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Presentation Notes
Last presented on February 28th.  Quick review of findings at that time, the aggreements and recommendation since February.

Planning Commission on May 16th




EMCP - Policy background

First plan from the
2035 Regional
Transportation Plan

EMCP recommendation will lead to an
amended Regional Transportation Plan

REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN

Collective advocacy for regional, state,
and federal funding for the action plan.

June 2010

As submitted to the Department of Land Conservation
and Development Commission and U.S. Department
of Transportation for Review

@ Metro | People places. Open spaces.

Metro
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Presentation Notes
Plan Area (Area for which improvements are proposed):

East Multnomah County, which includes the four city area of Gresham, Fairview, Wood Village, Troutdale and the unincorporated Pleasant Valley and Springwater areas between I-84 (north) and the County Line (south).



Influence Area: 

Comprises two areas within two county/six city area (including Happy Valley and Damascus): 1) The portions of the 4 city area

between the Columbia River (north) to I-84 (south) and 2) Between the County Line (north) and HWY 212 (south), and I-205 (west) to 272nd

Avenue (east). The Influence Area will include a level of analysis sufficient to assess connectivity and land use relationships with the Plan Area.



City of Portland is not in “influence area” because it is not a primary north-south connection.  However, traffic analyses included.  
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*Project Partners

» Gresham, Fairview,

Troutdale, Wood Village,
Multnomah County

eMultiple Stakeholders

» Citizens of East Multnomah

County, Clackamas County and

Cities, ODOT, Port of Portland,
TriMet
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Investments that
serve key land uses

0 Columbia Cascade River District
oTroutdale Reynolds Industrial Park
o Urban renewal areas

o Employment areas, including
Gresham Vista and Springwater

o Downtown development
Project not recommending any changes to

land use — what investments will activate
current land uses?
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5 Transportation System Plan and

e Transportation System Plan EMCP

(TSP)

» Policies

> Functional Classifications Will inform

» Transportation Projects List up date to

» Funding Mechanisms

TRANSPORTATIO

 East Metro Connections Plan N

» Addresses regionally significant SYSTEM PLAN

north-south, east-west arterials
and collectors

» Results in a prioritized list of
transportation projects for
inclusion in Transportation System
Plans

Metro
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Presentation Notes
Regional effort that compliments the local effort.  There will be other projects in your TSP, and these projects are not mutually exclusive.



EMCP identifies the ones most ripe for collective advocacy among east county.


5 EMCP Project Overview

Earlier studies examined highway connections
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Mt. Hood Pkwy. Project Alternative (2002)
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Presentation Notes
A need for roadway investments.   

That can help facilitate mobility between US 26 and I-84.  Single highway facility…look at that and other ways to meet current and future needs.


Goals for East Metro Connections Plan

Support north/south connectivity between I-84 and US 26,
as well as east/west connectivity and capacity in the East
Metro plan area.

Make the best use of the existing transportation system.

Develop multiple solutions that encompass all
transportation modes.

Foster economic vitality.

Distribute both benefits and burdens of growth.
Enhance the livability and safety of East Metro
communities. Ensure that East Metro is a place where
people want to live, work and play.

Support the local land use vision of each community.

Enhance the natural environment.




Year 2035 system bottlenecks
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B
Today and tomorrow's needs

A new or dramatically widened connection between 1-84 and
US 26 is not needed based on traffic volume

 Some areas will experience increased future congestion and
may require new lanes and/or intersections changes
223rd and Stark Powell and 174th, Eastman

242nd and Burnside, Powell Highland/190th corridor
242nd and Glisan, Stark

e Lower cost solutions (e.g., signal timing) are available

181st corridor Kane corridor
207th/Glisan/223rd corridor Burnside corridor
Hogan corridor Powell corridor

Metro
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Presentation Notes
What are the needs?

o   Use the findings from the December packet, and updated with Anthony’s presentation from February 8th

o   Capacity locations: the 5 areas in the future Anthony  shows

o   Safety locations: there are a few corridors with needs

o   Will be looking at transit and other needs {need good talking points or eliminate this; don’t want to get into a overlong discussion on this}

o   Project is NOT proposing a single facility: not a need.  Project will NOT be defining a single route for focused traffic.

o   Project WILL be addressing arterial capacity and recommending new lanes and/or intersection improvements where needed.  Allow for through trips to move effieciently through the area, allow for access to commercial areas.




