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Chapter 3: Street Classifications 

 
Pedestrian Classification descriptions 

 
Pedestrian Classifications maintain a system of pedestrianways to serve all types of pedestrian 

trips, particularly those with a transportation function. 

 

Pedestrian Districts 

Pedestrian Districts are intended to give priority to pedestrian access in areas where high levels 

of pedestrian activity exist or are planned, including the Central City, Gateway Regional Center, 

town centers, neighborhood centers, and transit station areas. 

 
Land Use: Zoning should allow a transit-supportive density of residential and 

commercial uses that support lively and intensive pedestrian activity. Auto-oriented 

development should be discouraged in Pedestrian Districts. Institutional campuses that 

generate high levels of pedestrian activity may be included in Pedestrian Districts. 

Exceptions to the density and zoning criteria may be appropriate in some designated 

historic districts with a strong pedestrian orientation. 

 
Streets within a District: Make walking the mode of choice for all trips within a 

Pedestrian District. All streets within a Pedestrian District are important in serving 

pedestrian trips and should have sidewalks on both sides or meet alternative design 

criteria. 

 
Characteristics: The size and configuration of a Pedestrian District should be consistent 

with the scale of walking trips. A Pedestrian District includes both sides of the streets 

along its boundaries, except where the abutting street is classified as a Regional 

Trafficway. In these instances, the land up to the Regional Trafficway is considered part 

of the Pedestrian District, but the Regional Trafficway itself is not. 

 
Access to Transit: A Pedestrian District should have, or be planned to have, frequent 

transit service and convenient access to transit stops. 
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Improvements: Pedestrian Districts should be designed to provide a safe and 

comfortable walking environment for high volumes of pedestrians, with a highly-

connected and built-out pedestrian network with relatively low levels of delay at signals 

and other crossings. Major City Walkways and City Walkways within Pedestrian Districts 

should have closely-spaced marked crossings. 

 

Major City Walkways 

Major City Walkways are intended to provide safe, convenient, and attractive pedestrian 

access along major streets and trails with a high level of pedestrian activity supported by 

current and planned land uses. These include Civic and Neighborhood Corridors, Civic and 

Neighborhood Main Streets, frequent transit lines, high-demand off-street trails, and streets 

in areas with a high density of pedestrian-oriented uses. 

 
Land Use: Major City Walkways generally serve areas with the highest density of mixed-

use zoning, major commercial areas, and major destinations. Where auto-oriented land 

uses are allowed on Major City Walkways, site development standards should address 

the needs of pedestrians for access. 

 
Improvements: Consider special design treatments for Major City Walkways that 

are also designated as Civic or Neighborhood Main Streets. Major City Walkways 

should have regularly-spaced marked crossings (with closer spacing in Pedestrian 

Districts), wide sidewalks on both sides, and a pedestrian realm that can 

accommodate high volumes of pedestrian activity. 

 

City Walkways 

City Walkways are intended to provide safe, convenient, and attractive pedestrian access 

along major streets and trails with moderate level of pedestrian activity supported by current 

and planned land uses. These includes Community and Regional Corridors, non-frequent 

transit lines, and moderate-demand off-street trails. 

 
Land Use: City Walkways should provide access along major streets to neighborhood 

commercial areas, and other community destinations. Where auto-oriented land uses 

are allowed on City Walkways, site development standards should address the needs of 

pedestrians for access. 
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Improvements: City Walkways should have regularly-spaced marked crossings 

(with closer spacing in Pedestrian Districts), sidewalks on both sides, and a 

pedestrian realm that can accommodate moderate levels of pedestrian activity. 

 

 

Neighborhood Walkways 

Neighborhood Walkways are intended to provide safe and convenient connections from 

residential neighborhoods to Major City Walkways, City Walkways, and nearby destinations 

such as schools, parks, transit stops, and commercial areas, primarily using routes that have 

low levels of motor vehicle traffic or do not allow motor vehicle traffic. 

 
Land Use: Neighborhood Walkways are usually located in residential or natural areas 

on low-volume Local Service Traffic Streets or connections that do not allow motor 

vehicles. 

 
Improvements: Neighborhood Walkways should be designed to provide a safe and 

comfortable walking environment, but may take many forms depending on the 

context. Design types may include sidewalks, shoulders, shared streets, pedestrian-

only paths, multi-use paths, soft-surface trails, and ramps/stairs. 

 

Local Service Walkways 

Local Service Walkways are intended to serve local circulation needs for pedestrians and 

provide safe and convenient access to local destinations. 

 
Land Use: Local Service Walkways are usually located in residential, commercial, or 

industrial areas on Local Service Traffic Streets that are not classified as 

Neighborhood Walkways. 

 
Classification: All streets that allow pedestrian access and are not classified as Major 

City Walkways, City Walkways or Neighborhood Walkways are classified as Local 

Service Walkways. 

 
Improvements: Local Service Walkways should be designed to provide a safe and 
comfortable walking environment that provides access to adjacent land uses. 
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Bicycle Classification descriptions 

Major City Bikeways 

Major City Bikeways form the backbone of the city’s bikeway network and are intended to 

serve high volumes of bicycle traffic and provide direct, seamless, efficient travel across and 

between transportation districts. 

 
Land Use: Major City Bikeways should support 2040 land use types. 

 
Improvements: Major City Bikeways should be designed to accommodate large volumes 

of bicyclists, to maximize their comfort and to minimize delays by emphasizing the 

movement of bicycles. Build the highest quality bikeway facilities. Motor vehicle lanes 

and on-street parking may be removed on Major City Bikeways to provide needed width 

for separated-in-roadway facilities where compatible with adjacent land uses and only 

after performing careful analysis to determine potential impacts to the essential 

movement of all modes. Where improvements to the bicycling environment are needed 

but the ability to reallocate road space is limited, consider alternative approaches that 

include property acquisition, or dedication, parallel routes and/or less desirable 

facilities. On Major City Bikeways developed as shared roadways, use all appropriate 

tools to achieve recommended performance guidelines. Where conditions warrant and 

where practical, Major City Bikeways should have separated facilities for bicycles and 

pedestrians. 

 

City Bikeways 

City Bikeways are intended to establish direct and convenient bicycle access to significant 

destinations, to provide convenient access to Major City Bikeways and to provide coverage 

within three city blocks of any given point. 

 
Land Use: City Bikeways should support 2040 land use types and residential 

neighborhoods. 

 
Improvements: City Bikeways emphasize the movement of bicycles. Build the highest 

quality bikeway facilities. Motor vehicle lanes and on-street parking may be removed on 

City Bikeways to provide needed width for separated-in-roadway facilities where 

compatible with adjacent land uses and only after taking into consideration the essential 
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movement of all modes. Where improvements to the bicycling environment are needed 

but the ability to reallocate road space is limited, consider alternative approaches that 

include property acquisition, or dedication, parallel routes and/or less desirable 

facilities. On City Bikeways developed as shared roadways, use all appropriate tools to 

achieve recommended performance guidelines. 

 

Local Service Bikeways 

Local Service Bikeways are intended to serve local circulation needs for bicyclists and provide 

access to adjacent properties. 

 
Classification: All streets not classified as City Bikeways or Major City Bikeways with the 

exception of Regional Trafficways not also classified as Major City Traffic Streets, are 

classified as Local Service Bikeways. 

 
Improvements: Consider the following design treatments for Local Service Bikeways: 

shared roadways, traffic calming, bicycle lanes, and extra-wide curb lanes. Crossings of 

Local Service Bikeways with other rights-of-way should minimize conflicts. 

 
On-Street Parking: On-street parking on Local Service Bikeways should not be removed 

to provide bicycle lanes. 

 
Operation: Treatment of Local Service Bikeways should not have a side effect of 

creating, accommodating, or encouraging automobile through-traffic. 

 

Bicycle Districts 

Bicycle Districts are areas with a dense concentration of commercial, cultural, institutional 

and/or recreational destinations where the City intends to make bicycle travel more attractive 

than driving. 

 
Land Use: High density and mixed-use neighborhoods should be targeted as bicycle 

districts. Auto-oriented development should be discouraged in Bicycle Districts. 

 
Characteristics: The size and configuration of a Bicycle District should be consistent with 

the scale of bicycling trips. A Bicycle District includes the streets along its boundaries, 

except where the abutting street is classified as a Regional Trafficway. 
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Improvements: All streets within a Bicycle District are important in serving bicycle trips. 

Appropriate bicycle facilities should be determined for each street based on the desired 

bicycling conditions and operations. Use the bikeway design and engineering guidelines 

to design streets within Bicycle Districts. 
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Transit Classification descriptions 

Maintain a system of transit streets that supports the movement of transit vehicles for regional, 

interdistrict, and local trips. 

 

Regional Transitways 

Regional Transitways are intended to facilitate regional and interdistrict transit trips with fast 

and reliable service over long distances, operating in right-of-way exclusively reserved for 

transit use to the extent possible. 

 
Land Use: Development with a regional attraction (e.g., shopping centers, arenas) are 

encouraged to locate adjacent to Regional Transitway stations to reduce traffic impacts 

on adjoining areas and streets. Locate high-density development within a half-mile of 

transit stations on Regional Transitways, with the highest densities closest to the 

stations. 

 
Access to Transit: Transit stations should be designed to accommodate a high level of 

safe multimodal access within a half-mile radius of the station. Provide convenient 

connection opportunities at Regional Transitway stations when feasible, including 

feeder bus service, bike-share stations, secure bicycle parking, pick-up and drop-off 

zones, and shuttle services. Use park-and-ride facilities to access Regional Transit 

stations only at ends of Regional Transitways or where adequate feeder bus service is 

not feasible. 

