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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 
In January of 2012, the City of Corvallis launched a comprehensive City planning effort called 
Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams, to treat stormwater and prevent non-source pollution, develop routes 
for alternative transportation, expand urban green space, protect natural resources, and improve the 
health, safety, well-being, and quality of life of Corvallis residents and the community as a whole. 

This guide is intended for City staff and City policy makers. It describes the key elements of Healthy 
Streets, Healthy Streams, illustrates desirable elements to enhance and integrate alternative 
transportation and stormwater management, and includes theoretical case studies to illustrate 
potential features. 

The Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams guidebook is a framework for the City to adopt and approve green 
infrastructure, stormwater treatment, and multimodal transportation options into public projects in 
Corvallis. 

 Improved Connectivity—Locations are selected to improve connectivity to key 
destinations on neighborhood streets making them calmer, safer and more attractive to 
cyclists and pedestrians of all ages and abilities. 

 Unique Site-Specific Design Features—Design features can be incorporated into the 
redesign or retrofit of an existing project, or can be included as part of design standards 
for new developments.  

 Reduced Stormwater Flow—The use of natural processes, such as vegetation and soil 
absorption) to reduce stormwater flow improves water quality, reduces urban heating, 
enhances habitat connectivity, and beautifies neighborhoods.1

 
 

Embracing the core elements of this program and integrating its concepts throughout City 
departments and projects will better position the City of Corvallis to address current and future 
transportation, stormwater, public health, and sustainability issues and policies.   

                                                 

1 Environmental Protection Agency. 2009. A conceptual Guide to Effective Green Streets Design Solutions. EPA-
833- F-09-002.   www.epa.gov/greeninfrastructure 

 

http://www.epa.gov/greeninfrastructure
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H EALTH Y STR EETS, H EALTH Y STR EAM S  VISION  

VISION:  

Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams creates economically viable, safe multi-modal transportation routes 
that are accessible to all residents, improves environmental quality and fosters community well-
being. 
 

H EALTH Y STR EETS, H EALTH Y STR EAM S   
PROGRAM PURPOSE 

WHY H EAL T H Y ST R EET S,  H EAL T H Y ST R EAM S? 

Urban areas generally have many impervious surfaces, such as roofs, roads, and parking lots. 
Impervious surfaces do not allow water to permeate through the surface, thus contributing to 
increased pollution in stormwater runoff. Storm water discharges: 

 Increase concentrations of pollutants, toxics, or bacteria levels; 
 Reduce water quality because of the cumulative effects of pollutants; and 
 Alter aquatic habitats because of erosion, scour, and deposition—This affects fish spawning 

and survival, among other things. 

Creating ways for water to flow through the soil allows the water to be absorbed by plant roots or 
enter the groundwater system after it moves through the soil profile. Stormwater infiltration helps 
reduce peak water flows during precipitation events. 

Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams will improve how the City of Corvallis addresses stormwater, 
transportation, and quality of life issues in the following ways:  

 Vegetated open channels called swales will reduce stormwater volume because more water 
will be allowed to filter through the soil, curb extensions and sidewalk planters will reduce 
runoff volume and filter stormwater, permeable pavement will provide for runoff storage 
and pollutant removal, stormwater in the sewer system will be reduced, and drainage will be 
improved, lessening the severity and duration of flood events. 

 Sidewalk trees and tree boxes will reduce stormwater runoff, improve aesthetics and air 
quality, and reduce the urban heat island effect. 

 An increase in pervious surfaces and street trees will help the City adapt to changes in 
climate—The air will be cooler, the water will be cleaner, and valuable surface and 
groundwater resources will be protected. 

 Neighborhood aesthetics and livability will be improved, and community and property 
values will increase. 

 Regulatory requirements for pollutant reduction and watershed management will be met. 
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 Money will be saved on wastewater pumping and treatment costs. 
 Pedestrian and cycling experiences and safety along the street right-of-way will be enhanced 

through increased beautification and safety. Improving experiences for people on foot and 
bicycles reduces car use, improves livability, reduces congestion, improves air quality, and 
improves public health through physical activity. 

 

 

 

 

  



 

 City of Corvallis Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams Guidebook                           8 
 

H EALTH Y STR EETS, H EALTH Y STR EAM S   
GOALS AND OBJECTIVES 

 
Goal 1: Prioritize—Develop strategies to identify and prioritize projects to efficiently achieve 
Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams objectives. 

 Objective 1.1: Existing Projects—Combine CIP projects and Healthy Streets, Healthy 
Streams projects whenever possible and feasible to reduce future maintenance costs or 
construction costs. 

 Objective 1.2: Multiple Priorities—Prioritize project opportunities that address multiple 
issues identified by the community and City staff. 

 Objective 1.3: Alternative Funding—Identify alternative funding sources for projects 
such as grant awards or volunteers. 

 Objective 1.4: Pollutant Identification—Identify stormwater drainage inlets that 
accumulate the highest amount of pollutants from surrounding land uses. 

 Objective 1.5: Citizen Engagement—Create a forum for residents and individuals 
familiar with Corvallis to provide feedback identifying transportation and drainage issues 
and opportunities within the City. 

Goal 2: Enhance Existing Systems—Enhance the City’s natural environment by incorporating 
pre-treatment of stormwater and preservation of natural resources into existing transportation and 
drainage systems. 

 Objective 2.1: Pre-Treatment—Pre-treat stormwater runoff from City streets prior to 
entry into local streams. 

 Objective 2.2: Plantings—Use native and xeriscape plant species in all project landscaping 
to approximate native habitat for beneficial insects, birds and butterflies. 

 Objective 2.3: Tree Canopy—Increase urban canopy cover by planting native street trees. 

Goal 3: Connectivity—Establish a transportation system that enhances modal choices by 
prioritizing the connectivity of pedestrian and bicycle travel2, placing a strong emphasis on safety 
for all users. 

                                                 

2 Network of bicycle and pedestrian routes is addressed through the City’s transportation Master Plan. 
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 Objective 3.1: Network—Establish a network of bicycle and pedestrian routes that 
connect the surrounding neighborhoods to neighborhood schools, commercial areas and 
OSU/downtown. 

 Objective 3.2: Separate Modes of Transportation—Pedestrian and bicycle travel routes 
will be separated from high-traffic, high-speed streets. 

 Objective 3.3: Amenities—Pedestrian and bicycle travel routes will connect users to 
community amenities and neighborhoods. 

 Objective 3.4: Aesthetics—Pedestrian and bicycle travel routes are aesthetically pleasing to 
enhance the experience. 

Goal 4: Foster Community—Foster a sense of community and enhanced quality of life through 
increased opportunities for social interaction, physical activity, environmental education, and 
equitable access to transportation systems. 

 Objective 4.1: Features—Promote multimodal travel on bicycle boulevards or lower traffic 
roads through the clear demarcation of features. 

 Objective 4.2: Outreach—Raise awareness of the benefits of stormwater treatment and 
multimodal transportation through educational and outreach materials. 

 Objective 4.3: Meeting Places—Encourage increased public interaction through the 
addition of resting and meeting places along routes. 

Goal 5: Promote Health and Safety—Develop transportation and drainage systems that promote 
the health and safety of all residents through increased social interaction, physical activity, and 
aesthetic enhancements. 

 Objective 5.1: Safe Commutes—Increase daily physical activity opportunities by providing 
safe alternative transportation options for residents traveling to and from home. 

 Objective 5.2: Access—Ensure access to bicycle routes, bus service and sidewalks by the 
lower income population by locating these services in underserved portions of the City. 
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PROGRAM PLANNING PROCESS 

Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams is an adaptive program intended to grow and change with the 
community of Corvallis and its residents over time. 

The Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams planning effort was initiated in January of 2012 and concluded in 
April 2014, focusing on community engagement as the primary driver for the comprehensive 
planning of future retrofit locations for stormwater and transportation. 

This effort was supported by a $45,620 Small Urban Waters grant from the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA) to create a strategic plan for retrofitting the City’s stormwater system, 
advancing the ability of the City to meet the goals of US Environmental Protection Agency’s 
Strategic Plan, multiple community organizations, state regulations, and City sustainability policies. 

The project, ultimately named the Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams Planning Initiative by the Technical 
Advisory Group (TAG), was implemented in four phases: 

Phase I: Build a project team and community support: Develop an outreach strategy, 
convene stakeholders and partners, conduct a citizen survey and public meetings, and 
develop an evaluation model based on community feedback. 

Phase II: Conduct system analysis: Conduct GIS analysis to identify opportunities, 
convene stakeholders and partners, conduct public meetings, and identify priorities. 

Phase III: Draft program development: Draft the program document and distribute it 
for City and public comment. 

Phase IV Program Adoption: Presented to the City Council. 

Following these phases, the City and partners intend to continue plan implementation efforts 
through Capital Improvement Project considerations, independent fundraising, and community 
support outreach efforts. 

The Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams program integrates water quality, community livability, and 
transportation priorities and perspectives at a Corvallis-wide scale and in a way that best uses 
existing processes and resources at a given time. The analysis to date represents a snapshot in time 
based on current conditions, existing mechanisms, and community feedback. This analysis 
represents a range of needed information to make informed decisions to develop future street 
designs. However, it should be noted that other analysis may be needed for a specific project and 
location. 
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PUBLIC OUTREACH 

Public outreach spanned 24 months and included four distinct sets of activities.  

1. Literature Review—To evaluate what other communities have done and frame issues.  

2. Online Public Survey—To evaluate the public’s understanding of Healthy Streets, Healthy 
Streams concepts and measure existing support for features to improve transportation and 
stormwater in Corvallis. 

3. Technical Advisory Committee—To assist staff in refining ideas and working through 
issues. 

4. Public Outreach Forums—To engage the public and increase awareness and 
understanding of the program. 

LITERATURE REVIEW 

 
The process, goals, and objectives of Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams was developed with input from 
community members and reflects the needs, interests, concerns and constraints unique to the City 
of Corvallis and its residents. In September 2012, a literature review was conducted (Appendix A) to 
obtain guidance on developing plans for government agencies that incorporate green infrastructure 
and stormwater retrofit projects. Six plans from five states were reviewed. Information learned 
from the literature review helped shape key elements of the process. 
 

ONLINE PUBLIC SURVEY 
 

In October of 2012, Lockwood Research conducted a survey to measure the opinions, preferences, 
barriers and motivations of Corvallis residents toward the concepts of a Healthy Streets, Healthy 
Streams program. The Corvallis Streams and Streets Report (Appendix B), published in December of 
2012, documented: 

 Corvallis citizens are satisfied with the water quality of the streams and rivers in the 
City, yet feel it is important that the City works to improve the health of urban streams. 
The most appealing feature of the Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams concept was the impact 
on water, rivers and streams. 

 Corvallis citizens are satisfied with their neighborhood streets as a place for walking, 
bicycling and driving, yet one-half are somewhat or very concerned with automobile 
traffic on their neighborhood streets.  

http://www.corvallisoregon.gov/modules/showdocument.aspx?documentid=6142
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 The cost of a Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams program is a barrier to implementation. 
Citizens are concerned that the City cannot afford current services, and the budget does 
not allow the luxury of a “new” program.  
 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
 

In October of 2012, Corvallis City staff and Corvallis community members with backgrounds in 
watershed conservation, stormwater management, transportation, community planning, and 
neighborhood livability were contacted to gauge their interest in participating in a Technical 
Advisory Group (TAG) to provide overall guidance for the Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams 
Planning Initiative. Specifically, the goals of the TAG were to: 

 Set project goals and objectives; 

 Develop evaluation criteria for future Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams projects; 

 Prioritize locations for Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams project installations; 

 Review draft materials and provide feedback; and 

 Act as a proponent for the overall project. 

An average of 8–10 community members, selected by City staff, participated in each of eight TAG 
meetings throughout the initiative. Meeting agendas, summaries, and other documents were posted 
online at http://www.corvallisoregon.gov/index.aspx?page=1368. Meeting dates and brief 
summaries can be found in Appendix C. 

