PORTSMOUTH
NEIGHBORHOOD
ASSOCIATION

Minutes for Portsmouth Neighborhood Association Community Forum
June 10, 2008 from 7:00-8:00 PM at the Columbia Cottage

Board Members present: Jeanne Knepper, Susan Landauer, Betty Johnson, Matthew Denton,
Stephen Leiker, Greg Wilhelm, Erin McGovney. Over 30 people were in attendance.

The meeting was preceded by a free light supper to encourage attendance and socializing.
The meeting started at 7:00 PM with Jeanne Knepper presiding.

Richard Ellmyer raised a point of order that he requested a list of all who are eligible to vote in the
neighborhood. The chair declined his request.

Richard Ellmyer raised a point of order that he wanted to know what newspaper advertised this forum
meeting as required by our bylaws. The chair and voice committee responded that the PNA
advertised by the following methods: Sentinel article about the streetcar, Shell station billboard at
Lombard and Portsmouth, slides at the St. Johns Theater, on the PNA website, via Susan’s
Neighborhood Newsletter and on the ONI website.

Neighborhood Crime Update

Commander Donna Henderson of the North Precinct distributed the following map (on the next page)
that shows the crime by type, location and occurrences for our neighborhood during the past month.
She then asked for neighborhood feedback.
Greg Wilhelm mentioned that his catalytic converter was stolen from his truck last Thursday.
He went on to explain that nearly all cars and trucks have them and that thieves simply crawl
underneath your vehicle and unbolt them or saw them off. Since trucks and SUVs are higher,
it makes it easier for thieves to take them. A replacement catalytic converter will cost you
$900+ at a dealership, while the thieves get $200 in scrap. The police recommend having
your catalytic converter welded to your car. Midas may still do this for free.
Betty commented that lots of suspicious activity is happening at the Taco Bell.
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New recycling program presentation

Mark Stephan and Robin Dunitz, both Master Recyclers described the changes to our residential
recycling program. There is a link on our website that summarizes their presentation. They then
answered questions and provided the following additional information:
You can recycle the following in the new blue rolling carts
o Fairly clean aluminum foil
o Clean yogurt containers, butter tubs, etc (but not the lids)
o Clean plastic plant pots
0 Gable-top juice and milk containers
o “Aseptic” liquid containers (e.g. juice that you can push a straw into, soy milk)
You cannot recycle the following
o Frozen food boxes
o Compostable food scraps
Miscellaneous tips
o Collect all small metal parts, put them in a soup can, then smash the can so that the
small metal parts are contained
o Keep all plastics (including lids) that you are unsure about and bring them to the plastic
roundup held at the Kaiser campus on Interstate.
o Call METRO at 503-234-3000 or your hauler with questions.

Board members and officers election

Jeanne discussed the election process and how to nominate people from the floor. Each candidate
was given a chance the express why they were running for a board position. She also stated that
candidates need person needs a majority vote to be elected.

Richard Ellmyer raised a point of order that Susan Landauer was in violation of the bylaws because
she had served more than 8 years. The chair pointed out that after 8 years Susan took one year off,
then was re-elected to the board.

Richard Ellmyer raised the point of order that the bylaws state that we have to elect 6 board members
in even years and 5 board members in odd years. The chair remedied the problem by including
Stephen Leiker, the last board member appointed, in the ballot.

The ballots were being distributed and Richard Ellmyer raised a point of order that he wanted to
suspend the rule in the bylaws that states that only members who have formerly attended a PNA
function and signed the register can vote. The chair declined his request because Robert’s Rules of
Order forbid interrupting the voting once it starts.



The followmg people ran for board positions:
Greg Wilhelm — Chair and 2 year board position
Erin McGovney — Vice Chair and 2 year board position
Renee Jensen Reinhardt — Secretary
Betty Johnson — Treasurer
Stephen Leiker — 2 year board position
Sam Thompson — 2 year board position
Virginia Scott — 2 year board position
Richard Ellmyer — 2 year board position

All candidates, except for Richard Ellmyer, succeeded in obtaining a majority vote for their respective
positions.