 
Improvements: Use transit-preferential treatments to facilitate fast and reliable transit 

operations. Provide signal preemption or transit signal priority at major intersections, 

prioritize transit stations or transit lanes over on-street parking, and provide enough 

lane width to accommodate standard transit vehicles. Provide exclusive or semi- 

exclusive transitways wherever possible, including treatments on freeways and 

expressways such as transit lanes, HOV lanes, HOT lanes, and “bus on shoulder” 

operations. Employ access management measures to reduce conflicts between transit 

vehicles and other vehicles. Right-Of-Way Acquisition or parking removal may occur to 

accommodate transit-preferential measures and improve access to transit. Carefully 

consider any street design changes to Regional Transitways that impact travel time in 

light of the potential costs and benefits to transit riders, while also taking into account 

other adopted goals and policies. 
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Transit Stations: Locate Regional Transitway stations at intervals of approximately one- 

half mile to two miles, while taking into account other factors including the need to 

serve major destinations, activity centers, transfer points, and people with disabilities. 

Express or limited service may have stations located further apart, as appropriate to 

serve origins and destinations. Transit stations should have a full range of passenger 

services, including accessible boarding platforms, covered waiting areas, route 

information, benches, secure bicycle parking, trash receptacles, enhanced signing, 

lighting, and telephones. 

 
Bus Stops: Buses providing local service along Regional Transitways should have more 

frequent stop spacing, similar to stop spacing along Major Transit Priority Streets. 

 
Dual Classification: A street with a dual Regional Transitway and Major Transit Priority 

Street classifications should retain the operational characteristics of a Major Transit 

Priority Street and respond to adjacent land uses. 

 
Connections: A ramp that connects to a Regional Transitway is classified as a Regional 

Transitway up to its intersection with a lower-classified street. 

 

Major Transit Priority Streets 

Major Transit Priority Streets facilitate the frequent and reliable movement of transit vehicles 

that connect Central City, Regional Centers, and town centers with each other and to other 

major destinations. Major Transit Priority Streets are provided frequent service, or are expected 

to receive that level of service in the future to support envisioned growth. 

 
Land Use: Transit-oriented land uses should be encouraged to locate along Major 

Transit Priority Streets, especially in centers. Discourage auto-oriented development 

from locating on a Major Transit Priority Street, except where the street is outside the 

Central City, center, station community, or main street and is also classified as a Major 

City Traffic Street. Support land use densities that vary directly with the existing and 

planned capacity of transit service. 

 
Access to Transit: Provide safe and convenient access for pedestrians and bicyclists to, 

across, and along Major Transit Priority Streets. Provide safe and accessible pedestrian 

crossings at all transit stops along Major Transit Priority Streets. 
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Improvements: Provide transit signal priority at major intersections, prioritize transit 

stops or transit lanes over on-street parking, and provide enough lane width to 

accommodate standard transit vehicles. Consider the use of exclusive or semi-exclusive 

transit lanes where needed to reduce congestion-related transit delay. Design 

intersections of Major Transit Priority Streets with other Major Transit Priority Streets or 

Transit Access Streets to allow turning movements of a standard transit vehicle. Where 

compatible with adjacent land use designations, Right-Of-Way Acquisition or parking 

removal may occur to accommodate transit-preferential measures or improve access to 

transit. The use of access management should be considered where needed to reduce 

conflicts between transit vehicles and other vehicles. Carefully consider any street 

design changes to Major Transit Priority Streets that impact travel time in light of the 

potential costs and benefits to transit riders, while also taking into account other 

adopted goals and policies. 

 
Traffic Slowing: Major Transit Priority Streets are not eligible for new traffic slowing 

devices such as speed bumps or speed cushions. Existing traffic slowing devices on 

Major Transit Priority Streets may remain and may be maintained and replaced as 

needed. 

 
Transfer Points: Provide safe and convenient transfer points with accessible stops, 

covered waiting areas, transit route information, benches, trash receptacles, enhanced 

signing, lighting, and telephones. 

 
Bus Stops: Locate bus stops to provide convenient access to neighborhoods and 

commercial centers. Stops should be located roughly every one-quarter to one-half 

mile, while taking into account other factors including the need to serve major 

destinations, activity centers, transfer points and people with disabilities. Stop spacing 

should also take into account existing sidewalk and street connectivity, with potentially 

closer stop spacing where sidewalk and street connectivity is more limited. On-street 

parking should be prohibited at bus stops in order to provide accessible waiting areas. 

Passenger amenities should include shelters and route information. 

 

Transit Access Streets 

Transit Access Streets facilitate movement of transit vehicles connecting town centers, 

neighborhood centers, and industrial and employment areas with other destinations and other 



MARCH 2020 PORTLAND 2035 TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM PLAN PAGE 82 

 

 

 

transit service. Transit Access Streets are provided fixed-route service that is commensurate 

with the level of demand. 

 
Land Use: Encourage pedestrian- and transit-oriented development in commercial, 

institutional, and mixed-use areas along Transit Access Streets. 

 
Access to Transit: Provide safe and convenient pedestrian and bicycle access to transfer 

points and stops and along Transit Access Streets. Provide safe and accessible 

pedestrian crossings at all transit stops along Transit Access Streets. 

 
Transfer Points: Provide bus shelters, safe and convenient pedestrian crossings, and 

transit information at transfer points. 

 
Improvements: Provide transit signal priority as needed at major intersections and 

prioritize transit stops over on-street parking. Provide sufficient lane width to 

accommodate standard transit vehicles where appropriate, taking into account other 

street classifications. 

 
Traffic Slowing: Transit Access Streets that also have a Local Service or Neighborhood 

Collector traffic classification are eligible for traffic slowing devices such as speed bumps 

or speed cushions. Traffic slowing devices should be designed in accordance with TriMet 

guidelines. 

 
Bus Stops: Stops should be located roughly every one-quarter mile, while taking into 

account other factors including the need to serve major destinations, activity centers, 

and transfer points. Stop spacing should also take into account existing sidewalk and 

street connectivity, with potentially closer stop spacing where sidewalk and street 

connectivity is more limited. On-street parking should be prohibited at bus stops in 

order to provide accessible waiting areas. Passenger amenities, including covered 

waiting areas, are appropriate along Transit Access Streets. 

 

Local Service Transit Streets 

Local Service Transit Streets primarily facilitate movement of smaller transit vehicles, including 

paratransit and community/jobs connector shuttles. Local Service Transit Streets seldom have 

regular transit service except for short street segments and do not typically include transit- 

specific street design elements such as bus stops. Local Service Transit Streets may be used for 



MARCH 2020 PORTLAND 2035 TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM PLAN PAGE 83 

 

 

 

bus movements to and from a layover facility or bus garage, for turning around at the end of a 

line, or for temporary reroutes of a fixed-route line. 

 
Land Use: Transit operations on Local Service Transit Streets should give preference to 

access for individual properties and to the specific needs of property owners and 

residents along the street. 

 
Classification: Streets not classified as Regional Transitways, Major Transit Priority 

Streets, or Transit Access Streets are classified as Local Service Transit Streets. 

 
Function: Local Service Transit Streets may be used for paratransit service, 

community/jobs connector service, end loops for regularly scheduled routes, or 

temporary detours, and may carry school buses. 

 
Bus Stops: If needed, locate stops along Local Service Transit Streets based on adopted 

service standards. 

 

Intercity Passenger Rail 

Intercity Passenger Rail provides commuter and other rail passenger service. 

 
Station Spacing: Stations are typically located one or more miles apart, depending on 

overall route length. 

 

Passenger Intermodal Facilities 

Passenger Intermodal Facilities serve as the hub for various passenger modes and the transfer 

point between modes. 

 
Connections: Passenger Intermodal Facilities connect inter-urban passenger service 

with urban public transportation service and are highly accessible by all modes. 
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Freight Classification descriptions 

(adopted 2007) 

 
Designate a system of truck streets, railroad lines, and intermodal freight facilities that support 

local, national, and international distribution of goods and services. 

 

Freight Districts 

Freight Districts are intended to provide safe and convenient truck mobility and access in 

industrial and employment areas serving high levels of truck traffic and to accommodate the 

needs of intermodal freight movement. 

 
Land Use: Support locating industrial and employment land uses that rely on 

multimodal freight movement in Freight Districts. 

 
Function: Freight District streets provide local truck access and circulation to industrial 

and employment land uses. 

 
Connections: In Freight Districts, streets not classified as Regional Truckways or Priority 

Truck Streets are classified as Freight District streets. Freight Districts connect individual 

properties to Priority Truck Streets. 

 
Design: Freight District streets should be designed to facilitate the movement of all 

truck types and over-dimensional loads, as practicable. 

 
Explanation: Within Freight Districts, only Regional Truckways, Priority Truck Streets and 

Major Truck Streets are mapped. All streets within Freight Districts should be designed 

to accommodate truck movement. Streets with multiple designations should be 

designed to accommodate trucks and the other designated modes. 

 

Regional Truckways 

Regional Truckways are intended to facilitate interregional and movement of freight. 

 
Land Use: Support locating industrial and employment land uses with high levels of 

truck activity near Regional Truckway interchanges. 
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Function: Provide for safe and efficient continuous-flow operation for trucks. 

 
Connections: Provide Regional Truckway interchanges that directly serve Freight 

Districts and connect to Priority Truck Streets and other streets with high levels of truck 

activity. A ramp that connects to a Regional Truck Street is classified as a Regional Truck 

Street up to its intersection with a lower-classified street. 

 
Design: Design Regional Truckways to be limited access facilities and to standards that 

facilitate the movement of all types of trucks. 

 

Priority Truck Streets 

Priority Truck Streets are intended to serve as the primary route for access and circulation in 

Freight Districts, and between Freight Districts and Regional Truckways. 

 
Land Use: Support locating industrial and employment uses that generate high truck 

activity on corridors served by Priority Truck Streets. 

 
Function: Priority Truck Streets accommodate high truck volumes and provide high- 

quality mobility and access. 

 
Connections: Priority Truck Streets connect Freight Districts to Regional Truckways. 

