going

16 to summarize.  The summary is we have significant

17 concerns about vehicular and pedestrian safety.  We

18 see that putting -- whether you put the alignment in

19 the middle or on either side mass transit is

20 pedestrian oriented.

21            And people, when they get on a bus and

22 when they get off of the bus and they want to catch

23 the MAX, wherever they get off the bus they're going

24 to walk a direct line to where they think the train

25 is going to pick them up whether or not it's in a
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1 crosswalk.  And so we have significant concerns with

2 pedestrian safety, also vehicular safety.

3            The proposed alignment both include a

4 diagonal crossing over the Harrison and McLoughlin

5 intersection.  And that would be -- you would

6 literally have to stop all traffic in all

7 directions, including right turns and left turns and

8 pedestrians for a period of time.  And may even --

9 you might even need to have dates, I don't know.

10            But that would be a safety concern for

11 the vehicles because they're not expecting a train

12 to be going diagonally across.  So we would have to

13 have some additional controls.

14            As far as capacity, about 4,200 cars a

15 day pass -- 42,000 cars pass a day on 99 here

16 through Milwaukie.

17            Kind of thinking through what the signals

18 would do at those diagonal crossings, we estimate

19 about a 25 percent decrease in capacity.  So 25

20 percent less cars would be through than they do now.

21 And right now we consider Harrison and McLoughlin to

22 be at capacity at VC and one -- you guys know that.

23 You're planning commission people -- at peak hour in

24 the afternoon right now.  So we'll have a 25 percent

25 reduction.
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1            The last thing -- I mean, that's -- and,

2 also, if you add more signals you start getting

3 gridlock and then the capacity will go down even

4 further.  That isn't decided.  But those are our

5 concerns.

6            We also have a concern with freight

7 mobility.  We are experiencing issues with

8 Interstate Avenue, with the light rail going through

9 there with restriction track movements because of

10 the way the station and rail and all the

11 intersections line up.  So we're also concerned with

12 that.  And that's about all I have today.

13            Do you want to ask me questions?  I'm

14 here to answer.

15            MR. KLEIN:  Do we have any questions?

16            MS. COLEMAN:  I have one question.  Your

17 concern is mainly with anything that involves

18 McLoughlin?  The Main Street couplet involves

19 McLoughlin -- pardon me?  You can say it.

20            MR. KLEIN:  You need to ask your question

21 first.

22            MS. COLEMAN:  If the Main Street -- if

23 there were a Main Street alternative did it include

24 McLoughlin, that's not what you're talking about at

25 this point?
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1            SPEAKER:  No.  About the impacts to

2 McLoughlin.

3            MS. COLEMAN:  Okay.  Thank you.

4            MR. KLEIN:  Her time is up.  I'm going to

5 ask one more time for a Michael Brandon, Brendan,

6 Bredon.

7            Dave, you are next.  But a doctor, maybe?

8            SPEAKER:  It's probably Richard Brandon.

9            MR. KLEIN:  That's probably it.  And

10 after that will be Michelle Brussard who has very

11 good penmanship, I might add.

12            SPEAKER:  Good evening.  Hi, appreciate

13 you guys being here two nights.  I couldn't make it

14 Tuesday.  It is -- it seems like a long baseball

15 game.  Maybe this is extra ending.

16            My name is Dave Green, I am the chair of

17 the Riverfront Board which is charged with

18 redeveloping a Riverfront Park in Milwaukie and

19 reconnecting that park to Milwaukie's downtown.

20            And I think most of you are aware of the

21 work that the board has been doing, this board has

22 been doing over the last ten years to reach

23 consensus on the design of a park.  That includes

24 boat ramps, parking, and many natural features, and

25 a lot of amenities for all of Milwaukie, including
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1 connection to the downtown.

2            Many of the issues that we've struggled

3 with as a board over the last ten years are driven

4 by the size of this park.  It is a very narrow strip

5 of land and there is great competing use for the

6 small space that is contained within the park which

7 is bounded by Johnson Creek and Kellogg Creek and

8 Willamette River.

9            I think we've made some remarkable

10 progress with the community over the last year or

11 two in reaching consensus on some very difficult

12 space-related issues like parking and those kinds of

13 things.

14            So speaking first as board chair, I just

15 want to let you know that on Monday night of last

16 week the board voted by a vote of six to one to not

17 recommend, in fact, to recommend that the

18 alternative alignment not be included in the SDEIS.

19            And the board was very clear, even the

20 one descending vote, that any alternative that

21 impacts the part one compromises of the existing

22 park design were not acceptable to the board.

23            Most of you probably have meeting notes

24 from that and so I'm going shift gears here and I'm

25 going to talk as Dave Green citizen who lives at
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1 5431 Southeast Willow Street, who personally has

2 been involved with Riverfront Board for ten years

3 and has spent a lot of time dealing with both

4 downtown and Riverfront Park issues.

5            I personally am adamantly opposed to

6 considering a McLoughlin or Main Street alignment as

7 part of the south corridor EIS study.  I've handed

8 out a couple things.  One is the park design that

9 we're currently in the middle of advancing.  Another

10 is a letter which captures most of my comments

11 tonight.  And the last is a series of photos who are

12 mostly taken on Interstate Avenue of the existing

13 rail line up there.

14            All of the alternatives developed for the

15 McLoughlin corridor impact the Riverfront Park in

16 three major ways.  All of them take green space out

17 of the existing park, all of them reduce the

18 existing park footprints, all of them reduce or --

19 actually, all of them increase the competitive needs

20 of the park and the competing uses of the park.

21            Light rail with a route down McLoughlin

22 will impact boat ramp parking, it will impact our

23 quiet space in the park, it will impact our ability

24 to improve the creek and the river habitat, and

25 people uses of the park.
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1            In addition, I notice that most of the

2 alternatives require the use of retaining walls in

3 order to support light rail and the stations.  Those

4 retaining walls -- here's a photo of a retaining

5 wall here on your picture.  They would have a huge

6 impact, as well, adding additional concrete

7 structures and barriers in the park, and, again,

8 impacting the ability of the park to serve as a

9 retreat and a natural area from downtown.

10            Second issue that I have is that all the

11 alternatives separate the Riverfront Park from

12 downtown.  And Tom Kemper touched on this, but all

13 of the alternatives widen the distance across

14 McLoughlin.  All of them create additional physical

15 barriers including electricity lines, fences, and

16 additionally impede the movement of people between

17 downtown and the park.

18            Not only is the physical movement of

19 people impacted but all of the views from downtown

20 will be impacted by electric lines, additional

21 track, and a wider McLoughlin with more concrete,

22 more hardscape, and less green space.

23            Finally, I want to just touch on an issue

24 that other folks have hit on.  But I want to

25 emphasize that all of these alternatives will impact
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1 the progress of the park design and the permitting

2 effort that we're going through right now.

3            Just two weeks ago we sat through

4 meetings with the Oregon Solutions Group which

5 involves ODOT, Johnson Creek Watershed Council,

6 Metro, parks, a number of representatives -- I'll

7 finish up here, Jeff.

8            MR. KLEIN:  Thanks.

9            SPEAKER:  -- and my concern is that

10 halting progress of the design work would seriously

11 impact the momentum that we've built for the park,

12 and I believe that this is counter to what all of us

13 have been working for.  Just to wrap up --

14            MR. KLEIN:  I think we have to -- we've

15 held it pretty close --

16            SPEAKER:  All right.  Well, you can see

17 my final comments at the end of the letter, and,

18 obviously, I'm opposed to both recommended questions

19 that have come up.

20            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you.

21            SPEAKER:  So thanks.

22            MR. KLEIN:  Ed Zumullt and Richard.

23            SPEAKER:  Hi, commissioners.  I am

24 Richard Brandon.  I am the deputy planning director

25 for Metro which has the oversight for this project
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1 right now.  And first I want to just thank you for

2 the opportunity to be here and thank you for this

3 process which I think is going to help inform what's

4 the right thing to do in this particular corridor

5 with respect to moving a transit option forward.

6            The project staff who listened to the

7 testimony Tuesday night, last night, felt that it

8 would be actually helpful for me to come here and

9 answer some of the questions that were raised last

10 night.

11            So I'm not here to give you an opinion on

12 this particular question.  I'm here to listen to the

13 remarks and also to try and answer a couple of the

14 questions that were raised last night.

15            First question was, one commenter asked

16 why we couldn't just stop the light rail north of

17 downtown and provide a transfer to streetcar in

18 Milwaukie, and I'm going to give you a two-part

19 answer to that.  The first part deals with the issue

20 of transfer.  The second part is dealing with the

21 whole issue of streetcars.

22            The first part, our overall goal for any

23 project that we would try and proceed with in this

24 region is to connect major centers with high-quality

25 transit service.  The major centers have the highest
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1 concentration of jobs and housing in the region.

2 And our goal is to try and provide good

3 transportation access between all of these tenants

4 both on the roadside and on the transit side.

5            Providing good transit service between

6 these centers also not only provides good transit

7 service but it also helps the auto users because

8 it's actually taking cars off the road.  So it's

9 helping both the transit users and the users of the

10 road system.

11            Requiring a transfer north of the

12 downtown, basically, would significantly degrade the

13 transit service that we would be trying to provide

14 with such a project.

15            The transit service itself, one of the

16 things that we've learned through the years is that

17 a transfer is a negative to people who want to

18 conveniently use a system, and there's today over

19 100,000 people a day that are doing that on the

20 existing system, and it would be sort of like

21 stopping a road north of Milwaukie and then making

22 everybody that -- where the road stopped figure out

23 another way to get downtown.  It's inconvenient and

24 it really hurts the overall goal of trying to be

25 convenient, because I think as you would all
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1 understand when things aren't convenient they tend

2 not to be used.

3            Also, this line, while it is intended to

4 try and serve Milwaukie, would also be serving point

5 south of Milwaukie, not just Milwaukie itself, and

6 potentially even going on to Oregon City some day.

7 So one of the issues would be what are you doing for

8 all of those people that are living south of

9 Milwaukie?  And how are they going to be able to

10 access the line?  And would you want all of the

11 users of this line to actually be traveling through

12 Milwaukie to get to the light rail that would be

13 stopping somewhat to the north of the city?

14            MR. KLEIN:  Can you hold your testimony

15 for just a second.  I'd like to ask a question and

16 take a small break here.

17            Kate, can I speak to you?  Just two

18 minutes, please.

19               (Pause in proceedings.)

20            MR. KLEIN:  I'm sorry, I needed to take a

21 few minutes here and ask for some questions with the

22 staff.  What I wanted to do is go back through the

23 two questions that need to be responded to and why

24 we're having a discussion here.  So I'm going to go

25 back through.  So I would like the public comment
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1 portion just to be related back to these two

2 questions.

3            And the first question is, if I can find

4 what page I'm on here, Does a large cross-section of

5 the community support the inclusion of the

6 McLoughlin and/or Main Street alignment in the

7 southeast corridor phase II SDEIS study, and, Does

8 the McLoughlin and/or Main Street alignment have

9 merits with regard to downtown future economic

10 development, urban design, and revitalization.

11            So I would like public comment to pertain

12 around those two issues.  And with that, Richard,

13 I'm going to let you continue.  You have one minute

14 and 54 seconds.  I'm sorry, but you're on the clock.

15            SPEAKER:  Well, in restricting my comment

16 to those two issues that's actually not why I was

17 asked to be here, so I think I will not address

18 those two issues and in that I'm here to listen to

19 public comment with respect to those two issues and

20 not offer my own particular opinions on this.

21            So I would just close by saying that we

22 at Metro, and I think I can speak for TriMet on

23 this, we're here to listen to the community, we want

24 to work with the community, and we will certainly

25 try and move forward in concert with whatever the
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1 community's wishes are as we get into this process.

2            MR. KLEIN:  I appreciate that.  We have

3 one minute, 15 seconds left.  Do we have any

4 questions for Richard?

5            MS. BRESAW:  I was going to say how could

6 he answer that first question about does a large

7 cross-section of the community, he would not really

8 know.

9            MR. KLEIN:  He would not know.

10            MS. BRESAW:  It does not really apply to

11 him.

12            MS. COLEMAN:  And is there a point?  I'm

13 asking a procedural question.  In the evening,

14 because I know that we had a lot of comments from

15 Metro and so forth at the last meeting, is there not

16 going to be a point this evening where we can

17 address more question?  That's not going to happen?

18 You hear my question about --

19            MS. MANGLE:  Yeah, you asked if there

20 was, basically, is there going to be anymore

21 presentation from the staff, the TriMet staff?

22            MS. COLEMAN:  Yeah, time to chew on the

23 information last time and then maybe have more

24 questions this evening?

25            MR. KLEIN:  I have stopped the clock just
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1 so that everyone knows so that we can answer this

2 procedural question, and then we will get back to if

3 we need to ask Richard a question.

4            MS. MANGLE:  No, it's not on the agenda

5 for this evening.

6            MS. COLEMAN:  Okay.

7            MR. KLEIN:  No, so it is not of the

8 agenda that TriMet or Metro will be coming back to

9 speak.

10            Do we have any questions for Richard?

11 Thank you.  Les Poole, you're in the hole.  And

12 Michelle Brussard, please.

13            SPEAKER:  Hi, I'm Michelle Brussard, I'm

14 the executive director of the Johnson Creek

15 Watershed Council at 1900 Southeast Millport Road in

16 Milwaukie.  And I will endeavor to answer two

17 questions as succinctly as possible; although, given

18 your restatement of questions I feel somewhat

19 intimidated.

20            MR. KLEIN:  Don't feel intimidated.

21            SPEAKER:  The Johnson Creek Watershed

22 Council, just for the record, is a community-based

23 501 C3, which began as the Friends Group in 1990 to

24 address concerns and issues around the health of

25 Johnson Creek and its watershed, which includes
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1 portions of the city of Milwaukie and the confluence

2 area Johnson Creek with the Willamette.

3            The board is a reflection of our

4 Watershed community and an expression of the

5 expertise critical to collaborative conservation and

6 watershed restoration.

7            We've worked towards our mission to

8 facilitate the investment in the Johnson Creek

9 Watershed Council for over 15 years.  And in that

10 capacity we've had the honor of participating as a

11 member of the Milwaukie Riverfront Board and the

12 Oregon Solutions Planning Team.

13            We feel strongly that the master plan has

14 been developed for the Riverfront Park, honors

15 deeply imbedded community values around downtown's

16 revitalization, as well as natural resource values.