Streetcar Presentations

Matthew Denton presented a pro Lombard Streetcar presentation and Shelley Oylear presented a
con argument. Both of their presentations are available on our website by clicking on the separate
links. Neighbors made the following comments:
. Virginia Scott, who lived in NW 23" during the construction of the streetcar, said that it had a
very positive effect on the neighborhood.
A neighbor stated that TriMet should not spend any more money on things like streetcars until
they fix the existing problems. She felt that the City should fund rebuilding our neighborhood.
Greg Wilhelm noted that Amsterdam, The Netherlands, has the highest per capita number of
bicyclist in the world and they are able to safely integrate pedestrians, cyclists and streetcars.
He also indicated that the Portland Development Commission (PDC) (specifically ICURA —
Interstate Corridor Urban Renewal Area) does not have sufficient funds to rebuild our
neighborhood as the former guest suggested. Furthermore, since St. John’s is not part of the
ICURA, they are ineligible for that funding. Greg feels that the streetcar would provide a
reason for the development of the vacant car lots along Lombard in St. Johns.
Matthew Weidner, the North Portland Streetcar facilitator, mentioned that Federal funding is
available to PDOT for the streetcar and if we do not get it, then the funds will be used for
another neighborhood. Matthew also indicated that he soon will be distributing a poll to the
residents to see if they support a streetcar.
A neighbor wanted to know if the PNA has taken a position on the topic. The chair indicated
that we have not.

New business

Richard Ellmyer made a motion to suspend the rule in the bylaws that states that only members who
have formerly attended a PNA function and signed the register can vote. There was no second, so
the motion died.

Richard Ellmyer made a motion that the PNA request Dan Saltzman and the Portland Hope Meadows
(PHM) Corporation to release the names of all PHM directors and all donors. A neighbor seconded.
The discussion points are as follows:
- Richard Elimyer said that he has formerly requested the info from PHM.
Derenda Schubert, PHM Director, pointed out that the PHM directors names are listed on their
website. She also said that she was not sure if she could release the names of all donors and
that she would have to check with her legal staff.



Several neighbors committed that since PHM is a non-profit organization, that the records are
supposed to be public.

Derenda Schubert said that she would work with the PNA to give them information (that she
can provide) without the need for a motion.

The chair asked Richard to clarify if he in fact wanted know the name of every donor, including
those who contributed $5 for example. Richard said yes.

Greg Wilhelm indicated that the PNA would only need the information immediately if the PNA
wished to contact all of the donors. He stated that the PNA has not committed to this type of
action and with limited volunteer resources may not have enough bandwidth to take on this
action anyhow. He indicated that the information would be more valuable in
September/October 2008 when PHM has to demonstrate to the City that they met their funding
requirements.

The vote was taken: 5 votes in favor and 8 votes opposed. The motion failed.
The meeting adjourned at approximately 8:40 PM.

Minutes prepared by Greg Wilhelm, acting secretary









Why Is the city studying this?

Reinforcing walkable and economically
diverse neighborhoods and vibrant main
streets

Encouraging sustainable and equitable
development and infrastructure

Supporting reduction of vehicle trips

Supporting greater accessibility, housing
options, employment, and economic
development



Where we are In the process

* Very beginning of a study of streetcar
routes outside the urban core.

 Gauge community support

« Somewhere between 8-20 years from
breaking ground.



Streetcars as Transit

e Better ride quality than buses
— Smoother (People stand willingly)
— Quieter

— Cleaner (Electric: Less CO,, No local
pollutants)

e Larger than buses, so cheaper to operate
than buses (per passenger when full)



Streetcars as Transit (cont)

e Faster than buses (assuming same stops
and passenger load)
— Multiple boarding doors
— Faster acceleration

The streetcar downtown Is very slow: It
stops every two blocks and a lot of people
use it. But a bus on the same route with
the same ridership would be even slower.



Streetcars as Transit (cont)

* People prefer streetcars to buses, and
therefore they ride them more often:
— For a given route, the ridership on a streetcar

IS approximately double (overnight) what it
would be on a bus.



Streetcar serves more than
commute trips

* People also ride the streetcar to go shopping,
visit friends, and other trips in far larger
percentages than they do the bus.
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Why not on Willis and
Fessenden?

The #4 bus has slightly higher ridership than
the #75 In the first place...