PUBLIC OUTREACH FORUMS 

 
In addition to the creation of the TAG, a Communications and Marketing Plan (Appendix D) was 
developed to engage the Corvallis community in the initiative. 

The public was introduced to Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams via community forums at local 
businesses/community centers in March and April of 2013. Citizens were given the opportunity to 
visit throughout the day and evening to learn about the initiative, view maps, and interact with 
project management staff and TAG members. City staff also met in March and April of 2013 with 
community groups, such as bicycling organizations, parent-teacher associations, neighborhood 
groups, and others. 

In June and July of 2013, a second round of public engagement was focused on providing shorter 
sessions, via meetings and participation in public festivals and events, for the public to meet with 

http://www.corvallisoregon.gov/index.aspx?page=1368
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City staff, view public comments made to date in a spatial format, and begin to introduce some 
design concepts.  

The public was given an opportunity in May 2014 to comment on the draft and incorporate their 
perspectives before the plan was finalized. 

In addition, the following were developed to engage the public throughout the entire initiative 
process: 

 Website—A Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams website was created and maintained to post 
announcements and provide updated information on the initiative. 

 Listserv—A listserv was created to allow community members to self-select to receive 
electronic updates on the initiative. 

 Printed Materials—Posters, postcards, fliers, announcements in theatres and newspapers 
(online as well as hard copy), were created (Appendix E) to announce progress on the 
initiative as well as upcoming public meetings. 

 Spanish Forums—A series of Spanish language forums were held to engage Spanish-
speaking community representatives in the initiative. 

 Interactive Online Forum—An online interactive GIS mapping and project identification 
forum was created to visually share and add public comments about locations within 
Corvallis where individuals perceived issues with stormwater, traffic, transportation safety, 
and other issues. The public was able to provide their own comments as well as view 
comments made by others. A total of 457 public comments were received (detailed in 
Appendix F) to the overall purpose of the Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams Planning Initiative, 
and are categorized by theme (Appendix G). The majority of comments submitted by the 
public focused on bike transportation (14%), street intersection (13%), pedestrian 
crossing (10%), and traffic calming (9%) issues. 



 

 City of Corvallis Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams Guidebook                           14 
 

IMPLEMENTATION STRATEGY 

Implementation of the new and growing Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams Program will require ongoing 
cooperation from multiple community groups, agencies, and City departments.  

 

H EALTH Y STR EETS, H EALTH Y STR EAM S  WORKING GROUP 

Volunteer members of this advisory group will be appointed depending on their potential 
contribution to the program and their capacity to serve in a supportive role for agreed upon 
projects. The group will represent the community at large to the maximum extent practicable. 
Meetings will be held at least bi-annually. Members may serve an indefinite time period, and 
representation will include, at a minimum, members from: 

 Citizens at large 

 Advocacy groups (both cycling and environmental) 

 Local businesses/economic development 

 Underserved communities 

 Land managers (City and County) 

The City of Corvallis Stormwater Program Specialist will be the key point of contact for the 
proponent and the Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams Working Group. 
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Step 1 
•Proponent submits a project proposal to the Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams working group. 

Step 2 
•Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams working group evaluates the project based on the HS,HS Program 

guide and reports back to Proponent within six months of the committee receiving the completed 
application. 

Step 3 
•Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams working group prioritizes the project in relation with other approved 

projects. 

Step 4 
•If the project has a positive evaluation; the Proponent and Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams working 

group continues building coalition and local support, holds public meetings and develops a conceptual 
project plan. 

Step 5 
•Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams working group submits recommendations to necessary parties. 

Step 6 
•City Staff evaluates project feasibility and funding opportunities and reports back to the Healthy 

Streets, Healthy Streams working group and proponent. 

Step 7 
•If the project has approved funding and can be implemented City Staff receives public comment and 

finalizes project design. 

HEALTHY STREETS, HEALTHY STR EAM S   
PROJECT FLOW CHART 

  

 

 

 

 

 
  

Step 8  

•Implementation and Review 
•City implements the Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams project 
•Ongoing project monitoring to use information to adapt and 
improve 
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PLANNING CONSIDERATIONS 
 

Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams elements can work in conjunction with and enhance established City 
process, plans, and funding sources. The selection of Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams features is based 
on an overarching framework that responds to environmental and citizen needs. The framework 
can remain adaptable to a dynamic community and take into account well-established processes. 

Five types of input can be used to identify existing opportunities in the City of Corvallis and refine 
criteria to identify candidates for Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams features in the future: 

1. Community input provided online using a spatial mapping tool as well as via email and in 
public forums (Appendix F). 

2. Stormwater Runoff GIS analysis (Appendix J) conducted by Alsea GeoSpatial, Inc. 
3. Capital Improvement Program 2014–2018 project list. [Note: Aligning Healthy Streets, 

Healthy Streams features with currently identified CIP projects may create implementation 
opportunities. Funding and site selection for Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams features can 
also occur independent of CIP projects.] 

4. Considerations developed by the TAG. 
5. A set of criteria based on the five program goals to evaluate opportunity zones for 

features. The criteria are not meant to be scored; rather, these are meant to be discussed 
and factored into any decision about whether or not a feature would be suitable at a 
certain location. Every site has its own set of challenges. All sites, after thoroughly vetting 
City Priorities, Water Quality Priorities, and Stakeholder Priorities, can be considered on 
a case-by-case basis to determine if the investment will achieve expected outcomes. 

Criteria One: Prioritize—Identify and prioritize projects that create economically 
viable, safe multi-modal transportation routes that are accessible to all residents, improve 
environmental quality and foster community well-being. 

 Future development and improvements—Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams 
project locations that are aligned with the Capital Improvement Program Plan, 
and/or occur in regional or statewide plans, and/or the site is currently scheduled 
for repair and upgrades, will generally be higher priority projects. 

 Condition infrastructure and utilities—Existing infrastructure that needs 
repair or is undeveloped, or utilities that are minimal or easy to reconfigure will 
generally create more opportunities for Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams installations. 

 Population density—Sites that are located in an area with higher population 
density (and/or projected to have higher population density) will generally have 
greater potential for Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams installations. 
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Criteria Two: Enhance Existing Systems— Enhance the City’s natural environment 
by incorporating pre-treatment of stormwater, restoration of riparian habitat and 
preservation of natural resources into existing transportation and drainage systems. 

 Water quality—Through extensive GIS modeling by Alsea Geospatial 
(Appendix J), areas of concentrated pollutants were identified. Water quality 
treatments will be considered a top priority in areas of higher pollutant 
concentration based on land use and impervious surfaces.  

 Natural features (Significant and sensitive ecosystems)—Natural features, 
including significant and sensitive ecosystems, in the vicinity of Healthy Streets, 
Healthy Streams potential project sites, provide opportunities for additional 
resource protection through the installation of Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams 
features (Map A). 

 Known threatened and endangered species—Locations with known 
threatened and endangered species provide opportunities for additional resource 
protection through the installation of Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams features . 

 Street trees—An analysis of existing street trees warrant further consideration at 
potential Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams locations, with an emphasis placed on 
retaining existing native trees and replacing non-native and invasive trees. 

 Flooding—Areas where flooding is an issue and where the site could benefit 
from flood reducing Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams features will be given higher 
priority than areas that are not flood-prone and would not benefit from such 
features (Map B). 

 Topographic contours and/or slope map data—Sites in which existing 
drainage patterns would require no changes to redirect runoff to Healthy Streets, 
Healthy Streams features would be more ideal than those that would be difficult to 
redirect runoff. 

Criteria Three: Connect—Establish a transportation system that enhances modal 
choices by prioritizing the connectivity of pedestrian and bicycle travel, placing a strong 
emphasis on safety for all users. 

 Traffic volumes—Many children, elderly, families and less experienced cyclists, 
pedestrians and skaters are intimidated by motor vehicle traffic. As traffic 
volumes increase, the desirability of a route and utilization diminishes for many 
potential users. 

 Travel speeds—As speed differentials between non-motorized users and motor 
vehicles increase on streets, the likelihood of serious injury to cyclists, skaters and 
pedestrians increases exponentially, and large numbers of users are discouraged 
from using the roadway. 

 Continuous route—The location under consideration for a feature must form a 
logical, direct and continuous route with segments at least ½ mile in length. 
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Design features will be incorporated that minimize non-motorized user delay and 
allow the free flow of travel by assigning the right-of-way to the Healthy Streets, 
Healthy Streams feature at intersections wherever possible; while discouraging 
through trips by non-local, motor vehicle traffic. 

 Bikeway and trail network—Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams will form a part of 
and connect with the city’s overall network of sidewalks, bike lanes and multi-use 
paths (Map C). 

 Traffic signals at major intersections—Intersection improvements on Healthy 
Streets, Healthy Streams enhance user safety by eliminating or directing attention to 
potential areas of conflict between motorists and non-motorized users. 

 Parking—Design features will prioritize existing parking, especially in new 
parking districts around OSU. 

Criteria Four: Foster Community—Foster a sense of community and enhanced quality 
of life through increased opportunities for social interaction, physical activity, 
environmental education, and equitable access to transportation systems. 

 Schools—Sites that would enhance connectivity among neighborhoods and local 
schools are desirable. 

 Destination parks and open space, shade trees—Sites that would significantly 
enhance connectivity among neighborhoods and parks and open space are 
desirable. 

 Employment centers—Sites that link neighborhoods to employment centers 
are desirable. 

 Neighborhoods—Sites that connect neighborhoods are desirable. 
 Trails—Sites that connect neighborhoods to City-wide and regional trail systems 

are desirable. 
 Commercial areas (grocery stores, health care clinics, etc.) and 

Community services (library, pool, community centers)—Sites that connect 
a significant percentage of residents to key commercial areas and community 
service centers are desirable (Map D). 

Criteria Five: Promote Health and Safety—Develop transportation and drainage 
systems that promote the health and safety of all residents through increased social 
interaction, physical activity, and aesthetic enhancements. 

 Student housing (location connects concentrations of student housing) —
Sites that connect dense clusters of student housing to core campus areas are 
desirable. 

 Low income areas—Sites that connect low income areas to key City service 
centers (Map E) are desirable. 
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 Residents biking or walking to work—Sites that enhance opportunities for 
residents biking or walking to work are desirable. 

 Percentage of children, adults over 65, and people with disabilities—Sites 
that help to connect children, adults over 65, and people with disabilities to core 
City services and facilities (Map D) are desirable. All features must employ 
current Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) standards. 
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DESIRED PROGRAM FEATURES 

 
Potential design features were sought that meet numerous Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams goals, are 
easy to apply in a variety of locations, affordable to construct and maintain (meeting Goal 1), and 
are aesthetically pleasing. A complete chart detailing features identified through public process is 
located in Appendix G. Transportation and stormwater features listed were identified through the 
planning process, however, this list does not contain all potential design solutions. In the future, 
projects may incorporate new technologies and improved design standards. 

Numerous communities throughout the United States have designed and implemented the features 
noted by Corvallis citizens as both new development and retrofit projects. In addition, a few 
examples are provided below (see Figures 1–8). In 2014, the City will be creating the Stormwater 
Design Manual, a comprehensive guide to the development of stormwater design features in the 
public right-of-way.  

Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams features may contain elements addressing a transportation issue or a 
stormwater treatment. In all cases, design elements might not meet both objectives.  

Traffic calming features may reduce total vehicle mileage in an area by reducing travel speeds and 
improving conditions for walking, cycling, skating and transit use. Residents in neighborhoods with 
low traffic volume/low speed streets tend to walk and bicycle more, ride transit more, and drive 
less than comparable households in other areas.  

Stormwater features treat stormwater, creating a more aesthetically pleasing street, and increasing 
the desire for residents to walk or bike to desired locations, thereby reducing pollution. They may 
also have potential traffic calming effects, depending on the design. 

