
 

 
 
 

It is the policy of the City of Portland that no person shall be excluded from participation in, denied the benefits of, or be subjected to 
discrimination in any city program, service, or activity on the grounds of race, color, national origin, disability, or other protected class status. 
Adhering to Civil Rights Title VI and ADA Title II civil rights laws, the City of Portland ensures meaningful access to City programs, services, and 
activities by reasonably providing: translation and interpretation, modifications, accommodations, alternative formats, and auxiliary aids and 
services. To request these services, contact the Portland Bureau of Transportation at 311 (503-823-4000), for Relay Service & TTY: 711.  

 

Contact Stanley Ong to request a copy of an audio recording of the meeting at 

stanley.ong@portlandoregon.gov or 503-865-6449. 

 

Meeting Summary 

 

Members in Attendance  

Jen Stack, Chair 

Velmer Bridges Jr., Vice Chair 

Stephanie Hering  

Chase Holenstein  

Jackie Kirouac-Fram 

John Russell 

Mela Seaver  

James Thompson 

 

Members Absent  

Trent Aldridge 

Kevin Cradock 

Cherie Davis 

Jesse Nobile 

Jerrell Waddell 

 

Portland Bureau of Transportation (PBOT) 

Staff  

Kathryn Doherty-Chapman, Project Manager 

Stanley Ong, Parking Program Specialist 

 

Consultant Staff 

Jodi Jacobson-Swartfager 

Dr. Christine Moses 

Cadence Purdy 

Owen Ronchelli  

Rick Williams 

 

Public in Attendance  

Peggy Alter 

 

 

Walking Tour 

PBOT and consultant staff took attendees on a walking tour of the neighborhood to make 

observations about parking, congestion, and general feeling (tour route). 

 

Committee Member Questions and Comments: 

• Is it legal to use on-street parking for storage of home maintenance equipment and 

materials? 

• Clarification on the use of alleys for parking. 
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• Many vehicles park too close to the intersection, reducing the ability of drivers to see 

pedestrians and vehicles crossing the street. 

• Clarification on the recommended parking setback in order to preserve line of sight at 

intersection. The placement of the stop bar for vehicles traveling west at the intersection of 

NE Beech St and N Williams Ave made it difficult for stopped vehicles to see vehicles 

traveling south on N Williams Ave. 

• More customers/visitors appear to park in the residential blocks to the east of the 

Vancouver/Williams avenues corridor than to the west. 

 

Announcements 

Kathryn introduced James Thompson and John Russell as new committee members. 

 

Post Walking Tour Discussion 

 

Rick said that parking was constrained along all three commercial avenues – Mississippi, Vancouver, 

and Williams avenues. 

 

Jen said that the Vancouver/Williams avenues corridor felt more constrained than the Mississippi 

Avenue corridor but all streets have mixed land use. 

 

Stephanie noted that buildings on Vancouver and Williams avenues feel larger in size. Owen said 

that Vancouver Avenue had more of a brownfield building environment. Owen commented that we 

had observed cars parked illegally in the alley behind Williams/Vancouver avenues during the tour 

so these vehicles would park elsewhere in the neighborhood if that were enforced.  

 

Stephanie asked if there tends to be more traffic and activity when streets are one way, like on 

Vancouver and Williams avenues. John said that he would guess that the development along 

Vancouver and Williams avenues is more recent and tends to be taller and denser. The through 

traffic changes throughout the day and Mississippi Avenue feels more like a destination while 

Vancouver and Williams avenues felt like there were more people in vehicles were passing through 

the area. 

 

James said that the northern portion of Mississippi Avenue has denser development but agrees 

with the general statement that there is more new and dense development on Vancouver/Williams. 

 

Jackie said that Mississippi Avenue feels very different than Vancouver and Williams avenues. It 

does not feel as constrained, and she typically finds parking within a block. Vancouver and Williams 

avenues typically feels much more congested. 