Walgreens in St Johns

Walgreens wanted to build a store in St
Johns. The neighbors didn’t want one
there, it wasn't strictly a “Anti-Walgreens”
attitude but that just wasn’t the sort of
development they wanted...






How do you get to Walgreens?

 Most people drive.
« A few people walk/bicycle/take the bus.

Do you have to drive there?
—“Too far” to walk/bicycle.
— Don’t know bus schedule/route/etc...

 And when you get there, you have to park
your car.












62% of the site Is for parking

e Of the $1.2M land value for the site, the
parking lot is worth $744,000.

* 74 spaces means that each one costs
$10,000 in land.

 And then you have to pave Iit/light it/deal
with stormwater runoff/etc...



Do Developers like streetcar?

Approximately 20% of all trips along a
good route are served by streetcar.

So for a given amount of customers, you
can build a 20% smaller parking lot.

15 less spaces: $150,000 less money
spent on land, (more than pays for their
share of streetcar construction.)

15 less spaces: 9000 sq feet (12%) more
land for other development.



Why people don’t walk to
Walgreens

 What Is between us and Walgreens? A lot
of it Is parking lots.

 If the parking lots are smaller, then there
are more businesses within walking range
of our houses.

 Then people could walk for more of their
trips.



More walking trips encourages
even more building development

 More walking puts less pressure on
developers to build parking lots, and more
pressure to build businesses.

(We probably still won’t walk to that
Walgreens, but we may get a drugstore
closer to our neighborhood: One that
would be within walking distance.)






Do you want to drive everywhere
(even at $4/gallon) anyways?

e You still can.
 There will still be parking lots to park in.

 You won’t have to drive as far to get to the
same types of businesses.



Are there other ways to encourage
that sort of development?

 Lombard could develop that way on it’s
own. But it hasn’t so far, it has been going
the other way since the streetcar line was
removed In the 1940s.

o After seeing what Portland’s streetcar did
for our downtown, more than 50 US cities
have either built, or are building streetcars.
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Argument against a Lombard Streetcar
Shelley Oylear

PDOT’s mission isThe Portland Office of Transportation is the steavaf the City’s transportation system,
and a community partner in shaping a livable ciWe plan, build, manage, maintain and advocatefor
effective and safe transportation system that pieiaccess and mobility.

I’m a big fan of transit. Good transit is a keyttol to deal with congestion and pollution, sugjpay a strong
local economy, and maintaining livability. Butawe concerns about the Streetcar Expansion plarbeow
developed by the City of Portland.

The Streetcar Master Plan (SMP) process appe#s framed by questions such as the following:I{i)
Portland wants to expand streetcar service, whereald we look to do so? and (i) “How will the Sétear
benefit Portland?”

These questions beg for a response that suppreeicsr routes in Portland rather than asking varettreetcar
service makes sense in Portland when looking abitheicture of the city’s overall transportation,
redevelopment, environmental, safety, sustainglalitd budget concerns.

While the SMP is being promoted as a way to engritevelopment and provide better transit options f
Portlanders, we need to ask if the underlying @oisl and alternative solutions have been adequigéhed,
evaluated, and discussed by citizens

We believe the following questions need to be asketldiscussed to help provide for a more usefdl an
informed SMP process:

1. What is the underlying transportation problemaitg is seeking to address with the SMP?

2. What alternative transportation solutions aralalke to address this problem, and what are tleeiBp
costs, benefits and trade-offs of each alternainehiding streetcar routes?

3. Where and how has desired redevelopment failedd¢ar as the city and neighborhoods envisioned?

4. What is the range of options available, bothdpamtation and non-transportation-related, to erage:
redevelopment? And, what are the costs, benefddrade-offs of each of these options?

A good transportation and transit planning requaethorough, system-wide approach. We continueaie h
significant concerns about the current SMP process.

Consider the following:

Is streetcar the best solution for redevelopment.. f redevelopment is a problem?

Proponents say streetcar is an excellent stimolusrban redevelopment, because it is “fixed.” &ese the
tracks are permanent, developers are confidentridnadit service will be permanent too, which jiiss dense,
transit-oriented development around streetcar liigg Tri-Met’s “unfixed” bus routes have endur@eker time
as well. Are developers really scared that busé#gwiaway? And what about other fixed transieaiatives,
like electric trolley buses that don’t require emp®e tracks?