Ideally, Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams features would meet multiple objectives. 
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EXAMPLE FEATURES 

 

Curb Extensions—A curb extension is an extension of the 
curb into a roadway or intersection that may incorporate 
stormwater treatment and plantings, reducing the pedestrian 
travel distance and the time required to cross the street. By 
extending into the street curb, extensions move the pedestrian 
into the motorist’s sight line, making them more noticeable to 
motor vehicle drivers. Curb extensions tend to reduce 
automobile speed as a result of narrowing the roadway.   

 

 

Median and Refuge Island—Median and refuge islands may 
include features, such as stormwater treatment planters in the 
middle of a two-way street with a surrounding raised fortified 
curb. These features also tend to reduce motor vehicle travel 
speeds as they visually narrow the roadway for motor vehicle 
drivers.  

 

 

 

 

High-Visibility Permeable Crosswalks—High-visibility 
permeable crosswalks have contrasting paving texture and 
color, signage, flashing lights, a raised median and/or 
shortened crossing distance. These are usually sited at a 
crossing location not controlled by a traffic signal. 
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Pedestrian Separation—Pedestrian separation creates 
distance between pedestrians and motor vehicles. 
Examples include routes open only to pedestrians and 
bicycles as well as vegetated swales and street trees that 
separate pedestrians from motor vehicles. 

 

 

 

 

 

Reduced Paving—Reducing paving includes removing 
extra paving or using permeable paving materials that allow 
water and air to infiltrate. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Shared-Use or Multi-modal Path—Shared use or multi-
modal paths generally have permeable paving, adjacent rain 
gardens, and bridges to cross busy vehicular routes. 
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Bike Lanes—Bike lanes are divisions of a road marked 
off with painted lines, for use by cyclists. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Stormwater Street Planters3—A stormwater planter is 
a specialized planter installed in the sidewalk area that is 
designed to manage street and sidewalk runoff. It is 
generally rectangular, with four concrete sides providing 
structure and curbs for the planter. The planter is lined 
with permeable fabric, filled with gravel or stone, and 
topped with soil, plants, and sometimes trees. The top of 
the soil in the planter is lower in elevation than the 
sidewalk, allowing for runoff to flow into the planter 
through an inlet at street level. These planters manage 
stormwater by providing storage, infiltration, and runoff. 
Excess runoff is directed into an overflow pipe 
connected to the existing combined sewer pipe. 

 

 

 

 

                                                 

3 www.phillywatersheds.org/what_were_doing/green_infrastructure/tools/stormwater-planter 

http://www.phillywatersheds.org/what_were_doing/green_infrastructure/tools/stormwater-planter
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Street Trees—Street trees include those planted by the 
City, or by another party, in the public right-of-way. 
Street trees have many benefits4: 

 Environmental benefits: 
o Store carbon dioxide and other pollutants 
o Absorb water and thus reduce stormwater 

flow and water quality 
o Improve air quality by removing 

pollutants and carbon dioxide from the air 
o Lower summer air temperature through 

shading 
o Provide wildlife habitat. 

 Economic benefits: 
o Increase property values 
o Improve the appeal of business districts and the community 
o Have a high rate of return on their investment 

 Health and lifestyle benefits 
o Reduce pollutants that contribute to respiratory illnesses 
o Provide for green space, which encourages people to spend time outdoors 

 

LOCAL SITE EXAMPLES 

 

To illustrate how Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams may be incorporated as part of retrofit projects for 
Corvallis streets, the TAG identified three sites to create conceptual designs, including selecting 
features to illustrate the range of possibilities in a given location. The sites were selected because 
they met several Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams goals and were identified in the public outreach 
process. It is important to note that these may or may not be top priority for development in the 
future, nor do the proposed solutions represent a specific recommendation. Rather, they are 
purely illustrative to identify potential Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams features that address 
stormwater and transportation issues at the site scale.  

Evaluation of potential Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams locations was based on Geographic 
Information System (GIS) maps that illustrate stormwater and transportation issues, public 
comments, including TAG feedback, and existing City processes. Priorities within each of these three 
areas were evaluated, and then were combined to assess alignment across multiple objectives. 
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In many cases, a priority for one area, e.g., stormwater, is not in alignment with a priority for 
another area, e.g., transportation. All projects, regardless of a primary driver, may include features 
that address other Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams objectives. For example, one location may be 
primarily transportation driven and located in an area of low priority for stormwater treatment, yet 
the project may contain stormwater treatment features to the extent practicable and vice versa. 

All three sites selected for case studies meet the following core criteria: 

 The site is environmentally significant in regard to the protection and improvement of 
water quality. 

 The site addresses walking and biking issues pertaining to connectivity and 
increases safety for users. 

 The site serves the larger neighborhood. 

 Citizens have expressed interest in improving the site to enhance transportation and/or 
stormwater issues. 

Locations inside the City limits have more comprehensive data and analysis because the projects 
are in a built environment and likely involve the retrofit of existing infrastructure.  

Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams concepts can be considered for sites that have been developed as well as 
future development. Existing sites require infill and retrofit designs, whereas new development will 
require the implementation of code changes and the protection of existing natural features. 

Public Right-of-Way—The majority of Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams projects will be implemented 
predominantly in the public right-of-way considering most street features are built within public 
right-of-way and with public funding. 

Private Land—Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams features may involve private development and 
private property, however, private property features can only be installed with the concurrence of 
the landowner or through existing land use code during development or permitting processes. 
There may be opportunities to promote partnerships between the private and public sector to 
accelerate the incorporation of Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams features in Corvallis. 

Source vs. Symptom—When reviewing potential locations for Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams 
features, conducting an analysis to define the source versus symptom of a stormwater or 
transportation issue is critically important to developing effective solutions. For example, polluted 
stormwater runoff may be pooling at a location two miles from the actual source of the problem—
where a combination of a stormwater drain and landscaping features, such as rain gardens, would 
lessen the overall amount of runoff and improve the water quality of that runoff.  
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Scope of Projects—Transportation and stormwater planners take into consideration many factors 
when routing pedestrians, cyclists, drivers, and stormwater. Although the case studies in this 
document are used to illustrate potential Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams features and solutions at 
specific locations and intersections, most successful efforts require an analysis of larger segments 
of transportation corridors and stormwater systems to make significant gains in improving water 
quality, community livability, and transportation options. 

Collaboration—Integration of Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams features at any location requires the 
participation and collaboration with numerous state, federal, and local government partners, 
private citizens and companies. In some cases, there may be legal issues that require navigation 
and resolution before solutions can be implemented. In many cases, interagency agreements may 
need to be secured to define roles, responsibilities and permissions associated with installation 
and maintenance of features. In all cases, elements of existing City frameworks, processes and 
plans should be reviewed and incorporated into potential solutions to avoid duplication of effort 
and ensure alignment across programs. 
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CASE STUDY A: NW 27TH STREET AND NW COOLIDGE WAY 

Site Selection:  

This site was selected because of the following: 

 Public comments: 

o Make NW 27th Street a bike boulevard by diverting automobile traffic off NW 
Coolidge Way. 

o Improve the intersection for bikes, pedestrians, and cars by providing more visual 
clearance for the intersection and adding a 4-way stop. 

 Stormwater issues: During heavy rainstorm events, the storm drains that catch water from 
NW Coolidge Way and NW Lincoln Avenue receive the greatest volumes of all the 
drainage grates in the area. Within the triangle “park” circumference, the storm drain at the 
southeast corner captures the greatest volume of water of those adjacent drains. Those on 
the west side of the triangle park circumference drain very little water. Also, there was a 
large pool of standing stormwater on the northwest corner of the triangle that doesn’t 
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drain. This excessive amount of stormwater drains into Dixon Creek, causing pollution, 
erosion, and flooding problems. 

 Transportation issues: Stormwater issues affect pedestrian use of the area, e.g., water 
remains until it evaporates right at the entry point for wheelchairs into the “park.” In 
addition, this intersection has a street corner that is difficult to see around, thus limiting the 
ability of automobile drivers to see pedestrians and bicycles. Motor vehicles are often 
driven at high speeds along Coolidge. 

Design considerations: Improve stormwater drainage to reduce standing water, treat the 
stormwater, and delay its entry downstream into Dixon Creek to reduce erosion and flooding, 
enhance the visibility of the corner at NW 27th Street and NW Coolidge Way, and install traffic 
calming features. 

 

Conceptual Design: Issues at this location could be addressed with a combined sever. Stormwater 
would be directed to the City’s wastewater treatment plant, with additional benefits from rain 
gardens. This menu of solutions illustrates Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams features to address the 
stormwater and transportation issues at this location.  

 Intersection of NW 27th Street and NW Coolidge Way 

o Create an inlet and a bioswale around the perimeter of the small park (preserving the 
tree) to filter stormwater before it enters the storm drain. 

 Triangular area between NW 27th Street, Coolidge Way and NW Lincoln Avenue 

o Extend curbs, including vegetated swales in place of parking lane 
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 Intersection of NW 27th Street and NW Lincoln Avenue 

o Add curb extensions to increase visibility for and of pedestrians, cyclists, and drivers 
to shorten crossing distance. 

 Intersections of NW 27th Street and NW Coolidge Way 

o Install pipes to connect biofilters to rain garden in a small vegetated area (triangular 
area between NW 27th Street, NW Coolidge Way, and NW Lincoln Avenue) 

 Triangular area between NW 27th Street, Coolidge Way and NW Lincoln Avenue 

o Construct a rain garden encompassing the entire triangle park for further 
biofiltration 

 NW 27th Street 

o Reduce curb to curb width to 20 feet to calm traffic and emphasize cyclist safety 

 NW 27th Street and NW Coolidge Way 

o Add a stormwater drain and extended curb on the west side of NW 27th Street and 
pipe the water under NW 27th Street into the rain garden 
 

Note: The TAG noted that additional features could be installed in the NW 26th Street/NW Lincoln 
Avenue area, and that doing so would improve stormwater and transportation issues identified at the 
NW 27th Street and NW Coolidge Way intersection.   
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CASE STUDY B: NW BUCHANAN AVENUE AND NW 11TH STREET 

 
Site Selection:  

This site was selected because of the following: 

 Public comments: 

o Create shared bike/car lanes on NW 11th Street—the street is too narrow with 
parked cars. 

o Intersection will need a 4-way stop when NW 11th Street becomes a bike boulevard. 

o NW 11th Street is the safest street to bike south of the Oregon State University 
campus. 

 Stormwater issues: Buses accessing Corvallis High School leave oil residue and pollutants 
on the roads. 
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 Transportation issues: Visibility of students, other pedestrians and cyclists is reduced 
because of the current configuration of the intersection. The distance students and other 
pedestrians must walk to cross NW Buchanan Avenue is significant. Residents have 
expressed concern about traffic speed at this intersection. 

Design considerations: The design should improve visibility of students, other pedestrians, and 
cyclists, install traffic calming features, and improve water quality of stormwater drainage. Reduce the 
distance between sidewalks. 

Conceptual Design:  

 Corner in front of high school 

o Reduce the curb radius to shorten the distance pedestrians need to cross NW 
Buchanan Avenue 

o Create an inlet and rain garden/swale to filter stormwater before release into Dixon 
Creek 

 Add curb extensions at each corner to increase visibility for and of pedestrians, cyclists and 
drivers and to shorten crossing distances. Curb extensions also serve as bioretention services 
for stormwater, and would be recessed, planted and plumbed appropriately. Note: 
Discussions would need to occur with City Transportation staff to determine the feasibility 
of incorporating curb extensions—installation of curb extensions would not remove parking 
spaces, but would narrow streets. 