17            The council, I have to say, has a vested

18 interest in the conditions of the confluence of

19 Johnson Creek and the Willamette River.  And that

20 will invariably affect the viability of your

21 downtown's revitalization.  Even though it is a

22 travel corridor for salmon, it's not necessarily

23 people, which is certainly the focus tonight.

24            We have learned, as many here have, on

25 June 4th that alternative light rail alignments were
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1 proposed along McLoughlin Boulevard that would

2 require placement of a retaining wall in Johnson

3 Creek and in Kellogg Creek, and require absconding

4 with the swath along the entire length of the

5 Riverfront Parks eastern edge from 12 to 41 feet

6 wide, and I think you've heard from Dave Green why

7 that is such an anathema.

8            And irreparable harm to habitat access

9 and water quality I think also should be of great

10 alarm and cannot do anything but detract from

11 downtown's revitalization and its viability.  Not to

12 mention clean water in Johnson Creek as a

13 off-channel refusia for Willamette River salmon

14 that's moving through the system.

15            The proposed alternatives for us are

16 completely and utterly unacceptable.  The disregard

17 for repeatedly expressed community values that

18 express the desire to embrace the riverfront and its

19 natural resources and provide a clear and ready

20 access from the community through downtown to the

21 river.  To not honor those community values would be

22 a true tragedy.

23            To move forward and include the

24 McLoughlin alternatives as proposed in the SDEIS,

25 which furthermore delay indefinitely final design
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1 and permitting processes, it compromises fundings to

2 the Milwaukie Riverfront Project that has already

3 graciously and patiently awaited a decade.

4            That said, for over a decade the city of

5 Milwaukie, TriMet, Metro, and the Milwaukie

6 community, business, and schools, the Watershed

7 Council, federal, state, and local government

8 agencies have met to create transit alternatives

9 that meet public objectives and respond to forecasts

10 of an additional one million-plus people that will

11 move into the Portland area and the North Clackamas

12 County, expected to exceed the area's transportation

13 system.

14            Now more than ever is a time to move

15 forward in a measured and consistent manner, even as

16 we acknowledge that we are doing so in a somewhat

17 different planning -- and I need my glasses -- and

18 land use environment that we were six years ago.

19            In doing so I ask that we honor

20 community, economic, and natural resource values at

21 stake, as well as the need for expanded transit

22 choices by using all of the tools available to us.

23            And I would hope that as a discussion

24 unfolds that we don't separate the natural resource

25 values from the very important downtown
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1 revitalization values, because the two, in fact, go

2 hand and hand.  Thank you.

3            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you.  Do we have any

4 questions?  Thank you.  Siegward Elsas and

5 Ed Zumullt, please.

6            SPEAKER:  Ed Zumullt, 10888 Southeast

7 29th, Milwaukie.  Chair Klein, commissioners, is

8 there a wide based support for studying new light

9 rail alignments including McLoughlin and Main and

10 others?  I believe there should be.  Why?  In the

11 late 20s and early 30s McLoughlin was built

12 effectively cutting us off from our roots, the

13 river.

14            In '69 Highway 224 was built cutting us

15 into two villages.  For years before we've been

16 bisected and trisected by the Tillamook line and ESP

17 mainline, so on the map we resembled a pie chart

18 more than a city.

19            Now we want to top off the misery by

20 cutting another north/south swath through our city,

21 light rail stopping eastwest traffic every three to

22 four minutes during a.m. and p.m. rush hours and

23 every eights or so minutes the rest of the day until

24 midnight.  This would completely devastate retail on

25 downtown Main Street.
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1            At the time the LPA was adopted many

2 promises were made.  The regional government was to

3 do everything possible to push the junior high place

4 as a community center.  Access was to be provided

5 across McLoughlin to our river.  A parking structure

6 was to be built for Milwaukie citizens, business

7 employees, and retail shoppers to revitalize the

8 city.

9            I was blinded by the gifts to bestowed

10 and readily voted to adopt the LPA, as did many

11 others of the neighborhood group.  And then I

12 blinked.  Was I naive?  What happened to the

13 promises?  But we must move on.

14            A remark was made recently by a staff

15 member that there was a perception that Metro,

16 TriMet, and our city staff were lined up against a

17 large portion of our citizens on this matter.  This

18 perception should not be allowed to stand.  Politics

19 and power plays should dissolve in this important

20 matter.

21            There is no reason why all of the

22 stakeholders involved cannot sit down together and

23 work out a solution that will benefit everybody and

24 everything, including the Milwaukie of the future.

25 That's all that really counts, or am I still naive?
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1 Thank you.

2            MR. KLEIN:  Do you have any questions for

3 Mr. Zumullt?  Thank you, Ed.  Ed Parecki, you will

4 be next.

5            SPEAKER:  Good evening, Les Poole, 15115

6 Southeast Lee.  I'm in the Oak Grove neighborhood.

7 And the alignment as proposed has finally worked its

8 way from Milwaukie up my direction regardless of how

9 it eventually gets there.

10            Interestingly, we did make the newspaper

11 today.  And a lot of folks in this room and a lot of

12 people who have a vested interest are in here,

13 including the mayor.  And to try and answer

14 questions, question number two is a little easier so

15 of course I'll take that one first.

16            It's hard to say where you can fit this

17 thing because of the constraints.  And, obviously,

18 we're dealing with constraints that mean our

19 planning commission needs a better handle and a

20 better understanding and a better basis.  By that --

21 I realize we don't spend millions of dollars, but we

22 need a little better basis for what is this really

23 going to look like?  How much space is it really

24 going to take?  And without more study than what's

25 been done it's really hard to do.
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1            To try and answer the question as to

2 alignments, we've already got several of them out

3 there, some of which have got part of the working

4 group recommendation mixed with some other good

5 ideas.

6            I'm not here to endorse any idea.  I just

7 think that this question provides a framework that

8 limits a bigger discussion and needs to take place.

9 And I'm hard-pressed to define a large

10 cross-section.  And I understand what the mayor is

11 trying to ask, but I'm not trying to pick that

12 question apart, but if I asked you all what a large

13 cross-section was it would be interesting.

14            I'll just conclude by saying, the staff,

15 the city, a lot of us have got interests, time,

16 effort, financial and otherwise, in this issue.  So

17 I think more study is required and that's why the

18 second question is so easy to say yes to, and why I

19 would recommend that we do look a little deeper.

20            I do want to point one thing out.  And

21 that is the materials that are available now that

22 you're creating certainly are far more vivid, easier

23 for the layperson to understand.  If I talk about

24 Kellogg Lake and the limits there in the future,

25 which I probably will, it's easy for people in the
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1 room and for you folks to visualize it.  So not to

2 get off the subject, but it's nice to see some

3 materials that help with the process.  Thank you.

4            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you.  Do we have any

5 questions?

6            MS. BATEY:  Yeah, I didn't know, he

7 answered number two yes.  Did he answer number one?

8            MR. KLEIN:  I think that his position was

9 that he was -- he was encouraging us to take a look

10 at the second alignment.

11            SPEAKER:  I'm struggling to answer the

12 second question, as are probably most of you.  Thank

13 you.

14            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you.  Siegward and

15 Mark Gamba.

16            SPEAKER:  My name is Siegward Elsas.  I'm

17 a neurologist at OHSU.  I deal with people with

18 attention deficit problems, with epilepsy, people

19 who are sensitive to environment impact.

20            I am also here to testify as a former

21 Waldorf student.  I know what the methods are and

22 how important it is to have quiet environment for

23 students to learn.

24            I live in the Collins View neighborhood,

25 and I spend on average two days a week here in
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1 Milwaukie.  I come here on the weekend because of

2 the Waldorf School, because of the adult education

3 opportunities here.

4            So I'm here to testify in the affirmative

5 on both of these questions.  I think that the

6 school, as well as the children who are taught in

7 there, are an essential asset of the community.  So

8 I think that affects a large cross-section of the

9 community.

10            And the school, as well as the people who

11 are educated, will have an impact on the economic

12 development and revitalization of downtown

13 Milwaukie.

14            So we have seen in the last decades that

15 there is a steady increase in attention deficit

16 problems.  As a result of the increasing

17 industrialization and increasing noise levels and

18 overstimulation through the media this has become a

19 major problem that has a large economic impact on

20 the workforce because people are not able to focus

21 as well on what they need to be doing because of

22 this problem.

23            If the light rail passes as close to the

24 school as is proposed in the current version, and

25 there will be trains passing every three to four
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1 minutes during rush hour, every seven minutes to

2 eight minutes in between, there will be a continuous

3 overstimulation that will affect children negatively

4 in their development that will likely affect them

5 throughout their entire lifetime.  And so affect the

6 population that will be living here in the city.

7            In addition, I think just negatively

8 affecting the school as a major asset to the

9 community will be the wrong choice to do.  In

10 addition to the children's education it also is an

11 instrument for adult education.

12            And what we're here for is not to make a

13 final decision as to how the tracks are supposed to

14 be laid.  It's just a question, do we need to

15 consider an alternative or not.  And I think any

16 impact evaluation will not have much meaning if

17 there is no alternative.  So I would say it's

18 essential to have an alternative available.

19            And an additional factor is -- I believe

20 that if the only option is in the currently chosen

21 track past the school it will be too far away from

22 the downtown section.  So all those businesses that

23 have spoken here about the negative impact of having

24 the light rail close by I think will also have a

25 positive impact if the people have it easier to be
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1 close to the businesses.  So as it is proposed it is

2 simply too far away from the businesses to be used.

3            Those would be my comments.  If you have

4 any questions.

5            MR. KLEIN:  Do we have any questions?

6            MS. COLEMAN:  Because I'm curious, where

7 is Collins View.

8            SPEAKER:  Burlingame.  It's just on the

9 other side of the Riverview Cemetery.  So I come

10 down the --

11            MS. COLEMAN:  I know where it is.  Thank

12 you.

13            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you.  I believe after

14 this we could probably do a case study on

15 overstimulation, so...

16            Mark Gamba and how about Jim Young.

17 Jim Young.  Go ahead, Mr. Parecki.

18            SPEAKER:  Good evening, members of the

19 planning commission, my name is Ed Parecki.  My

20 address is 10600 Southeast McLoughlin Boulevard in

21 Milwaukie.  Thank you very much for giving me this

22 opportunity to address all of you in this very

23 important issue.

24            I'm here tonight as an individual

25 downtown Milwaukie business owner Spring Creek
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1 Coffee House, where we serve the best coffee in

2 town, open seven days a week.

3            I'm also here as a downtown Milwaukie

4 property owner, I'm here as a parent of two Waldorf

5 high school graduates, and one entering the 12th

6 grade.  I'm also here as the chair of the Milwaukie

7 Businesses for an Alternative Alignment Coalition.

8 And I'm also here as the co-organizer of a petition

9 to include an alternative alignment for light rail.

10            I'm also here tonight to answer the two

11 questions posed by Mayor Bernard.  Question number

12 one, Does a large cross-section of the community

13 support the inclusion of a McLoughlin and/or Main

14 Street alignment in the South Corridor Phase II

15 SDEIS study?

16            Let me please present the members of this

17 commission a copy of 629 signatures from a

18 cross-section of the community that supports the

19 inclusion of an alternative alignment.

20            As to question number two which reads,

21 Does the McLoughlin and/or Main Street alignment

22 have merit with regard to the economic development

23 and revitalization of downtown Milwaukie?  Let me

24 also please present the members of this commission a

25 copy of signatures from 25 individual businesses in
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1 the downtown Milwaukie area that support the

2 inclusion of an alignment, alternative alignment, in

3 the SDEIS.

4            It is obvious by this outpouring of

5 support that both of these questions posed by the

6 mayor can only be answered by a resounding yes.

7 Please accept this clarification.  All of the people

8 signing the petition felt that the conclusion of an

9 alternate alignment was prudent and responsible.

10 What we want is to have another alignment, whatever

11 it may turn out to be, included in the SDEIS.

12            Not including another alignment will

13 prevent any other alignment but the Tillamook

14 alignment to be studied ever.

15            TriMet has provided incredible details

16 for three possible alignments, all of which at first

17 glance look impossible to accomplish.  This gives us

18 the impression that there is no other possible other

19 alignment; yet, they provide means with a Tillamook

20 alignment to go beneath existing railroad tracks,

21 beneath Highway 224, over Johnson Creek, to a school

22 it's school, a church, a lumber yard, and over

23 Kellogg Lake.  And one is to believe that the

24 environmental impact statement will show that all

25 impacts can be mitigated successfully?
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1            We're not asking for a choice of a

2 specific alignment.  We're asking for an alternative

3 alignment be included in the SDEIS.  In the event

4 that two alignments are studied and both meet muster

5 with the study then we can choose.

6            Including only one alignment in the study

7 will only serve to validate the alignment not

8 supported by the citizens and not really to study

9 it.

10            Others want you to believe that Waldorf

11 had prior knowledge of the light rail coming through

12 Milwaukie.  I challenge anyone in this room to prove

13 to me that they already know for certain that light

14 rail is coming to Milwaukie before the Supplemental

15 Draft Environmental Impact Study is completed.

16            Metro's promoting high density in the

17 downtown core area by investing in real estate.  It

18 is also Metro's goal to get people out of their cars

19 and into mass transit.  Why not join the two goals

20 and provide a light rail to the existing North Main

21 project and the proposed Milwaukie Town Center.

22            We've heard from many, including

23 Commissioner Coleman, giving ideas for another way

24 to get from here to there.  One cannot in a short

25 span of three weeks come up with an answer to this
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1 complex question.  Let's take the time to come up

2 with an alternative that provides the best solution

3 for all concerned.

4            We all support light rail and see the

5 long-term benefits it provides.  I urge you to

6 listen to the 653 community voices speaking to you

7 right now and include another alignment in the

8 Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

9 Thank you for your time.

10            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you.

11            MS. BATEY:  I'd like to know of the 629

12 signatures how many are Milwaukie residents?

13            SPEAKER:  I did not take that count but I

14 would say 70 percent is my guess looking at it

15 briefly.

16            MS. MANGLE:  I don't have copies.  I can

17 pass this around and maybe get it back to me for the

18 record.

19            MR. NEWMAN:  How many of those 600 did

20 you say were business members?

21            SPEAKER:  There's two separate petitions.

22 One is just for the businesses.  There's 25 actual

23 business owners who signed.  The rest 629 were

24 individuals.

25            MS. COLEMAN:  I have a question about the



MILWAUKIE PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING 6/14/2007

(800)230-3302****(503)248-1003

TEACH REPORTING, INC.

52

1 petition.

