
11/27/17 BNA Land Use & Transportation Meeting 
Q Center 7 pm 
 
Attendees: 

● Committee: David de la Rocha, Sarah Cantine, Katy Wolf, Kay Newell, Owen Gabbert  
● Neighbors: Jen Stack (BNA Board), Judith Yelvington 
● Guests: Doug Zenn (HDR Inc, I-5 Rose Quarter project team), Mauricio Clark (PBOT, 

I-5 Rose Quarter project team), Megan Channel (ODOT, I-5 Rose Quarter Project 
Manager) 

 
7:00 Chair’s Announcements 

● David was selected for a job overseas which starts in March. Effective after this meeting, 
David will be stepping down as Board and Land Use Chair, but will remain a Board 
member at large until he moves in March. 

 
7:03 Introductions 
 
7:05 I-5 Rose Quarter Project - Doug, Megan, Mauricio 

● Megan: The project addresses transportation improvements and interconnectivity to local 
system and highway.  

● Mauricio: Continues prior planning efforts of I-5 Broadway Weidler Facility Plan and 
N/NE Quadrant Plan which were adopted in 2012. Preliminary studies to look into 
possible win-wins for ODOT and PBOT, in land use and transportation. Unsafe areas, 
traffic, conflict. Last summer the Oregon Legislature set aside the project funds in a 
House Bill, $500M. Moving forward with environmental studies.  

● David: Were Eliot and Boise involved in those plans? 
● Kay: You met with us, but we were not directly involved. Eliot, yes. 
● Mauricio: We had a lot of stakeholder participation meetings. ODOT wanted a big 

solution to solve congestion. We looked at it in the late 80s and rejected ideas for more 
flyovers, which would cause more traffic. This current idea is much smaller, more 
community-based than the 1987 plan. More than 70 options were evaluated in a public 
process over many years. 

● Megan: This slide “Recommended Design Concept” shows all the proposed changes. 
The new crossing to better connect communities aligns with the vision of the N/NE 
Quadrant Plan. It’s about making travel more safe, convenient for all travelers on local 
streets and on freeway. Right now, we’re at about 5-10% design stage, so this is 
intentionally “broad brush”. I-5 is a barrier in the neighborhoods. This project proposes 
two highway caps, so I-5 would be depressed. These would replace the existing bridges 
as one solid structure, which gives you more public space and an urban design 
opportunity. We’ll seek feedback on that design. 

● Megan: It would be a 4-5 year construction phase, which would be phased to keep 
people moving. The Flint crossing would be removed at Tillamook, and a new Hancock 
Dixon crossing would be used by cyclists instead.  



● Sarah: What was behind the decision to remove Flint? 
● Mauricio: Cost. The improvements of I-5 would require a change to the Flint bridge, and 

its [oblique] angle makes it too long and expensive. It makes more sense to replace it 
with a shorter bridge [at a perpendicular angle]. 

● Megan: Clackamas pedestrian bridge lets people avoid the congestion area altogether. 
● David: There are more than 4,000 units of housing being built to the east of that area.  
● Megan: I-5 is a major freight line from Canada to Mexico and it’s ranked as the #41 

freight bottleneck in the nation. This will better get our economy moving. 
● David: Can you address some of the questions brought up by your counterpoint at our 

Oct LUTC meeting? The presenter from No More Freeways said that there has never 
been a freeway widening project that has reduced congestion. The second question is 
that there’s a proposal for peak tolling, and could that alone reduce congestion. The third 
thing is that while the crash rate may be high, the death rate is low, so this cost would 
not make sense for the benefits. 

● Megan: This is not a widening project; it’s really about improving connections. We call 
them auxiliary or ramp-to-ramp lanes, which enhance connection and give more room to 
make merges. It’s not widening the footprint. There are no right of way takes associated. 
The berms will become straight up and down retaining walls. Provides more space for 
shoulders for emergency pull overs and for responders to access accidents. 

● David: Do you have the mile lengths that will be added? 
● Megan:  

○ Approx 1 mile on northbound side, approx .5 miles on the southbound side. 
○ We don’t disagree that we can’t build our way out of congestion and that tolling is 

important. Just last week ODOT started a study to look at value pricing system 
options, with a 30 person stakeholder committee. Is it about reducing congestion 
altogether or shifting some trips to other times. That study runs through the end 
of next year. A recommendation will be made to the FHA, which would make 
approval. Equity and environmental justice will be a component. 

○ There has been 1 fatality (pedestrian) in last 5 years on the freeway. Crashes 
here overall are high which creates significant backups. ODOT also has the All 
Roads Transportation Program which focuses on high crash rate corridors. The 
funding for this project is about mobility. 

● David: One last argument brought up in the last presentation is that if these funds could 
be better used for other transportation improvements. 