 Add crosswalks with colored pavers to enhance pedestrian visibility to drivers.  
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CASE STUDY C: SE 3RD STREET AND SE CHAPMAN PLACE 

The intersection of SE 3rd Street and SE Chapman Place is one of the busiest and most notorious 
intersections in Corvallis, with long-standing pedestrian, bicycle, automobile, and stormwater runoff 
issues. Possible solutions to many of these issues have been proposed in other City plans and 
documents, including the South Corvallis Area Refinement Plan (SCARP) and the Benton County 
Healthy Kids-Healthy Communities South 3rd Street Study, plus a recommendation for an alternative 
multi-use path by the Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Commission. These documents and 
recommendations are referenced below as they align with Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams goals and 
solutions. 

Site Selection:  

This site was selected because of the following: 

 Public comments: 

o Bicycle and pedestrian traffic have conflicts as bicycles use the sidewalk and travel 
in different directions on the sidewalk 
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o Cyclists travel on the wrong side of SE 3rd Street because crossing SE 3rd Street 
seems unsafe 

o Drivers travel at excessive speeds on SE 3rd Street 

o Curb extensions are needed on side streets that intersect with SE 3rd Street 

o A multi-modal path is needed for bicyclists and pedestrians to avoid this 
intersection and travel through to SE Crystal Lake Drive 

 Stormwater issues:  

o The Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT) storm drain drains to Mill 
Race, where flooding on Highway 99 W (SE 3rd Street) occurs during storm events. 

 Transportation issues:  

o Bicyclists, pedestrians, and drivers express feeling unsafe at this intersection because 
of vehicle speeds, site visibility, and quantity of vehicles, pedestrians, and bicyclists. 

Design considerations: Create more of a neighborhood feel to this area and intersection by adding 
traffic calming features, work with ODOT to relocate their storm water drain and incorporate a 
bioswale, and incorporate many of the solutions proposed in the SCARP and Healthy Kids-Healthy 
Communities study, such as a multi-modal pathway that avoids this intersection and connects 
pedestrians and cyclists to SE Crystal Lake Drive.  
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Conceptual Design:  

 Incorporate elements from the Healthy Kids-Healthy Communities study that promote a 
pedestrian and bicyclist-friendly environment by planting the median with trees, providing a 
multi-modal path, widening sidewalks, and creating colored-pavement bike lanes. 

 Incorporate elements from the SCARP, including median treatments and a multi-modal 
pathway. 

 Work with ODOT to relocate their storm water drain and incorporate a bioswale to reduce 
stormwater runoff and improve water quality associated with the runoff. 

 Address stormwater issues on the west side of SE 3rd Street by incorporating bioswales and 
curb extensions. 

 Explore opportunities to create a neighborhood feel to the approaches to SE 3rd Street and 
SE Chapman Place intersection through plantings, extended curbs, and other features. 

 Consider solutions used by other Oregon communities, such as Tumalo, which recently 
installed flashing signs to inform drivers of the speed limit and the speed at which they are 
traveling. 
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ADAPTIVE MANAGEMENT 
 

Communities change and evolve over time. The Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams Program will need to 
adapt over time to incorporate changes in community perspectives and priorities. 

The City of Corvallis’s adaptive management strategy: 

 Is an iterative, unified planning process that supports continual adaptation. 

 Emphasizes learning by implementing projects, monitoring their success, and experimenting 
with new technologies to develop solutions. 

 Provides for broad stakeholder participation. 

 Fosters development of interdepartmental and multiple jurisdiction partnerships to 
effectively allocate resources. 

 Integrates, comprehensive information management. 

 Provides for cooperation and transparency in resource planning. 

This process establishes strong relationships between planning strategies and City operations to 
foster needed adjustments. Program elements will change based on outputs of the process below. All 
implemented projects will undergo bi-annual monitoring.  

 

Execute 
Programs 
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The program will be evaluated and updated based on this information on a 5 year cycle.   

 

FUNDING 
 

Fees collected by the City are typically aligned with a specific department and use. Funding generated 
for each utility program cannot be interchanged or shared, thus limiting the number of projects that 
can be implemented for that year by each program. The majority of Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams 
projects will need to incorporate other construction projects, and will most likely influence a 
selection of key features. 

Roads—Road maintenance and construction funding for the City of Corvallis comes from three 
sources:  

 Transportation Maintenance Fee; 
 State Gas Tax; and  
 Surface Transportation Program (STP) funds through the Corvallis Area Metropolitan 

Planning Organization (CAMPO).  

All City property owners, regardless of car ownership, pay the Transportation Maintenance Fee. 
Additionally, the majority of bicycle riders also own a car and pay the associated vehicle registration, 
driver’s license, and gas fees. When a person chooses to ride a bicycle to their destination, that 
person is reducing the amount of wear and tear on the road, greenhouse gas emissions, traffic, and 
non-source pollution runoff that would otherwise have occurred, resulting in a cost savings to the 
community.  

Bicyclists also have a lawful right to use the road. According to the State of Oregon Revised Statute 
(ORS) Chapter 811: Rules of the Road for Drivers, bicyclists are given the right to share the road 
with motorized vehicles. Specifically, ORS 811.050 and 811.055 speak to the requirement of a 
vehicle to yield to a bicyclist in a bicycle lane and on a sidewalk. 

Sidewalks, Trees and Buses—The Sustainability Initiatives Funding (SIF) was adopted to help pay 
for sidewalk repairs, street trees, and city buses. The main purpose of this funding is to provide 
maintenance services for existing infrastructure and to support a fare-free bus service. Although this 
funding would not be available for the construction of any Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams project, it 
would be available for future maintenance of any sidewalks and street trees. For additional 
information about SIF, please visit the Sustainable Initiatives Funding webpage on the City of 
Corvallis website:  http://www.corvallisoregon.gov/index.aspx?page=213. 

Grants—Grants may be used to implement more extensive and stand-alone projects. If a grant is 
received, a project may be implemented earlier than anticipated, but the funding must be spent 
according to the grant proposal. The Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams Initiative will be identifying 

http://www.corvallisoregon.gov/index.aspx?page=213
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projects and prioritizing them according to criteria chosen by a technical advisory group and 
Corvallis residents. The actual construction of the projects would occur in the future as Capital 
Improvement Program (CIP) projects and funding allow.  

The Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams program would not take resources away from existing 
enforcement personnel or departments. One of the main goals of this program is to identify projects 
that would increase residents’ safety by gradually removing opportunities for conflicts between 
pedestrians, bicyclists, and vehicles over time. Projects would be implemented in conjunction with 
identified CIP transportation or utilities projects, or with grant funding. The Healthy Streets, Healthy 
Streams Working Group may assist with the identification and application process for grant funding. 

MAINTAINING HEALTHY STREETS, HEALTHY STREAMS  
 

Maintenance will be a combination of City and community efforts, depending on improvements 
to the right-of-way. If sidewalks and street trees were added, then the City would provide 
maintenance and repairs through the existing SIF. If streets need to be re-striped, or street lights 
added, then the Public Works Department would maintain those facilities. If a rain garden or 
infiltration planter were added, there would be extensive public outreach efforts prior to 
construction to identify a long-term maintenance plan. The City’s pilot rain garden project 
located on Beca Avenue is currently maintained by the City. 

The Transportation Division has an existing Adopt-A-Path Program for the maintenance of the 
City’s multi-use paths. Through this program, businesses, non-profits, individuals and families 
can adopt sections of path and are responsible for conducting basic maintenance three times a 
year, e.g., sweeping, trash pickup and hand trimming of vegetation along the edges of the path. 

Portland has implemented a Green Street Stewards Program in which community members 
participate in the care and maintenance of Portland’s Green Streets. Persons who live, work or 
run a business in Portland can qualify to be a part of the initiative. As a Green Streets Steward, 
they are able to partner with the city staff in activities that include picking up trash, removing 
leaves and debris, and occasional weeding and watering of Green Street installations. Portland’s 
Green Streets Program offers steward training workshops. Volunteers learn more about the city’s 
Green Street Steward program, how to identify problem weeds, and get tips on caring for a Green 
Street. 

The City of Corvallis plans to implement a Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams Steward program. A 
business, non-profit, individual and/or family might adopt one or more Healthy Streets, Healthy 
Streams installations. Similar to the Adopt-A-Path Program, the volunteer person(s) or group would 
sign an agreement with the City. After completing the second maintenance effort on their adopted 
feature, they would receive a small sign posted at the site acknowledging them as the adoptee. 
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The creation of such a program is not intended to take the place of regular City maintenance, but as 
a supplementation to it, in an effort to further engage citizens. 
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NEXT STEPS AND FIVE YEAR TIMELINE 

 Form Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams grassroots working “group” 2014–2015 

o Goals – Help City staff achieve next steps in the timeline (solidify program 
processes, etc.) and ultimately be a citizen-driven proponent of Healthy Streets, 
Healthy Streams outcomes; improve communication among different agencies and 
entities, and serve a liaison role between citizens and City staff to provide 
information to inform outcomes.  

o How to form and maintain – Existing TAG members could continue to serve a role 
in advancing the goals of the guidebook and specific project implementation by 
informing the group about the proposed opportunity; incorporate multi-sectoral 
perspectives; include City staff. 

o Function –  Key functions are communication; use existing work (stormwater 
analysis, public comments, etc. – hotspot zones) to inform opportunities; forming 
key questions to inform implementation efforts. 

 Solidify program processes 2015 

 Create mechanisms needed for implementation of Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams  to inform 
revisions of City plans (2015) 

 Receive project proposals (2016) 

 Select and implement a pilot project (2016–2018) 

 Review Program and Refine (2019) 

 

CONCLUSION 

 

The purpose of the Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams initiative is to efficiently, effectively, and safely 
connect people to each other and to important places in the community, such as schools, parks, 
places of worship, work places, and businesses, and to protect the natural resources important to the 
quality of life and health of Corvallis citizens. 

Embracing the core elements of this program and integrating its concepts throughout City 
departments and projects will better position the City of Corvallis to address current and future 
transportation, stormwater, public health, and sustainability issues and policies. 
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Definitions 
 

ArcGIS 
ArcGIS is a software program that provides a geographic information system (GIS) for working 
with maps and geographic information. It is used for creating and using maps; compiling 
geographic data; analyzing mapped information; sharing and discovering geographic 
information; using maps and geographic information in a range of applications; and managing 
geographic information in a database. 

Bicycle Boulevard 
A bicycle boulevard as a roadway that has been modified as needed to enhance bicyclists’ 
safety and convenience. 

Best Management Practice 
A BMP is a structural or non-structural stormwater practice that minimizes the impacts of land 
use changes on surface or groundwater systems. Structural BMPs are basins or facilities such as 
wet ponds, dry ponds, infiltration basins and bioretention areas designed to reduce pollutant 
load in stormwater runoff. Non-structural BMPs are land use or development practices such as 
preservation of open space, vegetative buffers and filter strips which minimize the impact on 
receiving stream systems. BMPs can also serve a dual purpose by providing for runoff (quantity) 
control and stream channel protection.1 

Low Impact Development 
A land planning and engineering design approach to managing stormwater runoff. LID 
emphasizes conservation and use of on-site natural features to protect water quality. This 
approach implements engineered small-scale hydrologic controls to replicate the pre-
development hydrologic regime of watersheds through infiltrating, filtering, storing, 
evaporating, and detaining runoff close to its source.2 

Structural BMP 
Structural BMPs are categorized into the following groups: ponds, wetland systems, infiltration 
systems, filtering systems, open channel systems and manufactured BMP systems.3 

                                                      
1 http://www.protectedwithpride.org/Pages/bmp_what.html 
2 Prince George's County, Maryand. Department of Environmental Resources (PGDER). Larry Coffman et al. (1999). 
Low-Impact Development Design Strategies, An Integrated Design Approach. Published by U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, Washington, D.C. Document No. EPA 841-B-00-003, June 1999. 
3 http://www.protectedwithpride.org/Pages/bmp_what.html 
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Wet and dry ponds are the most common structural BMP types found in residential 
neighborhoods. Wet ponds hold a permanent pool of water and dry ponds are mainly dry, 
except during and after storm events. All ponds usually have an earthen dam, or similar 
structure such as timber crib or concrete wall, which impound water. A wet or dry pond almost 
always has a principal flow control structure such as a riser (standpipe), a discharge pipe or 
culvert and an emergency overflow spillway. 