2            SPEAKER:  Thank you.

3            MR. KLEIN:  Our time is up.  Thank you.

4 Catherine Brinkman.  Mark.

5            SPEAKER:  Good evening, ladies and

6 gentleman, Mark Gamba, my residence is 10414

7 Southeast 24th Avenue, Milwaukie.  My business is at

8 10600 Southeast McLoughlin Boulevard, Milwaukie.

9 I'm a commercial photographer, I contract with

10 National Geographic, and I have a small gallery here

11 in Milwaukie.

12            The answer to both of those questions I

13 believe is yes.  And I actually believe that an

14 alternative alignment can do more to revitalize

15 downtown than the current alignment.

16            I've lived in New York City, I've spent a

17 great deal of time in Washington, D.C.,

18 San Francisco, and Chicago, all of which have

19 excellent to moderate train transportation

20 intra-cities.

21            One thing I've noticed in all of those

22 cities is that the most vital -- most vital streets

23 in those cities with the most businesses are doing

24 well and always busy are the streets that the trains

25 run on.  That's something to be very clear about.  I
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1 can show you a map of New York City and map it right

2 out.

3            I believe there is an alignment that

4 could have light rail both tracks running down Main

5 Street.  One way the traffic on Main Street going

6 south, one way the traffic on 21st Street going

7 north, as far as Peatro's.

8            And then you still have parking on Main

9 Street on one side of the street, you have free

10 rights on one side of the street, and you have

11 controlled lefts with signals just like they do

12 downtown.  I can draw all that out if you'd like at

13 some point.

14            But, in any case, what it does is it puts

15 a station right at your park & ride instead of

16 people having to cross McLoughlin.  It keeps from

17 destroying the park.  It keeps from affecting the

18 Johnson Creek Watershed.  And it doesn't have any

19 affects on any schools.  There are no takings in

20 that plan.  Not a single building needs to come

21 down.  And it brings the transportation and the

22 people right to downtown Milwaukie, the place we're

23 trying to revitalize.

24            You've got your high-density population

25 growth that you're trying to achieve here.  People
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1 love to walk outside of their door and get on their

2 transportation.  It's perfect.

3            If you cause the station to be out behind

4 the lumber yard I'll bet you dollars to donuts that

5 most of the people at the North Main will not walk

6 that far to get on the train.  They'll take their

7 cars.

8            The other thing that allows you to do is

9 put a station right at the park & ride.  So the

10 people that do drive from surrounding area go to

11 that park & ride.  It crosses the lake just like it

12 would in the current proposal and continues down to

13 the large park & ride in Oak Grove, or wherever

14 they're planning to put that.

15            I think that that alignment would cause

16 revitalization of Milwaukie and solve all of the

17 problems that all of those people seem to have.

18            I've even looked at what would happen

19 with the North Industrial and I have some ideas on

20 how to solve their problems. So I'm happy to go

21 through that with whoever would like to hear it.

22 But I think it's a very solvable problem, and I

23 think that you can solve the problem and revitalize

24 Milwaukie all at the same time.  Thank you for your

25 time.
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1            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you.  Do we have any

2 questions?

3            MS. BRESAW:  I just want to say if you do

4 have the answers it would be nice if you did talk to

5 TriMet and Metro.

6            SPEAKER:  I actually tried.  I would be

7 happy to if somebody could set something up

8 officially where I could sit down.

9            MS. BRESAW:  I mean, they're here

10 tonight.  So during intermission you could talk to

11 them.

12            SPEAKER:  All right.  Thank you.

13            MR. KLEIN:  Scott Churchill will be, and

14 Jim Young, please.

15            SPEAKER:  My name is Jim Young, I live at

16 12121 Southeast 39th.  And I listened to all of the

17 talk last night, one-sided from the Waldorf School

18 and that area.  And I listened tonight at the

19 beginning of the discussion about the businesses,

20 some of them pulling out.

21            And I agree with what the last gentleman

22 said, we do need an alternative study.  I do agree

23 with that.  But I guess I'm still of the opinion of

24 several people in Milwaukie that -- from years ago,

25 something we voted no on, light rail.  That would be
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1 my vote.  I don't really know why we need light rail

2 in Milwaukie.

3            It seems it's either going to disrupt the

4 businesses, park area, waterfront, or it's going to

5 disrupt neighborhoods or schools or whatever.

6            So my feeling would be go for the

7 alternate study.  But I still don't understand about

8 the need for light rail, other than the fact that it

9 may have something to do with the business golden

10 rule.  That those that have the gold make the rules.

11 Thank you.

12            MR. KLEIN:  Do we have any questions for

13 Mr. Young?

14            MS. BRESAW:  I just have one question.

15 Don't you think traffic will get worse and worse,

16 though?  Do you drive McLoughlin during rush-hour

17 traffic?

18            MR. KLEIN:  I think that asking that

19 question extends past the two questions that we have

20 before us.

21            MS. BRESAW:  Okay.

22            SPEAKER:  I guess my thinking is if we're

23 going to go down Oregon City why not extend the

24 light rail that's going down 205?

25            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you for your time.
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1 Michael Gipson and Catherine Brinkman.  I've had

2 nightmares of this moment.

3            SPEAKER:  We meet again.  Hi.

4 Catherine Brinkman, 2513 Southeast Lake Road.  Let

5 me just state for the record that this is the second

6 time in calendar year 2007 that the city has aligned

7 me with Ed Zumullt.  And I think you should be

8 afraid and city council should be afraid because I'm

9 afraid

10             But I do agree and Ed Zumullt, and, in

11 particular, I agree with the gentleman, the

12 photographer who just spoke about the alignments

13            I can think of no better way to

14 revitalize downtown than to put MAX on the downtown

15 street

16            It seems to me that TriMet and everyone

17 else is sort of creating a -- sort of a Chicken

18 Little scenario, the sky is falling, as if MAX has

19 never been put through a city before

20            You only need to walk to Downtown

21 Portland to see how well MAX integrates with

22 traffic, businesses, and pedestrians to know that it

23 works.

24            I'd actually planned that for later on in

25 my speech, but, in any event, you want me to answer
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1 two questions.  My answers are yes and yes.

2            And now I have two questions for you.

3 The first question is, why are you here?  And the

4 second question is, why are you here?  I'm not

5 talking about an existential pontification of the

6 greater meaning of life.  I'm talking about why are

7 you here?

8            The first reason you're here is not to

9 consider the merits of any one alignment.  I can

10 assure you that it takes a little more --

11            MR. KLEIN:  Catherine, I have to

12 interrupt you and by no means am I Shh-ing you.  So

13 I will make the statement that we are not here to

14 answer questions but we are here to look at the two

15 questions that are before us.

16            SPEAKER:  It's a rhetorical question that

17 goes to the merits of --

18            MR. KLEIN:  I understand.  So if you can

19 limit your comments to the two questions that are

20 posed that would be great.

21            SPEAKER:  I'm about to.  If you'll allow

22 me I will.

23            So the first question, why are you here,

24 not to consider merits because TriMet cannot

25 possibly come up with every detail of every proposed
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1 alternative alignment here tonight.

2            The question is, is there significant

3 community support?  And that answer is yes.  And the

4 next question is, why are you here.  I would like to

5 know, in general, why it is that it is such a big

6 deal to request that an optional additional

7 alignment be included?  We're not asking for a

8 decision.  We're asking to simply have something

9 else under consideration.  For the life of me I

10 cannot figure out why that is such a big deal.

11            Since when has a government giving its

12 citizens choices been a problem except for now?

13 It's one of the most ridiculous things that I have

14 ever seen.  I can not for the life of me fathom why

15 it would be that it's such a hard decision to make

16 to give the citizens another option.

17            And I guess I'll conclude, Jeff, with

18 this statement that a lot has been said about what

19 happened in 2001, with the locally preferred

20 alternative.  And where we were in 2001 is not where

21 we are today on a nationwide level.

22            Think, pre-before 9/11, can you imagine?

23 So many things have happened in this city that

24 merits a look at an alternative alignment.  It is

25 simply not the city it was in 2001.  And the city we
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1 have now is a city that we are going to have going

2 forward.

3            This is a major investment and a major

4 piece of infrastructure that's going to exist long

5 after any of us are on this planet, most likely.  So

6 let's give it the time, the money, the patience.

7 Let's swallow our pride and let's do the right

8 thing.  There's no need to rush.  Thank you.

9            MR. KLEIN:  Do we have any questions for

10 Catherine?  Thank you, Catherine.  That went far

11 better than I could have anticipated.

12            Mike Stacey, please, and Scott Churchill.

13            SPEAKER:  My name is Scott Churchill,

14 2708 Southeast Monroe Street, Milwaukie.  Thank you,

15 Chairman Klein and fellow commissioners.  I'll try

16 to be brief.  It's a powerpoint presentation and

17 five minutes is quick but we'll do our best.

18            I'm here tonight speaking on behalf of

19 Milwaukie Transportation Coalition which consists of

20 Historic Milwaukie NDA, Lake Road NDA, Portland

21 Waldorf School, St. Johns's Church and School,

22 friends of Robert Kronberg Park, and friends of

23 North Clackamas Park.

24            The question is, is there sufficient

25 support to study an alternative alignment, number
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1 one, I believe, yes.  Number two, does the

2 alternative alignment help downtown Milwaukie, I

3 believe, yes, as well.

4            Multiple conceptual alternatives are

5 possible.  Detailed tactical solutions need more

6 time, as many people have said tonight, for proper

7 development.  Choosing among tactical solutions

8 without the SDEIS data is not using industry best

9 practice standards of design.

10            There is support to study alternatives.

11 Certainly the Riverfront Board had its position and

12 it had a presentation put in front of them, and I

13 respect their decision; the North Industrial didn't

14 really have a board voting, and it was probably

15 mixed; downtown businesses are probably mixed; the

16 MBAA, the Milwaukie Business Association for

17 Alternative Alignment we heard from tonight.  There

18 were 25 of those; Historic Milwaukie was unanimous;

19 Lake Road was unanimous; St. John's, Portland

20 Waldorf all are by far over 80 percent, if not more;

21 and Friends of Kronberg Park are in support of it.

22            But there needs to be sufficient time to

23 properly explore alternatives.  And as

24 Catherine Brinkman said tonight, we appreciate the

25 opportunity to explore those.
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1            Yes, there is enough citizen support to

2 study alternative alignments.  TriMet presented

3 three different concepts, the double tracks down

4 western McLoughlin, double tracks down the center of

5 McLoughlin, a couplet plan, a loop which is through

6 McLoughlin on Main, and those were developed in less

7 than four weeks.

8            And these tactical plans do not respect

9 the years of work done by the various groups of

10 citizen input.  We are looking for an opportunity to

11 brainstorm with citizen input.  These are the

12 visuals you've all seen from the TriMet concepts.

13            But is it too late to study additional

14 alternatives?  The answer is no, in my opinion.

15 Recent developments from the TriMet concepts are

16 that plans are being developed more all the time.  A

17 termination at Lake Road is now triple track, not

18 double as shown on April 26th.

19            Plans were written and, again, a

20 pedestrian overpass along working group alignment

21 has been suggested by Commissioner Sam Adams on May

22 14th.  It's much different than what's shown on

23 April 26th.

24            Again, detailed tactical solutions need

25 more study during the SDEIS process.  And choosing
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1 among tactical solutions without that data is not

2 using best standard practices.

3            In the interest and productive

4 brainstorming we'd like to consider some ideas which

5 might be a double track on Main, a single track on

6 Main Street, a split S on McLoughlin, and a single

7 track down the middle of McLoughlin.  All those need

8 to be studied in more detail.

9            I'll spin through these quickly.  You can

10 see the general images.  Again, at this point we're

11 doing an elevated proposal over Millport to solve

12 the North Industrial issues.  And a single track

13 down Main is a possibility.  And, again, that would

14 also feed into a single track beyond Millport, as

15 well.

16            I got a split.  That's the split we're

17 talking about before.  And that certainly has some

18 challenges but it's certainly worth studying.  And,

19 again, a split and elevated Y over Millport, and

20 then a single option down the middle of McLoughlin

21 has some impacts, as well.

22            So any analysis -- an alternative

23 analysis we believe that at least it has merit to be

24 studied.  And, again, the position from the

25 Milwaukie Transportation Coalition is that it
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1 supports a privily scaled fiscally and

2 environmentally responsible transportation

3 solutions, including light rail and streetcar.

4            MTC recognizes benefits for those schools

5 and neighbors of Milwaukie of having transportation

6 solutions within walking distance.

7            The prospect of a light rail line

8 situated adjacent to Portland Waldorf School,

9 St. John's School, Historic NDA, and Lake Road NDA

10 sites raises concerns regarding the safety of our

11 children, the quality of the school, and

12 neighborhood environments, and the integrity and

13 ecological help of all the affected properties.

14            At the present time there's a lack of

15 adequate information to endorse or impose any of the

16 specific detailed alignment studies.

17            The South Corridor Steering Committee is

18 getting ready to begin another phase of the

19 environmental impact study in which four

20 alternatives are being studied across the Willamette

21 and a fifth down to Park Avenue.

22            Again, we are requesting that the Main

23 McLoughlin alignment also be studied as an

24 alternative.  We believe this alternative will add

25 value to downtown Milwaukie.  And such a study
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1 within the SDEIS process with adequate time,

2 information, needs to be decided for the best

3 solution.  Thank you very much.

4            MR. KLEIN:  Charles Bishop, and next

5 would be Michael Gipson.

6            SPEAKER:  Mr. Chair, commissioners, my

7 name is Mike Gipson.  I live at 11614 Southeast

8 33rd. I don't really have much for you.  It seems

9 just from what I've seen here that a fair number of

10 people are interested in studying the alternative

11 alignment.  I agree.  I think that's probably a very

12 good idea.  There's no point in limiting our

13 options.  We do that sometimes by the pressures put

14 upon us.

15            The other thing is the question about the

16 alignment having an impact on the economic

17 development and revitalization of downtown

18 Milwaukie.  I believe it will have an impact and I'm

19 afraid it's not a very good one.

20            I took the liberty of stopping by Google

21 on the way down here.  And I'm -- and I realize it's

22 completely unscientific and it's going to give you

23 more a feeling than anything else.  But if you put

24 TriMet and crime together you get 235 hits in

25 six-tenth of a second.  If you put light rail and
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1 crime you put 10,800 hits in a tenth of a second.

2 If you put light rail and crime and actually

3 separate the words you get 106,000 hits in

4 eight-tenths of a second.

5            There's an article in the Tribune talking

6 about robbers that seem to be linked to at least

7 geographically linked with where the light rail

8 system is.  It talks about shootings near the MAX

9 line.

