
City of Portland 

Pedestrian Advisory Committee Meeting 

 
 

Tuesday, March 17, 2026 
6:00 – 8:00 PM  

 

Portland Building (1120 SW 5th Ave), Room 216. 

Members of the public are welcome to attend. 

 
This was an in-person meeting with a hybrid option, per City policy. 

 

PAC Attendance 

Tabitha Boschetti (co-chair) X 

Jason Castaldi  

Oliver Crawford  

Alan De Anda-Hall X 

Adia Estes X 

Lindsay Huber X 

Marita Ingalsbe X 

Robin McAlpine X 

Ellen Miles X 

Jana Olsen X 

Mark Raggett (co-chair) X 

Sarah Risser X 

Rebecca Sanders (Online) X 

Mary Lee Turner  

Simon Xu (Online) X 

Presenters & Staff 

• Gena Gastaldi, PBOT 

• Sean Doyle, PBOT 

• Denver Igarta, PBOT 

• Mark Lear, PBOT 

• Corinne McQueen, PBOT 

• Shawn Canny, PBOT 

• Hannah Morrison, PBOT 

• Janita Lewis 

• Jan Anderson 

 

6:00-6:20 – Committee Business (20 min) 

PAC Co-Chairs  

• Hot Topics 

o The Oregon Active Transportation Summit is coming up: 

https://www.oregontransportationsummit.org/ 

https://www.oregontransportationsummit.org/


 

 

o Ellen: Does anyone know if these printed bike/walk maps will be going away? I heard at 

the front desk there is no budget for them and will not be coming back. They are very 

helpful and have more information than the online ones. People might even pay 

something for a map. 

▪ Sean: We can double check, but PBOT is currently updating the maps. 

▪ Alan: We used to charge $2 for maps in Austin, TX before we had funding to 

make them free.  

o Marita: We are having a transportation safety event in the Hayhurst neighborhood with 

PBOT’s Safe Routes to School, Portland police and others later this month. Neighbors 

will be out asking people to slow down, tickets & warnings are given, and it’s generally a 

successful event. 

• Fatal Crash Report: 2 people have died in traffic crashes since the last PAC meeting. 

• Mark Lear (PBOT):  

o Thanks to the PAC for the letter supporting alternative funding. PBOT had open houses 

in each of the four council districts and had an online open house. On March 9, the 

outcome was presented to T&I committee. We had roughly 250 total people who came 

and 500 people online. People wanted fixes for roads and then safety—and in D1 and 

D4, missing sidewalks came up. On Street damage restoration we asked the public 

about a 75%, 50%, and 25% damage recovery fee. A majority of people wanted some 

fee, and a plurality wanted 75%. It was similar for the transportation utility fee, with 

most people wanting to do something and a plurality wanting 100% of the regional 

average. 

o After the presentation, council proposed bringing a 75% damage recovery fee and a 

transportation utility fee at 100% of the regional average. 

o In the other 31 cities with utility fees, the focus of those has been on basic operations, 

maintenance, and safety. If this program moves forward, city council would adopt the 

budget to allocate specific resources. There will be some allocation that is dedicated to 

operations and maintenance because of our massive shortfall, but we want to ensure 

our maintenance dollars are spent with a Vision Zero lens. 

o The BAC and PAC letters were helpful. Keep describing the importance of safety 

investments for city councilors. The mayor suggested we should not renew the gas tax 

in 2028. 

o A letter to city council and the mayor (cc’ing the PBOT director) would be most useful. 

We would need that in advance of the April 2 Committee of the Whole (a new city 

council committee). That committee will refer the ordinance for the fee and a resolution 

for the street restoration charge for a council vote.  

o Jana: What’s the difference between a new letter and the one the PAC already wrote?  

▪ Tabitha: It may not be super different, but we would probably be looking at the 

ordinance language and make sure it’s all kosher. 

▪ Tabitha and Jana will take on writing a letter and optimistically we can get a draft 

letter to the PAC in the next week. 