Wetland systems are similar to wet ponds, except they have distinct high and low marsh areas 
with diverse wetland plant communities. 

Infiltration systems consist of infiltration basins or infiltration trenches. Infiltration basins are 
larger facilities which sometimes resemble dry ponds; however, water which temporarily stores 
in the pond infiltrates through the bottom of the basin into natural (permeable) soils beneath 
the facility. Infiltration trenches are usually underground stone-filled chambers which allow 
runoff to infiltrate back into the ground. 

Filtering systems mainly consist of bioretention basins, which are highly specialized BMPs, that 
have underdrain, planting soil and mulch layers and a wide variety of native trees, shrubs and 
ground cover. 

Open channel systems are linear BMPs usually found along roadways or in yard areas around 
buildings. Open channel BMPs consist of wet or dry swales. These systems are very similar to 
most stormwater conveyance channels; however, a wet swale has timber or rock check dams in 
the bottom of the channel and a dry swale has an underdrain and a permeable soil layer 
beneath the channel. 

Manufactured BMP systems are specialty devices used solely for water quality purposes in 
intensely developed urban or redevelopment areas where surface BMPs are not feasible. 
Manufactured BMPs usually are small size chamber or filtering units that are located in 
underground manholes or vaults on storm drain pipe systems. Manufactured BMPs are 
sometimes used as pretreatment devices in combination with other BMP types. 

Total Maximum Daily Load 
A Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) is a regulatory term in the U.S. Clean Water Act, 
describing a value of the maximum amount of a pollutant that a body of water can receive 
while still meeting water quality standards.4 Alternatively, TMDL is an allocation of that water 
pollutant deemed acceptable to the subject receiving waters.

                                                      
4 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). Washington, D.C. "Guidance for Water Quality-Based Decisions: The 
TMDL Process." Doc. No. EPA 440/4-91-001. April 1991. 

http://www.epa.gov/OWOW/tmdl/decisions/
http://www.epa.gov/OWOW/tmdl/decisions/
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Green Streets Strategic Plan Summary 
The City of Corvallis is conducting a comprehensive planning effort for ‘Green Streets’ as a 
mechanism to treat stormwater, develop alternative transportation routes, expand urban green 
space, and improve community health. This effort is supported by a Small Urban Waters grant 
from the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). Green Streets collect non-point source 
pollution from city streets through filtration, detention, and evaporation of stormwater runoff 
before it enters into the Willamette River and the City’s urban streams. The City envisions each 
Green Street to incorporate the principles of ‘Complete Streets’ where the needs of people on 
foot, public transportation, and bicycles are integrated with the treatment of stormwater. The 
creation of a strategic plan for retrofitting the City’s transportation system with Green Streets 
the City will be meeting the goals of the EPA’s Strategic Plan, multiple community 
organizations, state regulations, and City sustainability goals. 

Green Streets meet a number of city wide goals as expressed by the Corvallis Sustainability 
Coalition’s Transportation Action Team, the county’s Healthy Kids/Healthy Communities 
Coalition, the Corvallis School systems Safe Routes to School Committee, the city’s Bicycle and 
Pedestrian Advisory Commission and the city Council.  All of these organizations are in 
agreement that Green Streets have the potential to reduce traffic on neighborhood streets 
making them calmer, safer and more attractive to cyclists and pedestrians of all ages and 
abilities.  Providing safe corridors for access to places residents want to go, i.e., school, work, 
parks, shopping and residences while reducing storm water and air pollution and increasing 
green space and natural habitat. 

Expected Outcomes 
• A prioritized list of potential Green Streets 
• Identification of funding sources for the construction of Green Streets 
• Development of a coalition of organizations dedicated to the concept of Green Streets 

and the pooling of resources for their promotion and development  

Benefits to the Community 
Green Streets benefit the community as they mimic natural conditions by using soil and 
vegetation to manage runoff on the surface, at the source.  Urban storm water runoff that isn’t 
properly managed can pollute rivers and streams and contribute to combined sewer overflows 
(CSOs) to the Willamette River. Green Streets reduce the negative impacts of storm water 
runoff.  They also act as alternative transportation corridors for cyclists and pedestrians as they: 

• Reduce traffic volume and speeds on neighborhood streets 
• Increase safety for cyclists, pedestrians and residents 
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• Enhance city livability and increase community interaction 
• Connect people of all ages with places that they want to go 
• Increase green space and natural habitat 
• Beautify the streetscape 

Green Streets are a win-win for the community as they create an attractive, convenient, and 
comfortable environment that is welcoming to cyclists and walkers while optimizing the streets 
ability to improve water quality through the installation of treatments that calm traffic and also 
treat storm water. 

Research Process 
The documents chosen for this literature review were gathered through recommendations 
from city staff members, conference attendance, and internet searches. Four plans were city or 
county specific and two plans were developed by private consulting firms to provide 
recommendations based on their previous experiences developing green infrastructure and 
stormwater retrofit projects for government agencies. The plans developed by municipalities 
ranged from bicycle boulevard design tools and guidelines to structural best management 
practices (BMP) retrofit identification and prioritization.  

The main goal was to find plans that provided detailed methodologies outlining how goals and 
objectives were translated into GIS data layers and field assessments to produce information 
that allowed city staff, committee members, community stakeholders, and the general public to 
identify a prioritized list of retrofit projects.   
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City of Berkeley, California: Bicycle Boulevard Design Tools and 
Guidelines 
Wilbur Smith Associates. 2000. 

Project Summary 
This report represents the completion of the first phase of Bicycle Boulevard implementation: 
the Early Design Phase. In this phase, staff and the consultants worked with the public to 
develop a set of basic tools to be used on all bicycle boulevard streets. These strategies will 
create an easily identifiable network of bicycle boulevards. A comprehensive toolbox of site-
specific strategies was also developed. The City and the neighborhoods can use this toolbox to 
select the strategies that respond to the specific issues along each bicycle boulevard street. 

Overall Planning Process 
The Early Design Phase began in February 1999, after the adoption of the Bicycle Plan. The 
consultants conducted their field review of the seven bicycle boulevards and mapped the 
existing conditions. The Bicycle Subcommittee of the Transportation Commission has been the 
main citizen advisory group for this project, overseeing the progress of Bicycle Boulevard 
implementation. Staff, with the Bicycle Subcommittee, developed the Goals and Objectives for 
the design of the bicycle boulevards. 

Three public workshops were held from September to November 1999. The concept of bicycle 
boulevards was presented, and input was gathered on the existing problems along the bicycle 
boulevard streets and on possible strategies to be used on the boulevards. These workshops 
were widely publicized, resulting in almost 200 people attending at least one workshop. The 
workshops included a mix of cyclists and residents on and near bicycle boulevards (many of 
whom also ride a bike). 

The input from the public workshops, and from the many letters and e-mails sent to staff, has 
shaped the development of the toolbox and expanded the list of issues along the bicycle 
boulevards. As much as possible, this report responds to the comments brought up by the 
public regarding bicycle boulevard design. Those comments that could not be addressed during 
this phase of Bicycle Boulevard implementation will be examined during the upcoming detailed 
design and implementation phase. 
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Projects Main Goals and Objectives 

Goals 
1. To create a safe bicycling environment for people of all bicycling abilities. The 

boulevards should ideally be a place where anyone would feel safe riding. 
2. To develop a network of efficient routes for bicyclists. This essentially means reducing 

the number of times that a cyclist must stop along the route, and improving the ability 
to cross major intersections. 

3. To increase the visibility of bikeways in Berkeley. Residents and visitors should know 
about and be able to easily find these safe and efficient routes. 

Objectives 
1. Design the bicycle boulevards to be visually unique from surrounding streets and to 

invite safe, easy bicycling that is appealing to all ages and abilities. 
2. Minimize changes to existing traffic patterns on bicycle boulevards and adjacent 

residential streets. 
3. When traffic-calming devices are needed, utilize ones that do not significantly inhibit 

access of emergency vehicles and that also provide access for people with disabilities. 
4. Where possible redesign existing barriers to allow emergency vehicle access. 
5. Seek ways to improve neighborhood livability through bicycle boulevard designs. 
6. Incorporate pedestrian safety elements near schools, parks, other public meeting places 

and other major pedestrian crossings. 
7. Develop cost effective strategies for bicycle boulevards. 
8. After changes are made to boulevards, continue to evaluate the bicycle boulevards to 

make sure they are functioning as designed and make changes as necessary. 

GIS Analysis Criteria 
• Local street or low-volume collector 
• Not a transit or truck route 
• Very little commercial frontage 
• Within ¼ mile of a major street or a high-traffic collector street 
• Spaced between ¾ and 1½ miles from another Bicycle Boulevard, (approximately the 

traditional spacing of major streets) 
• Reasonably continuous (i.e., it extends over half of the cross-section of the City.) 
• Few jogs with main segments at least 0.5 mile long 
• Traffic signals at major intersections, or traffic signals are potentially feasible 
• Access to major destinations 
• Connections to routes in neighboring cities 



 

PLAN REVIEW SECTION 

 5 
 

King County, Washington: Stormwater Retrofit Plan for WRIA 9 
Jim Simmonds, 2010. 

Project Summary 
This project will identify the most cost-effective combination of stormwater BMPs and LID 
techniques needed to meet project-defined, catchment-specific instream flow and water 
quality goals in the Green/Duwamish River and Central Puget Sound watershed (WRIA 9), 
excluding the upper watershed above Howard Hanson dam and the City of Seattle, develop a 
prioritized retrofit plan for the study area, and extrapolate the results to estimate planning level 
costs to retrofit developed lands in the Puget Sound region. The watershed modeling output 
will be used, along with catchment-specific flow and water quality goals that will be developed 
during this project, as input to EPA’s SUSTAIN model (System for Urban Stormwater Treatment 
and Analysis Integration) to help define the most cost-effective combinations of stormwater 
BMPs and LID techniques needed to meet the goals. Additional information about the SUSTAIN 
model can be found at http://www.epa.gov/nrmrl/wswrd/wq/models/sustain/index.html. This 
work will be conducted under the guidance of a multijurisdictional project management team, 
including the WRIA 9 Forum, Department of Ecology, and the Muckleshoot Indian Tribe.  

Overall Planning Process 
SUSTAIN Modeling and Report Timeline: June 2011 – September 2012. The SUSTAIN model will 
be used to evaluate approaches and costs for stormwater retrofits necessary to achieve the 
project defined flow and water quality goals within each catchment in the study area. Using the 
SUSTAIN model, combinations of stormwater BMPs and LID techniques will be evaluated within 
each catchment. An optimal combination of stormwater BMPs and LID techniques will be 
developed for each catchment that meets the flow and water quality goals at the minimum 
estimated cost. As appropriate, based on review of the SUSTAIN model, locally derived cost 
estimates, flow control estimates, and or water quality treatment estimates may be considered 
in this task. A SUSTAIN modeling report will be prepared. 

Watershed Retrofit Plan Report Timeline: September 2012 – June 2013. A report will be 
prepared that outlines the extent, composition, priority, and estimated cost of stormwater 
retrofitting needed in each catchment to meet flow and water quality goals. The report will also 
outline and prioritize the next steps needed to implement stormwater retrofit projects across 
the study area. The prioritization will consider level of urban impacts, costs of retrofits, 
potential biological benefits, and funding availability. The stormwater retrofit plan for the study 
area will serve as the basis for development of future funding strategies and project 
implementation. The PMT will coordinate with the Forum representatives and its staff to during 
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development of the prioritized retrofit plan, with an aim towards developing a final plan that 
can be endorsed by the Forum for the governments in WRIA 9 at the end of this project. 