10            Finally, the point of all of this is I'm

11 really not convinced that this light rail is a very

12 good idea for Milwaukie.  And if we insist on having

13 it let's make the minimum number of stops and put

14 the stations at the end of this and keep them as far

15 away from the heart of the city as we possibly can.

16            Finally, as a resident of the part of

17 Milwaukie that's not old town, it's nice to see all

18 this happening far, far from me.  That's all I have.

19            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you.  Do we have any

20 questions?  I actually have one question.

21            SPEAKER:  Sure.  Yeah.

22            MR. KLEIN:  With the count that you did

23 with Google were you able to run a test with just

24 crime and see how many that came up with without

25 light rail?
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1            SPEAKER:  No.  It was very quick and

2 dirty.  It just came up on a whim to see what would

3 even happen.  But it seems to me there's a lot of

4 hits.  Admittedly, they're not all here for TriMet.

5 They're not all in this area.  But the pattern seems

6 to be that these systems bring a fair amount of

7 crime with them.

8            MR. KLEIN:  Sue D'Agnese, and Mike please

9 come forward.

10            SPEAKER:  Evening, I'm Mike Stacey.  I

11 live at 2740 Southeast Kelvin Street.  I'm on the

12 Riverfront Board, and tonight I find myself in a

13 quandary.  For the first time I disagree with

14 Ed Zumullt and I agree with Dave Green.

15            We've been on the Riverfront Board for a

16 long time together.  We've been on opposite sides of

17 the fence for a long time.  We've worked hard to

18 come to an agreement that the city agreed with that

19 the community agreed with, and anything that will

20 impact that will just be a negative to the city.

21            We've been trying to open up the park to

22 the downtown.  Adding light rail down McLoughlin

23 will build a bigger barrier than McLoughlin already

24 is.

25            I grew up in Milwaukie.  I moved into the
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1 house right now where I live in 1955.  I went to

2 St. John's.  I went to Milwaukie High School.  My

3 kids went to what is now Waldorf, back then it was

4 the middle school.  The train tracks have always

5 been there.

6            Back in our day the trains ran on a lot

7 more regular basis than they do today.  They say

8 that that may come back.  They are a lot noisier

9 than what TriMet is or what MAX would be.  I don't

10 see that as a detriment to the learning abilities of

11 the kids.  And that's just how it is.

12            It's always been a good community to live

13 in.  I see the light rail as a conduit to get from

14 Milwaukie to my job in downtown.  I don't see it as

15 an avenue for people to come here and shop.

16            I think the Tillamook alignment is the

17 best one.  And the people I have talked to do not

18 support McLoughlin Main Street, so...

19            MR. KLEIN:  Do we have any questions for

20 Mr. Stacey?

21            MS. BATEY:  Yes.  Can you give us -- that

22 last comment about the people that you've talked to,

23 like, are you talking about outside the Riverfront

24 Board, or how many people --

25            SPEAKER:  Neighborhoods and friends just
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1 in a general conversation.

2            MS. BATEY:  Do you have any number of how

3 many people that --

4            SPEAKER:  No.  Just neighbors and

5 friends.

6            MS. COLEMAN:  I have a quick question.  I

7 understand -- I'm assuming that as a part of the

8 Riverfront Board and based on the fact that brought

9 that into your comments, you're opposed to the

10 McLoughlin alignment?

11            SPEAKER:  Correct.

12            MS. COLEMAN:  When you said Main Street

13 McLoughlin you're talking about the Main Street

14 McLoughlin couplet?

15            SPEAKER:  Uh-huh.

16            MS. COLEMAN:  Are you opposed to

17 conceptually downtown Main Street, as well, or --

18            SPEAKER:  I prefer the Tillamook

19 alignment.

20            MS. COLEMAN:  Thank you.

21            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you.  Charles Bishop

22 and Sue should be here and also David Kohl.

23            SPEAKER:  Good evening.  My name is

24 Charles Bishop representing Pendleton Wollen Mills.

25 I'm here to speak against -- or as opposed to both
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1 of the questions before you tonight.

2            Pendleton Wollen Mills has been doing

3 business in Milwaukie for over 50 years.  Our

4 current operations include a 68,000 square foot

5 facility at 8500 Southeast McLoughlin, and a 80,000

6 square foot distribution center at 2516 Southeast

7 Melville Drive.  These operations employ over 50

8 people.

9            Pendleton has been involved with light

10 rail planning since the early 1990s through meetings

11 with the city of Milwaukie, the city of Portland,

12 Metro, TriMet, and ODOT.  Pendleton has also

13 participated with the North Industrial Working Group

14 and currently with the Transportation System Plan

15 Update.

16            The various light rail options will have

17 a significant impact on our ability to continue

18 existing operations or expand them in Milwaukie.

19            To address the mayor's request, does a

20 large cross-section of the community support the

21 inclusion of the McLoughlin or Main Street

22 alignment, I'd answer, no.

23            The additional options presented do

24 nothing to address the current very significant

25 transportation issues in the North Industrial
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1 neighborhood.  The additional options studied only

2 increase the potential impacts to the North

3 Industrial neighborhood.  And despite the testimony

4 earlier tonight, I know of no one, not one of our

5 neighbors in the North Industrial District who

6 supports the inclusion of these additional

7 alignments.

8            The second question, does McLoughlin

9 and/or Main Street alignments have merit with regard

10 to downtown's future economic development, urban

11 design, and revitalization, I would answer, no.

12            The additional alignments would have

13 significant negative economic development impacts to

14 the North Industrial neighborhood and its ability to

15 provide employment and economic growth.

16            The addition of a second rail corridor in

17 downtown Milwaukie would compromise the potential

18 for urban design.  And, finally, the McLoughlin and

19 Main Street alignments would create severe negative

20 transportation impacts to McLoughlin, Highway 224,

21 and the North Industrial and downtown streets.  So I

22 think those alignments would stifle the city's

23 revitalization efforts.

24            The purpose of building light rail to

25 Milwaukie is to resolve those impacts.  Not to
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1 create them.  I also think that the proposed

2 alignments would also impact the city's efforts to

3 reconnect to the Willamette River.

4            Light rail planning is a complex and

5 arduous task.  The concerns raised with the

6 Tillamook alignment through downtown can and will be

7 addressed through the public involvement, education,

8 and design.  TriMet has demonstrated the ability to

9 successfully address those concerns in every

10 community in the region.  The city of Milwaukie with

11 its dedicated staff and involved citizens will be no

12 different.

13            So I urge the planning commission to

14 recommend the mayor to support the three alignments

15 in the South Corridor Phase II refinement report and

16 reject the requested study, the McLoughlin and Main

17 Street alignments.  Thank you.

18            MR. KLEIN:  Do we have any questions?

19 Thank you.  Sue D'Agnese, David Kohl.

20            SPEAKER:  My comments are -- fall outside

21 of those two questions so I withdraw.

22            MR. KLEIN:  Okay.  John Otsyula.

23 Sean McCrary.

24            SPEAKER:  My name is Sean McCrary, I live

25 at 3020 Southeast 70th Avenue in Portland.  As a
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1 parent of a 5-year-old student at the Waldorf School

2 it seems to me that I and the school as a whole are

3 important members of the community.  I realize I

4 don't live in Milwaukie but...

5            I can imagine that many of you here who

6 don't have kids at the Waldorf School see the

7 alignment that's in favor as the one with the least

8 negative impact.  And I can appreciate that many of

9 you have spent a great deal of time and effort

10 moving this project forward.

11            I think it would be a mistake to have

12 spent all those resources and end up with a less

13 than ideal outcome overall.

14            Vibrant and healthy communities and

15 societies are built to strong foundations and

16 carefully guided by its citizens.  These foundations

17 include grade schools, and these citizen leaders

18 start out as school children.

19            The idea of deliberately doing something

20 that would so negative impact the lives and

21 development of our children and by extension our

22 future, the future of the community, without fully

23 considering every reasonable alternative seems like

24 a needlessly sort-sighted course.  I would answer

25 yes to both questions.
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1            MR. KLEIN:  Do we have any questions?

2 Thank you for your time.  Are you John?

3            SPEAKER:  Yes.  My name is John Otsyula,

4 I live on 2515 Southeast Lake Road.  I'm an

5 environmental scientist and I have worked as a

6 regulator and have permitted many transportation

7 projects such as this.

8            And what I'd like to -- in the process of

9 answering these questions I would just like to talk

10 about the national environmental policy acts of

11 1969.  That was called NEPA.

12            What NEPA requires is that the public is

13 in need of a project for the proposed action

14 started.  Then a determination was made -- this is

15 for the interest of the public.  A determination is

16 made whether it gets a categorical exclusion or

17 if -- a categorical exclusion would be like fixing a

18 pothole; in other words, it doesn't impact the

19 environment any more than it already has.

20            And then an environmental assessment is

21 done.  And then if there's a finding of no

22 significant impact, which is Fonzi, not Fonzerelly

23 but Fonzi, then the project goes into action.  If

24 there is significant impact then an environmental

25 impact statement is proposed.  And is written.
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1            In the process of writing an

2 environmental impact statement that's where all of

3 this issues come in right now.  At the end of the

4 environment impact statement a record of decision is

5 made and then implementation of the action.  That

6 was NEPA.  Now, NEPA has many, many qualifications,

7 but public participation is one of them.

8            Now, let me just read to you what the

9 importance of public participation is.  NEPA seeks

10 to guarantee that environmental impacts are given

11 full consideration in the decision-making process of

12 the federal government through the public

13 participation.

14            NEPA envisions this decision-making

15 process as a consorted process with

16 regularly-scheduled conversations between government

17 officials and the general public each time an

18 activity which might have an environmental impact is

19 being considered by the government.

20            When a federal agency fails to engage the

21 public appropriately in a NEPA process it runs the

22 risk of making a decision that is not the best it

23 could make.

24            It is likely to be less efficient in its

25 decision-making process.  What's more the final
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1 decision is less likely to enjoy the support of the

2 public, and in the case of controversial projects

3 may therefore not receive the funding support

4 necessary from congress for a project to proceed.

5            MR. KLEIN:  John, I'm going to interrupt

6 you just for a second here, because, again, we need

7 to have -- we need to keep the comment towards the

8 questions.

9            SPEAKER:  I am in the process of

10 answering this questions.

11            MR. KLEIN:  Okay.

12            SPEAKER:  Okay.

13            MR. KLEIN:  You have one minute and 23

14 seconds left.

15            SPEAKER:  Okay.  Respectful and trust for

16 the judgment of the public analyze NEPA.  In

17 addition, NEPA gives the public a place at the table

18 in cognition of a fundamental fact which has moral

19 imperatives attached to it.

20            Federal agency officials and

21 decision-makers are often transient in the community

22 in which a project is located.  They rarely have to

23 live long term with the good or bad impacts of the

24 project they oversee.

25            The public, however, often has roots
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1 which run generations deep and will be impacted by

2 the proposed action for the rest of their lives.  In

3 other words, local folks have to live with what

4 happens in their community and bureaucrats and other

5 officials do not.

6            This is not meant to suggest that

7 officials have a disrespectful approach to

8 decisions.  It's to note, though, that the public

9 has a deeper and more profound incentive in the

10 ultimate decision.

11            Now, having said that, I've looked at

12 what Metro produced.  And they have a timeline here.

13 It looks like we're catching -- we're trying to

14 close the door after the horse has left the barn.

15            Let me suggest that the answer to both

16 questions is yes, and the public's in need for the

17 project is improper under NEPA.  I have nine points

18 here that I can make.

19            MR. KLEIN:  I'm sorry, you're out of

20 time, John.

21            MS. MANGLE:  You can state that in

22 writing.

23            MR. KLEIN:  You can state that in

24 writing.

25            SPEAKER:  No, no, don't worry.
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1            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you.  Carol Merwin,

2 please, and then Susanna Pai, for real.

3 Carol Merwin.  And then following that will be

4 Marilyn Denham.

5            SPEAKER:  Hi, my name is Carol --

6            MR. KLEIN:  Please speak into the

7 microphone.

8            Speaker:  Hi, my name is Carol Merwin and

9 I don't -- I'm not currently a resident of

10 Milwaukie, but I do feel like as a parent at the

11 Waldorf School I participate in your community.  I

12 come here five days a week and I've made a really

13 conscious effort to support the Milwaukie community

14 by buying things here, shopping here, eating in

15 restaurants here, going to grocery stores here.

16 Things that I could go a block from my own home I

17 intentionally do here.  And my husband and I have

18 considered moving to Milwaukie.  The full draw

19 being, you know, closer proximity to the school.

20            But what I just want to share with you is

21 my feeling that this is a one-time opportunity for

22 Milwaukie, you know, bringing in this transportation

23 solution, which I totally would support light rail

24 coming to Milwaukie.

25            It's a one-time opportunity.  If it's not
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1 done right there won't be an opportunity to redo it

2 or fix it.  I mean, once it's done, it's done.

3            So from that standpoint I would ask that

4 these additional options be included in this study.

5 From just hearing the comments here tonight it's

6 clear to me there's not a consensus that one thing

7 is definitely better than the other.  It seems like

8 there is a very divided opinion.  And including this

9 other option in the study would give more time to

10 sort some of that out.

11            And I feel like strong schools,

12 neighborhoods, families, do support and are very

13 vital to a vibrant community.  So in that sense

14 doing this in a way that can be a positive thing for

15 the school, and we would feel very positive about

16 being able to take light rail.  A lot of people

17 currently take the bus and ride bikes and get to the

18 school in all different ways.

19            So I just think more time to study and

20 look into this, clearly there is not a really clear

21 consensus within the community.  And that would

22 be -- and on a very personal level I have to say

23 it's been somewhat painful for me to see the level

24 of disregard for the children in the community.

25            You know, we've heard a lot about
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1 businesses and cars and parking and very little

2 about children and families and making it a great

3 community to live in.

4            So I feel like -- I speak for myself, but

5 I feel like I -- in terms of being a parent at the

6 Waldorf School I just want to share with you that we

7 really share a common goal, I think, in having a

8 very vital, prosperous downtown Milwaukie that has a

9 strong business community and a strong community art

10 and, you know, wonderful events that people want to

11 come to.  That's just my speech.

12            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you.  Do we have any

13 questions?

14            MS. COLEMAN:  I have one question.  Did

15 you say if light rail came to town you would be able

16 to take it to the school?

