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NE Halsey Safety and Access to Transit Project

PBOT asked for feedback on five proposed designs of the NE Halsey Safety and Access to
Transit Project in a Winter 2020 virtual open house. The open house survey was offered in
three languages.

Percentages below are approximate and based on a qualitative analysis of the comments.
Some comments expressed both support and concern, while others were difficult to
categorize. These types of comments were categorized as “neutral”.

A. Summary of Comments on roadway reconfiguration at NE
68th Avenue and NE Halsey Street

The 255 comments regarding the proposed roadway reconfiguration at NE 68th Avenue and
NE Halsey Street can be summarized as follows:

Support for the overall design: Roughly 45% of the comments express support for the
proposed changes. The comments highlight the following positive aspects of the design:

o Improved safety for pedestrians and cyclists: Many commenters believe the
addition of a crosswalk, bike lanes, and road reconfiguration will make the
intersection safer for those not in cars.

o Reduced speed of traffic coming off the freeway: Several commenters
appreciate the design's aim to slow down vehicles exiting 1-84 and merging onto
NE Halsey.

o Elimination of the slip lane: Commenters believe removing the NE Halsey slip
lane will improve safety.

Concerns about the design: Roughly 30% of the comments express concerns or opposition
to the plan. These comments raise the following issues:

o Increased traffic congestion: Many commenters worry that the lane reductions
and new configuration will lead to traffic backups, particularly for vehicles exiting
[-84 and those trying to turn left onto Halsey.

o Confusing for drivers: Some commenters find the new design confusing and
believe it will lead to crashes.



o Safety concerns for cyclists: A few commenters, while supporting the addition of
bike lanes, express concerns about the safety of cyclists, particularly those sharing
the space with buses.

o Potential for camping: Several comments raise concerns that the new median
island will become attractive locations for camping.

o Lack of necessity for changes: A few commenters believe the current
intersection is fine as is and that the proposed changes are unnecessary.

In addition to the above, some comments request infrastructure that is outside of the
budget of the project:

e Installing a traffic light at the intersection.

+ Installing a Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacon at the pedestrian crossing.
e Creating a roundabout or traffic circle.

o Improving bike infrastructure on other streets.

e Addressing the issue of camping in the area.

Roughly 25% of comments offer neutral observations or suggestions for improvement without
explicitly supporting or opposing the roundabout.

B. Summary of Comments on Roundabout at NE 80th Avenue
and NE Halsey Street

The 254 comments regarding the proposed roundabout at NE 68th Ave and NE Halsey can be
summarized as follows:

Support for the overall design: Roughly 50% of comments express overall support for the
roundabout design. These comments highlight the following positive aspects of the design:

¢ Improved safety: Many supporters believe the roundabout will enhance safety for
pedestrians and cyclists by providing designated crossings and slowing down vehicle
speeds.

e Traffic calming: A considerable number of comments view the roundabout as an
effective traffic calming measure, forcing drivers to reduce speed and navigate the
intersection more cautiously.

¢ Improved traffic flow (in the long term): Some comments express optimism that
the roundabout will ultimately improve traffic flow, particularly after an adjustment
period, by reducing wait times and creating a more efficient traffic pattern.

¢ Addressing intersection-specific issues: A number of comments point to existing
problems at this particular intersection, such as poor visibility, speeding vehicles,
and difficulty turning onto NE Halsey, and believe the roundabout is a good solution
to address these issues.



Concerns about the design: Roughly 20% of comments voice concerns or opposition to the
plan. These comments raise the following issues:

Roughly 30% of comments offer neutral observations or suggestions for improvement without

o Traffic congestion: This is the most frequently cited concern, with many
commenters fearing that the roundabout will create queues that will slow them
down.

o Safety of cyclists and pedestrians in a roundabout: While some see the
roundabout as improving safety, others worry about the interaction between cars,
bikes, and pedestrians in a roundabout setting. Comments raise concerns about
drivers not yielding to cyclists, cyclists navigating the roundabout safely, and the
proximity of crosswalks to the roundabout potentially creating hazards.

o Driver confusion: Several comments express skepticism about drivers' ability to
navigate the roundabout correctly, especially given Portland drivers' reputation for

not using turn signals and being unfamiliar with roundabouts. This confusion could

lead to accidents, they argue.

e Camping: A recurring worry is that the median island will become an attractive
location for camping.

e Lack of necessity: A smaller segment of comments question the need for the
change.

explicitly supporting or opposing the roundabout.

Other observations and suggestions:

Need for clear signage and wayfinding: Several comments, regardless of their stance
on the roundabout itself, emphasize the need for clear signage to guide drivers, cyclists,

and pedestrians.

Addressing cut-through traffic on 80th Ave: Several comments note the existing
problem of drivers using NE 80th Ave as a cut-through to avoid the traffic light at NE
82nd and Wasco, and suggest design modifications to prevent the roundabout from
exacerbating this issue.

Aesthetics: Many comments, even those opposed to the roundabout, advocate for
incorporating landscaping to improve the area's aesthetics and soften the "concrete
jungle" feel.

C. Summary of comments on two-way cycle track
reconfiguration on the NE Halsey Street Bridge



The 232 comments regarding the proposed roadway reconfiguration of the NE Halsey Street
Bridge can be summarized as follows:

Support for the overall design: Approximately 40% of the comments expressed support for
the proposed changes. These comments highlight the following positive aspects of the
design:

o Safety concerns on the existing bridge: Many commenters who support the redesign
began by pointing out the current bridge's dangers for cyclists and pedestrians. They
cite experiences with near misses, high vehicle speeds, and a general lack of safe space.
These comments often use strong language, describing the current conditions as
"terrifying," "scary," or a "disaster waiting to happen," emphasizing the need for urgent
improvement.

o Traffic calming: Some supporters also appreciate the redesign's potential to slow down
vehicle speeds on the bridge. They argue that narrower lanes will naturally encourage
drivers to reduce their speed, leading to a safer environment for everyone, including
those in cars.