▪ Motion to empower Tabitha and Jana to craft a letter about the previous letter 

and noting updates for a new ordinance in time for the April 2 Council meeting.  

▪ The PAC unanimously approved the motion. 

 

6:20-6:40 – SE César E Chávez Boulevard Safety Project (20 min) 

Corrine McQueen, PBOT 

PBOT is working to improve traffic safety on SE César E Chávez Boulevard from Lafayette Court to Schiller 



 

 

Street. Staff shared information about the project, online open house, and survey that was open through 

March 23, 2026. 

See presentation for details.  

• Portland.gov/ChavezSafetyProject 

Committee questions 

• Linday: At intersections with signals, do they already have leading pedestrian intervals (LPIs)? 

Or is there a chance to add them?  

o Corrine: I will double check. Holgate and Gladstone do have LPIs. I’m not sure about 

Powell. 

• Linday: Where parking is added, are you able to keep it 20 feet back from the intersection? 

o Corrine: Yes, we will be implementing vision clearance at intersections and around 

driveways. 

• Sarah: For people who are not supportive, were there common themes for why? 

o Corrine: We haven’t looked at all the negative comments yet, but based on what I’ve 

heard through engagement, there are concerns about diverting cars to other streets, 

with higher speeds and more traffic on side streets. A smaller group of folks would like 

to see bike improvements on Chavez, though it’s not a bikeway in our Transportation 

System Plan. 

• Tabitha: Is there anything in this project that would get in the way of implementing adequate 

sidewalks? 

o Corrine: It’s possible people won’t want sidewalk and would rather keep parking. But 

this design preserves space for future curb extensions, which will likely be the near 

term additions. 

• Mark: As properties redevelop, they would have to meet current standards, right? 

o Corrine: Yes. We would like 15’ sidewalks on the corridor, and this design won’t 

preclude that. 

• Adam: How do we make sure this is compatible with a future redesign? Whatever comes from 

the evaluation study? 

o Corrine: Is that future vision wider sidewalks? Wider sidewalks is a much longer vision. 

New curb extensions and ADA curb ramps will still provide benefits today. 

• Robin: Why add parking? 

o Corrinne: we looked a bike infrastructure and other options. Parking provides more 

space at the curb for ADA ramps, and this configuration works well with pavement 

quality—it’s in very bad condition. Repainting the lanes would result in “ghost lanes.” 

There wouldn’t be enough room for the bike lanes on both sides. 

 

6:40-7:10 – NE Cully Blvd and 57th Ave Complete Street Project (30 min) 

Shawn Canny, PBOT 

An overview of existing conditions and the recently completed concept design for improvements to NE Cully 

Blvd and NE 57th Avenue between NE Prescott and Klickitat streets. 

• See presentation for details. 

• Mark: Does this tie into bike facilities further on Cully Blvd? 

o Shawn: This won’t address the lack of connection north of Prescott to the facilities at NE 

Emerson. 

• Mark: Is this used? 

o Shawn: Anecdotally, yes. We’ve heard from people that do regularly use it and rely on it 

on a daily basis. And some people say they would use it more if it were more connected 

to the neighborhoods to the south. 



 

 

• Robin: Why doesn’t this connect to the other work? 

o Shawn: It’s primarily a budget constraint. When we know we have lots of needs, we try 

to focus on the most important parts. A decade ago we did a lot of work at Prescott and 

Cully, and we wanted to make that connection to the greenway at Klickitat. 

• Robin: I don’t see this in other cities. 

o Gena: We also find it frustrating. 

o Shawn: We do the best we can with what we have, even though it’s not enough. 

• Alan: When I see the vision for 57th, I see that as the vision for Chavez. I’d like a bolder vision 

for the Chavez corridor. And I wouldn’t support a bike lane with current configuration, but 

future curb extensions should allow space for bikes to go behind them. I don’t want to miss 

out on those big things in the future. 

