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Project Need & Purpose

Pleasant Valley is growing — how do we keep
Pleasant Valley moving and prepare for the

future?

Project Purpose:

- Reassess the Pleasant Valley
TSP based on the most recent

transportation plans for the
surrounding areas and
projected growth

SE 6 OSE 182NGAY 1Y

Background

* Develop a long-term vision
for the area

* Find near-term solutions to

address community concerns [ oY
and support growth of the  HEERENEEEST RN %
area - - g i il . . .:S“Eéheideun'Rd %

SE 172Nd Ay,

* |dentify improvement
phasing, costs, right-of-way
needs, and impacts

Gresham Pleasant Valley %4

Project Study Area
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Project Schedule

1. Project Management & Coordination

2. Stakeholder & Public Engagement

3. Project Goals & Objectives
4. Existing & Future No-Build Conditions

5. Alternatives Analysis

6. Concept Desigh & Documentation

Task Duration

DATE

December 2016/
January 2017

Early
February

Early
February

Mid-February
Spring 2018

Early April

Late May/
Early June

Mid-June

Late June

Early
September

Early
September

Fall 2018

Fall 2018
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Virtual Public Workshop

TYPE OF MEETING
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Public Workshop

TAC #1 and CAC #1

Review project background. Review draft goals and
objectives for the project, and analysis of existing and
future planned conditions.

TAC #2 and CAC #2
Evaluation criteria, environmental baseline, basemap,
and generate initial alternatives.

Gresham City Council Briefing #1

Present project background, draft goals and
objectives, and analysis of existing and future no-
build conditions.

Public and Virtual Public Workshop #1
Present background, gather input on initial
alternatives.

Planning Commission Briefing #1

Present project background, draft goals and
objectives, and analysis of existing and future
no-build conditions.

TAC #3 and CAC #3
Present review of alternatives and select 3
alternatives for advancement.

TAC #4 and CAC #4
Review evaluation of 3 alternatives and select
preferred alternative.

Gresham City Council Briefing #2
Review evaluation of 3 alternatives and technical and
community input into the preferred alternative.

Virtual Public Workshop #2
Review evaluation of 3 alternatives and select
preferred alternative.

TAC #5
Present conceptual design, cost estimate and
implementation strategy.

Virtual Public Workshop #3
Present conceptual design, cost estimate and
implementation strategy.

Planning Commission Briefing #2
Present conceptual design, cost estimate and
implementation strategy prior to adoption process.

Gresham City Council Briefing and Adoption
Present conceptual design, cost estimate and
implementation strategy. Begin adoption process.

2e

Technical Advisory
Committee Meeting

MEETING DETAILS

220

Citizen Advisory
Committee Meeting

Background

Planning Council
CommiSSion Briefing
Briefing
Sa
[ g
Virtual Public Public
Workshop Workshop

£% £%

Technical Advisory  Citizen Advisory
Committee Meeting Committee Meeting

N
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Related Planning Efforts

Pleasant Valley Concept Plan (2002)

Pleasant Valley Transportation
System Plan (TSP, 2005)

Pleasant Valley Plan District Plan
(2005)

Happy Valley TSP (2016)
Gresham TSP (2013)
Clackamas County TSP (2013)
Multnomah County TSP (2016)

Metro Powell/Foster Corridor
Refinement Plan (2003)

- Metro Regional Transportation Plan

(2014)

» East Metro Connections Plan

(2012)
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Current Operations

Operating Exceeding
Thresholds: Standards:

4 N 4 N

City of Portland: Volume-to- Powell/174t during weekday
capacity (v/c) ratio of 0.99 PM peak hour

City of Gresham: Level of Foster/172"? during weekday
~Service (LOS) D and v/c of 0.90 / AM and PM peak hours
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What We’'ve Learned
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CM = Critical Movement
LOS = Intersection level of service (signalized)/critical
movement level of service (TWSC)
Del = Infersection average control delay (signalized)/
critical movement control delay (TWSC) CITY OF

Project Study Area K V/C = Ciritical volume-to-capacity ratio G RES |—|
o Sl O

Gresham El‘éas-qnt Valley =+

TWSC = Two-way stop control
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Crash History (2011-2015)

Observed Crash Average Crash
Rate at Rate by Traffic | Observed Crash Rate>
Intersection Total Crashes Intersection Control Average Crash Rate?