Proponents claim the downtown streetcar playedge part in redeveloping the Pearl District and 8out
Waterfront. What about all the other public sukesdn those areas, like new, beautified streeis,developer
tax breaks, reduced property tax deferrment?

Redevelopment was also encouraged by the rezohthg®e desirable downtown locations from induktoa
mixed use, and by the red-hot real estate markéeaime. Rezoning will likely accompany the staar. St.
John Lombard Plan was adopted a few years agooalkdjuite some time to complete. The SMP will kel
revisit the landuse and zoning along Lombard.

Another question is whether we really need redgratent stimulus at all. For example, on Mississippi
Avenue, a proposed streetcar corridor, new mudtiysinixed-use buildings are being built to the macm
densities allowed, even in this lousy economy, thed#4 bus on Mississippi is one of Tri-Met’s biggim
terms of ridership. So here, and in many otheatioas, the question remains — why streetcar?

Where redevelopment is desired elsewhere, thenmang other ways to stimulate it that should be
considered — like better parks and schools, egiDC programs? and other forms of transit.

Is streetcar the best option for improving transpotation if existing transportation options are deicient?

Few would argue against better public transit irntlRod. One of the key ways to attract rideriptovide
frequent, fast, efficient service —But can theetzar provide better transit?

Proponents say, “We have bus routes all over teavnyhy not streetcars? Streetcars operate jesblises or
better.”

Streetcars are confined to their tracks. Thoskérare a serious hazard to bikes, and they coshdr$13
million per mile to build — far more than regulanés used by buses, cars and bikes. Overallicreare
slower limited to 10 to 25 mph, less maneuverahttlass versatile than buses. Buses or eleatlieyrbuses
aren’t confined to tracks. They can operate onstreet, maneuver around obstacles like localipegjestion
and vehicle accidents, and pull out of travel lawbsn stopping.

All types of transit can reduce auto trips. On¢hefkey ways to attract riders is to provide frexgp,) fast,
efficient service. Since streetcar shares lands tnaffic there is little advantage in service obases.
Proponents claim the streetcar’'s smooth ride agraers who avoid buses. Perhaps if we improtied t
aesthetics around the bus stops, provide platfoaint other enhancements it could attract moresidea
much lower cost.



Streetcar may be appealing to riders who can affotthvel via other modes because of the sexycaspeto
tourists, but more people are shifting to trarigiist saw the number on TV that ridership hasaased by
12%, because of the cost of parking and gas, iit'tdidke a sexy streetcar to get people to chahgemes
down to money and time.

Is it often sited that ridership doubles when aetrar goes in.They point to the success of atstrelne in
Tacoma, where ridership is 450% more than the pusvbus route. But that’s an apples-to-oranges
comparison, because the Tacoma streetcar operatedike light-rail — fast service with well-spacstbps,
traveling in its own right-of-way, not in traffic.

The city’s criteria for locating new streetcar Bn@doesn’t even consider the transportation fundistreetcar is supposed to
provideTake the eastside loop for example. 3 dtopdblocks. . Most of the stops on the existitigetcar system were subsidized or
paid by developers. Is this the way to make degssto ensure an efficient transportation systemhtghest bidder?

And the city hasn't seriously evaluated whethegedirar is the best type of transit, compared teetlieuses,
electric trolley buses, bus rapid transit, or othlezrnatives. So if good transportation planrpnactices aren’t
driving the streetcar expansion plans, what is?ofding to this Willamette Week article
(http://wweek.com/editorial/3345/958§9t’s for the good of politicians, their well-coacted contributors, and
developers. Is this a good way to decide how lpudic investments, with huge impacts, should Engp

We need to ensure that transportation relatedrectice considered comprehensively so that we can
sustain cohesion, connectivity, circulation, amxkibility over the long term.

We need a system that responsibly meets competingefneeds and maximizes the benefits of
investments in transportation infrastructure angises.

We need a system that will ensure sustainabiligywant a system that will be around, will work, Iwil
accommodate people for 20 years or more. Reingfits expensive and not a position we want to find
ourselves in.

Finally we need an affordable and balanced syshamutilizes all available means of travel
cooperatively and in a mutually complimentary manne