Today and tomorrow's needs

e Higher rate of crash-related injuries and fatalities prompts

safety strategies at locations including

Division between 175th and 257th
181st/Stark to -84 and Rockwood

Halsey and Glisan between 162nd and 192nd
Cherry Park and 257th
Hogan/Burnside/Powell

* Opportunities to improve transit service

 Transportation investments that encourage employment and
development of employment lands could provide local jobs
and revenue for things such as schools and parks

Metro



Supporting the
“regional grid”

- Balanced performance

- Arterials accommodate
mobility

- Distributed system

“Silver buckshot” not
“silver bullet”

East Metro Connections Plan - Plan Area
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East Metro Connections Plan - candidate projects to be evaluated

Roadway projects to be evaluated
= Bicycle and Pedesirian projects

—

| related project

In addition to projects
identified on this map,
EMCP will also be evalu-
ating a transit system
network, as well as

i

Safety Corridor fo be evaluated

impr in system
utilization to specific
arterials. Please refer to
the transit map and
system management
map for those projects.

m
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Schools "1 2040 Center

Libraries School

Hospitals Park/Natural Area/Gotf Course
City halls Mixed Use Residents
Grocery stores Urtan growth boundary

m Plan Area

Light rail stops = City boundary lines

- Trail

PLAN
AREA

INFLUENCE AREA

Investigate
potential solutions
(Dec to Mar)

Emerging priorities
(Mar to April)

Agreement on

priorities
(May to July)
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Identifying Projects

BUNDLES of projects

(Marchto April 2012)




Recommendation

East Metro Connections Plan

THEME bundled projects =

“Investment Packages”
(Aprilto May 2012)

D Access & mobility
I:I Safety

D Economic development
[ muitimodal

E Regional gateway
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1) 181st/182nd Safety Corridor

2} 182nd/190th Connections to Clackamas County
3) Eastman/223rd Connections

4) 242nd Connections to Clackamas County

5) Southeast Gateway

6) 257th Safety Corridor

7) Sandy River to Springwater multimodal Corridor
8) Regional East-West Transit Link

Managing the System (*not mapped)

9) Rockwood/181st

10) Pleasant Valley

11) Downtown Gresham

12) Gresham Vista

13) Catalyst for Springwater District

14) Downtown Fairview and Wood Village
15) Halsey Main Street

16) Downtown Troutdale
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Thematic, contextually sensitivie



What are the investments that really need to move forward to focus on economic development, access & mobility, safety?


North-South Connectivity

ACCESS & MOBILITY

Intersection improvements

Road widening

ES‘s“t‘Metro Connections Plan
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E Access & mobility 1) 181st/182nd Safety Corridor
3) Eastman/223rd Connections

D satery
4) 242nd Connections to Clackamas County

DEcnnomicd=. lop t 5) Southeast Gateway

. 6) 257th Safety Corridor
- Multimodal

8) Regional East-West Transit Link
Managing the System (*not mapped)

D Regional gateway

7) Sandy River to Springwater multimodal Corridor 15) Halsey Main Street

June 6, 2012

9) Rockwood/181st
2) 182nd/190th Connections to Clackamas County 10} Pleasant Valley

11) Downtown Gresham

12) Gresham Vista

13) Catalyst for Springwater District
14) Downtown Fairview and Wood Village

16) Downtown Troutdale
Q———F—imie
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Improvements to 238t"/242nd

TYPICAL SECTION
A=A

Widened travel lanes with
climbing lane

10’ multimodal facility on
both sides

10% grade unchanged

No private property
acquisition

South side retaining wall = 5
ft. max height

North side retaining wall — 15
ft. max height




Improvements to 238t"/242nd

1. widened lanes (15 foot
northbound, 14 foot south-

| bound)

2. 12 foot cimbing lane

Bl 3. 10 foot multiuse facility

(north and south bound)

4. retaining walls in two
locations. Opportunities for
landscaping.
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REGIONAL GATEWAY

Intersection improvements
and road widening

Safety improvements
Access to downtowns

Promote Scenic Byway

North-South Connectivity

h
N
LEASAMNT VIE

East Metro Connectlons Plan—

23RO

BIRDSCHALE
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Recommended Investment Packages

E Access & mobility
:I Safety

E Economic development
E Multimodal

I:I Regional gateway

1) 181st/182nd Safety Cormdor

21 182md/ 190th Connections to Clackamas County
3) Eastmany'223rd Connections

4) 242md Conmections to Clackamas County

5) Southeast Gateway

&) 257th Safety Corridor

71 Sandy River to Springwater multimodal Corridor 15 Halsey Main Strest

B) Regional East-\West Transit Link
Managing the Systern *nof mapped)

