A BRIEF PORTLAND PLANNING

— WHO’S WHO AND WHERE TO GET HELP

Tri-Met

G.B. Arrington
503-238-4977 - transit and land use

Kim Knox
503-239-6716 — joint development

Ken Zatarain
503-238-4970 - service planning

City of Portland

Elsa Coleman
503-823-7158 — parking policy

Steve Dotterrer
503-823-7731 — transportation policy

Laura Wentworth — 503-823-7734
eastside station area planning

Jim Claypool - 503-823-7198
westside station area planning

City of Gresham
Max Talbot — 503-618-2661
gresham civic neighborhood
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City of Beaverton
John Engle — 503-526-2521
the round at beaverton central

Alwin Turiel - 503-526-2675
station area planning

City of Hillsboro
Marion Hemphill - 503-681-6118
station area planning

Washington County
Brent Curtis — 503-640-3547
& Hal Bergsma — 503-648-8817
station area planning

Metro
Andy Cotugno — 503-797-1763
regional transportation policy

Elaine Wilkerson - 503-797-1738
& Mark Turpel — 503-797-1734
region 2040 & UGB

Richard Brandman — 503-797-1749
light rail planning

Mary Weber — 503-797-1735
& Brenda Bernards — 503-797-1746
station area planning
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The Portland region is in the midst of
a bold unprecedented two and a half
decades long experiment to reinvent the
American dream of a livable community.
Portland took the road less traveled by
saying “yes” to smart growth without the
negatives of more cars and freeway lanes.

Governing summed up the Portland story

LIGHT RAIL &

SMART GROWTH

IN PORTLAND

paint its future. The Portland metropoli-
tan area has seen transit as a vehicle to
move people, to shape growth, to clean the
air, to reinvest in the downtown and to
defer highway investments. Regional
residents also recognize that land use

planning will determine the viability of
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and creating more attractive communities. -

Citizens, businesses and governments
support both transit and land use planning
because they are the tools Portland has
used successfully to achieve a livable
community. The Portland story is more
about community building than transpor-

tation or light rail building.

If you remember one thing about
Portland, it’s this: Transit is important in
Portland because it’s 2 means to an end.
Land use planning is important because it’s

a means to an end. That end, the

community’s goal, is livability.
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Portland’s bold experiment with
transportation and land use planning is
starting to produce dividends which set it
apart from other American cities. The
livability of Americds cities is at risk —

-automobile use and sprawl are up, transit
ridership and the vitality of urban cores are

down.

The Portland story is significant
because something different is happening.
Consider this:

% Thanks to the Portland region’s
land use policies, transit is starting to do
the unthinkable — win the war with
automobile dependency. Between 1990
and 1996, Tri-Met’s ridership grew 20
percent faster than the growth in vehicle
miles traveled, 41 percent faster than
the growth in transit service and nearly
150 percent faster than the growth in
population;

% An Urban Growth Boundary
(UGB) legally defines what’s urban and
what will remain rural. Since the adoption
of the 235,000 acre boundary in 1979,
Portland has urbanized just 39,000
acres— about the size of one Phoenix
subdivision. At the same time the popula-
tion inside the UGB has increased by more
than a third; v

% The City of Portland’s core is
healthy and vital. Employment has grown
from 56,000 to 109,500 since the mid-

1970s— an increase of nearly 100 percent;

% No new road capacity has been
added to the downtown for 20 years.
Transit carries the equivalent of two lanes
of traffic on every major thoroughfare to

downtown;

Tri-Met Ridership Growth Outstrips
Vehicle Miles Traveled

POPULATION

TRI-MET SERVICE

VEHICLE MILES
TRAVELED

RIDERSHIP

FroOM 1990-96 TRANSIT RIDERSHIP IN THE PORTLAND

METROPOLITAN AREA GREW 20% FASTER THAN
GROWTH IN VEHICLE MILES TRAVELED (VMT), 41%

FASTER THAN GROWTH IN SERVICE AND NEARLY 150%

FASTER THAN THE GROWTH IN POPULATION

% Transit provides the transportation
capacity to serve downtown growth. One

third of the work trips to downtown

available for the trip or choose not to own
a car; and,

% Portland’s once dirty air is again
safe to breathe. After violating federal
health quality standards one out of three
days in the 1970s, Portland is now
considered an attainment area by federal

regulators.

Like the stock market, “Past perfor-

mance is no guarantee of future success.”

What happens next in Portland holds the |

promise to be more significant than our
past successes. As Portland moves into the
next millennium, its residents are looking
to transit and land use to play an even
bigger role in the communirty’s continued

livability.
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$56.1m

New DEeveLOoPMENT NEXT TO Max
MAX STATIONS ARE BECOMING MAGNETS FOR NEW
DEVELOPMENT. SO FAR MORE THAN $2.4 BILLION
IN NEW DEVELOPMENT IS UNDERWAY OR
COMPLETED WITHIN WALKING DISTANCE OF THE
EAST AND WESTSIDE MAX STATIONS

$118.1m |
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INVESTING IN
LIVABILITY WITH RAIL

The Portland region is facing one of its
toughest challenges yet: accommodating
significantly more people without losing
its vaulted livability. Some 645,000 new
residents are forecast to be added to the
four county area in the next 20 years. That
is the equivalent of another 1-1/2 cities of
Portland.