17            SPEAKER:  I think I probably could take

18 it because I live in Northeast Portland.  It would

19 be a little circuitous, but, yeah, I think it would

20 be more likely that my husband and I would move to

21 Milwaukie.

22            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you.  The "for real"

23 Susanna Pai, and Marilyn Denham will be next.

24            SPEAKER:  Susanna Pai, 12351 Southeast

25 42nd Court.  I want to apologize Tuesday for the
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1 confusion.  I work straight ten hours that day and I

2 rush over here.  And he said sign and I signed.  So

3 I apologize for that.

4            And then, secondly, I want to appreciate

5 the staff.  I know there are a lot of frustration

6 for the staff that they work so hard for this

7 project and they don't seem to be appreciate.  And I

8 want to emphasize that we do appreciate the staff.

9            And no matter what happens, I think they

10 did a wonderful job, they're great.  You know, I

11 can't emphasize enough that we love them.  We really

12 like that.

13            Especially, I can give you an example.

14 Yesterday Gavin came to our meeting and showed us a

15 packet about Quiet Stone, and he give us a short

16 presentation.  And then at the end of the

17 presentation he said, Do you think -- Do you feel,

18 he said, Do you feel this is a good project for the

19 tax dollar, and do we have the support from the

20 Lake Grove NDA, and we pass.  We all pass.

21            Because not only we pass for his

22 presentation.  We also pass the way that the -- the

23 job was done, was really clear and cut.  Even the

24 pros and cons, we weighed it and we think that is

25 absolutely a answer yes to the questions, that it is
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1 a well-spend money for our tax dollars.

2            So that is something that we want to see,

3 you know, from our staff or from the -- what we call

4 customer service.  And he did a wonderful job, you

5 know.  And I want to expect that -- to make sure

6 that the staff understand that that we appreciate

7 that.

8            And to answer those two questions, those

9 are two co-questions from Jim.  My personal feeling

10 is, yes, you know, it is necessary.

11            And, however, in the meantime I really

12 like to get more questions answered from those two

13 questions.  Especially the draft here on McLoughlin

14 Boulevard west detail one, coming from Main crossing

15 diagonally from the intersection, Sean, you know, I

16 think that is not fair for all these people to come

17 up to such a -- with such a short notice and try to

18 do something so much, you know, I don't think it's

19 fair for them.

20            However, he was saying that they was

21 scratching their head on how to present this.  And

22 to us we're also scratching our head.  From looking

23 at this, you know, alignment it seems like that is

24 really unsafe.  And for all four-way-stop to stop at

25 one train to go across every three, four, five
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1 minutes is just, doesn't work, you know.  So that's

2 all the questions I have for them.  Before they make

3 any decision I like them to answer that, you know.

4            And then another question is last year we

5 have the city street maintenance department come up

6 and say that we are short of funding because there

7 are so many local streets that are tearing down we

8 need to repair them.

9            Why are we spending our resource and

10 energy on doing this light rail versus repairing the

11 street?  Why are we tearing down the street?  Why

12 can't we just repair the street?  What is the

13 priority?  What is more important to us, you know.

14            So is light rail -- I'm the first person

15 would really go for -- hands-up for public

16 transportation because I don't like to drive, but I

17 have to drive.  However, is light rail really the

18 one answer for the public transportation?  So that's

19 my questions.  Thank you for your time.

20            MS. QUTUB:  I have a question for you.

21 Did I understand you to say that you are for this?

22            SPEAKER:  I am for the study, yes,

23 definitely.  I am for the study.  And I'm for the

24 public transportation.  I understand what they think

25 the quality public transportation is important.  But
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1 how do you define quality public transportation?  Is

2 it light rail the only answer to quality public

3 transportation?  That is my questions.  Thank you

4 very much.  Anymore questions?

5            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you, Susanna.

6            SPEAKER:  Thank you.

7            MR. KLEIN:  Marilyn Denham.

8            SPEAKER:  Good evening, my name is

9 Marilyn Denham and I control some property here in

10 Milwaukie.  I do not live here but I do shop here.

11 I love the Farmers market.  Actually, I love

12 Milwaukie.  I just like the quaintness of it, the

13 historicness of it.  I actually have purchased

14 historic -- or an older home, early 1900s, that I'm

15 going to be renovating.

16            And I think I am definitely -- I

17 definitely believe that a large cross-section of the

18 community would support the inclusion of McLoughlin

19 if properly done.

20            I also think that a large cross-section

21 of the community may not necessarily have been made

22 aware of all of the proceedings that we've had, just

23 as I was not aware, except for one of my neighbors,

24 which is Waldorf School.  I am one of the properties

25 -- I will be highly impacted by the Tillamook line
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1 going through.  So that business is -- has many

2 people, over 200 people, maybe closer to 300 people

3 that it will affect.

4            And I really don't understand how it

5 would be possible for anybody in good conscience to

6 have the Tillamook line go through in the way that

7 it is going through now.  I think it's terrible to

8 endanger children the way that -- that is so close

9 to the Waldorf School it's ridiculous.  I mean, it's

10 hard for me to even believe that it's being looked

11 at that way because it seems like at the very least

12 it should be moved somewhere else just for the sake

13 of safety because you are definitely going to be

14 endangering a large part -- quite a bit of the

15 community.

16            So the way that rail line goes down it is

17 level at one end.  I watch children playing exactly

18 where the rail line was going to be.  And I thought,

19 Oh, my God this is going to be awful, okay.

20            So I do believe that alternatives are

21 very possible.  I also listened to Metro and I think

22 they did a fine job of explaining things, but they

23 also were very clear that this is just the beginning

24 and that this procedure right now is at a very tiny

25 part of the whole procedure.  And what I got from
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1 their conversations is that the procedures kind of

2 like this and we're like down here, just a small

3 piece.

4            So what that could mean is that we can

5 submit other alternatives.  The process is lengthy.

6 As long as they get them in there we can still work

7 to promote if -- you know, I'm not against the

8 businesses.  I think we should all work together,

9 not pin ourselves against each other, but work

10 together to resolve this problem in a way that will

11 help both of us.

12            And I do believe that having it down near

13 the waterfront and near businesses would be a huge

14 impact, yes, and a good one most of the time.  There

15 is some negative impact, I do believe, because there

16 is crime.  But it will be farther from the

17 neighborhoods.

18            I think it's much easier to handle those

19 things when it's away from the neighborhoods and not

20 smack dab in the middle of the neighborhoods as it's

21 going right now.

22            So my suggestion is that we go ahead.

23 And I do agree with both those, and that I don't

24 think it's a big deal to include them, and I think

25 that we can keep right on working with Metro in
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1 evolving possibly even other solutions because as I

2 understand it they have leeway from now until they

3 get much further down the line.  So I think that was

4 everything.

5            Oh, the other thing was that I happened

6 to talk to a business friend, I do business here

7 also in Milwaukie, and he knew nothing about these

8 meetings, nothing whatsoever, even though I was told

9 that the businesses were contacted.

10            So, you know, I'm very concerned that all

11 this information is not getting out to all the

12 people.  And I'll bet a lot of people don't even

13 know that the rail could be in their backyard.

14            So I say let's go ahead put this on --

15 you know, put it out there for Metro to bring in to,

16 I guess it's for federal -- so they can get federal

17 funding or whatever they have to do, that's their

18 big timeline or deadline, and let's keep working on

19 this.  Let's not stop.  And let's try to get

20 something that everybody is going to be able to feel

21 comfortable with.

22            It may not be perfect but it may be

23 something even that isn't exactly there now, but

24 maybe close.  You know, that maybe there would be a

25 few little changes here or there that would please
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1 both businesses and neighborhoods.

2            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you.  Thank you for

3 your time.  Is there anyone else who is interested

4 in signing up on the sign-in sheet to speak?  We are

5 going to take a 10-minute break and then allow

6 whomever would like to sign up continue with

7 discussions.

8     (A break was taken from 7:59 to 8:12 p.m.)

9            MR. KLEIN:  We ran a little longer, I

10 apologize.  We have too much cheese.  So with that,

11 we have three people who have signed up.  We have

12 Susan Lake, Spencer Moore, and Cheryl Fisher, and

13 those are the last that we have on the sign-in

14 sheet.  So with that said Susan Lake and then

15 Spencer Moore and then Cheryl Fisher.

16            SPEAKER:  Hello, my name is Susan Lake

17 and on June 26th my family and myself will be moving

18 to Milwaukie.  I also have a daughter who's in the

19 fourth grade in the Waldorf School.

20            And my answer to question one and two is

21 yes.  Thank you.

22            MS. COLEMAN:  Short sweet and to the

23 point.

24            MR. KLEIN:  Affirmatively answered

25 question on that one.  Where were you on Tuesday?
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1            SPEAKER:  I was here.

2            MR. KLEIN:  Spencer Moore, please.

3            SPEAKER:  I'm Spencer Moore, I live at

4 4242 Southeast Northridge Court in Milwaukie.  And

5 I'm thinking about the two questions.  I think the

6 first one is there's a large cross-section.  I agree

7 that the study needs to happy.  And, you know, I

8 think so.  I'm definitely in favor of number one.

9 It kind of seems like a no-brainer to me.  You know,

10 studying it is not commitment to doing it.  And if

11 it's really that bad it seems like a study might

12 show that.  So one way or the other it's a good idea

13 to do the study.

14            And then the number two is does

15 McLoughlin -- is it good for Milwaukie if we had an

16 alignment through downtown or on McLoughlin.  And I

17 think it does.  I think that, you know, the reality

18 is that Milwaukie is changing a lot and it's

19 becoming much more of a cosmopolitan area rather

20 than the small city that it once was.  It's really

21 more -- much more attached to Portland.

22            And the Milwaukie downtown is becoming --

23 can easily become a lot more of an urban kind of

24 feel to it rather than a small town.  And I

25 personally think that's a good thing.  And I could
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1 easily imagine -- the one that Scott showed, the

2 couplet where one line runs down Main Street and the

3 other on McLoughlin, I mean, something like that

4 could be really quite an attractive thing, I think,

5 for Milwaukie.  Really a boom for downtown.  I just

6 can't see how it wouldn't be.  So one and two the

7 answer is yes.

8            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you.  Do we have any

9 questions?

10            MS. COLEMAN:  I do.  Where is Northridge

11 Court.

12            SPEAKER:  Northridge Court is off Lake

13 Road and right off of 44th -- 43rd, sorry.

14            MR. KLEIN:  And Cheryl Fisher, please.

15            SPEAKER:  I guess I'm the last one.  I

16 just want to tell you what my personal experience

17 is.

18            MR. KLEIN:  Can you speak into the

19 microphone, please.  Thank you.

20            SPEAKER:  The Portland Waldorf School is

21 recognized all across the country for its excellence

22 in education.  In fact, I moved to Milwaukie because

23 of the Portland Waldorf School.  I used to live in

24 Bend, Oregon.  And since I've been in the community

25 I have noticed many, many people from outside Oregon



MILWAUKIE PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING 6/14/2007

(800)230-3302****(503)248-1003

TEACH REPORTING, INC.

91

1 from all across the country, from California, from

2 the East Coast, from the Midwest, coming into

3 Milwaukie just because of what the school provides

4 for their children.  It is a big draw for us.  And

5 I've seen the community change because of that.

6            One of the things I want to say to is

7 that I'm in favor of considering alternatives.  I

8 don't like it when somebody says, well, this is it.

9 This is all you get and you got to go with it.

10            I am always in favor of always options,

11 creative brainstorming, coming up with different

12 solutions, coming up with different alignments and

13 finding which really does work for our community.

14            And we can't do that if all we're

15 studying is just one possibility.  If we open this

16 up to other possibilities, other alignments, we can

17 get the best solution for Milwaukie, for our

18 community, and for everyone living here, working

19 here, and shopping here, and doing all their

20 business here in the city.

21            I think we're at a crossroads now where

22 we have a possibility of being seen in future

23 generations whether we did the right thing or not.

24 And by trying to limit our vision to this narrow

25 area right here does not do service to the future of
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1 Milwaukie and its future of the people who live

2 here.

3            So I want to say that yes for number one.

4 Number two, I don't know.  But the number one I

5 would vote yes.

6            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you.  Do we have any

7 questions?

8            MS. COLEMAN:  Waldorf parent?  Teacher?

9            SPEAKER:  Yes, I am a Waldorf parent, but

10 I came here for the school, so my child could be in

11 the school.  My child goes to high school.

12            MS. COLEMAN:  Okay.  I just take weird

13 notes and I like to be thorough.  Thanks.

14            MR. KLEIN:  We have gone through both

15 sheets and we have crossed off all the names that

16 are on the testimony sign-in sheet.  So at this

17 point the planning commission -- if I get to the

18 right page to say this.  The public testimony

19 portion on this forum on June 14, 2007, is now

20 closed.

21            MS. MANGLE:  Excuse me, Chair Klein, I do

22 have a number of written comments.  Would you like

23 me to read them like I did on Tuesday?

24            MR. KLEIN:  Please.

25            MS. MANGLE:  I'm going to have to get a
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1 microphone.  The comments that were received between

2 the close of the hearing on Tuesday and by 10 a.m.

3 this morning were already shared with the

4 commissioners and we have a spare for you.  So I'm

5 going to just review the written comments that were

6 received since mostly it's here tonight.  So I'm

7 just going to briefly outline them.

8            Michael Cromie from Southwest Portland

9 says -- response to the questions, yes, and future

10 study would demonstrate the possibilities;

11 Francine Adams Marquiss on Southeast 28th Avenue

12 agrees with adding the alignment to the study,

13 McLoughlin Main Street alignment; James Conlon on

14 Southeast Flavel Street in Portland, a parent of the

15 Waldorf School, supports the inclusion of the

16 alignment and SDEIS study.

17            Anne-Marie Bley on Southeast 13th Avenue

18 in Portland completely supports the inclusion of a

19 McLoughlin or Main Street alignment, and future

20 downtown area would be improved by the light rail

21 line.  Anne Mavor on Southwest Hume Court, a staff

22 member of the Portland Waldorf School, and would

23 like within the statement to include the alternative

24 alignment and SDEIS.

25            Jeffrey Levy on Southeast 28th supports
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1 the light rail but does not agree with having it

2 behind the Waldorf School.  Please approve

3 additional alternative to EIS; Kathleen Taylor on

4 Southeast Home Avenue urging the planning commission

5 to look at another alignment, not next to the

6 schools.

7            Regina Loos on Southeast 33rd Avenue says

8 things have changed a lot, and as a result,

9 considering several options would come to a

10 conclusion that would be acceptable to the various

11 concerns, and it says calling for inclusion in the

12 study.