5 Southeast
Gateway

May 5, 2012

%) Rockwood/181st

10} Pleasant Valley

11} Downtown Grasham

1.2} Gresham Vista

13} Catalyst for Springwater District
14) Drownitown Fairview and Wood Village

16} Downtown Troutdale
Q———— 1M
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What are the needs?

o   Use the findings from the December packet, and updated with Anthony’s presentation from February 8th

o   Capacity locations: the 5 areas in the future Anthony  shows

o   Safety locations: there are a few corridors with needs

o   Will be looking at transit and other needs {need good talking points or eliminate this; don’t want to get into a overlong discussion on this}

o   Project is NOT proposing a single facility: not a need.  Project will NOT be defining a single route for focused traffic.

o   Project WILL be addressing arterial capacity and recommending new lanes and/or intersection improvements where needed.  Allow for through trips to move effieciently through the area, allow for access to commercial areas.
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North-South Connectivity

SAFETY

Safety improvements
Multimodal improvements
Crossings

Safe routes to schools

E Safety
E Multimodal

|
ol
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Safety Corridor

BIRTSOALE

D Regional gateway
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—— |
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MULTNO| ¥ AHCOU
CLACKAMAS CO.

Recommended Investment Packages

: Access & mobility

14 1815t/ 182nd Safety Cormdor

3) Eastmany223rd Connections
4) 24 2nd Connections to Clackamas County

E Economic development 5 Southeast Gateway

6} 257th Safety Corridor

71 Sandy River to Springwater multimodal Corrider 150 Halsey Main Strest

B} Reglonal East-West Transit Link
Managing the Systern (*mof mappad)

2} 182nd/190th Connactions to Clackamas County 10} Pleasant Yallay

May 5, 2012

49 Rockwood/ 1815t

11} Downtown Gresham

12} Gresham Vista

13} Catabyzt for Springwater District

14} Downtown Fairview and Wood Village

16} Downtown Troutdale
——t—inie
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What are the needs?

o   Use the findings from the December packet, and updated with Anthony’s presentation from February 8th

o   Capacity locations: the 5 areas in the future Anthony  shows

o   Safety locations: there are a few corridors with needs

o   Will be looking at transit and other needs {need good talking points or eliminate this; don’t want to get into a overlong discussion on this}

o   Project is NOT proposing a single facility: not a need.  Project will NOT be defining a single route for focused traffic.

o   Project WILL be addressing arterial capacity and recommending new lanes and/or intersection improvements where needed.  Allow for through trips to move effieciently through the area, allow for access to commercial areas.
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ACCESS & MOBILITY
1827/ 190th

Connections to/ from Clackamas

"Eastman/ 223"
Connections between Fairview
Parkway /Downtown Gresham

242"/ Hogan Rd.

Connections to / from Clackamas

‘ REGIONAL GATEWAY CORRIDOR

Southeast Gateway
Regional Gateway to / from US 26

SAFETY CORRIDORS
1815t/ 182nd

257™ / Kane Road

North-South Connectivity

Eé“s‘tMetro Connections_Plan-

=

1815t/182nd
Safety Corridor

82nd/190th
Connections

to Clackamas
(County

? o
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LACKAMAS CO.

BIRDSDALE

PALMQUIST

242nd Connections

w 3 to Clackamas County " ]

Recommended Investment Packages

D Access & mobility
E Safety

D Economic development
: Multimodal

: Regional gateway

1) 1815t/182nd Safety Corridor

2) 182nd/190th Connections to Clackamas County
3) Eastman/223rd Connections

4) 242nd Connections to Clackamas County

5) Southeast Gateway

6) 2571h Safety Corridor

7) Sandy River to Springwater multimodal Corridor
8) Regional East-West Transit Link

Managing the System (*not mapped)

9) Rockwood/181st

10) Pleasant Valley

11) Downtown Gresham

12) Gresham Vista

13) Catalyst for Springwater District

14) Downtown Fairview and Wood Village
15) Halsey Main Street

16) Downtown Troutdale

Q——+—limie
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What are the needs?

o   Use the findings from the December packet, and updated with Anthony’s presentation from February 8th

o   Capacity locations: the 5 areas in the future Anthony  shows

o   Safety locations: there are a few corridors with needs

o   Will be looking at transit and other needs {need good talking points or eliminate this; don’t want to get into a overlong discussion on this}

o   Project is NOT proposing a single facility: not a need.  Project will NOT be defining a single route for focused traffic.

o   Project WILL be addressing arterial capacity and recommending new lanes and/or intersection improvements where needed.  Allow for through trips to move effieciently through the area, allow for access to commercial areas.