Projects Main Goals 
1. Restore the ecosystem processes, structures, and functions that sustain Puget Sound. 
2. Prevent water pollution at its source.  
3. Work together as a coordinated system on priority actions. 

Short Term: (1) Increase awareness of the importance of implementing stormwater retrofit 
projects to achieve the Puget Sound Partnership’s Action Agenda, and (2) Improved 
coordination between stormwater managers and other interested parties. 

Interim: (1) Development of a set of monitoring and modeling tools available for future 
stormwater retrofit evaluations, (2) Increase understanding and planning for establishing a 
systematic stormwater retrofit program for the Puget Sound region, and (3) Increase 
understanding of the importance of improving stormwater controls during urban 
redevelopment projects. 

Long Term: (1) Implementation of the most cost-effective stormwater retrofits under the 
auspices of a Puget Sound stormwater retrofit program, and (2) Improve streamflow and water 
quality conditions throughout Puget Sound through implementation of stormwater retrofits. 

GIS Analysis Criteria 
Data used to support the watershed modeling will include stream/river flow and water quality 
measurements (including new flow and water quality data collected to fill spatial data gaps), 
existing land use/land cover, future land use/land cover based on population projections, 
surficial geology, historic climatic data, and future climate projections.  

Outcomes: 

1. Flow and water quality data throughout the study area. 
2. Modeled flow and water quality conditions in the rivers and streams in the study area 

for idealized fully forested conditions, current conditions, and anticipated 2040 
conditions considering population growth and climate change. 

3. Development of stream flow and water quality goals throughout WRIA 9. 
4. Descriptions of the magnitudes and types of stormwater retrofits needed to achieve the 

instream flow and water quality goals, and their estimated costs. 
5. Development of a prioritized watershed scale stormwater retrofit plan. 
6. Preparation of a planning-level cost estimate to implement stormwater retrofit projects 

throughout the Puget Sound region.  
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City of Los Angeles, California: Structural BMP Prioritization 
Methodology 
Susilo, Ken, Brandon Streets, Marc Leisenring, and Eric Strecker. 2006. 

Project Summary 
The objective of this project was to develop a new, systematic way of prioritizing structural 
BMP projects within Los Angeles County watersheds to optimize pollutant reductions in a cost-
effective manner. The product of method application is the identification of high priority BMP 
projects including BMP type and project location. The GIS-based tool is designed to help 
watershed planners, managers, and stakeholders throughout LA County in preliminary, 
conceptual planning of structural BMP placement within a watershed. 

The Los Angeles Countywide Structural BMP Prioritization Methodology (Methodology) meets a 
critical need in stormwater planning and management for Los Angeles County by providing a 
systematic, transparent, and reproducible methodology for ranking BMP implementation 
opportunities. The strength of the Methodology is its ability to consolidate and balance multiple 
issues and multiple data sources in a semi-automated, transparent, and reproducible manner. It 
is the strongest systematic approach to BMP planning yet developed for the Los Angeles region. 

Overall Planning Process 
The Methodology is a tool designed to identify higher-priority, structural BMP projects within a 
watershed in a manner that maximizes improvements in stormwater quality. The tool is 
designed as a high-level, conceptual planning tool developed to help watershed groups, 
municipalities and regulators with structural BMP implementation. The Methodology identifies 
and prioritizes structural BMPs including small-scale distributed BMPs and large-scale regional 
BMPs. The tool employs GIS to aid the user in weighing the many factors that play a role in 
structural BMP placement within a watershed. Watershed factors include pollutants of concern, 
existing regulations, beneficial uses, land availability, existing stormwater infrastructure, and 
area of high pollutant loading. BMP factors include cost, effectiveness, and ability to 
implement. Additionally, the tool includes step-by-step procedures for desktop and field 
validation of identified projects. 

Specifically, the Methodology was designed to: 

• Address wet-weather conditions only. However, some dry weather flow benefits 
would indirectly be gained through wet-weather structural BMP implementation 

• Apply to all watershed within Los Angeles County 
• Be semi-automated, GIS-based 
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• Use existing data to the maximum extent possible 
• Be flexible and transparent so that stakeholders and stormwater managers 

throughout LA County can quickly adapt the method to their watershed needs and 
goals 

• Be used in an iterative manner so that users can run multiple scenarios for their 
watershed 

• Be adaptive so that future information can be incorporated into the Methodology as 
our knowledge and data sources improve 

• Be easily accessible and useable by many stakeholders within Los Angeles County. A 
free comprehensive guidance document (complete with examples and references) 
available on-line is a key work product of this project 

Projects Main Goals 
1. Prioritize catchments based on need (i.e., pollutant-loading, receiving water issues, etc.) 
2. Identify potential BMPs opportunities within high priority catchments (based on factors 

such as land ownership, etc.) 
3. Identify appropriate BMPs (based on factors such as cost, maintenance, effectiveness, 

etc.) 
4. Develop site-specific implementation strategies (based on site-specific evaluations). 

GIS Analysis Criteria 
• Soils type data (or alternatively, zones of poor infiltration) 
• Topographic contours and/or slope map data 
• Digital elevation models or other topographic data 
• Groundwater elevations/depths 
• Floodplain (e.g., FEMA) map data 
• Landslide and/or liquefaction risk zones data 
• Biologically or Environmentally Sensitive Areas and/or wetlands mapping data 
• Aerial photographs at the highest resolution available 
• Impervious surfaces 
• Parcel ownership 
• Storm drain as-built drawings (flow direction, slopes, invert elevations, pipe sizes, etc.) 

2.1 Area Screening (GIS) 
The objective of the area screening process is to prioritize catchments for BMP implementation. 
This is a GIS-based analysis designed to be quickly implemented and easily reproduced upon 
initial configuration. 
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Step 1 identifies higher-priority catchments (those having the greatest need for structural BMP 
implementation) based on pollutants of concerns, pollutant loadings or concentrations, 
impairments (including downstream impairments), and regulatory requirements (TMDLs). 

Step 2 identifies which of the higher-priority catchments provide the greatest opportunities for 
implementation based on available space, ownership, 
slopes, liquefaction, environmentally sensitive areas, and 
infrastructure. 

It should be noted, however, that this analysis is not meant 
to serve as a rigorous pollutant load modeling effort, but 
rather to roughly estimate catchment pollutant loads, and 
then translate these estimates into pollutant load “indices” 
for the purpose of ranking and binning catchments and 
highlighting higher priority areas. 

2.2 BMP Screening 
The objective of the BMP screening phase is to prioritize 
BMPs for catchment-level site-specific feasibility assessment 
and implementation planning. Step 3 compares BMP types 
based on four criteria categories: cost, effectiveness, ease of 
implementation, and “other environmental factors.” This is 
a general assessment, and the results are therefore fixed 
and available for application to all BMP opportunities 
identified in Step 2, Project Area (Parcel) Screening. However, for this task, Methodology 
implementers have the opportunity to review baseline weights and scores in the BMP 
comparison tables and evaluation criteria categories (for all BMP types) prior to each 
application of the Methodology. This could be useful if, for instance, modifications are 
necessary as new information becomes available regarding BMP costs or effectiveness, or as 
new BMP types are added. 

Step 4 involves site-specific assessment of opportunities and constraints for various BMP types. 
This task requires an evaluation of the highest-scoring BMP types at each of the highest scoring 
BMP opportunity sites. Step 4 relies on best professional judgment and subjective assessment 
rather than an automated decision system.
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Philadelphia Water Department, Pennsylvania: Final Report: Inventory 
of Existing Stormwater Management Facilities with Retrofit Potential 
within the Wissahickon Creek Watershed 
Philadelphia Water Department. 2007. 

Project Summary 
The purpose of this initiative was to develop and implement a replicable approach for 
generating an inventory of existing stormwater management facilities within a watershed 
drainage area and constructing a process by which inventoried basins could be prioritized for 
retrofit with structural and nonstructural stormwater best management practices aimed at 
enhancing groundwater recharge and water quality treatment of stormwater runoff. This 
initiative established a prioritized inventory of existing sites where retrofits will provide the 
most benefit for reducing stormwater runoff impacts to the creek and increasing stream 
baseflow. The pilot study for this initiative focused on dry-bottom detention basins within the 
chosen study area, the Wissahickon Creek Watershed located in Southeastern Pennsylvania. 

Overall Planning Process 

Task 1: Data Collection 
Currently, no database exists with all stormwater management facilities in the Wissahickon 
Creek Watershed. Under this task, an inventory of facilities associated with the 1st and 2nd 
order streams within the watershed was created based upon the following sources of data: 

• Existing inventories of PWD and watershed municipalities 
• NPDES permit annual reports 
• Aerial photographs 
• Up to 12 interviews with municipal officials and county officials 
• Information contained in existing Act 167 plans 

Task 2: Prioritization Procedure Development 
A screening prioritization procedure was developed based upon the data collected in task 1. 
The procedure was designed to prioritize existing facilities for retrofit to increase recharge and 
reduce sediment load to the creek. This involved a desktop analysis followed by field 
verification. The desktop analysis to identify potential basins within the Wissahickon Creek 
Watershed involved the input of multiple data layers with a visual inspection of the data to 
identify potential stormwater management facilities based on certain “telltale” characteristics 
that could be observed on aerial photos.  
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Task 3: Facility Prioritization 
The prioritization approach designed in task 2 was applied to the basin inventory developed 
under task 1. The task resulted in an ordered list of facilities based on retrofit priority. 

Task 4: Demonstration of Conceptual Retrofit Designs 
This task produced documentation of costs and benefits associated with three types of retrofits 
deemed appropriate and “implementable” within the Wissahickon Creek Watershed. 

Deliverable 
Upon completion of this initiative, a final report detailing estimated benefits and costs 
associated with each retrofit type and a list of the top 20 “best candidate” basins for retrofit 
was produced; this and all data layers developed through this initiative were shared with 
Wissahickon Watershed Partners. 

Project’s Main Goals 
1. Develop and implement a replicable approach for generating an inventory of existing 

stormwater management facilities within a watershed drainage area 
2. Construct a process by which inventoried basins could be prioritized for retrofit with 

structural and nonstructural stormwater best management practices 
3. Enhance groundwater recharge and water quality treatment of stormwater runoff 

GIS Analysis Criteria 
Basic data collection included: soils, land use, basin area, inlet/outlet structure, ownership, etc. 

The desktop analysis  
• 2004 color aerial photography 
• 2004 topography (contour lines at 

two-foot intervals) 
• Wissahickon stream hydrology 

• Watershed drainage delineation 
• Municipal boundaries 
• Major roads 

Field Verification 
• Photos of site including outlet structure 
• Condition and diameter of outlet structure 
• Existence of concrete low-flow channels, berms, check-dams etc. 
• Number of inlets 
• Observations about site maintenance 
• Accessibility for construction equipment to perform stream restoration 
• Opportunities for public education (visibility from roadway, proximity to school, etc.) 
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Geosyntec Consultants, Oregon: Stormwater Retrofits, Systematic 
Approaches for Prioritizing Retrofits and Getting them Built 
Geosyntec Consultants. 2012. 

Project Summary 
This presentation was targeted at municipalities and organizations regulations under MS4 
Permits. Particularly in Clackamas County there was a specific requirement for a stormwater 
retrofit strategy. The permitee must develop a plan to retrofit existing developed sites that are 
impacting water quality. The retrofit plan must be developed within a specified period of time 
and must emphasize controls that infiltrate, evapotranspire, or harvest and use stormwater 
discharges. 

