
 

 
 
 

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.  

To: Northwest Parking District Stakeholder Advisory Committee (SAC) 
From: Liza Farr and Stanley Ong, PBOT Parking Districts Team 
Date: July 8, 2026 
Subject: NW SAC Issue / Opportunity Prioritization 
 
At the June 17, 2026 meeting, the SAC completed an exercise of prioritizing issues and opportunities 
for this group to work on. The starting list of issues and opportunities came from conversations 
with SAC members over the past year as well as from the brief problem identification exercise at 
the March 2026 meeting. SAC members were also invited to add any additional high priority issues / 
opportunities to the list for consideration at the start of the exercise. 
 
SAC members distributed four “high priority” dots and two “low priority” dots on their chosen issues 
and opportunities. The eight Committee members that were present at the meeting shared where 
they placed their dots and explained why about 1 hour and 10 minutes into the meeting recording. 
Absent members were invited to provide their prioritization via e-mail after the meeting, and three 
did so. Those who wanted to provide additional commentary have their full comments provided in 
Appendix A. 
 
This exercise is intended to help understand the priorities of the SAC, and will be used by PBOT 
staff to help guide programming, projects, agenda time, and parking management work. 
 

Issue / Opportunity Ranking 
 
The following lists the issues and opportunities that received “high priority” dots: 

• Cohesive streetscape design (7) 
• Off-street parking supply (7) 
• The challenge of parking deterring customers (5) 
• Bike safety (4) 
• Budget accountability (4) 
• The challenge for resident permit holders to find parking (3) 
• Lighting (3) 
• Investment in southern portion of the district (2) 
• Safer walking, especially for vulnerable pedestrians (2) 
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• Enforcement of existing rules (2) 
• Ensure vehicle access along with other modes (2) 
• Air quality (1) 
• Better communication and outreach (1) 

 
The following lists the issues and opportunities that received “low priority” dots:  

• Ensure vehicle access along with other modes (3) 
• Expand voices who are heard to better represent the community (4) 
• Air quality (3) 
• Off-street parking supply (3) 
• Enforcement of existing rules (2) 
• Investment in southern portion of the district (1) 
• The challenge for resident permit holders to find parking (1) 
• Bike safety (1) 

The following list summarizes, in order, the low and high priority dots with a final prioritization 
score. That score is based on summing each high priority dot (+1) and each low priority dot (-1) for 
each item:  

• Cohesive streetscape design (7) 
• The challenge of parking deterring customers (5) 
• Off-street parking supply (4) 
• Budget accountability (4) 
• Lighting (3) 
• Bike safety (3) 
• The challenge for resident permit holders to find parking (2) 
• Safer walking, especially for vulnerable pedestrians (2) 
• Investment in southern portion of the district (1) 
• Better communication and outreach (1) 
• Enforcement of existing rules (0) 
• Better transit options (0) 
• Ensure vehicle access along with other modes (-1) 
• Air quality (-2) 
• Expand voices who are heard to better represent the community (-4) 

 

Open-ended feedback  
The following questions were asked and answered during the meeting: 
 

• What is lighting? 
o Streetlights or pedestrian-scale lights.  

• Could ensuring vehicle access along roads be interpreted as removing diverters?  
o It could, mostly this priority is about balancing vehicle access with other modes of 

transportation.  
• What is the reasoning behind expanding voices to hear community?  

o This is a goal a SAC member shared, and it is about striving for more representation 
of the community on the SAC.  



SAC members each shared their reasoning for their high and low priority dot placement: 
  

• Will - Highest priority is challenges for parking for businesses. Feels strongly we should 
support businesses as that is what makes the neighborhood vibrant. Lowest priority is 
ensuring vehicle access along with other modes because prioritization is already car focused. 

• Amy – Highest priority is off-street parking because it can be easy to implement and make a 
big difference. Recommends searching for more on-street parking. Recommends more 
outreach for people visiting the area and continuing to work with Legacy. Concerned over 
parking deterring customers and interested in offering education on all modes of 
transportation.  

• Brandon – Highest priorities are cohesive streetscape design with bioswales, integrating 
expanding curbs and preserving trees. Also prioritized challenges for resident permit holders 
to find parking. Is interested in allocating more spaces for residents who are permit holders 
in the street. Prioritized safer walking, especially daylighting intersections to ensure it is safe 
to cross the street. Lowest priority was on enforcement, feels that enforcement fees are not 
attainable for varying income levels.  

• Juliet – Highest priorities are air quality, pedestrian safety, budget accountability, and 
residential permit holders. Lowest priorities were ensuring vehicle access along with other 
modes of transportation and adding off-street parking. The neighborhood association 
opposes parking structures.  

• Jay – Highest priorities are making it easier to find parking and adding off-street parking. 
Recommends looking into the future of driving/parking. Did not have any lowest priorities, 
as they are all important.  

• Steve – Highest priority is designing streetscapes that reflect the quality of the 
neighborhood. Lowest priority was expanding voices to hear community.  

• JoZell – Highest priorities were enforcement of existing rules to clear vehicles taking up 
parking spots and challenge for residential permit holders to find parking. Also prioritized 
investment in the southern portion of the district and budget accountability. Lowest priority 
was air quality.  

• Erika – Commented that priorities seemed very car-focused. Highest priorities were safer 
walking, budget accountability, investment in southern portion of the district, and lighting for 
the purpose of streetscaping.  

• Victoria: Commented that PBOT and the SAC can only do so much regarding off-street 
parking. Thinks that PBOT and the SAC should prioritize other items where we can have 
more impact. Placed all high priority dots for bike safety, as the highest impact strategy to 
fixing our parking issues is to support usage of active and public transportation. 

Appendix A: Full comments from absent members 
The full comments from present members at the meeting can be found at about 1 hour and 10 
minutes into the meeting recording. Absent members sent their full comments in via e-mail. 

• Victoria: I support PBOT and the SAC continuing to work with private owners of off-street 
parking, despite the fact that bringing more cars to NW is in conflict with many of our 
priorities. However, PBOT and the SAC can only do so much regarding off-street parking. For 
that reason, I placed all my high priority dots for bike safety. I believe that the most tenable, 
long-term, highest impact strategy to fixing our parking issues is to support and increase 
usage of active and public transportation. PBOT and the SAC are limited in our influence 
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over TriMet and other transportation providers, whereas improving safety for cyclists is an 
area that PBOT can directly affect. 
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