Downtowns & Employment Areas

Projects to promote
commercial
development and jobs

Better access to
downtowns and
commercial areas

Better access to major
employment areas
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'East;Metro Connections.Plan— 1 =
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Recommended Investment Packages

E Access & mobility

2) 182nd/190th Connections to Clackamas County 10 Pleasant Valley

E Safety 3) Eastmany/ 1223rd Connections 11} Downtown Gresham

4) 242md Connections to Clackamas County 12} Gresham Vista
E Economic development  s) Southeast Gateway 13) Catalyst for Springwater District

&) 257th Safety Corridor 14) Drownitown Fairview and Wood Village
E Multimodal 71 Sandy River to Springwater multimodal Corridor 15 Halsey Main Strest

1] nal East-West Transit Link 16} Downtown Troutdale




owntowns & Employment Areas
_ _ ———

-'Fﬁ?ﬁwunc'lﬁ_-—""""ﬂ_r_ﬁ

————

I—

————tnuntag—

A

Burnside widening
South side of Bumside between 185th & Stark
« new stroetlights & wider sidewalks
+ improved landscaping & street trees
+ arrstret parking between 185th & 188th
= safer padestrian crassings at intersection of
188ith & Burnside

Rockwood MAX Station

« eastbound & westbound platforms
co-located to reduce isolation

- dramatic new public art

= mew security cameras & lighting

« open, transparent shelters Increase
isibility & safaty

CHERRY FARK
Farmer Fred M

PRl
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redeveloped the 5 \aTH
Gresham Redevelopment
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« new stroat cannection axtending 187th
from Stark 1o Burnside will create a safer
path between the MAX station and the
nesghbarhocd south of Stark

+ new signalized intersection at 187t & Stark

-t siddewalks, streetiights &
undergrounded utlities between
190th & 194th

« anhancements to the existing
crosswalk east of 1941h

g segr f 1881h a « Improvements ta medians

ang-way drivoway whan the new stroet opens - rw ADA-accessible driveways

'+ SPRINGWATER

Downtown Gresham

Pleasant Valley
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Presentation Notes
Last November, the Port purchased the surrounding 221 acre site in Gresham from LSI Logic Corp. for $26.5 million. The site has promising potential as a home for clean tech, manufacturing, food processing, logistics and other traded sector companies. According to the Regional Industrial Lands Inventory, available and development-ready industrial sites of this size are becoming increasingly rare in this region, and they are needed to support future economic growth and competitiveness.

 March –

Gresham’s newest business park will soon see the start of construction for a new medical facility near the ON Semiconductor campus. This morning, Port Commissioners approved the $1 million sale of 2.79 acres located at the Port’s Gresham Vista Business Park to Physicians Capital Investments, LLC.


Complete 40-Mile Loop

Improved connection to Mt.
Hood Community College

Neighborhood connections

Access to parks and natural
areas

Economic Development and
Tourism

Regional Mobllltv

East Metro Connections Plan— -
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2) 182nd/190th Connections to Clackamas County 10 Pleasant Valley
3) Eastman/223r d Connections 11} Downtown Gresham
ddddd nd CDnnecnons to Clackamas County 12} Gresham Vista

[ satery

E Economic develo opment 5 uth.e.a S Way 13} Catalyst for Springwater District
7th 5. Fety Lo idor 14} Downtown Fairview and Wood Village
E Multimodal ?,\ Sa.m:ly River to Springwater multimodal Corrider 15 Halsey Main Street
: B) Regional Easl-\'.'est Transit Link 18] Downtown Troutdale
D Regional gateway Managing the Syster (*nof mapped) Q——+— e
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What are the needs?

o   Use the findings from the December packet, and updated with Anthony’s presentation from February 8th

o   Capacity locations: the 5 areas in the future Anthony  shows

o   Safety locations: there are a few corridors with needs

o   Will be looking at transit and other needs {need good talking points or eliminate this; don’t want to get into a overlong discussion on this}

o   Project is NOT proposing a single facility: not a need.  Project will NOT be defining a single route for focused traffic.

o   Project WILL be addressing arterial capacity and recommending new lanes and/or intersection improvements where needed.  Allow for through trips to move effieciently through the area, allow for access to commercial areas.