Overall Planning Process 
The key questions to answer were: 

• Overall goals for retrofitting? 
• Where to retrofit? 

o GIS analysis and other tools can help identify intersections between needs and 
opportunities. 

o Multiple objectives exist in nearly every watershed: how will these be included in 
prioritization? 

o Consider the level of stakeholder involvement you need to support your process. 
o Don’t prioritize in a vacuum: think about funding, mechanisms, permitting, 

constructability, and fatal flaws. 
• What to retrofit? 

o Framework for comparing multiple sites and multiple alternatives can provide 
significant value for strategy development 
 Performance and cost feedback loop 
 Same framework can be used eventually to track benefits 

o Put a wide range of alternatives on the table 
 Look beyond the design manual 
 Identify low hanging fruit  

• How to actually get retrofits built? 
o Challenges? 

 Funding 
 Timing 
 Permitting 



 

PLAN REVIEW SECTION 

 13 
 

 Realizing the original intended benefit 
o Potential approaches 

 Evaluate implement-ability as a criterion for prioritization 
 Expect issues when working with existing infrastructure 
 Coordinate retrofit strategy with other MS4 permit requirements 
 Maintain Return-of-Investment driven approach through design and 

construction 

Projects Main Goals 
• Meet permit requirements 
• Achieve the highest Return-of-Investment 
• Plan and track progress toward TMDL WLAs 
• Turn good concepts into real projects 
• Bring stakeholders together around projects 
• Allow retrofit strategies to be incorporated into future MS4 permits 

Lessons Learned 
1. While multi-attribute screening identified what projects were preferable, non-technical 

issues (cost, permitting, jurisdictional issues, cooperative agencies, etc.) were what 
drove the final selection of individual priority projects.  

2. Existing infrastructure can be problematic, and may not allow the achievement of 
optimal design to meet new development standards. In addition, long-term issues such 
as mosquito habitat, managing cattails/willows, etc. must be anticipated and addressed. 

3. Outreach to community needed to address concerns regarding aesthetics, mosquitoes, 
etc. 

4. Maintenance agreement between county and private land owners was successful in 
overcoming maintenance concerns.  
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Tetra Tech, Ohio: Green Infrastructure Retrofit Opportunities 
Daniel P. Christian. 2009. 

Project Summary 
This document is a PowerPoint slide presentation reviewing Tetra Tech’s process for identifying 
and implementing green infrastructure retrofit projects. A summary of the presentation is as 
follows: 

• Retrofits work to reduce problems in developed watersheds 
• When identifying retrofits begin by: 

o Clearly identifying the objective and criteria 
o Start in the office gathering and organizing available information 
o Walk the site and look for opportunities 

• Think 
o Reduce imperviousness 
o Increase infiltration and water uptake by plants 
o Provide storage 
o Consider maintenance 

• Communicate your ideas 

Overall Planning Process 
The overall planning process is described as developing objectives and criteria, performing a 
desktop analysis that results in “quantity estimation”, ground truth with field assessment, and 
prioritize projects based on the findings in comparison to the objectives and criteria. The 
“estimate quantity” means determining the area or volume of water runoff needed to be 
treated by the retrofits. For example, in order to store the first 0.5 inches of runoff from a 1-
acre parking lot the storage volume needed is 1,815 cubic feet. If you assume the bioretention 
facility has 8 inches of surface storage plus 4 feet of engineered soil (25% void space), then the 
bioretention facility yields 1.7 cubic feet of storage per square foot of area. As a result, the 
space needed is 1,090 square feet, or 2.5% of the parking area. 

Prioritization of identified projects can be based on any or all of the following: 

• Ownership 
• Access 
• Utility conflicts 
• Soils 
• Topography – water flows downhill 

• Inline versus offline 
• Existing stormwater BMPs 
• Education opportunities 
• Maintenance 
• Nearby vegetation 
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• Public acceptance 

Projects Main Goals 
• Clearly identify the overall objective, for example 

o Store 1-inch of surface runoff and release over 24-hours 
o Infiltrate the first 1-inch of rainfall 
o Match natural hydrology 
o Reduce TSS by 80 percent 
o Capture 90% of trash and debris 

• Objectives may come from 
o Watershed or storm water management plans 
o Permit requirements 
o Modeling 

• Define general locations 

GIS Analysis Criteria 
• Topography 
• Hydrology 
• Aerial photographs 
• Utilities 

o System failures 
o In-line storage opportunities 
o Existing BMPs that may be modified 

• Transportation 
o Large parking lots 
o Roads 

• Soils 
• Parcel boundaries 
• Land use 

o Open green space 
o Private land – willingness by property owners 
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Literature Review Synthesis 
The following synthesis of the planning process, goals, and objectives gathered from the 
documents reviewed in this literature review should be used only as reference material and not 
as specific suggestions for the Green Streets Strategic Plan. The planning process, goals, and 
objectives for the Green Streets Strategic Plan will be developed with the input from 
community groups, stakeholders, and the general public and will reflect the specific needs and 
constraints unique to the City of Corvallis and its residents. 

Planning Process 
1. Identify types of Structural BMPs being proposed for “Green Street” projects 
2. Develop goals and objectives 

a) These can be developed by city staff and with the input of technical advisory committee 
members, community stakeholders, and/or the general public.  

3. Collect data 
a) Data typically includes  

i) Aerial photography 
ii) Soils (including infiltration rates, slopes, etc.) 
iii) Hydrology 
iv) Infrastructure (Roads, sewer, utilities, etc. 
v) Topography 
vi) Land use 
vii) Ownership 
viii) Water quality 
ix) Known pollution sources 
x) Impairments (including downstream impairments) 

4. Perform GIS desktop analysis 
5. Ground truth/Field assessment 
6. Prioritize “Green Street” projects 

a) Involve technical advisory committee members, community stakeholders, and/or the 
general public 

b) Consider retrofit costs, maintenance, effectiveness, etc. 

Goals 
Using a combination of the goals provided by the reviewed plans and filtering them using the 
intention of the City of Corvallis to create Green Streets that also adhere to the principles of 
Complete Streets, here are some example goals for the Strategic Plan: 
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1. Restore the ecosystem processes, structures, and functions that sustain urban streams in 
the City of Corvallis and the Willamette River. 

2. Prevent water pollution at its source.  
3. Work together as a coordinated system on priority actions.  
4. Bring stakeholders together around projects. 
5. Create a safe transportation environment for people of all abilities, including walking, 

biking, driving, or riding the bus.  
6. Develop a network of efficient transportation routes for a wide variety of users.  

Objectives 
The following are some example objectives for the Strategic Plan. The final objectives should be 
specific to the needs of the City of Corvallis and its residents with clearly defined benchmarks, 
timelines, and action items. 

1. Prioritize catchments based on need. 
2. Identify potential BMPs opportunities within high priority catchments. 
3. Identify appropriate BMPs. 
4. Develop site-specific implementation strategies. 
5. Address citizen concerns. 
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INTRODUCTION 

The City of Corvallis Public Works Stormwater and Transportation programs have received 

a U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Environmental Education grant to use a 

Community Based Social Marketing approach to research, design, and implement a Green 

Streets Planning Initiative. Lockwood Research was hired to conduct a questionnaire to 

measure the opinions, preferences, barriers and motivators of Corvallis residents toward 

the concept of a Green Streets program.  

 
The objective of the research was to educate Corvallis residents on the Green Streets 

concept while measuring their awareness and acceptance of the concept. The 

questionnaire measured the likelihood of using a Green Street, identified which streets 

are best candidates for conversion to Green Streets, as well as the appeal and concerns 

related to implementing the program.  

 
This report will assist the City Public Works and Technical Advisory Group (TAG) make 

recommendations to the City regarding the direction of the Green Streets program.   

 

 
METHODOLOGY 

A link to an online survey was distributed in a postcard to 2,397 randomly chosen 

Corvallis households from a list provided by the City.  Households who do not have access 

to the Internet were given the option of having a paper questionnaire mailed to them. A 

total of 63 questionnaires were mailed to those who requested it (3% of the randomly 

chosen sample). No incentive to respond was offered. The response rate for the online 

questionnaire was 20%, and the response rate for the paper questionnaire was 82%. The 

total response rate was 21.5%.   

 
Statement of Limitations: Any sampling of opinions or attitudes is subject to a margin 

of error, which represents the difference between a sample of a given population and the 

total population (here, 21,400 Corvallis households). For a sample size of 515, if 

respondents answered a particular question in the proportion of 90% one way and 10% 
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the other, the margin of error would be ± 2.56%, at the 95% confidence level. If they 

answered 50% each way, the margin of error would be ± 4.27%.1 

 
These plus-minus error margins represent differences between the sample and total 

population at a confidence interval, or probability, calculated to be 95%. This means that 

there is a 95% probability that the sample taken for this study would fall within the stated 

margins of error if compared with the results achieved from surveying the entire population.  

 

THE REPORT 

This report is intended as a summary and overview of the research findings.  One statistic 

used in the analysis of the research data is the difference between proportions statistic. 

This statistic examines each demographic group in turn and compares the answers given 

by the people in that group to the answers given by everybody else.  It indicates which of 

their answers (if any) are more different than everybody else’s answers than could be 

expected due to chance, given the sample sizes involved.  If an answer is significantly 

different (at the 95% or 99% statistical level), that demographic group is mentioned in 

the report as being statistically more likely, or statistically less likely to give that answer. 

 
A second statistic used in the analysis is the chi-square value that tells how likely it is that 

the two questions in the cross-tabulation are related.  In this case, whether or not the row 

variable is related to the column variable(s).  The chi-square statistic is a measure of the 

difference between the actual frequency of response and the frequency expected under the 

assumption of statistical independence.  If the variables are statistically independent, the 

chi-square value should be relatively small.  If, however, the variables are not independent 

– if they are associated or related – then the chi-square value should be relatively large. 

 

Lockwood Research: Lockwood Research has been providing opinion research and 

consultation throughout the Pacific Northwest and other regions of the United States for 

over two decades. The firm is a non-partisan and independent WBE-certified company 

located in Eugene, Oregon. 

 

                                                
1 The reason for the difference lies in the fact that when response categories are relatively even in size, each is numerically 
smaller, and thus slightly less able – on a statistical basis – to approximate the larger population. 
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BACKGROUND 

The City of Corvallis is conducting a comprehensive planning effort for ‘Green Streets’ as a 

mechanism to treat stormwater, develop alternative transportation routes, expand urban 

green space, and improve community health. This effort is supported by a Small Urban 

Waters grant from the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). Green Streets collect 

non-point source pollution from city streets through filtration, detention, and evaporation of 

stormwater runoff before it enters into the Willamette River and the City’s urban streams.  

While the exact design guidelines for the Green Streets will be developed through an 

extensive public outreach program, the City envisions each Green Street incorporating the 

principles of ‘Complete Streets’ where the needs of people on foot, public transportation, 

and bicycles are integrated with the treatment of stormwater. By creating a strategic plan 

for retrofitting the City’s transportation system with Green Streets the City will be meeting 

the goals of the EPA’s Strategic Plan, multiple community organizations, state regulations, 

and City sustainability policies. 

Green Streets benefit the community as they mimic natural conditions by using soil and 

vegetation to manage runoff on the surface, at the source. Urban stormwater runoff that 

isn’t properly managed can pollute rivers and streams and contributes to combined sewer 

overflows to the Willamette River. Green Streets reduce the negative impacts of 

stormwater runoff. They also act as alternative transportation corridors for cyclists and 

pedestrians as they reduce traffic volume and speeds on neighborhood streets and 

increase safety for cyclists, pedestrians and residents that use them. 

The project will span a two-year timeframe and focus on community engagement as the 

primary driver for the comprehensive planning of future Green Street retrofit locations. 

This Corvallis Streams and Streets research report focuses on the communities response 

to a questionnaire about their awareness and opinions of Green Streets.  
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SUMMARY & OBSERVATIONS  

When asked to rate the water quality of the streams and rivers in Corvallis, citizens gave 
favorable marks.  

• Roughly one-half (49%) believe the streams and rivers in Corvallis are clean. Only 28% of 
the total sample perceived there is a problem with the water quality.  