 
Design: Priority Truck Streets should be designed to facilitate the movement of all truck 

classes and over-dimensional loads, as practicable. Buffer adjacent residential uses from 

noise impacts, where warranted. 

 

Major Truck Streets 

Major Truck Streets are intended to serve as principal routes for trucks in a Transportation 

District. 

 
Land Use: Commercial and employment land uses that generate high levels of truck 

activity should locate along Major Truck Streets. 

 
Function: Major Truck Streets provide truck mobility within a Transportation District and 

access to commercial and employment uses along the corridor. 
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Connections: Major Truck Streets connect Transportation district-level truck trips to 

Regional Truckways. Trucks with no trip ends within a Transportation District should be 

discouraged from using Major Truck Streets. 

 
Design: Major Truck Streets should accommodate all truck types, as practicable. 

 
Truck Access Streets 

Truck Access Streets are intended to serve as access and circulation routes for delivery of goods 

and services to neighborhood-serving commercial and employment uses. 

 
Land Use: Support locating commercial land uses that generate lower volumes of truck 

trips on Truck Access Streets. 

 
Function: Truck Access Streets provide access and circulation to land uses within a 

Transportation District. Non-local truck trips are discouraged from using Truck Access 

Streets. 

 
Connections: Truck Access Streets should distribute truck trips from Major Truck Streets 

to neighborhood-serving destinations. 

 
Design: Design Truck Access Streets to accommodate truck needs in balance with other 

modal needs of the street. 

 

Local Service Truck Streets 

Local Service Truck Streets are intended to serve local truck circulation and access. 

 
Land Use: Local Service Truck Streets provide for goods and service delivery to individual 

commercial, employment, and residential locations outside of Freight Districts. 

 
Function: Local Service Truck Streets should provide local truck access and circulation 

only. 

 
Connections: All streets, outside of Freight Districts, not classified as Regional 

Truckways, Priority Truck Streets, Major Truck Streets, or Truck Access Streets are 
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classified as Local Service Truck Streets. Local Service Truck Streets with a higher Traffic 

classification are the preferred routes for local access and circulation. 

 
Design: Local Service Truck Streets should give preference to accessing individual 

properties and the specific needs of property owners and residents along the street. Use 

of restrictive signage and operational accommodation are appropriate for Local Service 

Truck Streets. 

 

Railroad Main Lines 

Railroad Main Lines transport freight cargo and passengers over long distances as part of a 

railway network. 

 

Railroad Branch Lines 

Railroad Branch Lines transport freight cargo over short distances on local rail lines that are not 

part of a rail network and distribute cargo to and from mail line railroads. 

 

Freight Facilities 

Freight Facilities include the major shipping and marine, air, rail, and pipeline terminals that 

facilitate the local, national, and international movement of freight. 
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Street Design Classification descriptions 

Street Design Classification Descriptions provide general design guidance based on the current 

and planned land use context around the street. Whenever possible, a “complete streets” 

approach should be taken during street design to accommodate all necessary modes and 

functions, taking into account the modal classifications. Where right-of-way is limited and 

tradeoffs must be made, refer to the modal street classifications as well as the Transportation 

Strategy for People Movement (Policy 9.6) to help guide decision-making regarding allocation 

of right-of-way. If one or more modes are still unable to be accommodated in the available 

right-of-way, a “complete networks” approach should be used to ensure that those modes are 

still accommodated on parallel routes as a part of project design. 

 

Civic Main Streets 

Civic Main Streets serve people throughout the City and are designed to emphasize multimodal 

access to major activity centers. 

 
Land Use: Civic Main Streets are segments of Civic Corridors located within the Central 

City, Regional Centers, Town Centers, Neighborhood Centers, and other areas of 

intensive commercial activity. Development consists of a mix of uses that are oriented 

to the street. 

 
Lanes: Civic Main Streets typically include two to four vehicle lanes, with additional 

turning lanes as needed. Lanes may be dedicated as transit-only or business-access- 

transit lanes if needed to improve transit speed and reliability. 

 
Width: Civic Main Streets generally feature a wider right-of-way than Neighborhood 

Main Streets and are more often able to provide the desired space for each mode and 

function. 

 
Function: Civic Main Streets should emphasize pedestrian access to adjacent land uses 

while also accommodating access and mobility for other modes. 

 
Curb Zone: The Curb Zone along Civic Main Streets should emphasize access and place- 

making functions (such as parking, loading, transit stops, street trees, curb extensions, 

and street seats) to support adjacent land use and improve the pedestrian realm. The 
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Curb Zone may be used for mobility functions if space is needed to provide bicycle 

facilities or provide turn lanes near intersections. 

 
Separation: Civic Main Streets have frequent street connections and support 

multimodal access to destinations. Sidewalks should be provided, and pedestrian and 

bicycle crossings should be signalized or improved with median refuge islands or curb 

extensions as needed to provide safety and comfort. Bicycle facilities should be 

separated from motor vehicle traffic. 

 
Design Elements: Civic Main Street design should typically include the following: wide 

sidewalks with a through pedestrian zone, a furnishing zone, and a frontage zone; 

closely-spaced pedestrian crossings; separated bicycle facilities; way-finding; transit 

priority treatments as needed; vehicle lanes; low vehicle speeds; medians and/or turn 

lanes as needed; and limited driveway access. 

 
Design Treatment: During improvement projects, the preservation of existing 

vegetation, topography, vistas and viewpoints, driver perception, street lighting, and 

sight distance requirements should be considered. 

 
Utilities: Consider undergrounding or reducing the visual impact of overhead utilities 

along Civic Main Streets. 

 

Neighborhood Main Streets 

Neighborhood Main Streets primarily serve surrounding neighborhoods and are designed to 

emphasize multimodal access to activity centers. 

 
Land Use: Neighborhood Main Streets are segments of Neighborhood Corridors located 

within the Central City, Regional Centers, Town Centers, Neighborhood Centers, and 

other areas of intensive commercial activity. Development consists of a mix of uses 

oriented to the street. 

 
Lanes: Neighborhood Main Streets typically include two vehicle lanes with additional 

turning lanes as needed. 
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Width: Neighborhood Main Streets generally feature a narrower right-of-way than Civic 

Main Streets and may not be able to accommodate the full desired space for each 

mode. 

 
Function: Neighborhood Main Streets should emphasize pedestrian access to adjacent 

land uses while also accommodating access and mobility for other modes. 

 
Curb Zone: The Curb Zone along Neighborhood Main Streets should emphasize access 

and place-making functions (such as parking, loading, transit stops, street trees, curb 

extensions, and street seats) as needed to support adjacent land use and improve the 

pedestrian realm. The Curb Zone may be used for mobility functions if space is needed 

to provide bicycle facilities or provide turn lanes near intersections. 

 
Separation: Neighborhood Main Streets have frequent street connections and support 

multimodal access to destinations. Sidewalks should be provided and pedestrian and 

bicycle crossings should be signalized or improved with median refuge islands or curb 

extensions as needed to provide safety and comfort. Bicycle facilities should generally 

be separated from motor vehicle traffic, though shared roadway facilities may be 

acceptable if traffic volumes and speeds are sufficiently low. 

 
Design Elements: Neighborhood Main Street design should typically include the 

following: wide sidewalks with a through pedestrian zone, a furnishing zone, and a 

frontage zone; closely-spaced pedestrian crossings; separated bicycle facilities; way- 

finding; transit priority treatments as needed; vehicle lanes; low vehicle speeds; 

medians and/or turn lanes as needed; and limited driveway access. 

 
Design Treatment: During improvement projects, the preservation of existing 

vegetation, topography, vistas and viewpoints, driver perception, street lighting, and 

sight distance requirements should be considered. 

 
Utilities: Consider undergrounding or reducing the visual impact of overhead utilities 

along Neighborhood Main Streets. 

 

Civic Corridors 

Civic Corridors serve people throughout the City and are designed to emphasize multimodal 

mobility between major activity centers. 
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Land Use: Civic Corridors are located primarily along major transit corridors and 

between Civic Main Street segments, connecting the Central City, Regional Centers, 

Town Centers, and Neighborhood Centers. Development consists of a mix of uses that 

are oriented to the street. 

 
Lanes: Civic Corridors typically include two to four vehicle lanes, with additional turning 

lanes as needed. Lanes may be dedicated as transit-only or business-access-transit lanes 

if needed to improve transit speed and reliability. 

 
Width: Civic Corridors generally feature a wider right-of-way than Neighborhood 

Corridors and are more often able to provide the desired space for each mode and 

function. 

 
Function: Civic Corridors emphasize mobility for all modes between major activity 

centers while also accommodating access to adjacent land uses along the corridor. 

 
Curb Zone: The Curb Zone along Civic Corridors should typically emphasize mobility 

functions such as bicycle facilities or turn lanes near intersections. The Curb Zone may 

be used for access functions such as parking and loading if needed to support adjacent 

land use. 

 
Separation: Civic Corridors have frequent street connections. Sidewalks should be 

provided and pedestrian and bicycle crossings should be signalized or improved with 

median refuge islands or curb extensions as needed to provide safety and comfort. 

Bicycle facilities should be separated from motor vehicle traffic. 

 
Design Elements: Civic Corridor design should typically include the following: wide 

sidewalks with a through pedestrian zone, a furnishing zone, and a frontage zone; 

closely-spaced pedestrian crossings; separated bicycle facilities; way-finding; transit 

priority treatments as needed; vehicle lanes; low to moderate speeds; and medians 

and/or turn lanes as needed. 
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Neighborhood Corridors 

Neighborhood Corridors primarily serve surrounding neighborhoods and are designed to 

emphasize multimodal mobility between activity centers. 

 
Land Use: Neighborhood Corridors are primarily located along transit corridors and 

between segments of Neighborhood Main Streets, connecting the Central City, Regional 

Centers, Town Centers, and Neighborhood Centers. Development consists of a mix of 

uses that are oriented to the street. 