Powell Blvd/ SE 174th Ave 51 0.99 0.477 Yes

Powell Blvd/SE 1829 Ave 58 0.86 0.477 Yes
SE Jenne Rd/ SE Foster Rd 8 0.20 0.275 No
SE 172nd Ave/ SE Foster Rd 30 1.08 0.131 Yes

SE 190th Dr/ SE Giese Rd 6 0.25 0.198 Yes

Exceeding average crash

.:l

55 Injury Crashi

trend © L | a7eoochashes
* Foster/172"and Giese/190*": R a0 Goner
angle crash trend /

rates: TR e ok L Rl S
52 Injury Crashes - 14 Injury.Crashes s
44 PDO QI'QShES . 9HPDO CI'I'PCIIS_hES“ 57 . |
* Powell/174t" and aroe o b 1
o ' 148 Injury"'Crashes'-
Powell/182"9: rear-end crash 124 PO Crethes

What We’'ve Learned

17 Injury.Crashes -
15 PDO Crasﬁes

L S\ pleasant Wiew. ! Dr

- SE Giese Rd » s (07 5
L SWe Butler-Ra

SE 190Th Dr

Crash data reflecting |
January 1, 2011 EEEee

Property Damage Only (PD-_O) Crash
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Planned Improvements &
Future Conditions

Schools

Parks

:n - - } 1*;\ '_;ﬁ' | ’
3 > % ‘7: - v
Planned oemeey Grosham Pleasant S

4 Valley Boundary

I m p rOVe m e nts : Project Study Area : . .‘.l

Planned Roadways

(Pleasant Valley TSP)

* Sidewalks and bike e Collector
. . esssse Arterial
lane installations

* Transit enhancements

* Transit hub in town
center near 1720
Avenue/Giese Road

- Regional and
community routes

—

s , §W p\easénf ViewDr

Sy, ol

SE Giese Rd » * 5
- Butler:Rd!

- Roadway extensions
(shown with dashed
lines)

Connection (shown in  [ESEEEEEEEEIEES R S
orange dashed line) e " o ~

What We’'ve Learned
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Intersections not meeting standards:

- Powell/174%" during weekday AM and PM peak hours
* Powell/182"9 during weekday PM peak hour (AM not analyzed)
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Project Base Map
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Project Area Needs

* North-south and east-west connectivity

- Connectivity for those headed to Portland from SE
17279 Avenue (currently provided with Foster Road)

* Improvements for projected intersection
operational failures and safety issues (e.g. crash
history at the SE 172"9 Avenue/Foster Road

intersections)
*Others? o e

Parks

==="1 Gresham Pleasant 'y
=4 Valley Boundary

Project Study Area =

Planned Roadways
(Pleasant Valley TSP)

What We’'ve Learned
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Goals & Objectives

- Goals: provide broad aspirations for the project

- Objectives: more refined and focused descriptions
of goal statements, describing how a goal can be
accomplished

* Evaluation Criteria: provide measurable
achievements that help assess progress towards the
project objectives

Draft goals and objectives Technical advisory
developed from other committee (TACQC) reviewed
plans for the study area goals and objectives

GOALS & OBIJECTIVES

Updated goals and Citizen advisory
objectives presented at committee (CACQC) reviewed
public workshop goals and objectives

Feedback incorporated
into goals and objectives,

evaluation criteria
developed

AAAAAAAA
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Goals & Objectives

o Geas . Objectves

Provide a clear plan for the area, including an
implementation strategy.