13            Tim Clouse the vice president of

14 facilities for Advantage Credit Union wrote a letter

15 to the commission and they delivered here tonight, I

16 believe.  And though he says he understands it's a

17 very complex issue, for a number of reasons outlined

18 in this letter, does not believe in McLoughlin or

19 Main light rail alignment would support downtown --

20 development of the downtown.  And their property

21 would be affected by the alignment on McLoughlin.

22            Charlie Stephans who's I believe an

23 Oak Grove, Oak Lodge resident, has already written a

24 letter to the commission delivered here tonight.

25 And made several points.  In summary does not agree
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1 with the Main Street alignment, does not think it

2 should be considered to the extent that it includes

3 Main Street in the industrial area, as well.  And

4 believes that there might be some options for a

5 light rail in downtown but not on McLoughlin.

6            Ralph Ridgon and -- on Silver Springs

7 Road is representing the St. John's Church and

8 agrees in the McLoughlin Boulevard option and Main

9 Street option, but not taking it down to Park

10 Avenue.

11            Dan Hoyt believes that a light rail at

12 Main would jump-start redevelopment and suggests

13 they include this option in the study.

14            Beth Kelland in Southeast Beockman in the

15 Lynnwood neighborhood does not support adding a

16 McLoughlin Main Street alignment to the SDEIS study.

17 She believes mostly it's a waste of time and public

18 money and is afraid of the impacts to downtown.

19            Ora Baker on Southeast Monroe Street does

20 support the idea of light rail or streetcar and

21 supports the McLoughlin Main Street alignment.

22            And I have a letter from St. John's the

23 Baptist Catholic Church urging that EIS study be

24 included.  I think this is the letter he read from

25 June 12th.  But I can -- he brought copies of the
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1 letter that he read from so we can distribute that.

2            And there are copies of the letter

3 that I mentioned on June 12th already from

4 Dolly Macken-Hambright.  And, finally, a letter from

5 Kathy Buss saying that the McLoughlin light rail

6 alignment is not a good fit for Milwaukie.  And

7 that's about as much as I get really quickly.  But

8 I'll share all of these with you.

9            So I think in summary all of the written

10 testimony received -- I did also receive a few

11 e-mails today that we were not able to kind of

12 process in time for the hearing tonight.  But all of

13 the material that was received, including all these

14 letters, all the e-mails, written testimony, and of

15 course the minutes that we're transcribing will be

16 included in the packet that we prepare for city

17 council following this meeting.  And they're

18 available for the public eventually.

19            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you.  I would like to

20 begin this deliberation by reminding the commission

21 that Mayor Bernard has asked us to advise him and

22 council on two things:  Does a large cross-section

23 of the community support the inclusion of a

24 McLoughlin and/or Main Street alignment in the South

25 Corridor Phase II SDEIS study?  And number two, Does
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1 the McLoughlin and/or Main Street alignment have

2 merit with regard to downtown future economic

3 development, urban design, and revitalization?

4            The commission will deliberate on each of

5 these questions separately.  Turning to the first

6 question I would like to open up deliberation and

7 discussion and invite each commissioner to state

8 their impressions based on the testimony that we

9 have heard over the past two public meetings.

10            I would like each commissioner to make a

11 brief statement that reports their perception of

12 what it appears that a large cross-section of the

13 community supports an inclusion on McLoughlin and/or

14 Main Street alignment in the south door corridor

15 phase II SDEIS study.

16            On Tuesday night I asked the questions

17 from the commission.  I started on from our right.

18 Tonight I will start from my left.  It almost sounds

19 like I wrote this.

20            And for the first question we will start

21 with Commissioner Qutub.  After each commissioner

22 has had a chance to speak I will ask if any

23 commissioner desires additional deliberation.  When

24 the deliberation is complete I will ask each

25 commissioner to vote on the question under
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1 deliberation, yes, no, or, not sure.

2            Let's begin with the deliberation on

3 question number on with you Commissioner Qutub.

4            MS. QUTUB:  Does a large cross-section of

5 the community support the inclusion of a McLoughlin

6 and/or Main Street alignment in the South Corridor

7 Phase II SDEIS study?  Well, I have listened to --

8 across quite a bit of testimonies.  And based on the

9 testimonies that I have heard it is my opinion that

10 there is majority support for the study.

11            MR. KLEIN:  Is there anything else?

12            MS. QUTUB:  No.  Based on that question

13 that's my conclusion, that the majority of the

14 people that have been represented -- that have

15 represented themselves their opinion is that this is

16 definitely something that they would like to see as

17 a part of the study.

18            MR. KLEIN:  Thank you.  Teresa.

19            MS. BRESAW:  Well, I don't want to make

20 anyone unhappy, for sure.  But, however, we have

21 heard mainly people speaking against it.  But I do

22 think there is the majority out there of people who

23 that have not spoken for it.

24            In other words, maybe I'm confusing the

25 is issue, but my answer for the larger community
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1 when I say cross-section of the community, if I

2 think of all the community, meaning not just

3 Milwaukie but the surrounding Milwaukie I would say

4 the answer is no.  That's just my general feeling

5 from talking to people.

6            But the people that have showed up the

7 main -- have mainly been yes, they want another

8 study.

9            And it's easy to say add another study.

10 But -- and if it can be done without preventing the

11 funding then I'd say go for it.

12            MR. KLEIN:  That's getting to question

13 two, but we'll get to that.  And I think I was last

14 the last time.  I'll be last this time again.

15 Commissioner Newman.

16            MR. NEWMAN:  Look at that sentence again

17 did says a large cross-section.  But I think Scott

18 called it significant.  And so it doesn't have to be

19 a majority, it's just a large cross-section.  And I

20 think the first meeting Tuesday wasn't really a

21 representative cross-section of the community.  It

22 was -- but this meeting added, I think, a larger

23 variety of all the things that one would include in

24 a cross-section.

25            So using Scott's terminology of
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1 "significant," I think it is significant.  Just from

2 a tally point of view it's three to one that people

3 want to see that added to the study.  So that takes

4 care of my comment.

5            MR. KLEIN:  Commissioner Batey.

6            MS. BATEY:  I'm not going to be as short

7 as the other commissioners.

8            MR. KLEIN:  Neither am I.

9            MS. BATEY:  It's funny, I wrote up --

10 based on Tuesday night I thought that question one

11 was going to be simple and question two was one I

12 might not feel I could answer.  And, in fact, now I

13 find myself in exactly the opposite position.

14            And I wrote up a bunch of notes today and

15 some of them are still valid and some of them aren't

16 anymore.  But let me go through them and see where I

17 come out.

18            When I first saw the mayor's letter and

19 the question posed I thought surely this must have

20 been studied.  You know, this thing has been kicking

21 around for, you know, 15 years and surely a downtown

22 alignment must have been studied.

23            And certainly my instinct like that of

24 some of the -- you know, several people who

25 testified today is that it's always better to have
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1 more options.

2            But then we got the packet with the

3 materials that showed the history, showed the

4 development of the LPA, the neighborhood 14 points

5 which called for it to be put on the Tillamook line.

6 And so now I understand, you know, why it has never

7 been fully studied.

8            There was a lot of good points raised in

9 both the letters and the testimony.  There was also

10 some purposeful misinformation, you know, a lot

11 of -- 100 feet wide.  It's going to be the

12 equivalent of putting something the size of

13 McLoughlin next to the existing tracks.

14            I walked the tracks.  I know where the --

15 I mean, you can tell in most parts of the tracks

16 where the right-of-way ends.  So if you go out and

17 do that you'll know that that's bunk.

18            There are a lot of other issue that were

19 raised that I don't know if they're valid or not.

20 We haven't, you know, had the scientific expertise,

21 or whatever.

22            For example, retaining walls -- are the

23 retaining walls an issue here really detrimental for

24 fish recovery or not?  I don't know.  I'm not a --

25 you know, and I don't think we've had -- we've had
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1 some people opine on that, but I don't think we've

2 really had some expertise on that.

3            Might they actually be useful because

4 they help reduce erosion or they come with drainage

5 that keeps fewer chemicals from going to the creek?

6 There's all kinds of unanswered questions.

7            And so last -- you know, I was hoping to

8 have a lot of -- you know, in the typical hearing we

9 get to go back and forth with lots of questions like

10 that.  But, ultimately, the issue before us,

11 question number one doesn't require that I get

12 answers to those questions.

13            So there was a letter in our first -- or

14 one of the first packets of letters from a couple

15 named Stephan and Lisa Lashbrook who I think made

16 great points about the city having lost previous

17 opportunities for light rail, and that we need to

18 resolve this issue quickly so the SDEIS can move

19 forward.

20            And that gets to another question that I

21 have out of tonight's testimony, which is does

22 adding an alignment delay things?  I mean, we

23 haven't been told that, or if it's in our packet I

24 missed it.

25            But does adding -- I mean, I know the



MILWAUKIE PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING 6/14/2007

(800)230-3302****(503)248-1003

TEACH REPORTING, INC.

103

1 original -- the SDEIS schedule was for 14 months,

2 roughly.  So, now, does adding a new alignment, can

3 it still all be done in that 14 months or does it

4 necessarily delay things?

5            I do hate to see us delay.  I think to a

6 large extent that just plays into some of what's

7 going on here, which is the people who have opposed

8 light rail for a decade or more just using the --

9 finding the Waldorf School as the latest ali to try

10 and pick apart the potential for a light rail in

11 this city.

12            And I note that if the Waldorf in 2001,

13 when we purchased the school next to railroad tracks

14 with knowledge of the proposed alignment, their

15 letter they wrote to Metro at the time said, and I

16 quote, "Placing a small light rail stop near the

17 school on the railroad land would create some

18 planning issues for us.  We do not think these are

19 insurmountable."

20            Now they have object not only to a -- not

21 only to a stop behind their school, but even to the

22 trains passing behind their school if the stop is

23 somewhere else.

24            So, you know -- a lot of them, though,

25 have professed to be supporters of light rail.  And
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1 if, of course, the alignment is studied and found

2 not to be viable I would hope that they would be

3 true to their word and rally and support whichever

4 alignment became most viable.

5            This is where what I wrote before.  It

6 doesn't really apply anymore.  Well, a lot of what I

7 wrote before applies to question two, so it really

8 doesn't apply to question one.

9            Okay.  Getting down to question one.

10 Does a large cross-section of the community support

11 it?  You know, I trust Dick's tally taking.  I

12 didn't do that, but I trust Dick's tally taking

13 abilities.  But I don't think taking a tally answers

14 the question, because as was pointed out here and as

15 we all know from lots of other situations in this

16 town, it's easier to generate the people.  You know,

17 generate opposition, or in this case the opposition

18 is framed as support.  But to generate opposition

19 than it is to generate supporters.

20            I've worked in the -- at the city booth

21 at the farmers market four or five times last

22 summer.  And last summer there really wasn't much

23 light rail discussion going on at all.  But I can

24 tell you that every time somebody came up to me and

25 said, when is light rail coming to Milwaukie?  It's
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1 about time.  It's time for light rail to come to

2 Milwaukie.  So even when it wasn't on the radar

3 screen as the way it is now, there were a lot of

4 people in the community clamoring for light rail.

5            And that's my dilemma because I think

6 that -- I worry that what we're doing here feeds

7 into -- to making it easier to just gut light rail

8 entirely.  And I think that the Lashbrook -- I think

9 that the pulse of the community is probably best

10 reflected by the letter of the Lashbrooks, that they

11 want light rail to move forward as soon as possible.

12            If I'd -- if it had been at the end of

13 Tuesday night like someone here said I would have

14 had to say, of course, the cross-section of the

15 community that came here, and, again, the

16 cross-section of the community that comes here is

17 not really a full cross-section of the community.

18 But the cross-section of the community that came

19 here supports the inclusion.

20            Now I'm -- it's much harder for me to say

21 that tonight.  And I, frankly, don't know where I

22 come down on that question.  So I'm going to punt

23 for now.

24            MR. KLEIN:  Ten minutes and you give me I

25 don't know?
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1            MS. BATEY:  Yep.

2            MR. KLEIN:  Commissioner Coleman.

3            MS. COLEMAN:  I did a tally, as well, and

4 I'm sure it's not perfect, especially with all of

5 the petition signatures them Ed Parecki gave to us.

6            My tally was a little bit different.  It

7 had more to do with two positives and two negatives.

8 I think there's a distinction to be made between, I

9 don't like this.  Let's try something else, and, I

10 want this.  Please look at it.

11            The other thing that I tallied, really,

12 and I see two distinctions with trying to figure out

13 what cross-section of the community it is, is people

14 who have this in their backyard and people who

15 don't.

16            Where I live you could argue the

17 Tillamook Branch is almost in my backyard.  So I

18 don't know where you'd put me.  And I'm sure my

19 tally is not perfect, as well, but based on the

20 addresses people gave, on whether they had students

21 in the area, or had a business in the area, or an

22 address in the area where they lived, or whatever,

23 that's -- I kind of have my ear to the ground for

24 citizens that live 20 blocks away.  And what do you

25 think, you know.  Not because they matter more, but
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1 because I feel like they might give a little bit

2 more of a general sense of the community free of

3 bias.

4            And what I found was -- and what I did,

5 because I would hope that we could look at

6 Tillamook, McLoughlin, Main Street, somewhat

7 separately, I found that people that said something

8 good about having some line on Main Street, whether

9 it's with McLoughlin or not, there were seven

10 citizens who said, yes, I'd really like something

11 studied on Main Street.  Citizens that were just

12 Joe Blow that didn't have any stock in town.

13            And there were three citizens that said

14 that really makes me nervous and please note.

15 McLoughlin, it was a split.  There were seven

16 citizens who adamantly opposed it.  Just general in

17 the community people.  And there were six that were

18 really hoping that we'd study it.  And on the

19 Tillamook branch there were six citizens that I

20 counted that said please just do it.  And there was

21 one that I counted that said, no, absolutely not.

22            And, again, I'm not saying that these are

23 the people that matter more because, like I said, I

24 probably wouldn't be included in that group.  But it

25 is interesting.
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1            And I think what it does tell us is that

2 there's so many more people on my list that belong

3 to, you know -- are associated with other groups

4 that it does tell us that firing away to people that

5 are going to have the most to say about any

6 alignment that's done.  Other people that have it in

7 their backyard.  And it's a not-in-my-backyard

8 mentality.  And that's not what I'm here to decide.

9            Pretty much any alignment but McLoughlin

10 will be very close to my backyard.  But I'm not

11 allowed to make a decision based on what's going to

12 affect me.  I'm looking at the broader community.

13            And I hope that even people who don't end

14 up with their perfect choice will consider that,

15 that it might be a decision for the broader

16 community.