 

7:10-7:50 – Portland’s Strategy on Autonomous Vehicles (40 min) 

Hannah Morrison, PBOT 

PBOT is proposing updates to TRN-14.34 to enable the city to properly manage the testing and commercial 

operations of for-hire AVs. City staff provided an overview of proposed changes and solicited feedback 

during the public comment period for this administrative rule. 

 

See presentation for details. 

• Lindsay: For people with disabilities, what does access look like in other cities, especially with 

mobility limitations. If you have a regular body, a normal car might be used. 

o Hannah: They do not have vehicles that are wheelchair-compatible. They will likely do 

what Uber, Lyft, and taxis do and contract that work out to a separate company that will 

send out special cars when they get requests. 

• Linday: With Uber and Lyft, they started with artificially low prices and then raised them once 

people we hooked on them.  

o Hannah: Haven’t seen data on any impacts to transit from other cities but we are seeing 

that it’s pulling from Uber and Lyft. They did artificially deflate prices to draw people 

away from Uber/Lyft, but they appear to have increased their prices since. We don’t 

have much data on those impacts.  

• Jana: Why are there two pathways for a permit? Wouldn’t we want them to prove these 

vehicles can work in Portland? I’ve been to Austin and it’s a completely different environment 

from Portland. 

o Hannah: Our thought is that some companies have said they’ve already proven 

themselves and won’t want to test or do so robustly. But I appreciate you saying that.  

• Simon (in the chat): I’ve heard a lot about plans to safeguard passengers, but not as much for 

other road users, especially pedestrians. Do you have a plan for that? 

o Hannah: I haven’t had opportunity to ride an AV personally. But a coworker has shared 

how impressed they were, that it could see a pedestrian 3 blocks ahead in the pitch 

black. So there is potential for safety benefits. We’ve also been talking with other cities 

about safety benchmarks and incident benchmarks to hold companies accountable. I 

think this is where we would want to hear from you about your priorities. 

• Hannah: On specific requirements for interfacing with streetcars and MAX—that’s a great 

question and something we’re still working on figuring out. There is a video I saw on 

Instagram—and I’m not sure if this is what you’re referring to Simon—it was in phoenix and a 

Waymo turned onto light rail tracks and there was a train coming. I know companies do robust 

mapping before entering cities, but clearly these incidents are still happening. 

https://www.portland.gov/policies/transportation/private-hire-transportation/trn-1434-connected-and-autonomous-vehicles


 

 

• Sarah: How will the introduction of Avs improve our transportation system? I have concerns 

about this detracting from transit. 

o Hannah: This offers another option for transportation. There are some safety benefits, 

according to early data that we are optimistic about. Detracting from transit is always a 

concern. 

• Sarah: Will there be passengers in the car for testing? [Hannah: No.] Then could these 

companies game the testing system by just driving in areas out of the city or in the middle of 

the night? 

o Hannah: We are having conversations about having a phased testing approach, 

potentially having beta testers to grade them. We could look at potentially setting 

guardrails for when/where testing happens.  

• Robin: We talk about daylighting a lot, and we would have to do that for real if we have AVs. 

I’ve also heard that there will be less cars parking on the street with AVs. I could get rid of my 

car with this.  

o Jana: If it costs as much as Lyft, you’re not getting rid of your car. 

• Tabitha: I don’t trust big tech. I’m supportive of the idea for a framework for restricting Avs 

from greenways, street closure areas, and high crash corridors. Having those levers is positive. 

In this draft framework, I don’t see constructive way for people who are not customers of 

these tech companies to give feedback. Can we require a dashboard to see complaints, see 

crashes?  

o Hannah: One thing we’ve been talking about—in all these cities you find out about 

incidents through social media, videos, and pictures. We’re having conversations about 

how (or if) we can use video or picture that’s geolocated to log an official incident and 

support more citizen reporting. 

• Aide: All AVs are electric vehicles, but as low vision person, I’m concerned about quiet vehicles. 