Clear Plan , ,
- |ncorporate and build from previous plans for the study
area.
= -  Communicate key milestones throughout the project to
7 , the public.
-+ Community Involvement , , ,
S »  Build community support and understanding of how and
- why the preferred solution was selected.
4. . . [ ofc .
§ - Accurately and clearly identify the feasibility of potential
= _ alternatives.
o Feasible Plan . . . :ﬁ
- Consider anticipated costs, funding sources, S
environmental impacts, and permitting. -
O
. - Coordinate with neighboring jurisdictions and area e
Coordinated Plan . 5 . 5 . m
partners to provide consistency with other area plans. O
- Incorporate desigh elements that increase community o
livability and cohesiveness. b
- Support an integrated approach to land use and g
ivabilit transportation planning to encourage livable and O,
Y sustainable communities, decrease average trip lengths,
T . .
o and increase accessibility for all modes.
§ - Preserve, restore and enhance natural resources and
I-GI-) develop connected habitat corridors.
=
= - Promote efficient movement of people and freight.
afd
8 - Facilitate access to daily needs and services.
Mobility - Provide transportation options for all modes of travel.
- Balance the functional classification system throughout
the study area.
- Reduce crash frequency and severity of crashes for all
Safety
modes of travel.
- GRESHAM
//J KITTELSON ORECON
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Alternatives Process

TAC #2, CAC #2 and Workshop
#1 used to brainstorm
alternatives

Project team develop up to five
concepts to evaluate

Technical Advisory Citizen Advisory
Committee Meeting Committee Meeting Public Workshops

Qualitative assessment of
transportation impacts, TAC #3 and CAC#3 used to identify
property/environmental three concepts for advancement
impacts, and costs

Technical Advisory Citizen Advisory
Committee Meeting Committee Meeting

Options to Study

Transportation assessment, TACH4, CAC #4 and Virtual
conceptual level desigh, and Eammmd Workshop #2 used to select
evaluation - preferred alternative

Technical Advisory Citizen Advisory
Committee Meeting Committee Meeting Public Workshops

Conceptual design, cost

estimate, and implementation
plan for preferred alternative

KITTELSON

N
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Potential Alternatives

Help us generate alternatives to study for the Pleasant Valley
Area to improve connectivity and address existing and future
transportation needs. For each option, what question would you
like us to answer? We've provided a few ideas from the Technical

Advisory Committee to get you started.
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Potential Alternatives:
Widen Jenne Road

Implement the SE 174t
Avenue Extension

Keep Foster as a collector
between SE 1729 Avenue
and SE Jenne Road

Options to Study

Questions to consider
include:

What are the environmental
and topographic impacts?

How do these options impact
planned land uses?

How do these options impact
operations on Powell?

TRAMSPORTATION REFIMEMEMTS
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Next Steps

Visit our project website for more information and sign up to
receive project updates:

RESHAM

OREGON

Search. ..

@ My Gresham City Directory Maps Events

RESIDENTS BUSINESS SERVICES GOVERNMENT ABOUT GRESHAM

ning Projects | Pleasant Valley Transportation System Plan Refinements

ign and Planning / Plan

Pleasant Valley Transportation System Plan
Refinements

https://greshamoregon.gov/

| of the Pleasant Valley Tran tion System Pl ineme ojectis to determine
easant Valley can tion adeq in the future.
ives will b red for o network connecti a pote rterial extension of S
ct betwee iese Road E Jenne Road, a ture b of the congested 1
Foster intersection.
preferred alternative will be incorporated into an updated Pleasant Valley TSP and identify the long-ter
ision solu ressc unity co pport growth
area.
ignu

eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee

eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee

eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee

Participate in our Virtual Public Workshop and watch out for
our second Virtual Public Workshop in June!

1. Project Management & Coordination
2. Stakeholder & Public Engagement

3. Project Goals & Objectives

4, Existing & Future No-Build Conditions

5. Alternatives Analysis

6. Concept Design & Documentation

L]

Virtual Public Workshop

gL

Public Workshop

220

Citizen Advisory
Committee Meeting

220

Technical Advisory
Committee Meeting

Task Duration

Z KITTELSON
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