Projects to promote
commercial development
and jobs

Improved transit to Mt. Hood
Community College

Safety improvements to better
connect to bus shelters

Regional Mobllltv

East Metro\CLTonnectlons Plan— -

r SANDYY

May 5, 2012

Recommended Investment Packages

E Access & mobility
D satery

E Economic development  s) Southeast Gateway

l.‘lBlst.-'lEznd Safety Cormdor %) Rockwood/181st
2) 182nd/190th Connections to Clackamas County 10 Pleasant Valley
3 Eastrnan/223rd Connectio 11} Downtown Gresham
4) 242nd Connections to Llack aaaaa County 12} Gresham Vista
13} Catalyst for Springwater District
&) 257th Safety Corridor 14} Downtown Fairview and Wood Village
71 Sandy River to Springwater multimodal Corridor 15 Halsey Main Strest
16} Downtown Troutdale

Q———— 1M

E Multimodal
I:I Regional gateway

B) Regional East-\West Transit Link
Managing the Systern *nof mapped)
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What are the needs?

o   Use the findings from the December packet, and updated with Anthony’s presentation from February 8th

o   Capacity locations: the 5 areas in the future Anthony  shows

o   Safety locations: there are a few corridors with needs

o   Will be looking at transit and other needs {need good talking points or eliminate this; don’t want to get into a overlong discussion on this}

o   Project is NOT proposing a single facility: not a need.  Project will NOT be defining a single route for focused traffic.

o   Project WILL be addressing arterial capacity and recommending new lanes and/or intersection improvements where needed.  Allow for through trips to move effieciently through the area, allow for access to commercial areas.




Improved Signal coordination
and timing

Regional Mobility

[East Metro Connections Plan™
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Improvements to signals and communication May 12, 2012
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Presentation Notes
4 primary pieces:

Coordinated signals: these allow for signals to be set up to a consistent speed.  Can we go so far to say these roads will be/are currently programmed to 35mph?

Adaptive signals: These are a higher form of signal technology. The 181st corridor and parts of burnside currently have it.  These improvements will upgrade parts of burnside, and include new adaptive on Kane, which will help manage traffic between US 26 and all of the 4 arterials.

Communications cable: This allows for signals to be networked onto the same system.  These improvements will extend the cable, and coordinate Halsey/Glisan with Portland.

Signs: These will be able to provide information about traffic/accidents on I84.  There will be new signs on all 4 main arterials. (Would we be able to fund future signage on US 26 south of Palmquist?)


Sandy River to Springwater
Multi-Modal Connections

Regional East-West Transit Link

Transportation System Management

Regional Mobility
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Regional Mobility

communications cable
existing
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signage coordinated signals  adaptive signals

new sign O existing coordinated Q existing adaptive
© signal upgrade @ new adaptive

7) Sandy River to Springwater multimodal corridor

8) Regional east-west transit link @—+—mie
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What are the needs?

o   Use the findings from the December packet, and updated with Anthony’s presentation from February 8th

o   Capacity locations: the 5 areas in the future Anthony  shows

o   Safety locations: there are a few corridors with needs

o   Will be looking at transit and other needs {need good talking points or eliminate this; don’t want to get into a overlong discussion on this}

o   Project is NOT proposing a single facility: not a need.  Project will NOT be defining a single route for focused traffic.

o   Project WILL be addressing arterial capacity and recommending new lanes and/or intersection improvements where needed.  Allow for through trips to move effieciently through the area, allow for access to commercial areas.
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1) 181st/182nd Safety Corridor

2) 182nd/190th Connections to Clackamas County 10) Pleasant Valley

3) Eastman/223rd Connections
4} 242nd Connections to Clackamas County

D Economic development 5) Southeast Gateway

6) 257th Safety Corridor

7) Sandy River to Springwater multimodal Corridor 15) Halsey Main Street

8) Regional East-West Transit Link
Managing the System (“not mapped)

9) Rockwood/181st

11) Downtown Gresham

12) Gresham Vista

13) Catalyst for Springwater District
14) Downtown Fairview and Wood Village

16) Downtown Troutdale
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Public Outreach

wSteering Committee (6 meetings)
wEconomic Development Committee (2 meetings)
wTechnical Advisory Team (42 meetings)

w*EMCP Open House March 2012

wRegular updates to East Multnomah County
Transportation Committee (EMCTC)

wOregon Truck Driving Championship (June 2011)
wRegular email updates to interested parties list EMCP Open House, March 2012

w Presentations to Gresham, Fairview, Troutdale, Wood Engagement of:
Village City Councils and Planning Commissions plus v Gresham Area Chamber of