 
Lanes: Neighborhood Corridors typically include two vehicle lanes with additional 

turning lanes as needed. 

 
Width: Neighborhood Corridors generally feature a narrower right-of-way than Civic 

Corridors and may not be able to accommodate the full desired space for each mode. 

 
Function: Neighborhood Corridors emphasize mobility for all modes between activity 

centers while also accommodating access to adjacent land uses along the corridor. 

 
Curb Zone: The Curb Zone along Neighborhood Corridors should emphasize mobility 

functions such as bicycle facilities or turn lanes near intersections. The Curb Zone may 

be used for access functions such as parking and loading if needed to support adjacent 

land use. 

 
Separation: Neighborhood Corridors have frequent street connections. Sidewalks 

should be provided and pedestrian and bicycle crossings should be signalized or 

improved with median refuge islands or curb extensions as needed to provide safety 

and comfort. Bicycle facilities should be separated from motor vehicle traffic, though 

shared roadway bicycle facilities may be acceptable if traffic volumes and speeds are 

sufficiently low. 

 
Design Elements: Neighborhood Corridor design should typically include the following: 

wide sidewalks with a through pedestrian zone, a furnishing zone, and a frontage zone; 

closely-spaced pedestrian crossings; separated bicycle facilities; way-finding; transit 

priority treatments as needed; vehicle lanes; low to moderate speeds; and medians 

and/or turn lanes as needed. 
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Regional Corridors 

Regional Corridors serve people throughout the City and are designed to emphasize multimodal 

mobility between cities in the region. 

 
Land Use: Regional Corridors connect Regional, Town, and Neighborhood Centers to 

other cities in the region. 

 
Lanes: Regional Corridors usually include two to four vehicle lanes. They occasionally 

have additional lanes in some situations, such as to allow turning movements. Lanes 

may be dedicated as transit-only or business-access-transit lanes if needed to improve 

transit speed and reliability. 

 
Width: Regional Corridors generally feature a wider right-of-way than Community 

Corridors and are more often able to provide the full desired space for each mode. 

 
Function: Regional Corridors emphasize mobility for all modes between cities while also 

accommodating access to adjacent land uses along the corridor. 

 
Curb Zone: The Curb Zone along Regional Corridors should emphasize mobility functions 

such as bicycle facilities or turn lanes near intersections. The Curb Zone may be used for 

access functions such as parking and loading if needed to support adjacent land use. 

 
Separation: Regional Corridors can have moderately spaced street connections. 

Sidewalks should be provided and pedestrian and bicycle crossings should be signalized 

or improved with median refuge islands or curb extensions as needed to provide safety 

and comfort. Bicycle facilities should be separated from motor vehicle traffic. 

 
Design Elements: Regional Corridor design should typically include the following: 

sidewalks; pedestrian crossings where needed to serve transit stops or destinations; 

separated bicycle facilities; way-finding; transit priority treatments as needed; vehicle 

lanes; and medians and/or turn lanes as needed. 
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Community Corridors 

Community Corridors primarily serve surrounding neighborhoods and are designed to 

emphasize multimodal mobility between neighborhoods. 

 
Land Use: Community Corridors connect Regional, Town, and Neighborhood Centers to 

surrounding neighborhoods. 

 
Lanes: Lanes may be dedicated as transit-only or business-access-transit lanes if needed 

to improve transit speed and reliability. 

 
Width: Community Corridors generally feature a narrower right-of-way than Regional 

Corridors and may not be able to accommodate the full desired space for each mode. 

 
Function: Community Corridors emphasize mobility for all modes between 

neighborhoods while also accommodating access to adjacent land uses along the 

corridor. 

 
Curb Zone: The Curb Zone along Community Corridors should emphasize mobility 

functions such as bicycle facilities or turn lanes near intersections. The Curb Zone may 

be used for access functions such as parking and loading if needed to support adjacent 

land use. 

 
Separation: Community Corridors have closely spaced street connections. Sidewalks 

should be provided and pedestrian and bicycle crossings should be signalized or 

improved with median refuge islands or curb extensions as needed to provide safety 

and comfort. Bicycle facilities should be separated from motor vehicle traffic, though 

shared roadway bicycle facilities may be acceptable if traffic volumes and speeds are 

sufficiently low. 

 
Design Elements: Community Corridor design should typically include the following: 

sidewalks; pedestrian crossings where needed to serve transit stops or destinations; 

separated bicycle facilities; way-finding; transit priority treatments as needed; vehicle 

lanes; and medians and/or turn lanes as needed. 
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Urban Throughways 

Urban Throughways are designed to emphasize long-distance mobility for motor vehicle, 

freight, and transit trips throughout the region. 

 
Land Use: Urban Throughways connect major activity centers, industrial areas, and 

intermodal facilities. Adjacent land uses sometimes orient directly to Urban 

Throughways. 

 
Lanes: Urban Throughways usually have four to six vehicle lanes, with additional lanes in 

some situations. Dedicated high-occupancy-vehicle, freight-only, or transit-only lanes 

may be provided to support more efficient use of Urban Throughways. 

 
Function: Urban Throughways primarily serve a mobility function, with little or no local 

access provided along the street. 

 
Separation: Urban Throughways may be completely divided, with no left turns, or they 

may be mostly divided, with limited opportunities for left turns. Street connections may 

occur at separated grades, with access controlled by ramps, or there may be limited 

street connections at grade. If designed as a grade-separated freeway, pedestrian and 

bicycle crossings should be provided on overpasses or underpasses, and pedestrian and 

bicycle facilities along the corridor should be provided on parallel pathways. If designed 

as a limited-access highway or expressway, pedestrian and bicycle crossings should be 

either grade-separated or signalized, and pedestrian and bicycle facilities should be 

separated from motor vehicle traffic. 

 
Design Elements: Urban Throughway design typically includes vehicle lanes, grade- 

separated or signalized pedestrian and bicycle, parallel pathways or separated facilities 

for pedestrian and bicycle travel, clear sightlines, median barriers, shoulders, and motor 

vehicle lane widths that accommodate freight movement. Where appropriate, transit 

priority treatments should be used to enhance transit speed and reliability. Encourage 

the Oregon Department of Transportation to maintain a continuous landscape along 

Urban Throughways that reduces the visual impacts of the throughway on motorists and 

adjacent land uses. 

 
Connections: A ramp that connects to an Urban Throughway is classified as an Urban 

Throughway up to its intersection with a differently-classified street. An interchange 
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between an Urban Throughway and a differently-classified street should be designed to 

safely accommodate all modes and provide the least possible disruption to the 

surrounding modal networks. Connections should be provided across Urban 

Throughways at closely-spaced intervals to provide greater street connectivity. 

 

Industrial Roads 

Industrial Roads are designed to emphasize freight mobility while also accommodating other 

modes and providing local access. 

 
Land Use: Industrial Roads typically serve industrial areas and freight intermodal sites, 

with a significant percentage of trips being made by trucks. Adjacent land uses 

sometimes orient to the Industrial Road. 

 
Lanes: Industrial Road design typically includes two to four vehicle lanes, with additional 

turning lanes as needed. Dedicated freight-only lanes or turn pockets may be provided 

as needed to support roadway efficiency. 

 
Function: Industrial Roads emphasize freight mobility while accommodating other 

modes and providing access to industrial sites and freight districts. 

 
Curb Zone: The Curb Zone along Industrial Roads primarily serves mobility functions 

such as vehicle lanes or bike lanes. The Curb Zone may be used for access functions such 

as parking and loading at limited locations if needed to support adjacent land use. 

 
Separation: Industrial Roads have limited street connections that may occur at the same 

grade or separate grades. Pedestrian and bicycle crossings should be grade-separated or 

signalized, and pedestrian and bicycle facilities should be separated from motor vehicle 

traffic. 

 
Design Elements: Industrial Road design typically includes vehicle lanes, medians or 

center turn lanes where needed, limited driveway access, pullouts for bus stops, transit 

priority treatments, separated pedestrian and bicycle facilities, and improved pedestrian 

crossings located on overpasses, underpasses, or signalized at-grade intersections. 

Industrial Roads may also include design treatments that improve freight mobility, such 

as freight-only lanes, freight signal priority, and a wider turning radius at intersections. 
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Enhanced Greenway Corridors 

Enhanced Greenway Corridors are designed to provide a network of scenic low-stress 

connections that prioritize walking and/or bicycling and often include natural features as well 

as innovative urban design and place-making elements. 

 
Dual Classification: Streets may have an Enhanced Greenway Corridor classification in 

addition to another street design classification. When developing or retrofitting these 

streets, incorporate Enhanced Greenway Corridor design elements within the corridor. 

 
Land Use: Enhanced Greenway Corridors connect parks, open spaces, and singular 

attractions throughout the City to each other and to surrounding neighborhoods via a 

network of scenic and low-stress walking and/or bicycling routes. They can run through 

a variety of different land use contexts, including residential neighborhoods, natural 

areas, industrial areas, and employment centers. 

 
Design Elements: Enhanced Greenway Corridor design can take many forms, and should 

use flexible design treatments appropriate to adjacent land use context. Design 

elements may include: neighborhood greenways; traffic calming; motor vehicle 

diversion; multi-use paths; wide sidewalks; boardwalks; trails; separated bikeways; 

broad-canopy trees and landscaping; scenic views; stormwater management; 

underground utilities; special lighting; and way-finding. Where appropriate, pedestrian 

and bicycle routes may use separate parallel routes or streets along a corridor. 

 

Greenscape Streets 

Greenscape Street designs are applied to arterials where natural or informal landscapes 

dominate the adjacent areas and the right-of-way, such as lower-density residential areas in 

wooded settings. 

 
Dual Classification: Where streets have a Greenscape Street design designation and 

another street design designation, consider the natural characteristics of the street 

during the design and implementation of street improvements. 