17            When I look, does a large cross-section

18 of the community support the inclusion of McLoughlin

19 or Main Street alignment, it depends on how you look

20 at it.

21            I am looking at a large portion of the

22 opportunity that has this in their backyard.  And I

23 don't know that that's cross-section.  And I'm

24 looking at a few citizens who don't have it in their

25 backyard that have an opinion and they're split.  So
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1 what do you do with that?

2            I have talked to people out in the

3 community, neighbors of mine, people -- someone in

4 Sellwood who has their child going to Waldorf School

5 I happened to meet her at a garage sale.  And of the

6 people that I talked to out in the community I don't

7 know if I've met anyone who hasn't been excited

8 about the MAX line.

9            Well, I've met people, but they've been

10 people that have also come here to testify.  So the

11 people that haven't bothered to come in have been

12 really for having MAX line.

13            And I will say that I think that momentum

14 is important, and that maintaining that excitement

15 and moving on it is important.

16            I don't -- and I know I'll burn for this.

17 But the first question and the second question are

18 very different from one another.  And you may be

19 surprised at my answer to the second question.

20            I know a large portion of the community

21 has an opinion that we should include McLoughlin,

22 because I think a large portion of the community is

23 of the opinion that, well, why not have more

24 information.  More information is great.  Sure, I'll

25 sign that.
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1            But given all the facts I don't know that

2 a large portion of the community supports the

3 inclusion.  A significant portion of the community

4 does, in my opinion.  If I were answering

5 Scott Churchill's question then I would say.  But if

6 I'm answering Jim Bernard's question I would say no.

7 So there you go.

8            MR. KLEIN:  Myself, I kind of fall on

9 this with Commissioner Batey and that when I

10 initially looked at this I thought that it was a

11 very easy question and then number two was going to

12 be very difficult.  The number one question actually

13 turns out to be difficult.

14            The interesting thing about this, and I'm

15 sure that a lot of people are going to McLoughlin,

16 is that how can I tie this into sidewalks on Lotus

17 Road.  And I'm about to, so please partake in my

18 adjourn my here.

19            Recently my neighborhood association has

20 been trying to bring sidewalks onto Lotus Road.  And

21 this has been a project for our neighborhood for a

22 very, very long time.  And it's been something that

23 I've been very proud to be a part of, and we've had

24 some tremendous gains in this as of recently.

25            Recently we had our neighborhood
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1 association meeting, and we invited all the people

2 who were going to be affected by this to come and

3 speak.

4            And for the last number of years, as many

5 years as I can possibly think of, and Ellie and

6 Noll, who are two of our neighborhood association

7 members, they have been told that they were going to

8 have sidewalks for over 35, 40 years.  So this has

9 been something that's been in the works.

10            However, we get to my neighborhood

11 association meeting and suddenly my room is filled

12 with people with question and anger about sidewalks

13 on Lotus Road.  And it was none of the people that

14 normally come to my neighborhood association

15 meeting.  So where does that put me?

16            So as I look at what's going on here I

17 think that these are two vastly different questions.

18 And I think that emotions bring out people.  And I

19 don't believe that we have a vast cross-section of

20 citizens to answer the number one question that

21 support the inclusion of McLoughlin and/or Main

22 Street alignment in the southeast corridor phase II.

23            And so I want to make sure that we get to

24 question two so that I can leave this building

25 tonight.  I think that it's important that we get to
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1 that point.  But where I feel now is that we do not

2 have a large cross-section on that.  So I would say

3 no to number one.

4            With that said, question number one has

5 been addressed.  I'm sorry.  Question number one has

6 been addressed.  The result is -- and I guess that

7 we would like to restate our votes here.  So

8 Paulette.

9            MS. QUTUB:  I was of the impression that

10 we had to give an answer, a succinct answer to this

11 question, and so I gave one, because I truly felt

12 that the majority of the people wanted to have this,

13 you know, South Corridor Phase II be considered, to

14 be studied, and I stand to that.  I vote that the

15 majority of the people do want this to be done.

16            MR. KLEIN:  So you are yes?

17            MS. QUTUB:  So I'm a yes.

18            MS. BRESAW:  I said no, but if it can be

19 done in time then it would be a yes.  But I'll say

20 no because there's not time.

21            SPEAKER:  Are you kidding me?

22            MR. KLEIN:  Excuse me.  The public

23 comment has been closed at this point.

24 Commissioner Newman.  Excuse me.

25            SPEAKER:  It doesn't matter, Jeff.  You
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1 guys didn't listen anyway.  I don't know how you

2 could possibly say the things that you've been

3 saying.

4            MR. NEWMAN:  I went to -- I've heard some

5 things before we started voting, and maybe there

6 could have been more discussion.  But, actually, I

7 don't know if that makes any difference.  I'm just

8 looking at the commission, the planning commission

9 was given which was to hold a public forum and

10 listen to what people that chose to come to this

11 forum and give us their opinions.

12            And the way the question was asked it's

13 just a large cross-section.  It isn't a majority.

14 It's just a large cross-section.  So to me I'm only

15 left with the consideration of what is a

16 cross-section.

17            And you mentioned the petition that

18 Ed Parecki brought, which I think does add weight to

19 considering that this was a cross-section of the

20 community that did conform with the way this forum

21 was set up.  And so I think based on that I'm going

22 to have to say yes.

23            MR. KLEIN:  Lisa.

24            MS. BATEY:  Well, first of all, just on

25 the point of petition I did some spot checking.  I
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1 just picked like three pages at random while it was

2 going by me and it was last than half Milwaukie

3 residence, just FYI for everyone, on those pages.

4 There were some other pages that were neighborhood

5 association, so that would have screwed another way.

6 So it's probably somewhere, you know, a few hundred

7 signatures of Milwaukie residence.

8            I -- yeah, I think it's more -- I think

9 answering the large cross-section question is more

10 than the people in this room.  And it's more than --

11 I mean, we have a history -- we have a history of a

12 working of a group process and other processes that

13 have gone a long that have gotten us to the point

14 where we're at.  And I think what we're doing

15 here -- those past activities and all the hundreds

16 of people involved in that have to be counted into

17 sort of large cross-section.  And some of the people

18 who spoke don't like the Riverfront Board, some of

19 the employers, certainly represent more than just

20 the one person who spoke before us tonight.

21            So all that said, I don't think I can

22 answer this question.  I'm going to say I don't

23 know.

24            MR. KLEIN:  Charmaine.

25            MS. COLEMAN:  Does a large cross-section
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1 support the inclusion.  There are a lot of people,

2 there are a lot of people that support it.  I can't

3 speak to the petition.  Not to discredit it or

4 anything like that, but I've signed petitions

5 before.  Someone says it was a good idea and I said

6 okay.  So I can't -- based on the information I

7 can't say that I understand or have read that

8 information because we just received it so I haven't

9 had time to go through it.

10             Based on the information that I have and

11 the people that I have heard and the people I've

12 talked to out in the community, I can say a large

13 number of the community support the inclusion.

14            I can also say that there's a lot of

15 people who see it as damaging.  A cross-section, I

16 see local businesses -- these are my categories, I

17 guess.  Waldorf parents, teachers, residents that

18 are adjacent, St. John's people that attend, or

19 whatever, businesses in -- local businesses, and

20 government agencies, and then citizens.

21            So that's not -- most of those fall under

22 being on the line.  And I guess I just see that as a

23 bias a little bit.

24            And the citizenry that I've spoken to and

25 the citizenry that has been represented here that
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1 are in outlying areas I just see as like kind of a

2 general look assessment.  There's as many people

3 that don't want it as do.

4            So large number of people, yes.  Large

5 cross-section of the community, if you look at it

6 the way that I am looking at it I can't say yes.  I

7 can't say yes to it.  I don't know if I have enough

8 information to say no, but I can't say yes to it.

9 That's all I'm going to say, so there you go,

10 Mr. Bernard.

11            MR. KLEIN:  And I will be saying no to

12 this.  So our votes, if I get this correctly, two

13 yes, two no, and two --

14            MS. MANGLE:  Two don't knows.

15            MR. KLEIN:  Two don't knows.

16            Okay.  Quickly we will now proceed to

17 discuss the planning commission members' perceptions

18 of whether the McLoughlin and/or Main Street

19 alignment is supportive of the downtown vision.  And

20 as in the first question each planning commissioner

21 will be given an opportunity to make a brief

22 statement that reports their perception of whether

23 it appears that McLoughlin and/or Main Street

24 alignment has merit with regards to downtown future

25 economic development, urban design, and
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1 revitalization.

2            We began the last discussion with

3 Commissioner Qutub.  This time we'll begin with

4 Commissioner Bresaw and continue and to left to

5 right.  Once all commissioners have had a chance to

6 speak we'll follow the same procedures we did with

7 question one, deliberation, and call for an

8 additional deliberation, and a vote from

9 commissioners.

10            You're first.

11            MS. BRESAW:  Future could be 100 years

12 from now.  100 years from now will probably be quite

13 a bit different.  But in the near future say in the

14 20 years I say the answer is no.

15            MR. KLEIN:  Commissioner Newman.

16            MR. NEWMAN:  I have to say that the

17 points I think it was Mark Gamba brought up were --

18 go in line with the same feeling that I have.  We

19 were -- I was -- I've got to admit I was a little

20 dismayed when I think it was Thomas Kemper indicated

21 that this would be harmful to the Main Street

22 project, and that he would even pull out of the

23 Texaco bid if we -- if this were adopted, a Main

24 Street option.

25            And to me I've always wondered about the
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1 fact that there was only one parking place per unit

2 in the Main Street project.  And, again, only one

3 parking place per unit in the proposed.  And it's --

4 it seemed to me that that was detrimental to

5 Milwaukie.

6            In fact, I think we've already seen some

7 problems where people have been parking cars in the

8 library overnight, library parking lot.  And so it

9 just seems like light rail going down Main Street

10 and giving the people who live in these two areas,

11 as well as Milwaukie, that that would be a real help

12 to -- to the Texaco project and also Main Street

13 development.

14            In addition to that, I've been fortunate

15 enough to have also been to New York recently, and

16 just got back from London, and have been to Bangkok

17 and San Diego, as well as San Francisco.  And all of

18 those -- and Portland right here, where light rail

19 really has been very important to increasing

20 vitality of a city.

21            And I know when I looked at this picture

22 that was presented this does look bleak, I have to

23 admit in this picture.  But having been to

24 Interstate I think it's just the opposite of that.

25 It's taken an area that has been almost in the verge
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1 of going into a slum and turned it around.

2            Also, there was a movie that was filmed

3 in Portland, I'm not sure, a couple years ago called

4 "What the Bleep Do We Know," which is a very

5 positive look at the future, the present and the

6 future.  And one of the things that starts that

7 movie and ends that movie is light rail going

8 through Goose Hollow in Portland and it looks

9 beautiful.

10            But those are my opinions and I'm not

11 exactly sure that's what the city council or Metro

12 wants to hear, is my opinion.  Because, first of

13 all, I've got to acknowledge that this process has

14 been going on for a long time with professionals

15 working on it as well as a lot of citizen volunteers

16 from the community that have gone into Metro's

17 proposal for light rail here.

18            But still in light of what has been said,

19 and, again, the 600 petitions, I'm assuming that the

20 25 businesses that Ed mentioned that were in the

21 area do represent a large cross-section of the

22 businesses in Milwaukie that I would have to vote

23 yes, or say yes to number two.

24            MR. KLEIN:  Commissioner Batey.

25            MS. BATEY:  I won't talk as long this
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1 time.  But I do have kind of a wrench to throw in

2 the works.  I would answer the question differently

3 about McLoughlin than I would about Main Street, a

4 nonMcLoughlin option.

5            I think that some of the points that

6 Catherine Brinkman and others made were well taken.

7 I think that putting it in the street in Main Street

8 in 21st is something that could have great benefit

9 for downtown for the businesses.  You know, I think,

10 you know, downtown -- and I'm kind of curious

11 because the drawings where we've given they had it

12 traffic separated from cars.  But in downtown

13 Portland it's not separated from cars.

14            I don't understand -- of course, the

15 stations are but the actual lines are not traffic

16 separated from cars.  And I don't know why it can't

17 be on low traffic and low speed streets like Main

18 and 21st.  I don't know why it would need to be

19 traffic separated from cars.

20            I think there's a lot more study that

21 could be done in that option to support some of the

22 things that Commissioner Coleman was talking about

23 on Tuesday.  I understood from Metro that there's

24 problems with crossing over the railroad and how to

25 get it over across south of the -- west of
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1 McLoughlin and south of the railroad.

2            But I don't know that -- I mean, a lot of

3 the -- I don't know that all of those things have

4 been studied.  I do think -- I mean, I think there's

5 more study that could be done and could be warranted

6 on that kind of an option.

7            I think the McLoughlin option is a

8 terrible idea.  I think the ODOT -- the ODOT issues

9 are going to be really tough to resolve.  And I know

10 from working with ODOT on the -- on some very minor

11 changes to the 22nd and River Road intersection that

12 any kind of at-grade crossing of McLoughlin is going

13 to be a serious concern.  And there's already people

14 complaining about the traffic being slowed done by

15 the new reconfiguration to McLoughlin.

16            So I would say the answer is yes for a

17 nonMcLoughlin option, and no for a McLoughlin

18 option.  But since this has been phrased as a

19 McLoughlin and/or Main Street -- if I'm not allowed

20 to bifurcate those two then I would have to answer

21 this question no.

22            MR. KLEIN:  I believe that it says

23 and/or.  So it could possibly be a Main, so it could

24 have alignment all on main?

25            MS. MANGLE:  The answer to your question
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1 is, yes, it's okay to say yes for two parts.  We're

2 going to be -- we're taking all of your comments

3 down and providing all of this to council.  So any

4 information --

5            MS. BATEY:  Okay.  Well, if the question

6 were put to me, does a Main Street potentially

7 coupled with 21st Avenue alignment have merit, I

8 would I say yes.  And does a McLoughlin alignment

9 have merit, I would say no.

10            MR. KLEIN:  Commissioner Coleman.

11            MS. COLEMAN:  Commissioner Newman wasn't

12 certain as to whether or not opinions were being

13 asked, but I can be definitely be assured over the

14 last -- this meeting and the last meeting have

15 helped to create and to definitely solidify my

16 opinion on this.  I have a very strong opinion and

17 so I'm going to tell you all about it.

18            The little tally that I did, like I said

19 before, I think it's really important to distinguish

20 between, I want this, and, I don't want this so

21 let's look at something else.