¢ Connecting communities and improving accessibility: Beyond safety, many
supporters see the redesign as a way to improve connectivity between communities and
make it easier for people to access different parts of the city. The redesigned bridge is
envisioned as a key link in a more comprehensive and accessible transportation
network.

Concerns about the design: Roughly 35% of comments voice concerns or opposition to the
plan. These comments raise the following issues:

¢ Reduced lane width: A recurring concern centers around the reduction of vehicle lane
widths. Critics argue that shrinking these lanes will worsen congestion and increase the
risk of accidents, particularly given the presence of large trucks and buses that
frequently use the bridge.

e Bottlenecks at the 1-84 on-ramp: Several comments specifically highlight the potential
for bottlenecks and traffic backups near the westbound 1-84 on-ramp. The existing
design allows for two lanes merging into one, and critics worry about the impact of a
lane reduction.

¢ Lack of necessity: A number of comments question if such extensive changes are
needed to accommodate cyclists, arguing that bike traffic on NE Halsey is minimal
compared to vehicle traffic.

Other observations and suggestions:
o Preference for single direction bike lanes: Several comments question the logic of a

two-way bike path on one side of the bridge instead of separate, dedicated bike lanes
on both sides. They argue that this configuration creates unnecessary complications and



potential safety hazards, particularly when cyclists need to transition back to one-way
lanes at either end.

e Lack of pedestrian infrastructure: A notable point of contention is the absence of a
dedicated pedestrian walkway in the redesign. Many commenters view this as a missed
opportunity.

D.Summary of Comments on NE Jonesmore design

The 133 comments regarding the proposed roadway reconfiguration of NE Jonesmore can
be summarized as follows:

Support for the overall design: Approximately 30% of the comments expressed support for
the proposed changes. These comments highlight the following positive aspects of the
design:

¢ Improved safety for pedestrians and cyclists: Many comments highlight that the
design improves safety for pedestrians and cyclists. The multi-use path is seen as a
necessary addition, as the area is currently considered dangerous for these users. It
is considered an obvious improvement for bike safety in an area currently
uncomfortable for biking.

e Separation from traffic: Some like the physical separation between
pedestrians/bikers and car traffic .

Concerns about the design: Roughly 20% of comments voice concerns or opposition to the
plan. These comments raise the following issues:

e Camping: Some fear the path will primarily become a space for camping.

o Traffic congestion and Safety: Some comments express concern that reducing car
lanes will lead to traffic congestion and unsafe driving.

e Multi-use path conflicts: There are concerns about conflicts between pedestrians
and cyclists on the multi-use path. Some comments highlight that mixing pedestrians
and bikes can be dangerous for pedestrians. Some suggest that pedestrians may
wander into bike lanes, forcing bikes onto the street.

Roughly 50% of comments offer neutral or mixed observations or suggestions for improvement
without explicitly supporting or opposing the design.

E. Summary of comments on the design of NE Halsey between
NE 85 and 92"



The 198 comments regarding the design of NE Halsey between NE 85" and 92" Ave can be
summarized as follows:

Support for the overall design: Approximately 40% of the comments expressed support for
the proposed changes. These comments highlight the following positive aspects of the
design:

o Sidewalk is overdue: Several comments express excitement about the addition of a
sidewalk, stating that it is long overdue. The addition of a sidewalk is seen as a
significant improvement for those walking and riding the bus in the area.

¢ Improved safety: Many comments highlight that the design improves safety and
mobility for people walking and biking. Some comments specifically mention that
the current conditions are dangerous, and the proposed changes would make the
area more comfortable and safer to navigate on foot or by bike.

¢ Reallocation of space: There is support for reallocating street space to prioritize
bike and pedestrian traffic. Some comments suggest reducing the number of travel
lanes for cars to create more space for bike lanes and sidewalks.

Concerns about the design: Roughly 25% of comments voice concerns or opposition to the
plan. These comments raise the following issues:

o Safety of bike lanes: A significant concern revolves around the safety of the two-
way bike lane. Some commenters were concerned about the potential danger of
riding a bike against traffic without a physical barrier.

¢ Inadequate bike lanes and sidewalks: Several comments suggest that sidewalks
and protected bike lanes should be on both sides of the street.

¢ Lane width and large vehicles: Some comments express concern that the
proposed lane widths may be too narrow for large vehicles such as buses, trucks,
and trailers. There are specific concerns about semi-trailers needing to swing wide
into oncoming traffic to make turns at intersections

Other observations and suggestions:

e Reconsider lane configuration: Multiple comments question the necessity of two
westbound travel lanes. Some suggest reducing the number of travel lanes to one in
each direction and adding a center turn lane.

e Parking needs: Some comments express concern about the removal of parking and
recommend considering the impact on residents with limited off-street parking.

*Percentages are approximate and based on a subjective assessment of the comments, and some
comments expressed both support and concerns. This document was drafted with the support of
Google Gemini. The content was edited and fact-checked by City staff.



	A.  Summary of Comments on roadway reconfiguration at NE 68th Avenue and NE Halsey Street
	B. Summary of Comments on Roundabout at NE 80th Avenue and NE Halsey Street
	C. Summary of comments on two-way cycle track reconfiguration on the NE Halsey Street Bridge
	D. Summary of Comments on NE Jonesmore design

