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East Metro 
Connections Plan
Transportation and other 

 investments in
Fairview
Troutdale
Wood Village
Gresham
Multnomah County

that advance economic and 

 community development

Presenter
Presentation Notes
 The purpose of the East Metro Connections Plan is to identify investments that advance economic and community development 



 This is intended to ensure that regional transportation investments support local land use, community and economic development and the environment



 The Plan Area  includes Fairview, Gresham, Troutdale, Wood Village and Multnomah County  and is where investments will be focused



 The Influence Area includes Clackamas County, Happy Valley and Damascus and is being included in the study to ensure the outcomes complement your plans, policies and local aspirations 



Why East Metro Connections Plan?

•2007 ­

 

Memorandum of Understanding between Fairview, Gresham, 

 
Troutdale, Wood Village and Multnomah County

Whereas economic development in the east metro area is an important and 

 
shared concern

• 2009 ­

 

Demonstration of local support for study and regional prioritization

• 2012 ­

 

Local and regional commitments
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Presentation Notes
In 2007 the Cities and Multnomah County signed an MOU to 



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.
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Presentation Notes
 The goals reflect the need to ensure that investments support local land use, community and economic development and the environment



 These were developed by the technical advisory committee and confirmed by the steering committee at its first meeting in April 



Transportation findings to date



 

The area has  a rich network of east west and north 
south arterials. 



 

Current traffic congestion is not severe, although 
some areas and intersections are near capacity.



 

Through truck drivers do not choose the current 
designated freight route.



 

There are numerous safety issues and conflicts with 
surrounding land uses.



 

Future population growth is expected to add to 
traffic congestion.



 

System is lacking good north/south transit and key 
bike and pedestrian connections.



Land use findings to date



 

Centers have policies and plans in place but face 
numerous challenges to achieving these aspirations.



 

There is available industrial land but problems such 
as lack of infrastructure hinder redevelopment.  



 

Corridors (or the land use along the arterials) have 
residential and employment capacity and would 
benefit from focused land use planning efforts.



 

The jurisdictions could benefit from coordinated 
strategy to overcome obstacles and obtain funding 
for needed improvements.  
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Presentation Notes
Centers have policies and plans in place to support local aspirations but low market values, lack of clear identity, perception of crime in some areas and lack of coordinated efforts have limited the ability to achieve the desired multi-story mixed use development.



The study area has significant available industrial land.  Some of it has good highway access, but may have brownfield or outdated buildings, which have hindered redevelopment.  The Springwater corridor needs better highway access and other infrastrucutre.



There are a number of corridors in the study area with significant underutilized residential and employment capacity.  These areas would benefit from focused land use planning efforts.  





EAST METRO CONNECTIONS PLAN
REVISED PROBLEM STATEMENT

Economic and community development should be 
 supported by the transportation system, but the 
 system has conflicts with these goals. The current 
 road system has safety conflicts with surrounding 
 uses and there are gaps in the transit, bicycle and 
 pedestrian network. Additionally, freight drivers who 

 need a through route(s) between I‐84 and US 26 are 
 not choosing the designated National Highway 

 System freight route. Economic vitality and 
 opportunity are hampered by infrastructure gaps 

 (transportation and otherwise) and market 
 conditions. 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
In July the Steering Committee gave input on a working problem statement. The working problem statement was developed from the existing conditions analysis. 



A problem statement is important because the way we define the problem shapes the solutions we will eventually consider. 



What you see here is the Problem Statement, based on input from the Steering Committee’s revisions 



EAST METRO CONNECTIONS PLAN
REVISED PROBLEM STATEMENT ‐

 
CONTINUED

Near‐
 

and long‐term gains can be realized through 
 regionally coordinated, targeted investments, 

 local policies and incentives, and strategies that 
 balance development aims with safety, 

 community health, livability and equity goals. A 
 range of actions that resolve conflicts and benefit 

 existing and future uses should all be evaluated 
 as part of an overall solution, including: managing 

 traffic better; creating some new capacity for 
 future growth; improving transit, bicycle and 
 pedestrian options and access to them; and 

 reconsidering freight routes and the NHS freight 
 designation.
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This timeline outlines our approach for the corridor study. Our next Steering Committee meeting will occur in the fall, where we will begin to consider solutions. We will keep you informed and engaged in the process. 



There will also be public events later this fall. I will share details with you next month. 
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Questions?

East Metro Connections Plan
www.oregonmetro.gov/eastmetro

Shirley Craddick
Metro Councilor, District 1
600 NE Grand Avenue
Portland, OR  97232

503‐797‐1547
shirley.craddick@oregonmetro.gov

www.oregonmetro.gov/craddick
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I invite your feedback and questions. 



[Turn over to Bridget for any technical questions] 



Trucks trips are evenly distributed among the 4 corridors (PM Peak traffic counts)



Through truck trips do not primarily use the designated freight route



Vehicles are evenly distributed among the 4 corridors (PM Peak traffic counts)



Current traffic congestion is 
not severe, although some 
areas and intersections are 
near capacity.

No significant delay in the current overall network



Crash Locations 

 
There are opportunities to improve 
roadway safety in the Plan Area, but 
specific strategies must be designed 
to respond to fully understood 
problems.

Areas of Higher Concentrations 
• Division Street

• Downtown Gresham: 
Hogan/Burnside/Powell

• Stark Street

• Rockwood: Stark/181st

•257th/Kane

Safety



East­west transit

 
Standard or Frequent service
• Sandy (12)
• Halsey (77)
• Stark (20)
• Division (4)
• Powell (9)
• MAX Light Rail

North­south transit

 
Standard or Frequent service
•223rd/Eastman (12)

No standard service along 

 
181st

 

corridor
(82‐Eastman/182nd Bus runs hourly on 
weekdays, no weekend service.)

No standard service between 

 
Gresham and Troutdale 
(80‐Kane/Troutdale runs 30 minutes on 
weekdays, hourly on weekends. 81‐
Kane/257th

 

runs hourly on weekdays, no 
weekend service.)

Transit access is less along north­south corridors



Bicycle facilities

 
Bicycle facilities exist on most 
collector and arterial streets in the 
Plan Area. 

Notable bicycle facility exceptions 
include:
• Portions of Arata Road, Fairview 
Ave/223rd, and 238th

 
• Stark Street by MHCC
•Division between the Gresham‐
Fairview Trail and Wallula Street
• Collector streets south of Powell 
Boulevard.

Area does not have a 
north‐south regional trail in the 
eastern portion of the Plan Area 
(40‐Mile Loop Connection)

Bicycle Facilities provide transportation to jobs and services



Pedestrian facilities

 
Sidewalks exist on most of the collector 
and arterial streets; notable exceptions 
include:
• Portions of Halsey, Arata Road, 
223rd/Fairview Ave, 
• Portions of Stark Street/Troutdale Road
• Portions of  Division
• Collectors south of Powell Boulevard, 
including portions of US 26.

Pedestrian access



Centers
• Gresham Regional Center
• Rockwood
• Fairview 
•Wood

 

 Village
• Troutdale
• Pleasant Valley

Industrial/ employment areas
• Columbia Cascade River District
• Springwater
•West Gresham

Urban renewal areas
• Troutdale
•Wood Village
• Rockwood‐West Gresham

Land use designations



Land use designations

East – west corridors
• Sandy
• Halsey
• Stark
• Burnside
• Division
• Powell

North – south corridors
•181st

 

/182nd
• Fairview/223rd/Eastman
• 257th
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