 
Design Treatment: During improvement projects, consider the use of vegetated 

stormwater treatment techniques; minimizing impervious surfaces; preservation of 

existing vegetation, topography, vistas and viewpoints, driver perception, street lighting, 
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and sight distance requirements. Vegetation may be landscaped or native, depending on 

the existing and desired character. 

 

Local Streets 

Local Streets are designed to complement planned land uses and reduce dependence on 

arterials for local circulation. 

 
Land Use: Local Streets are multimodal, but are not intended for trucks (other than 

local deliveries) in residential areas. Local Streets are important for local circulation of 

trucks in commercial and industrial areas. 

 
Design: Local Street design typically includes frequent street connections, sidewalks, on- 

street parking, stormwater facilities, and planting of street trees and ground covers 

(where planting strips are included). A shared street design without sidewalks may be 

appropriate where traffic volumes are sufficiently low. 

 
Classification: All streets not classified as Urban Throughways, Urban Highways, 

Industrial Roads, Civic Main Streets, Neighborhood Main Streets, Civic Corridors, 

Neighborhood Corridors, Regional Corridors, or Community Corridors are classified as 

Local Streets for street design. 
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Emergency Response Classification descriptions 

Emergency Response Streets are intended to provide a network of streets to facilitate prompt 

emergency response. 

 

Major Emergency Response Streets 

Major Emergency Response Streets are intended to serve primarily the longer, most direct legs 

of emergency response trips. 

 
Improvements: Design treatments on Major Emergency Response Streets should 

enhance mobility for emergency response vehicles by employing preferential or priority 

treatments. 

 
Traffic Slowing: Major Emergency Response Streets that also have a Local Service or 

Neighborhood Collector traffic classification are eligible for speed cushions, subject to 

the approval of Portland Fire and Rescue. Major Emergency Response Streets that also 

have a District Collector or higher traffic classification are not eligible for traffic slowing 

devices in the future. Existing speed bumps on Major Emergency Response Streets may 

remain temporarily, and shall be replaced with speed cushions when streets are 

repaved or undergo other major modifications, subject to the approval of Portland Fire 

and Rescue. Speed cushions should be designed to achieve a similar level of traffic 

speed reduction as speed bumps. 

 

Secondary Emergency Response Streets 

Secondary Emergency Response Streets are intended to provide alternatives to Major 

Emergency Response Streets in cases when traffic congestion, construction, or other events 

occur that may cause undue delays in response times. 

 
Improvements: Design treatments on Secondary Emergency Response Streets should 

enhance mobility for emergency response vehicles by employing preferential or priority 

treatments, while also allowing for limited traffic slowing treatments to enhance safety 

and livability. 

 
Traffic Slowing: Secondary Emergency Response Streets that also have a Local Service or 

Neighborhood Collector traffic classification are eligible for speed cushions. Secondary 
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Emergency Response Streets that also have a District Collector or higher traffic 

classification are not eligible for traffic slowing devices in the future. Existing speed 

bumps on Secondary Emergency Response Streets may remain temporarily, and shall be 

replaced with speed cushions when streets are repaved or undergo other major 

modifications. Speed cushions should be designed to achieve a similar level of traffic 

speed reduction as speed bumps. 

 

Minor Emergency Response Streets 

Minor Emergency Response Streets are intended to serve primarily the shorter legs of 

emergency response trips. 

 
Classification: All streets not classified as Major Emergency Response Streets or 

Secondary Emergency Response Streets are classified as Minor Emergency Response 

Streets. 

 
Improvements: Design and operate Minor Emergency Response Streets to allow access 

to individual properties by emergency response vehicles, but maintain livability on the 

street. 

 
Traffic Slowing: Minor Emergency Response Streets are eligible for all types of traffic 

slowing devices. 
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Traffic Classification descriptions 

Maintain a system of traffic streets that support the movement of motor vehicles for regional, 

city, district, neighborhood, and local trips. For each type of traffic classification, the majority of 

motor vehicle trips on a street should conform to its classification description. 

 

Regional Trafficways 

Regional Trafficways are intended to serve regional traffic movement that has only one trip end 

in a City of Portland transportation district or to serve trips that bypass a district completely. 

 
Safety: Regional Trafficways should make safety the highest priority. Safety 

countermeasures should be employed on Regional Trafficways to address identified 

safety risks with a focus on eliminating fatal and serious injury crashes. 

 
Land Use/Development: Regional Trafficways should serve the Central City, Regional 

Centers, industrial areas, and intermodal facilities and should connect key freight routes 

within the region to points outside the region. 

 
Connections: Regional Trafficways should connect to other Regional Trafficways, Major 

City Traffic Streets, and District Collectors. A ramp that connects to a Regional 

Trafficway is classified as a Regional Trafficway from its point of connection up to its 

intersection with a lower-classified street. At ramps and along access streets, 

accommodate safe multimodal movements. 

 
Buffering: Adjacent neighborhoods should be buffered from the impacts of Regional 

Trafficways. 

 
Dual Classification: A street with dual Regional Trafficway and Major City Traffic Street 

classifications should retain the operational characteristics of a Major City Traffic Street 

and respond to adjacent land uses. 

 

Major City Traffic Streets 

Major City Traffic Streets are intended to serve as the principal routes for interdistrict traffic 

that has at least one trip end within a City of Portland transportation district. 
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Safety: Safety should be the highest priority on Major City Traffic Streets. Safety 

countermeasures should be employed on Major City Traffic Streets to address identified 

safety risks with a focus on eliminating fatal and serious injury crashes for all modes. 

Major City Traffic Streets should provide separation between motor vehicles and people 

walking, bicycling, and using mobility devices, and provide safe multimodal crossings to 

destinations. 

 
Land Use/Development: Major City Traffic Streets should provide motor vehicle 

connections among the Central City, Regional Centers, town centers, industrial areas, 

and intermodal facilities. Auto-oriented development should locate adjacent to Major 

City Traffic Streets, except within designated centers, main streets, station areas, and 

other areas with high pedestrian demand. 

 
Connections: Major City Traffic Streets should serve as primary connections to Regional 

Trafficways and serve major activity centers in each district. Traffic with no trip ends 

within a City of Portland transportation district should be discouraged from using Major 

City Traffic Streets. Where a Major City Traffic Street intersects with a Neighborhood 

Collector or Local Service Traffic Street, access management and/or turn restrictions 

may be employed to reduce traffic delay. 

 
On-Street Parking: On-street parking may be removed and additional right-of-way 

purchased to provide adequate traffic access when consistent with the street design 

designation of the street. Evaluate the need for on-street parking to serve adjacent land 

uses and improve the safety of pedestrians and bicyclists when making changes to the 

roadway. 

 

Traffic Access Streets 

Traffic Access Streets are intended to provide access to Central City destinations, distribute 

traffic within a Central City sub-district, provide connections between Central City subdistricts, 

and distribute traffic from Regional Trafficways and Major City Traffic Streets for access within 

the district. Traffic Access Streets are not intended for through-traffic with no trip ends in the 

district. 
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Safety: Safety should be the highest priority on Traffic Access Streets. Traffic Access 

Streets should provide frequent, safe crossings for people walking, bicycling, and using 

mobility devices. 

 
Land Use/Development: Traffic Access Streets serve Central City land uses. Traffic 

management on Traffic Access Streets must accommodate the high-density pattern 

desired in the Central City. 

 
Connections: Connections to adjoining transportation districts should be to District or 

Neighborhood Collectors. Intersections of Traffic Access Streets and other streets with 

higher or similar classifications should be signalized, where warranted, to facilitate the 

safe movement of traffic along each street as well as turning movements from one 

street to the other. 

 
Access: Reduction in motor vehicle congestion is given less priority than: supporting 

pedestrian access and enhancing the pedestrian environment; maintaining on-street 

parking to support land uses; accommodating transit; or accommodating bicycles. 

Access to off-street parking is allowed and encouraged to be located on Traffic Access 

Streets. 

 
Right-Of-Way Acquisition: Right-Of-Way Acquisition should be discouraged on Traffic 

Access Streets, except at specific problem locations to accommodate traffic movement 

and vehicle access to abutting properties. 

 

District Collectors 

District Collectors are intended to serve as distributors of traffic from Major City Traffic Streets 

to streets of the same or lower classification or to serve trips that both start and end within a 

district. 

 
Safety: Safety should be the highest priority on District Collectors. Safety 

countermeasures should be employed to address identified safety risks with a focus on 

eliminating fatal and serious injury crashes. 

 
Land Use/Development: District Collectors generally connect town centers, corridors, 

main streets, and neighborhoods to nearby Regional Centers and other major 

destinations. Land uses that attract trips from the surrounding neighborhoods or from 
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throughout the district should be encouraged to locate on District Collectors. Regional 

attractors of traffic such as major shopping centers or arenas should be discouraged 

from locating on District Collectors. 

 
Connections: District Collectors should connect to Major City Traffic Streets, other 

collectors, and local streets and, where necessary, to Regional Trafficways. Where a 

District Collector intersects with a Neighborhood Collector or Local Service Traffic Street, 

access management and/or turn restrictions may be employed to reduce traffic delay. 

 
Right-Of-Way Acquisition: Right-Of-Way Acquisition should be discouraged on District 

Collectors, except at specific problem locations to accommodate traffic movement and 

vehicle access to abutting properties. 

 

Neighborhood Collectors 

Neighborhood Collectors are intended to serve as distributors of traffic from Major City Traffic 

Streets or District Collectors to Local Service Streets or to serve trips that both start and end 

within areas bounded by Major City Traffic Streets and District Collectors. 

 
Safety: Safety should be the highest priority on Neighborhood Collectors. Safety 

countermeasures should be implemented on Neighborhood Collectors to address 

identified safety risks. Neighborhood Collectors should maintain slow vehicle operating 

speeds to accommodate safe use by all modes. 

 
Land Use/Development: Neighborhood Collectors should connect neighborhoods to 

nearby centers, corridors, station communities, main streets, and other nearby 

destinations. New land uses and major expansions of land uses that attract a significant 

volume of traffic from outside the neighborhood should be discouraged from locating 

on Neighborhood Collectors. 