● Megan: House Bill 2017 requires that the funds can’t be used for any other project, it’s 
only for this project as it’s presented today. 

● Mauricio: Crashes create traffic all over. We’re focusing on crashes, but the benefit is 
also to other areas. Also for PBOT, Broadway is the #1 unsafe corridor for bicycles. We 
are working in other areas where there are other concerns. In the same bill, we lobbied 
hard for Powell, and we have a $110 M project plan for that now too. 

● Megan: On slide “I-5 Southbound On-Ramp Relocation”, the bikes turn south on 
Broadway. This will require a new stoplight about a half block sooner on Broadway than 
where they stop now. 



● Jen: It’s hard to describe to visitors how to get to our neighborhood from I-5. 
● Megan: This won’t make that any easier, there is no change to the existing route of 3 

stop lights from I-5 exit ramp to Williams northbound. 
● David: We already have a significant traffic backup on Weidler heading east to get onto 

the freeway or turn north. What will you do to improve the bike traffic? 
● Mauricio: We don’t know yet. We may use a bike signal so they can go first. 
● Megan: The environmental process will wrap up by end of 2018. We will do a lot of 

targeted outreach between now and spring, for more public events in spring. Design 
would start in 2019, which is where decisions like bike lanes and stop light placement 
would happen. The other value pricing study timeline doesn’t affect this project timeline, 
because there’s no formal approval to account for it. Changes to our timeline would 
depend on the pricing recommendation. 

● Owen: Why are there cars on the Hancock Dixon crossing? Why not make it bike only 
and separate the types of transportation?  

● Megan: Cars would meet a dead end at Hancock and Williams. They’d have to turn 
before going to that block. Only bikes can go through there. But cars can turn from 
Vancouver to that street further west from that point. 

● Owen: There were a bunch of designs done for an IAA competition for highway covers at 
405 that you could look at for this project. 

● Kay: If you plan to make this a public accessible area, you need to plan your utilities 
ahead of time even if you don’t know what will go in. Just put in the spacers so you can 
put them in later. 

● Megan: We’ve learned that these corridors provide utility connections, so we’ll look at 
that. 

● Committee will deliberate on the two sides of the project and discuss further at the next 
General Meeting, Dec 11. 

 
8:00 Sarah 

● The last day of comments for Residential Infill Project is Nov 30 at 5 pm. This looks at 
city zoning in order to increase density and lower housing costs. One question is 
whether it makes sense to allow dense zoning in all neighborhoods, where they don’t yet 
have services or commercial areas. Google “RIPSAC” to find more info. 

 
8:04 Mississippi & Fremont Apartments (SW corner) 

● David: The project is under construction now. There were a lot of promises made when 
the plans were made, because they were going to cut off access to Judith and her 
husband David’s house and 3 other properties. They promised a dedicated parking 
space in their garage and a way to get to their house from there. They said there would 
be a discussion about what the right of way was going to be, some kind of public 
amenity. Much to our surprise, Judith and David told us that the City is going to allow for 
the vacation of the right of way, which will completely cut off their promised access. 
David de la Rocha called Renee Strand from Holst Architecture who had come here with 
a design charrette for idea for that ROW. Was surprised that BNA was not notified. 



● Judith: The property was originally owned by Jim Winkler. He asked for the vacation, and 
promised to build a street to their property. He is a commercial developer. His idea didn’t 
work out, so he sold it. The people that bought it inherited his agreement and didn’t want 
it, so they tried to negotiate with the neighbors. They ended up with parking spaces in 
the garage, and vacate so they could drive normally to their driveway. Judith spoke to 
the developer Lee Novak, Regional Manager of Fore Properties, a week and a half ago, 
and he said that the City doesn’t want a pocket park. They can’t do a vacation because 
the water line is there. So that means that there would be no access whatsoever. Judith 
has been following up with the various permit approvers in the City, because she’s upset 
they’re giving away half a street to a developer from Las Vegas, who has a history of 
building and selling their projects. A common practice is to give discounts to get people 
on leases and fill the building, then they put it up for sale. Looked into what people who 
lived in their other buildings said, which confirmed this. 

● David: We don’t know why it’s being vacated. We know that the owner of the triangle 
property, Brandon Brown, was in favor of vacation. This is a gift of public land to a 
private land developer.  

● Judith: They initially said they’d give access from both Mississippi and Michigan sides, 
but now they have no access. It’s not about the parking spaces, or the yard, it’s the 
access. They couldn’t move out even if they wanted to. 

● Sarah: Your neighbor and you could do the same thing on your half of Revere. Everyone 
has to agree. Council makes the final decision.  

● David: I will reach out to Marshall Runkel tomorrow and ask to meet with him and get 
ideas on next steps since we want to lobby each Council member. We have plenty of 
time but the sooner the better. We should also write a letter. 

 
9:00 Adjourned 