 

Christine said that Vancouver and Williams avenues have a lot more road design to intentionally 

slow vehicles down and to encourage drivers to pay attention. How the road is designed can add to 

the feeling of congestion. 

 

Rick asked the group what additional information needed about sightlines and alleys as cars parked 

in these locations would need to park elsewhere. 

 



John asked for an estimated number of impacted “spaces” would be taken out if signed no parking 

for sightlines as required. Most people don’t care about the specific distance, but rather care about 

feeling “safe” which will vary depending on the intersection. Owen said that you would lose about 1-

2 parking stalls depending on the amount singed “no parking”. Rick said that they will look into the 

number of spaces that would be loss and will report back. 

 

Velmer asked about painting parking stall boundaries and how would painted stalls account for 

different sized cars? Would this allow more cars to park on each block? Rick said that his philosophy 

is to stripe parking stalls on main street corridors, but there is a cost to maintain that which is why 

many cities do not do this.  

 

James asked what is the intention of the curb extensions? The configuration of the intersection and 

curb extensions at some intersections seem unsafe. Rick said that they will look into what is 

required regarding vision clearance and will also get more information about when criteria for curb 

extension placement/use. Curb extensions are expensive to construct, especially since they need to 

take drainage into account. 

 

Dr. Moses commented that safety sounds like a driving value for the committee and that improving 

safety can potentially reduce the number of on-street parking stalls. John clarified that many of 

these parking stalls should have been not available to begin with. 

 

Stephanie asked if bioswales are a possibility. Kathryn said that bioswales are typically a BES 

project. 

 

Chase asked if PBOT had data on the effectiveness of different treatments to discourage people 

from parking close to intersection/daylighting and also a cost comparison (John +1). 

 

Kathryn said that parking enforcement is by complaint outside of managed parking areas. Parking 

enforcement staff is lower than before the pandemic. 

 

A committee member asked if PBOT has information about the amount of enforcement needed so 

that a specific strategy can be effective? Kathryn said that she is not sure and will look into it. 

 

John Russell suggested to look into the cost effectiveness of softer treatments than concrete curb 

extensions, such as signage, or paint and post curb extensions. 

 

Stephanie asked to clarify if there will be a follow up study and if strategies have worked in other 

neighborhoods. Kathryn said that we can resend the case study information. 

 

John said that he is cautious about relying on parking enforcement due to PBOT’s budget 

challenges. He also is not sure about the neighborhood’s appetite for additional enforcement as 

many people do not know that parking enforcement is not done by Portland Police Bureau. He 

would like to see a deterrence method that is makes it clear to the parker that they should not park 

there such as signage or temporary curb extensions. Rick said that we might be able to start with 

lower cost strategies like signage first, and then determine longer term strategies. 

 

James asked if outdoor dining is something that will be addressed by this committee or plan? 

Kathryn said that we can talk about it, but we are not sure how much influence we have over 



current policy. A targe limit can possibly be included in the plan though. Kathryn said that siting 

criteria has recently been updated with the permitting requirements.  

 

Another committee member is concerned about the permanence of outdoor dining and that the 

pricing is not in line with the exclusive use on-street parking spaces.  

 

Kathryn said that the project team still needs to provide the number of spaces on each block face to 

provide context to occupancy maps and data. 

 

Jen asked if there is a limit on the number of outdoor dining permits granted on a specific block. 

Kathryn said that each business is limited to one outdoor dining permit, but there is not a limit on 

the number of outdoor dining permits approved on a specific block.  

 

Rick requested to have a 15-minute discussion at the next meeting about a process that the 

neighborhood can go through when considering implementing permit program in the future. 

Should permits be considered as a potential tool in the future and under what circumstances. Who 

should have access to the permits? 

 

Dr. Moses has heard that safety is important for the committee, but said that the committee still 

needs to discuss what success looks like. 

 

Meeting adjourned at 7:35 p.m. 