 
Connections: Neighborhood Collectors should connect to Major City Traffic Streets, 

District Collectors, and other Neighborhood Collectors, as well as to Local Service 

Streets. Where a Neighborhood Collector intersects with a higher-classified street, 

access management and/or turn restrictions may be employed to reduce traffic delay. 

 
Traffic Calming: Traffic calming tools and traffic slowing devices may be used to improve 

neighborhood safety and livability, when consistent with other street classifications. 
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Function: The design of Neighborhood Collectors may vary over their length as the land 

use character changes from primarily commercial to primarily residential. All 

Neighborhood Collectors should be designed to operate as neighborhood streets and 

through traffic should be discouraged. 

 
Right-Of-Way Acquisition: Right-Of-Way Acquisition should be discouraged on 

Neighborhood Collectors. 

 

Local Service Traffic Streets 

Local Service Traffic Streets are intended to distribute local traffic and provide access to local 

residences or commercial uses. 

 
Safety: Local Service Traffic Streets should maintain slow vehicle operating speeds to 

accommodate safe use by all modes. 

 
Land Use/Development: Discourage auto-oriented land uses from using Local Service 

Traffic Streets as their primary access. 

 
Classification: Streets that allow motor vehicles and are not classified as Regional 

Trafficways, Major City Traffic Streets, Traffic Access Streets, District Collectors, or 

Neighborhood Collectors are classified as Local Service Traffic Streets. 

 
Connections: Local Service Traffic Streets should connect neighborhoods, provide local 

circulation, and provide access to nearby centers, corridors, station areas, and main 

streets. Street segments may be closed to through traffic in some cases as long as local 

access and overall neighborhood connectivity is maintained. 

 
Traffic Calming: Traffic calming tools and traffic slowing devices may be used to improve 

neighborhood safety and livability or if needed to support a neighborhood greenway. 

 
Function: Local Service Traffic Streets provide local access and circulation for traffic, 

while often functioning as through routes for pedestrians and bicyclists. In some 

instances where vehicle speeds and volumes are very low, Local Service Traffic Streets 

may accommodate vehicles, pedestrians, and bicyclists in a shared space. 
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Freight Classification maps 
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Street Design Classification maps 



Portland

Vancouver

SKYLINE
BU

RG
ARD

LOMBARD
COLUMBIA

MARINE
NEW

BE
RRY

LO
MB

AR
D

A1

B5B4B3B2B1

A3A2

C1

D4D3D2

C5C4C3C2

D5

0 0.5 10.25 Miles

Street Design Classification
Urban Throughway
Industrial Road
Civic Main Steet
Neighborhood Main Street
Civic Corridor
Neighborhood Corridor
Regional Corridor
Community Corridor
Local Street
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Portland

Vancouver

COLUMBIA

BU
RG

ARD

LOMBARD

MARINE
PORTLAND

FESSENDEN

HAYDE N ISLAND

LO
MB

AR
D

A1

B5B4B3B2B1

A3A2

C1

D4D3D2

C5C4C3C2

D5

0 0.5 10.25 Miles

Street Design Classification
Urban Throughway
Industrial Road
Civic Main Steet
Neighborhood Main Street
Civic Corridor
Neighborhood Corridor
Regional Corridor
Community Corridor
Local Street
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Portland

Vancouver

VANCOUVER

MARINE

HAYDEN ISLAND TOMAHAWK ISLAN D

UNION

A1

B5B4B3B2B1

A3A2

C1

D4D3D2

C5C4C3C2

D5

0 0.5 10.25 Miles

Street Design Classification
Urban Throughway
Industrial Road
Civic Main Steet
Neighborhood Main Street
Civic Corridor
Neighborhood Corridor
Regional Corridor
Community Corridor
Local Street
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Portland

S
KYLINE

LOMBARD

SKYLINE

THOMPSON
GE RMANTOWN

SPRI NG
VIL

L E

ST JOHNS

MILLER

A1

B5B4B3B2B1

A3A2

C1

D4D3D2

C5C4C3C2

D5

0 0.5 10.25 Miles

Street Design Classification
Urban Throughway
Industrial Road
Civic Main Steet
Neighborhood Main Street
Civic Corridor
Neighborhood Corridor
Regional Corridor
Community Corridor
Local Street
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Portland

KILLINGSWORTH

S
KYLINE

LOMBARD

ROSA PARKS

GOING

PHILADELPHIA

NICOLAI

COLUMBIA

DE
NV

ER

PE
NI

NS
UL

AR

DE
NV

ER

WILLAMETTE

CHANNEL

PORTLAND

COLUMBIA

BASIN

INT
ER

ST
AT

E

CH
AU

TA
UQ

UAWILLIS

THOM PSON

DE
NV

ER
IN

TE
RS

TA
TE

SKYLINE

FESSENDEN
ST LOUIS

PO
RT

SM
OU

TH

ST HELENS

LAGOON

ST JOHNS

GREELEY

GR
EE

LE
Y

FRONT

DE
NV

ER

A1

B5B4B3B2B1

A3A2

C1

D4D3D2

C5C4C3C2

D5

0 0.5 10.25 Miles

Street Design Classification
Urban Throughway
Industrial Road
Civic Main Steet
Neighborhood Main Street
Civic Corridor
Neighborhood Corridor
Regional Corridor
Community Corridor
Local Street
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Portland

ROSA PARKS

SCH MEER

33
RD

15
TH

LOMBARD

RUSSELL

GOING

COLUMBIA

KILLINGSWORTH

42
ND

47
TH

VA
NC

OU
VE

R

SKIDMORE

FREMONT

DE
NV

ER

DEKUM

PRESCOTT

BASIN

PE
NI

NS
UL

AR

WI
LL

IA
MS

DE
NV

ER

ALBERTA

PRESCOTT

FRONT KNOTT

DE
NV

ER

WHITAKER

24
TH

15
TH

21
ST

MARINE

PORTLAND

CORNFOOT

FAZIO

VANCOUVER

IN
TE

RS
TA

TE

GREELEY

GR
EE

LE
Y

IN
TE

RS
TA

TE

MA
RT

IN
 LU

TH
ER

 KI
NG

 JR

K E
RB

Y

MARTIN LUTHER KING
JR

33
RD

33
RD

AINSWORTH
AINSWORTH

UNION

DE
NV

ER

A1

B5B4B3B2B1

A3A2

C1

D4D3D2

C5C4C3C2

D5

0 0.5 10.25 Miles

Street Design Classification
Urban Throughway
Industrial Road
Civic Main Steet
Neighborhood Main Street
Civic Corridor
Neighborhood Corridor
Regional Corridor
Community Corridor
Local Street

MARCH 2020 PORTLAND 2035 TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM PLAN Page 184



Maywood
Park

Portland
Vancouver

SANDY

ALDERWOOD

FREMONT

MARINE

KILLINGSWORTH

CU
LLY

PRESCOTT

KILLINGSWORTH

AIRPORT

10
2N

D

42
ND

FREMONT

47
TH

12
2N

D

82
ND

FREMONT
11

2T
H

CASCADES

COLUMBIA

KNOTT

SHAVER
10

5T
H

PORTLAND

LOMBARD

AIRPORT

CORNFOOT

HOLMAN

AI NSWO RT H

92
ND

COLUMBIA
82

ND

57
TH

CASCADES

72
ND60
TH

A1

B5B4B3B2B1

A3A2

C1

D4D3D2

C5C4C3C2

D5

0 0.5 10.25 Miles

Street Design Classification
Urban Throughway
Industrial Road
Civic Main Steet
Neighborhood Main Street
Civic Corridor
Neighborhood Corridor
Regional Corridor
Community Corridor
Local Street
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Camas

Gresham

Portland

Vancouver

MARINE

AIRPORT

SANDY

14
8T

H

122
ND

FREMONT

PRESCOTT

141ST11
2T

H

16
2N

D

SHAVER

10
5T

H

MASON

WHITAKER

AIRPORT

AI NSWO RT H

AIRPORT

13
8T

H

A1

B5B4B3B2B1

A3A2

C1

D4D3D2

C5C4C3C2

D5

0 0.5 10.25 Miles

Street Design Classification
Urban Throughway
Industrial Road
Civic Main Steet
Neighborhood Main Street
Civic Corridor
Neighborhood Corridor
Regional Corridor
Community Corridor
Local Street
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Beaverton

Portland

CORNELL

THO MPSON
SK

YL INE

MILLER

A1

B5B4B3B2B1

A3A2

C1

D4D3D2

C5C4C3C2

D5

0 0.5 10.25 Miles

Street Design Classification
Urban Throughway
Industrial Road
Civic Main Steet
Neighborhood Main Street
Civic Corridor
Neighborhood Corridor
Regional Corridor
Community Corridor
Local Street
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Beaverton

Portland

CORNELL

NA
ITO

NA
ITO

ST HELENS

EVERETT
GLISAN

SUNSET

NICOLAI

PATTON

SC
HO

LLS

FE
RR

Y

WESTOVER

HAMILTON

BEAVERTON HILLSDALE

FRONT

MILLER
SKYLINE

SK YLI NE

HUMPHREY

21
ST

BURNSIDE

HEWET

T

THURMAN

TER
WILLIGE

R

FA
IRV

IEW

C

A MP US

18
TH

SH
AT

TU
CK

BARBUR

19
TH

VIS
TA

BR OADW AY
DO

SC
H

23
RD

FAIRMOUNT

THO M PSON

23
RD

25
TH

GAINE S

VAUGHN

A1

B5B4B3B2B1

A3A2

C1

D4D3D2

C5C4C3C2

D5

0 0.5 10.25 Miles

Street Design Classification
Urban Throughway
Industrial Road
Civic Main Steet
Neighborhood Main Street
Civic Corridor
Neighborhood Corridor
Regional Corridor
Community Corridor
Local Street
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Portland
STARK