22            And what I don't like to see is people

23 requesting something because they think they might

24 hate it less.  I think it's a horrible reason to

25 choose any kind of alignment.  I think I might hate
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1 this less than that one so let's look at this one.

2 I think it's a bad way to do business.

3            And that and for other reasons I think

4 the McLoughlin alignment is the worst thing I've

5 ever heard of.  I'll cut to the chase right at the

6 beginning and I'll tell you all about it, because

7 you're probably wondering where I'm going to with.

8            I would vote the same way as

9 Commissioner Batey but I want to explain why.  A

10 number of people, as tallied a lot of people have

11 been asking for the McLoughlin alignment because

12 they think that's what makes the most -- it seems

13 the most efficient, well, we've got all the roads

14 down there so why don't we just put it down there

15 with it.

16            But as did I my count there were actually

17 only six citizens without any other kind of biased

18 who said, yes, I'd like McLoughlin for a specific

19 reason.  And there were only two reasons that I

20 found that anybody said specific reasons why they'd

21 like it on McLoughlin.

22            One of them was consolidating the tracks

23 in one place all with 99E is a good thing, just keep

24 it all down there, push it down to the end, which I

25 actually totally oppose.  I think that McLoughlin
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1 getting wider or taller, whether you put the tracks

2 in the left or the right or the middle or up high in

3 the air is not the way to go.  I don't want to see

4 more asphalt.  I don't want to be further separated

5 from the river.  I think it's an irresponsible

6 choice.

7            I remember a few years back when they

8 were considering widening McLoughlin cars and were

9 planning on in west Mooreland just taking a row of

10 trees out.  Everybody went up and arms and I think

11 rightly so.  I'm not interested in just widening

12 McLoughlin here.

13            Ed Zumullt earlier in the evening said

14 something about in the 1920s we were cut off from

15 the river.  And he had some name for the river as

16 our lifeline, or something like that.  Why widen

17 that picture?  I don't see it at all.  Put fences

18 up, create traffic issues, all that kind of stuff, I

19 think it's fool-hearty.  So that's clear probably.

20            The only other positive comment I heard

21 was at a neighborhood association meeting.  I don't

22 even think it was serious and aside, someone said as

23 people ride south it might be nice for them to have

24 a good view as they go down McLoughlin.

25            So those were the only positives that
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1 anybody had to say.  A lot of people wanted it

2 studied but nobody had any good reason for it, like,

3 oh, I think that would be nice for this reason.

4 Nobody had any, and I think that's really something

5 to note.

6            Main Street, on the other hand, of course

7 presents problems.  All of them present problems.

8 But I can come up with some reasons on my own, and

9 many people would disagree with me and think the

10 alignment downtown would ruin our downtown feel, and

11 that kind of thing.

12            But I personally see that it's possible

13 to really enrich downtown experience and provide

14 some more ridership and some more options for people

15 down there and business exposure and so forth.

16            I can find positives to Main Street.  I

17 can find positives on Tillamook, including people to

18 the east, ridership there.  I think that that should

19 not be overlooked.  But I can't kind it for

20 McLoughlin at all.

21            And, like I said, I think making a

22 decision based on harm avoidance behavior is the

23 wrong way to do it.  I don't think you should make

24 choices because, as one citizen said, choose the

25 alignment that does the least harm.  I just think
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1 you end up shoving it over on the river and then

2 once it's done we'll realize what we missed.

3            So Dina Higgins, a Waldorf parent, a

4 Portland resident and a Waldorf parent said, what's

5 purpose of light rail and that she hoped that

6 eventually whoever is making the decision on this

7 after the SDEIS is done and so forth would base

8 their choice on the purpose behind light rail and

9 the ridership.

10            And, like I said, Tillamook offers more

11 ridership, Main Street with potential, you know,

12 investment stuff might often more ridership.

13 McLoughlin is a big, big, big road with a lot of

14 traffic to cross, and it would really mess up, foul

15 up some -- some plans that are underway on the water

16 front and stuff.

17            One other thing I wanted to mention was

18 the fact that we tend to think that more information

19 is better.  I know that a lot of people will see the

20 comments that we have to make and go, well, I can't

21 believe the planning commission would say this or

22 that.  Why not just study everything.

23            And you don't try to every prom dress

24 when you're going to prom.  Red looks terrible on me

25 and I'm going to cut those out.  It's a waste of my
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1 time.

2            There have been enough preliminary

3 analysis to show that some of these options, you

4 know, no matter how creative you get just are poor.

5 And is astounding to me that people will come up

6 with a multitude of alternatives and or say, well,

7 I'm sure TriMet can get more creative, you know, why

8 don't they go underground or over the head or

9 whatever like that, when, in fact, I think that

10 maybe McLoughlin just is a bad choice.  It's red.

11 And I just think that some things are obvious and

12 you don't try those ones on.

13            As for Main Street, though, I could see

14 from a conceptual level, and I think that's all I'm

15 being asked, from a conceptual level could this be

16 good for downtown, and conceptually I think it could

17            I don't see any -- on a conceptual level

18 any benefit to putting MAX on McLoughlin, I just

19 don't see the purpose, and I didn't hear anybody

20 else tell me a purpose.  So I hope that was enough

21 information for you all.  No.  Yes.

22            MR. KLEIN:  Ms. Qutub.

23            MS. QUTUB:  I do agree with the fact that

24 McLoughlin Boulevard is definitely not -- personally

25 I feel strongly against the McLoughlin Boulevard
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1 being used at all.  I would say no for McLoughlin

2 and I would say yes for the Main Street alignment

3 having some merit to the development of the

4 revitalization of downtown.  It's short and to the

5 point.

6            MR. KLEIN:  I was hoping for more.  I

7 hadn't finished everything I was thinking about.  I

8 would -- I agree with a lot of things and this has

9 not been an easy decision.  And the interesting

10 thing is that I've heard a lot of comments through

11 Milwaukie that TriMet and Metro are just trying to

12 push this and ram this down through Milwaukie.

13            And I think the fact that we are here

14 tonight is testament that we are a partner in this,

15 which is an amazing thing because we are a city of

16 citizen of 22,000 citizen, and the surrounding

17 community around us is vastly larger.

18            And I think it's amazing that we're given

19 a voice and an opinion and a say and inevitably how

20 this comes through to us.

21             My fear is that if we don't do something

22 in 10 or 12 years, 15 years down the road, we aren't

23 really going to have a say.  That it will be

24 mandated and it will come in.

25            I like the position where we're sitting
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1 now.  And I believe that we can make a good

2 decision.  And I will look back to the comments that

3 Brendan Eisworth made that, you know, is the

4 Tillamook line the best line?  We don't know.  Is it

5 the worst line?  We don't know.  Is Main and

6 McLoughlin good ideas?  We don't know.  And I guess

7 the purpose of the SDEIS is to determine those

8 things.

9            I will be basically voting in favor of

10 doing that.  And it comes with a lot of difficulty,

11 as well, because I know that I get upset when

12 decisions that we make are overturned.  And I like

13 fear that a lot of work that a lot of people went

14 into that for many, many years that have brought

15 this in, and this has been talked about, and there

16 may be people now that still don't know that this is

17 going on.  There may be people at home thinking,

18 wow, I can't believe they're talking about light

19 rail.  The fact is this has been talked about in the

20 city, and you if you don't know about it you haven't

21 been paying attention.

22            So I believe that the initial views of

23 this were looked at to try to get an acceptance to

24 get something on paper for us.  But I truly believe

25 that with the development, particularly that
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1 Mr. Kemper has invested in Milwaukie at this point,

2 would benefit from downtown light rail, from it

3 running down Main Street or any combination of that.

4            I do have serious hesitations about it

5 going down McLoughlin Boulevard.  I do.  We've done

6 too much to build that up and separate that.  It

7 just does not function.

8            But with that I would strongly, and I

9 certainly hope that our decision comes out that we

10 look at another alignment.  Because if we -- if

11 there's an option out there -- we have options north

12 of McLoughlin Boulevard.  And I would like to see

13 options south of -- I'm sorry.  We have options

14 north of 224.  I would like to see options south of

15 224, as well.

16            That said, as I look at the rest of the

17 map I don't see other options going through the

18 Brooklyn District or going through Quinton and going

19 those areas.

20            And I feel that, again, we're in a great

21 opportunity here to have an input in this, and I --

22 I would like to thank TriMet for this opportunity to

23 do that.  And I hope that whatever decision it is

24 they come up with, I don't believe that anyone's

25 going to like it.  I think as tough of a job as we
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1 had I -- in 14 months I really don't envy any of

2 you.

3            But I would really like to see this

4 included in, and I think it's imperative that it be

5 improved and put in and that we freshen this look up

6 and take a look at it.

7            So I will be voting yes.  Yes to number

8 two, that if McLoughlin Boulevard is not viable I

9 believe that -- if McLoughlin Boulevard and even

10 Main Street or even the Tillamook line is not viable

11 that's what the SDEIS is there for, that we will --

12 that the information that will come out from that

13 will shed light on what is going to be best for what

14 comes through in Milwaukie.  So I believe that we

15 should include it.

16            MS. COLEMAN:  Can I clarify to make sure

17 something?  When I voted you're not -- when I said

18 not Main Street you know I wasn't voting for any

19 kind of couplet whatsoever?  I think nothing on

20 McLoughlin whatsoever.  Is that what you wrote down?

21 The things we had presented to us was McLoughlin,

22 McLoughlin Main Street and couplet, Tillamook.

23            MR. KLEIN:  I think we're going to have

24 to go back to the actual question that's being

25 asked --
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1            MS. COLEMAN:  Right.  I just want to make

2 sure I voted correctly.

3            MR. KLEIN:  I think, again, we have to

4 look at what the question says.  And the question

5 says and/or.  And if it said the McLoughlin and Main

6 Street alignment.  But we're looking at the

7 possibility that this can be separated.  And so it's

8 one vote.  And I believe that --

9            MS. COLEMAN:  So I did it right.

10            MR. KLEIN:  I have no idea.

11            MS. COLEMAN:  Main Street only is what

12 I'm telling you.  Not McLoughlin at all.  I just

13 want to make sure I got it right.

14            MR. KLEIN:  So with that said I will ask

15 for a vote to be taken again and we will start with

16 Commissioner Bresaw.

17            MS. BRESAW:  No.

18            MR. NEWMAN:  It's a yes based on what you

19 said, because the way we received these questions

20 was and/or Main Street.  And that's up to the

21 professionals and that committee to decide.  So yes.

22            MS. BATEY:  So what you're saying about

23 one vote is a little different than what Kenny and

24 Katie were saying a little while ago about being

25 able to bifurcate?
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1            MR. KLEIN:  Well, I think what they're

2 saying is that the question before us is and/or.  So

3 that by voting yes you're saying there's an option

4 in there that is a viable option.

5            MS. COLEMAN:  I disagree.  I think you

6 can separate them.

7            MR. KLEIN:  Okay.

8            MS. COLEMAN:  I think you definitely can

9 separate them.  Because they're asking you on a

10 conceptual level what you think and since it had a

11 slash in there you can answer it two ways.  I mean,

12 you can go that way.  You can answer that way.

13            MR. KLEIN:  In the essence of me getting

14 home at anytime -- without my car getting keyed.

15            MS. MANGLE:  Actually, let me clarify my

16 answer to Commissioner Coleman, is that I meant is

17 that we're not voting on the different options,

18 although the different options that were -- you're

19 not voting on the different types of couplets and

20 things like that.  That is what I meant.

21            But to split it the way that

22 Commissioner Batey did I think is absolutely

23 appropriate and helpful information.

24            MS. COLEMAN:  If you vote yes on it then

25 you're saying McLoughlin could be viable.  So if you
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1 have a strong feeling that McLoughlin isn't then

2 you're voting on something you don't want to, I

3 think.

4            MR. KLEIN:  Okay.

5            MS. BATEY:  So I'm going to stick by my

6 original gun and vote no on McLoughlin and yes on

7 Main or Main 21st option.

8            MR. KLEIN:  Commissioner Coleman.

9            MS. COLEMAN:  Emphatic no on McLoughlin

10 and I'm open to Main Street and 21st option or

11 whatever.

12            MS. QUTUB:  As I stated before, no on

13 McLoughlin and yes on Main Street.

14            MR. KLEIN:  And I will vote yes.  I feel

15 that the vote itself will shake itself out and that

16 if McLoughlin is viable or if it's not viable, if

17 Main Street is viable, 21st is viable, or if

18 Tillamook line is viable that's what the SDEIS is

19 for.  So I'll be voting yes.

20            Next thing.  The tally, in case anyone's

21 taking notes at home, is five yeses and five nos,

22 so...

23            No.  So it is one no, one yes, two yeses,

24 and three yeses to Main, three nos to McLoughlin.

25 Could this have been any more difficult?  I really
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1 don't think so.

2            Staff will report on the public forum to

3 the mayor and the city council next week.  Since

4 this is not a land-use decision there is no appeal

5 process.  If you have questions about light rail

6 planning I encourage you to speak to staff about the

7 upcoming light rail SDEIS process.  There will be

8 many more public input opportunities during the

9 study and project development process.  I will take

10 a motion to close the meeting.

11            MS. COLEMAN:  Second.

12            MR. KLEIN:  Someone has to make a motion.

13            MR. NEWMAN:  So moved.

14            MS. QUTUB:  I make a motion to close this

15 session.

16            MR. KLEIN:  All in favor of closing the

17 meeting say I.  I want to take this opportunity to

18 thank all the members of the Milwaukie community who

19 responded to our request for input on these

20 important questions.  We appreciate your input and

21 promise it will be forwarded to the mayor and the

22 city council.  Thank you and good night.

23

24         (Proceedings concluded at 9:15 p.m.)

25
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1        (As a matter of firm policy, the

stenographic notes and computerized backup of this

2 transcript will be destroyed five years from the

date appearing on the following certificate, unless

3 notice is received otherwise from any part of

counsel thereto on or before said date of the 22nd

4 day of June, 2012.)

5
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7

               C E R T I F I C A T E

8

           I, Denise C. Johnson, Certified Shorthand

9 Reporter, do hereby certify that the proceedings

were held before me at the time and place mentioned

10 in the caption herein; that said proceedings were

taken down by me in stenotype and thereafter reduced

11 to typewritten; and, that the foregoing transcript,

Pages 1 to 127, both inclusive constitutes a full,

12 true, and accurate record of said proceedings, and

of the whole thereof, to the best of my ability.

13            Witness my hand at Portland, Oregon, this

22nd day of June, 2007.
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