And again, transit is

underway to focus growth along rail
corridors while expanding Portland’s rail
system from 15 to nearly 70 miles:

 In September 1998, an 18 mile
$963.5 million extension of Max to the
west opened for service to Hillsboro;

% Bechtel Enterprises entered into an
innovative partnership in December 1997

to build a 5.5 mile $125 million extension

of Max to Portland International Airport
without any federal transit funding or an
increase in local taxes;

< Portland’s voters are being asked to
reauthorize $475 million in property tax
based bonds in November 1998 to extend
Max to the south and north;

% And, the City of Portland is
underway with engineering work on a

Central City Street

being looked to. Transit
is at the forefront of the
region’s strategy to
coordinate transporta-
tion investments with
land use to leverage the
kind of future Portland’s @,

citizens want. An

Hillsboro

unprecedented modern

rail revolution is
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Car project. The street
car promises to link
thousands and

thousands of new

homes to the city’s

core without the need

Eastside MAX

for any federal transit

funds.

Gresham

Goose

A RAIL REVOLUTION IS UNDERWAY IN
PORTLAND — EXPANDING THE SYSTEM FROM
15 MILES TO NEARLY 70 MILES AND
FOCUSING GROWTH AROUND THE STATIONS
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METRO 2040
ALTERNATIVE GROWTH CONCEPTS

Growing Inside the Urban Growth
Boundary

METRO’s 2040 PROCESS IS THE FOURM
FOR DEVELOPING A CONSENSUS ON A
VISION FOR HOW THE REGION WANTS TO
GROW

" The citizens of the Portland metropoli-
tan area significantly raised the bar for
transit performance in the next millen-
nium with Metro’s Region 2040 project —
the region’s unparalleled long range
transportation and land use plan. Region
2040 asks the questions: How do we want
to grow, what do we want to the region to

look like and how will we get there?

Region 2040 has two fundamental
differences from traditional American
regional planning exercises:

% First, the Region 2040 project is
simultaneously testing both alternative
land use and transportation futures;

% Second, the legal authority and
political will to move ahead with imple-
mentation of the regional plan is now in

place.

One way to explain Region 2040 is
that it is planning for the end of the
suburbs because the whole region becomes
urban. The plan’s goal is to accommodate
most of the anticipated new growth inside
the region while protecting the valuable
farm and forest land that surrounds
Portland and its suburbs. By carefully
focusing density into centers and corridors
the suburbs urbanize and fade away.
Region 2040 also is intended to improve
air quality, reduce auto dependency and
demand for more roads and highways, and
preserve the region’s livability — all this
while continuing to absorb a tremendous
influx of new residents and the children of

today’s residents.

CRASH-TEST DUMMIES

In 1990, Portdand’s voters gave Metro
the legal authority to require local govern-
ments to change their plans and zoning
codes to be consistent with Metro’s
adopted regional framework plans. The
lengthy process of changing plans and
funding priorities to use transportation
investments explicitly as a tool to help
leverage the land use future the region

envisions is now underway.

For four years Metro, Tri-Met and local
governments developed and evaluated
three basic alternative growth concepts.
The idea was to frame a range of reason-
able choices. Like with crash-test dum-
mies, the concepts were not designed to
survive the analysis. The best elements of
each concept were crafted into a recom-
mended alternative and adopted in

December 1994.

The three growth concepts analyzed
were: -

Concept A: Continue outward with
current trends, allowing the region to grow
out by expanding the Urban Growth
Boundary;

CoNCEPT B: Freeze the region’s Urban
Growth Boundary and substantially
increase density in transit corridors; and

ConcepT C: Decant some growth to

satellite cities; focus density in centers.

For America’s cities,
Portland’s experience
provides a model of a
vibrant compact city
others can learn from.
The two decade long
marriage of transit and
land use has paid large l

rewards. l

Portland is a

reminder that planning

Max stations. New
transit oriented commu-
nities are rising out of
the fields along the
Westside. While on east
side, Max has changed
the shape of downtown
Portland and fostered
the redevelopment and

infill of the corridor.

and civic stewardship
can make a positive
difference in peoples
lives:

% The urban growth boundary is
showing you can actually change the
genetic code of cities— traffic jams and
sprawling outward are not the enviable
hallmarks of how our cities grow. In
Portland there has been a marked return to
the city with reinvestment in neighbor-

hoods and commercial areas;

% Transit is actually starting to win
the war with auto dependency— transit
ridership is growing faster than the growth
in service expansion, population growth or
vehicle miles traveled; and,

% Max station areas are magnets for
new development. More than $2.4 billion
in new development has occurred within

walking distance of the east and Westside

= The Portland story

then is more about

community building

than Max building. Max
has been a vehicle to move people, shape
the region, defer highway investments and
to enhance our quality of life. The chal-
lenge for the future is to see if Portland
can continue to build on this record of
success as it plans for the end of the

suburbs.
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“It’s no small burden being
America’s urban sweetheart.”

—Governing
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