HOLGATE

VA
NC

OU
VE

R

SANDY

WI
LL

IA
MS

NA
ITO

NA
ITO

EVERETT

21
ST

12
TH

47
TH

BELMONT

GLISANGLISAN

28
TH

20
TH

MA
RT

IN
 LU

TH
ER

 KI
NG

 JR

TILLAMOOK

LINCOLN

CO
RB

ET
T

POWELL

DIVISION

HALSEY

HAWTHORNE

BURNSIDE

HARRISON

FOSTER42
ND

HANCOCK

42
ND

FRONT

HO
OD

KNOTT

15
TH

26
TH

21
ST

21
ST

BROADWAY

24
TH

TE
RWILLIGE

R

IRVING

MORRISON

21
ST

WEIDLER

MA
CA

DA
M

GLADSTONE

C

A MP US

CE
SA

R 
E C

HA
VE

Z

18
TH

BARBUR MILW
AUKIE

19
TH

VIS
TA

20
TH

33
RD

30
TH

BR OADW AY

L A DD

52
ND

FA IR M
OU

NT

KE
RB

Y
23

RD

49
TH

23
RD

50
TH

GAINE S

VAUGHN

POWELL

A1

B5B4B3B2B1

A3A2

C1

D4D3D2

C5C4C3C2

D5

0 0.5 10.25 Miles

Street Design Classification
Urban Throughway
Industrial Road
Civic Main Steet
Neighborhood Main Street
Civic Corridor
Neighborhood Corridor
Regional Corridor
Community Corridor
Local Street
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Maywood
Park

Portland

BURNSIDE BURNSIDE

11
7T

H

SANDY

GLISAN

82
ND

92ND

12
2N

D

HOLGATE

LINCOLN

47
TH

STARK
BELMONT

MARKET

STARK

THORBURN

HALSEY

76
TH

FREMONT

POWELL

DIVISION

62
ND

HALSEY

FREMONT

FOSTER

57
TH

42
ND

11
1T

H

SAN RAFAELHANCOCK

CHERRY BLOSSOM

HAWTHORNE

11
2T

H

42
ND

TILLAMOOK

WASHINGTON

60
TH

KNOTT

71
ST

WEIDLER

GLADSTONE

ROCKY

B UT
TE

CE
SA

R 
E C

HA
VE

Z

10
2N

D

92
ND

92
ND

10
4T

H

52
ND

60
TH49

TH
50

TH

72
ND

A1

B5B4B3B2B1

A3A2

C1

D4D3D2

C5C4C3C2

D5

0 0.5 10.25 Miles

Street Design Classification
Urban Throughway
Industrial Road
Civic Main Steet
Neighborhood Main Street
Civic Corridor
Neighborhood Corridor
Regional Corridor
Community Corridor
Local Street
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Gresham

Portland

POWELL

HALSEY

11
7T

H 12
2N

D

HOLGATE

MARKET

DIVISION

SANRAFAE L

FREMONT

GLISAN

11
1T

H
11

2T
H

BURNSIDE

SAN RAFAEL

STARK

16
2N

D

BURNSIDE

13
0T

H
WEIDLER

14
8T

H

13
6T

H

16
2N

D

A1

B5B4B3B2B1

A3A2

C1

D4D3D2

C5C4C3C2

D5

0 0.5 10.25 Miles

Street Design Classification
Urban Throughway
Industrial Road
Civic Main Steet
Neighborhood Main Street
Civic Corridor
Neighborhood Corridor
Regional Corridor
Community Corridor
Local Street

MARCH 2020 PORTLAND 2035 TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM PLAN Page 191



Beaverton

Lake
Oswego

Portland

Tigard

BARBUR

45
TH

CA
PIT

OL

CO
RB

ET
T

35
TH

TE
RW

ILL

I G
E

R

VERMONT

CAMERON

35
TH

TERW
ILL IGER

SPRING GARDEN

MULTNOMAH

TAYLORS FE
RR

Y
BOONES FERRY

BEAVERTON HILLSDALE

STEPHENSON

POMONA

GARDEN HOME

HUBER

BO
ON

ES
FE

RRY

BERTHA

CA
PIT

OL HI
LL

TAYLORS FERRY

18TH

SH
AT

TU
CK

SUNSET

ARNOLD

26TH

FAIRMOU N T

LANCASTER

DOSCH

62ND

LESSER

A1

B5B4B3B2B1

A3A2

C1

D4D3D2

C5C4C3C2

D5

0 0.5 10.25 Miles

Street Design Classification
Urban Throughway
Industrial Road
Civic Main Steet
Neighborhood Main Street
Civic Corridor
Neighborhood Corridor
Regional Corridor
Community Corridor
Local Street
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Lake
Oswego

Milwaukie

Portland

BARBUR

52
ND

HOLGATE

SELLWOODTAYLOR S
FE

RR
Y

TE
RW

ILL
IG

ER

MILW
AU KIE

TERW
ILLIGER

CO
RB

ET
T

TACOMA

CAPITOL

PAL
ATINE

HILL

WOODSTOCK

B
OO

NE
S

FE
RR

Y

HARNEY

STEPHENSON

FAIR M O
UN

T

BERTHA

BO
ON

ES
FE

RRY

13
TH

18TH

CE
SA

R 
E C

HA
VE

Z

BYBEE

45
TH

STEELE

MIL ITA R Y
41

ST

26
TH

FLAVEL

SUNSET

ARN OLD

MACADA M

17TH

28
TH

17
TH

RIVERSIDE

A1

B5B4B3B2B1

A3A2

C1

D4D3D2

C5C4C3C2

D5

0 0.5 10.25 Miles

Street Design Classification
Urban Throughway
Industrial Road
Civic Main Steet
Neighborhood Main Street
Civic Corridor
Neighborhood Corridor
Regional Corridor
Community Corridor
Local Street
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Happy
ValleyMilwaukie

Portland

HAROLD
52

ND
FOSTER

92
ND

HOLGATE

CLATSOP

ELLIS

72
ND

82
ND

WOODSTOCK

MT SCOTT

HAROLD

FLAVEL

DUKE

12
2N

D

CE
SA

R 
E C

HA
VE

Z

HARNEY

45
TH

STEELE

11
1T

H

41
ST

FLAVEL

FLAVEL

11
1T

H

10
4T

H

12
2N

D

11
2T

H

A1

B5B4B3B2B1

A3A2

C1

D4D3D2

C5C4C3C2

D5

0 0.5 10.25 Miles

Street Design Classification
Urban Throughway
Industrial Road
Civic Main Steet
Neighborhood Main Street
Civic Corridor
Neighborhood Corridor
Regional Corridor
Community Corridor
Local Street
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Emergency Classification maps 



Portland

Vancouver

SKYLINE LOMBARD

BU
RG

ARD COLUMBIA

MARINE
NEW

BE
RRY

LO
MB

AR
D

A1

B5B4B3B2B1

A3A2

C1

D4D3D2

C5C4C3C2

D5

0 0.5 10.25 Miles

Emergency Response Classification
Major Emergency Response
Secondary Emergency Response
Minor Emergency Response
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Portland

Vancouver

COLUMBIA

LOMBARD

PORTLAND

BU
RG

ARD

FESSENDEN

MARINE
HAYDE N ISLAND

LO
MB

AR
D

A1

B5B4B3B2B1

A3A2

C1

D4D3D2

C5C4C3C2

D5

0 0.5 10.25 Miles

Emergency Response Classification
Major Emergency Response
Secondary Emergency Response
Minor Emergency Response
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Portland

Vancouver

VANCOUVER

MARINE

HAYDEN ISLAND TOMAHAWK ISLAN D

UNION

A1

B5B4B3B2B1

A3A2

C1

D4D3D2

C5C4C3C2

D5

0 0.5 10.25 Miles

Emergency Response Classification
Major Emergency Response
Secondary Emergency Response
Minor Emergency Response
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Portland

SKYLI NE

THOMPSON

LOMBARD

GERMANTOWN

SPR ING
VIL

L E

ST JOHNS

MILLER

A1

B5B4B3B2B1

A3A2

C1

D4D3D2

C5C4C3C2

D5

0 0.5 10.25 Miles

Emergency Response Classification
Major Emergency Response
Secondary Emergency Response
Minor Emergency Response
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Portland

LOMBARD

ROSA PARKS

GOING

PHILADELPHIA

NICOLAI

COLUMBIA

KILLINGSWORTH

DE
NV

ER

PE
NI

NS
UL

AR

DE
NV

ER

WILLAMETTE

CHANNEL

PORTLAND

BASIN

IN
TE

RS
TA

TE

SK
YLINE

CH
AU

TA
UQ

UA

WILLIS

THOMPS ON

DE
NV

ER

IN
TE

RS
TA

TE
SK YLINE

FESSENDEN
ST LOUIS

PO
RT

SM
OU

TH

ST HELENS

LAGOON

ST JOHNS

GREELEY

GR
EE

LE
Y

FRONT

DE
NV

ER

COLUMBIA

A1

B5B4B3B2B1

A3A2

C1

D4D3D2

C5C4C3C2

D5

0 0.5 10.25 Miles

Emergency Response Classification
Major Emergency Response
Secondary Emergency Response
Minor Emergency Response
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Portland