Will some EVs have noise? 

o Hannah: Have not heard that come up, but we can look into it. 

• Alan: I worked at Apple Maps for a while and there are some shady practices. When a vehicle 

breaks down and someone has to drive it…are you concerned about that being outsourced? 

The only way to do that without good AI is to outsource it. It can quickly devolve into issues 

with international law it they outsource to a foreign company.  

o Hannah: We have had that conversation. You’ve probably seen reports of operators 

being contracted in the Philippines. We would like to require local/US-based support.  

• Mark: I have ridden Waymo in San Francisco; it’s eerie, but convincing. I want to get out in front 

of this if we can. There are things to work through, but I don’t know if us being behind 

everything will help us.  

• Marita: Sounds like a lot of overhead with training and prep. Are they paying for that? Do they 

pay for first responders to come to their trainings. I’m also seeing that we’ll undermine the gas 

tax income with EVs. I just want that overhead to be considered.  

o Hannah: Jacob would know for sure, but in Oregon electric private for hire vehicles have 

to be enrolled in a state user charge program. I’m not sure if other cities have required 

pay. Most cities have been preempted by the state.  

• Marita: We have streets without sidewalks or shoulders. People are walking in the streets. I 

would want them to test for that! A when the power goes out, cars just stop. We have trees 

down and outages here. Is that true? 

o Hannah: According to Waymo, their cars are programmed to treat every stoplight as a 

4-way stop. There was an incident in San Francisco in the news where the power went 

out, and all their cars tried to call home at the same time to confirm that is what they 



 

 

should do and that just crashed their system. We were concerned by how Waymo 

responded to that. 

• Rebecca: Computers will be better drivers than humans; it is human drivers that are driving 

drunk, driving distracted, speeding. That is not at all a reason to just accept AVs without 

caution. I like what Tabitha was saying about a framework for this but when all this first started 

talking, I went to Berkeley for graduate school, which has a whole automated vehicles research 

lab. And I remember being so irritated with folks who are really pro-AVs decades ago, and 

finally, someone was like, “let's just stop with the emotion for a second and think about the 

fact that it's drivers who kill 40,000 people a year.” Even though this part is scary and it's rather 

unknown, we actually do want to reduce the amount of time that human drivers are on the 

road. But I don't want this to become a Waymo everywhere all the time situation. There is 

research that shows that the more that these vehicles are around and available, the more 

people take them, increasing VMT, which is not what we want as a city. I like that we're 

cautiously considering this because I also agree with Mark that we don't want Portland to be 

totally behind. 

• Sarah: I agree with Rebecca. AVs are safer, but I’m worried we’ll fixate on that and not consider 

impacts on transit and rising VMT. There is a bigger picture. 

• Linday: With the existing fees on Uber and Lyft rides, does a portion of that go to transit? It 

would be nice for fees on private-for-hire AVs to make transit more attractive.  

o Hannah: Today fees go to program administration and maintenance of the 

transportation network. In an ideal world, the fees would support transit.  

• Rebecca: Transit comes up a lot. But this seems different. Transit serves different population. 

People will pay a lot more to use hired AVs and transit is still relatively affordable. Do we want 

to support transit this way? Will AVs poach more from transit than uber and Lyft.  

• Sarah: If Avs are not parking when they wait between rides, that could gum up traffic and that 

could be a detriment to transit.  

 

7:50-8:00 – Public Comment (10 min) 

• Jan Anderson: With AVs, should it malfunction or get a traffic infraction, who gets the ticket? 

And I would want them to follow no turn signs.  

o Hannah: The company would get the ticket. We are working with city attorneys to make 

sure that is resolved. 

• Janita Lewis: You mentioned that one AV company got in touch with city but didn’t give a 

timeframe for launching and you haven’t heard back. 

o Hannah: They did not give a timeframe because they were waiting to see how the state 

legislature worked out, with a state bill that would have allowed them to operate 

without a framework [by preempting local regulation]. 

 

8:00 – Adjourn 