Multnomah County Commission Commerce

v'East Metro Economic Alliance

xOnline survey about travel in East County ;Mt HOOd_ Co_mmunity College
wNeighborhood Connections: 4 articles School districts _
wOregonian: 3 articles (Sept 2011, April 2012, June 2012) v'Parks & natural environment

wOutlook Newspaper Stakeholders
v'Freight stakeholders

v'Equity stakeholders

Greshal&

East Metro

m Chamber of Commerce
~—m Economic and Visitors Center

m Alliance -

A

MT HOOD

COMMUNITY COLLECE
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Overview

Is a Metro-led project begun in late 2010

Comprised of a TAC (Katherine Kelly, Jonathan Harker) and Steering Committee (Mayor Bemis).  

Project scope includes Gresham, Fairview, Wood Village, Troutdale, County.  Influence areas of CCRD (north of I-84), Happy Valley, Damascus

City of Portland is not in “influence area” because it is not a primary north-south connection.  However, traffic analyses included.  

Started as a north-south freight connection plan.  Four north-south primary arterials are under review (181st, 207th/223rd, 242nd, 257th).  East-west links have been added in order to review the full network within East county.  

Evolved into a broader purpose than simply north-south connections for transportation.  The project goals include integration of transportation, land use, economic development, and livability.



Components

Multi-modal

Health Equity

Economic Development




Agreement

e June 6,2012: Steering
Committee Recommendation
- unanimous support from all
steering committee members

e Junell,2012: East
Multnomah County
Transportation Committee

Steering Committee
endorsement June 6, 2012

e June 14,2012: East Metro
Economic Alliance Board
endorsement

Metro
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Steering committee recommendation

May: confirm recommendation

Local endorsements + private sector support

Eligibility for regional and federal funding

Advocate for funding


Next Steps

June - July: Local adoption of investment packages by Gresham,
Fairview, Troutdale, Wood Village, Multnomah County

Fall /Winter: Update Regional Transportation Plan and local
Transportation System Plans

Summer 2012 and ongoing to 2035: Implement investment
packages identified through the EMCP process

 Coordinated with projects along the Columbia River in Columbia Cascade
River District and Troutdale Reynolds Industrial Park
 (Coordinated with local projects

Metro
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Steering committee recommendation

May: confirm recommendation

Local endorsements + private sector support

Eligibility for regional and federal funding

Advocate for funding


Integrate EMCP action plan with other east County
projects P g o
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EMCP and other east County projects
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state,

federal table
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Investments that

serve key land uses

Investments that
support mobility

s

--------
vvvvvvv

%
§\
% Jvieace I

i il: e A 1] : T
e i]GRESHAM

‘woop*

-

W
el
&

East Metro Connections Plan
——1 Plan Area

Influence Areas



Presenter
Presentation Notes
Plan Area (Area for which improvements are proposed):

East Multnomah County, which includes the four city area of Gresham, Fairview, Wood Village, Troutdale and the unincorporated Pleasant Valley and Springwater areas between I-84 (north) and the County Line (south).



Influence Area: 

Comprises two areas within two county/six city area (including Happy Valley and Damascus): 1) The portions of the 4 city area

between the Columbia River (north) to I-84 (south) and 2) Between the County Line (north) and HWY 212 (south), and I-205 (west) to 272nd

Avenue (east). The Influence Area will include a level of analysis sufficient to assess connectivity and land use relationships with the Plan Area.



City of Portland is not in “influence area” because it is not a primary north-south connection.  However, traffic analyses included.  
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Recommended Investment Packages

D Access & mobility
3) Eastman/223rd Connections

[ satery
4) 242nd Connections to Clackamas County
D Economic development 5) Southeast Gateway

6) 257th Safety Corridor
E Multimodal

I:I Regional gateway

1) 181s5t/182nd Safety Corridor

8) Regional East-West Transit Link
Managing the System (“not mapped)

7) Sandy River to Springwater multimodal Corridor 15) Halsey Main Street

June 6, 2012

9) Rockwood/181st
2) 182nd/190th Connections to Clackamas County 10) Pleasant Valley

11) Downtown Gresham

12) Gresham Vista

13) Catalyst for Springwater District
14) Downtown Fairview and Wood Village

16) Downtown Troutdale
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