ROSA PARKS

SCH MEER

33
RD

15
TH

LOMBARD

BASIN

RUSSELL

GOING

COLUMBIA

PRESCOTT

KILLINGSWORTH

42
ND

47
TH

SKIDMORE

FREMONT

DE
NV

ER

DEKUM

PE
NI

NS
UL

AR

WI
LL

IA
MS

DE
NV

ER

ALBERTA

PRESCOTT

FRONT KNOTT

DE
NV

ER

WILLAM

ETTE

WHITAKER

24
TH

21
ST

15
TH

PORTLAND

MARINE

CORNFOOT

FAZIO

VANCOUVER

IN
TE

RS
TA

TE

GREELEY

GR
EE

LE
Y

MA
RT

IN
 LU

TH
ER

 KI
NG

 JR

IN
TE

RS
TA

TE

VA
NC

O U
VE

R

KE
RB

Y

MARTIN LUTHER KING
JR

33
RD

33
RD

AINSWORTH
AINSWORTH

UNION

DE
NV

ER

A1

B5B4B3B2B1

A3A2

C1

D4D3D2

C5C4C3C2

D5

0 0.5 10.25 Miles

Emergency Response Classification
Major Emergency Response
Secondary Emergency Response
Minor Emergency Response
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Maywood
Park

Portland

Vancouver

SANDY

ALDERWOOD

FREMONT

MARINE

KILLINGSWORTH

CU
LLY

PRESCOTT

FREMONT

KILLINGSWORTH

AIRPORT

10
2N

D

42
ND

47
TH

12
2N

D

82
ND

FREMONT
11

2T
H

CASCADES

COLUMBIA

KNOTT

SHAVER
10

5T
H

PORTLAND
AIRPORT

LOMBARD

CORNFOOT

HOLMAN

AI NSWO RTH

92
ND

COLUMBIA
82

ND

57
TH

CASCADES

72
ND60
TH

A1

B5B4B3B2B1

A3A2

C1

D4D3D2

C5C4C3C2

D5

0 0.5 10.25 Miles

Emergency Response Classification
Major Emergency Response
Secondary Emergency Response
Minor Emergency Response
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Camas

Gresham

Portland

Vancouver

MARINE

AIRPORT

SANDY

14
8T

H

122
ND

FREMONT

PRESCOTT

141ST11
2T

H

16
2N

D

SHAVER

10
5T

H

MASON

WHITAKER

AIRPORT

AI NSWO RT H

AIRPORT

13
8T

H

A1

B5B4B3B2B1

A3A2

C1

D4D3D2

C5C4C3C2

D5

0 0.5 10.25 Miles

Emergency Response Classification
Major Emergency Response
Secondary Emergency Response
Minor Emergency Response
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Beaverton

Portland

CORNELL

THO M PSON
SK

YL INE

MILLER

A1

B5B4B3B2B1

A3A2

C1

D4D3D2

C5C4C3C2

D5

0 0.5 10.25 Miles

Emergency Response Classification
Major Emergency Response
Secondary Emergency Response
Minor Emergency Response
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Beaverton

Portland

CORNELL

NA
ITO

SUNSET

ST HELENS

EVERETT
GLISAN

NICOLAI

PATTON

SC
HO

LLS

FE
RR

Y

WESTOVER

HAMILTON

BEAVERTON HILLSDALE

FRONT

MILLER

SKYLINE

SK YLI NE

HUMPHREY

21
ST

BURNSIDE

HEWET

T

THURMAN

TERW
ILLIGER

FA
IRV

IEW

C

A MP US

18
TH

SH
AT

TU
CK

19
TH

VIS
TA

BR OADW AY
DO

SC
H

23
RD

FAIRMOUNT

THO M PSON

23
RD

25
TH

GAINE S

VAUGHN

A1

B5B4B3B2B1

A3A2

C1

D4D3D2

C5C4C3C2

D5

0 0.5 10.25 Miles

Emergency Response Classification
Major Emergency Response
Secondary Emergency Response
Minor Emergency Response
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Portland

VA
N C

OU
VE

R
WI

LL
IA

MS

SANDY

GLISAN

NA
ITO

NA
ITO

EVERETT

21
ST

12
TH

47
TH

STARK
MA

RT
IN

 LU
TH

ER
 KI

NG
 JR

BELMONT

GLISAN

28
TH

20
TH

BURNSIDE

TILLAMOOK

LINCOLN

CO
RB

ET
T

HALSEY

POWELL

DIVISION

HAWTHORNE

HARRISON

FOSTER42
ND

HOLGATE

HANCOCK

42
ND15

TH

FRONT

HO
OD

KNOTT

26
TH

21
ST

21
ST

GLISAN

24
TH

BROADWAY

TERW
ILLIGER

IRVING

MORRISON

21
ST

WEIDLER

MA
CA

DA
M

GLADSTONE

C

A MP US

CE
SA

R 
E C

HA
VE

Z

18
TH

BARBUR

MILW
AUKIE

19
TH

VIS
TA

FAIR M

O
UN

T

20
TH

33
RD

30
TH

BR OADW AY

LA

DD

52
ND

K E
RB

Y
23

RD

49
TH

23
RD

50
TH

GAINE S
POWELL

A1

B5B4B3B2B1

A3A2

C1

D4D3D2

C5C4C3C2

D5

0 0.5 10.25 Miles

Emergency Response Classification
Major Emergency Response
Secondary Emergency Response
Minor Emergency Response
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Maywood
Park

Portland

BURNSIDE

SANDY

11
7T

H

GLISAN

82
ND

92ND

12
2N

D

HOLGATE

STARK

FREMONT

LINCOLN

47
TH

STARK
BELMONT

MARKET

THORBURN

POWELL

HALSEY
HALSEY

76
TH

DIVISION

BURNSIDE

TILLAMOOK

62
ND

FREMONT

FOSTER

57
TH

42
ND

11
1T

H

SAN RAFAELHANCOCK

CHERRY BLOSSOM

HAWTHORNE

11
2T

H

42
ND

TILLAMOOK

WASHINGTON

60
TH

KNOTT

71
ST

WEIDLER

GLADSTONE

ROCKY

B UT
TE

CE
SA

R 
E C

HA
VE

Z

10
2N

D

92
ND

92
ND

10
4T

H

52
ND

60
TH49

TH
50

TH

72
ND

A1

B5B4B3B2B1

A3A2

C1

D4D3D2

C5C4C3C2

D5

0 0.5 10.25 Miles

Emergency Response Classification
Major Emergency Response
Secondary Emergency Response
Minor Emergency Response
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Gresham

Portland

POWELL

HALSEY

11
7T

H 12
2N

D

HOLGATE

MARKET

DIVISION

SAN RAFAE L

FREMONT

GLISAN

11
1T

H
11

2T
H

BURNSIDE

SAN RAFAEL

STARK

16
2N

D

BURNSIDE

13
0T

H
WEIDLER

14
8T

H

13
6T

H

16
2N

D

A1

B5B4B3B2B1

A3A2

C1

D4D3D2

C5C4C3C2

D5

0 0.5 10.25 Miles

Emergency Response Classification
Major Emergency Response
Secondary Emergency Response
Minor Emergency Response
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Beaverton

Lake
Oswego

Portland

Tigard

45
TH

BARBURCA
PIT

OL

35
TH

TE
R W

ILL

I G
E

R

VERMONT

CAMERON

35
TH

TERW
ILL IGER

SPRING GARDEN

MULTNOMAH

BOONES FERRY

BEAVERTON HILLSDALE

STEPHENSON

POMONA

GARDEN HOME

HUBER

BO
ON

ES
FE

RRY

BERTHA

CA
PIT

OL HI
LL

TAYLORS FERRY

18TH

SH
AT

TU
CK

CO
RB

ET
T

SUNSET

ARNOLD

26TH

FAIRMOU N T

DOSCH

62ND

LESSER

A1

B5B4B3B2B1

A3A2

C1

D4D3D2

C5C4C3C2

D5

0 0.5 10.25 Miles

Emergency Response Classification
Major Emergency Response
Secondary Emergency Response
Minor Emergency Response
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Lake
Oswego

Milwaukie

Portland

52
ND

TAYLOR S
FE

RR
Y

SELLWOOD

TE
RW

ILL
IG

ER

MILW
AU KIE

CAPITOL

BARBUR

TERW
ILLIGER

CO
RB

ET
T

TACOMA

PAL
ATINE

HILL

BERTHA

WOODSTOCK

B
OO

NE
S

FE
RR

Y

HARNEY

STEPHENSON

FAIR M O
UN

T HOLGATE

BO
ON

ES
FE

RRY

13
TH

CE
SA

R 
E C

HA
VE

Z

18TH

BYBEE

FLAVEL

45
TH

STEELE

MIL ITA R Y
41

ST

26
TH

SUNSET

ARN OLD

MACADAM

17TH

28
TH

17
TH

RIVERSIDE

A1

B5B4B3B2B1

A3A2

C1

D4D3D2

C5C4C3C2

D5

0 0.5 10.25 Miles

Emergency Response Classification
Major Emergency Response
Secondary Emergency Response
Minor Emergency Response

MARCH 2020 PORTLAND 2035 TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM PLAN Page 211



Happy
Valley

Milwaukie

Portland

52
ND

92
ND

FOSTER

HOLGATE

CLATSOP

HAROLD

82
ND

ELLIS

72
ND

WOODSTOCK

MT SCOTT

HAROLD

FLAVEL

DUKE

CE
SA

R 
E C

HA
VE

Z

1 2
2 N

D

HARNEY

45
TH

STEELE

11
1T

H

41
ST

FLAVEL

FLAVEL

11
1T

H

12
2N

D10
4T

H

11
2T

H

A1

B5B4B3B2B1

A3A2

C1

D4D3D2

C5C4C3C2

D5

0 0.5 10.25 Miles

Emergency Response Classification
Major Emergency Response
Secondary Emergency Response
Minor Emergency Response
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Gresham

Happy
Valley

Portland

POWELL

13
6T

H

HOLGATE

FOSTER

HAROLD

MT SCOTT

CLATSOP

12
2N

D

FLAVEL

11
1T

H
11

1T
H

12
2N

D

DE
ARDOR

FF

16
2N

D

11
2T

H

A1

B5B4B3B2B1

A3A2

C1

D4D3D2

C5C4C3C2

D5

0 0.5 10.25 Miles

Emergency Response Classification
Major Emergency Response
Secondary Emergency Response
Minor Emergency Response
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