• While most feel the water quality is staying the same (34%) or getting better (23%), 71% 
consider it important that the City works to improve urban streams.  

• At least eight out of ten (84%) believe water that enters the storm drains or drainage 
ditches ends up in the rivers and streams. 

 
Corvallis citizens are satisfied with their neighborhood as a place for walking, biking and 
driving.  

• Three-fourths (74%) of Corvallis citizens drive down neighborhood streets extremely often 
(daily), and close to one-half (45%) walk extremely often. One-third (33%) bicycle 
extremely or very often down neighborhood streets. 

• When asked to rate their level of satisfaction with their neighborhood as a place for walking, 
citizens gave their highest mean score of 4.1 (out of 5).  

• As a place for driving, citizens gave their neighborhood a mean satisfaction score of 4.0.  

• Satisfaction with bicycling in the neighborhood received a mean score of 3.9. 
 
Traffic on neighborhood streets is a concern, primarily to bicyclists.  

• One-half (50%) of the sample is somewhat or very concerned with auto traffic on their 
neighborhood streets.  

• Bicyclists were statistically more likely to strongly agree with all seven statements used to 
measure the impact of traffic volume and traffic speed in the neighborhood. Drivers, on the 
other hand, were statistically more likely to disagree with most of the statements. 

• Those who live in Council Wards 3 and 5 are more likely to feel impacted by traffic volume 
and traffic speed in their neighborhood. 

 
Safety, sidewalks and good lighting are important to citizens when choosing a cycling or 
walking route.  

• Most of the sample (85%) rated the importance of eight factors that may be considered 
when choosing a bicycling or walking route. Among eight factors considered, safety received 
the highest mean importance score, 4.2 (out of 5).   

• Having sidewalks available received the second highest mean importance rating (4.4), 
followed by having good lighting (4.1).  

• Males and females differed on how they rated the importance of the eight factors, with 
females being statistically more likely to give a very important rating to six out of the eight. 

• Council Wards 3 and 9 were more likely to give unimportant ratings to the factors 
considered when choosing a bicycling or walking route. 

• Those who identified frequent bicycling or walking routes mentioned Circle, 29th Street, and 
Walnut most often. Circle and Walnut happen to be two of the top four mentions of streets or 
paths that are least liked for walking or bicycling, the other two are 9th Street and Harrison.  

• When asked to identify streets or paths that are enjoyed for walking or biking, most mentioned 
a path or pathway, followed by parks, the OSU campus, downtown and the riverfront area. 
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Awareness of “Green Streets” is low. Fewer citizens are aware of the term, than with the 
concept of Green Streets. 

• Overall, less than one-fourth (23%) of the sample had ever heard of the term “Green 
Streets” prior to being introduced to the concept through the survey.  

• After the sample received a brief description of how Green Streets are connected to water 
quality and traffic control, the sample was asked if they were familiar with this concept of 
Green Streets and 30% said they were.  

 
Corvallis citizens find the Green Street concept to be appealing.  

• After viewing an illustration of what a Green Street might look like, and reading about some 
of the Green Street features, two-thirds (66%) of the sample indicated the Green Street 
concept appealed to them. The mean appeal score is 3.8 (out of 5). 

• Maintaining the quality of the water in the rivers and streams was the most frequently 
mentioned appealing factor about Green Streets. 

• Council Wards 3 and 5 were more likely to find Green Street very appealing, while Council 
Wards 1 and 9 were more likely to say it has no appeal at all.  

• At least four out of ten (42%) respondents are likely to use a Green Street if they were 
available in the City of Corvallis. 

 
The cost of Green Streets is the biggest concern to citizens.  

• In an open-ended response as to what is or is not appealing about the Green Street 
concept, nearly one-fourth (23%) of the total sample mentioned the cost(s) involved. 
Citizens voiced concerns that this is not a fiscally responsible project, where the benefits do 
not outweigh the cost of implementing it, or maintaining it. 

 
Citizens want to learn more about Green Streets.  

• It is encouraging that nearly one-half (53%) of the sample indicated they would like to stay 
informed and updated on the Green Street project. While some included contact 
information, others suggested informing the public through media channels like the local 
newspaper or community newsletters. 

• When asked about familiarity with the term Green Streets, 14% of the sample responded 
“not sure”. And, 21% of those who thought they were familiar with the term Green Streets, 
indicated they were not familiar with the concept of Green Streets after it was described in 
the questionnaire. Then there are those who were not familiar with the term “Green 
Streets”, but indicated they were familiar with the concept of Green Streets after it was 
described. This indicates an opportunity to educate the community about Green Streets.  
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CONCLUSIONS 

The citizens of Corvallis are satisfied with the water quality of the streams and rivers in the 

City, yet feel it is important that the City works to improve urban streams. The majority 

believes water that enters the storm drains or drainage ditches ends up in the rivers and 

streams. Therefore, any steps that the City takes to improve water quality before it enters 

the storm drains would most likely be perceived as positive. The most appealing feature of 

the Green Street concept was the impact on water, rivers and streams. 

Overall, the citizens of Corvallis are satisfied with their neighborhood streets as a place for 

walking, bicycling and driving. However, one-half are somewhat or very concerned with 

auto traffic on their neighborhood streets. Besides bicyclists, who are statistically more 

likely to be concerned with traffic volume and speed, those who live in Council Wards 3 

and 5 are also statistically more likely to have concerns about traffic volume and speed. 

Those who live in these two Council Wards are also statistically more likely to say the 

Green Street concept is very appealing to them.  

Three of the four streets most frequently identified by the sample as good candidates for 

conversion to Green Streets border or dissect Council 

Ward 5. Circle Boulevard (in Council Wards 6 and 7) 

received the most mentions as a good candidate for 

conversion into a Green Street. Kings Boulevard, which 

runs through Council Ward 5, and the bordering streets 

of Harrison Boulevard and 29th Street followed closely 

behind. This makes Council Ward 5 the best target area 

for launching the Green Street initiative. 

While the Green Street concept is appealing to the 

citizens of Corvallis, the financial aspect of the program 

is a barrier. Citizens are concerned that the City cannot 

afford current services and the budget does not allow 

the luxury of a program like Green Streets. Educating 

the community on the financial benefits of Green Streets 

and how that is balanced against the cost of the program 

is a good starting point for engaging the community.  
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KEY FINDINGS  
 
Storm Water and Water Quality 
 
Corvallis households were asked to rate the water quality of the streams and rivers in 
Corvallis, and then share whether they perceive the quality of streams and rivers are 
getting better or getting worse. Overall perceptions of the water quality is that the streams 
and rivers are clean, and the water quality is staying the same or getting better. However, 
slightly more than one-fourth of the sample feel there is a problem with the water quality. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Roughly one-half (49%) of the Corvallis citizens feel the water quality is somewhat (42%) 
to completely (7%) clean. Of those who rated the water quality less than somewhat clean, 
55% feel there is a problem with the water quality of streams and rivers in Corvallis (which 
is 28% of the total sample). The good news is that only 9% of the sample believes the 
water quality is getting worse. Most feel the water quality of streams and rivers in Corvallis 
is staying the same (34%) or getting better (23%). There is an opportunity to educate the 
community considering 17% are not sure which direction water quality is going. 
 

Demographic Differences: Citizens who are 65 or older were statistically more likely 
to say somewhat clean (47%). Those with household incomes of $75,000-$99,999 
were more likely to say completely clean (12%), as were those from Council Ward 
7 (11%). Council Wards 5 and 9 were more likely to say the water quality is getting 
better (39% and 33%, respectively). 

 

Methodology Differences: The paper sample was statistically more likely to say the 
water quality is getting worse (20%), while the online sample was more likely to 
leave the question blank (16%). 

49% of the sample 
believe the streams 

and rivers in Corvallis 
are clean. 

Figure 1:  How would you rate the water quality of the 
streams and rivers in Corvallis? (Q1). 
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Corvallis citizens were asked to rate how important it is that the City of Corvallis works to 
improve urban streams. Using a 5-point rating system, where 5 = very important, the 
mean importance score is 3.9. Seven out of ten citizens (71%) feel it is important (41% 
somewhat and 30% very). 
 

 
 
 
 
Demographic Differences:  

Females were statistically 
more likely to say very 
important (39%), while 
males were more likely to say 
somewhat unimportant (8%) 
or not at all important (3%). 
 
Those from Council Ward 1 
were statistically more 
likely to say not at all 
important (6%). 
 
 

 
 
Many citizens believe that the water that enters storm drains or drainage ditches ends up in 
rivers and streams (84%). Four people mentioned the ocean in the “other” category. A high 
chi-square value of 102.37 (p=.001) indicates there is a relationship between the normal 
means of transportation used and perceptions of where the water ends up. Bicyclists were 
statistically more likely to say rivers and streams (93%), while those who typically drive 
were more likely to say not 
sure (7%). 
 
 

Demographic Differences: 
Males were statistically 
more likely to say rivers 
and streams (88%), while 
females were more likely to 
say pipes to the 
wastewater treatment plant 
(38%) or not sure (8%). 

Those from Council Ward 9 
were more likely to say 
pipes to wastewater plant 
(49%), catch basins (33%), 
and/or ditches (28%). 

Figure 2:  How important is it that the City works to improve 
urban streams? (Q4). 

Figure 3:  Where did you think water that enters storm drains 
or drainage ditches ends up? (Q5). 
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Satisfaction with Neighborhood Driving, Walking and Bicycling Conditions 
 
Corvallis households were asked to rate their level of satisfaction with their neighborhood 
as a place for walking, bicycling, and driving, as well as their frequency of using each 
travel method.  
 
At least three out of four (74%) Corvallis citizens indicated they drive down neighborhood 
streets extremely often (daily), and close to one-half (45%) indicated they walk down their 
neighborhood streets extremely often (daily). Bicycling is not as frequently used; only 16% 
bicycle extremely often (daily), and 30% never bicycle. 
 
Citizens are satisfied with their neighborhood as a place for walking, biking and driving as 
seen by mean satisfaction scores of 3.9 – 4.1. Table 1 below shows the mean satisfaction 
score for each travel method with the frequency the sample uses it. The table shows that 
satisfaction scores vary little with the frequency of using a travel method. However, those 
who never use a travel method tend to give below average satisfaction scores. 
 

Table 1 
Mean Satisfaction Score of Travel Method by Frequency of Use 

 

Frequency of Walking in Neighborhood 

Total mean 
4.1 

Extremely often 
(daily) 

Very often 
(weekly) 

Somewhat often 
(monthly) 

Infrequently 
(a few times a year) 

Never 

Walking 45% (4.1) 35% (4.3) 14% (4.0) 4% (4.1) 1% (3.6) 

Frequency of Bicycling in Neighborhood 

Total mean 
3.9 

Extremely often 
(daily) 

Very often 
(weekly) 

Somewhat often 
(monthly) 

Infrequently 
(a few times a year) 

Never 

Bicycling 16% (3.9) 17% (4.0) 12% (4.0) 22% (3.9) 30% (3.7) 

Frequency of Driving in Neighborhood 

Total mean 
4.0 

Extremely often 
(daily) 

Very often 
(weekly) 

Somewhat often 
(monthly) 

Infrequently 
(a few times a year) 

Never 

Driving 74% (4.0) 20% (3.9) 3% (3.5) 1% (3.7) 1% (3.6) 

 
Demographic Differences: Females were statistically more likely to be very satisfied 
with driving conditions (38%), while males were more likely to be somewhat 
satisfied with driving (45%) and/or biking (43%). Citizens who are 65 or older were 
statistically more likely to be very satisfied (50%) with walking conditions in their 
neighborhood, but also statistically more likely to walk infrequently (6%).  

Citizens who are 65 or older were also more likely to say they never bicycle in their 
neighborhood (44%). Those whose household income is $35,000 - $49,999 are also 
more likely to never bicycle (44%). Those whose household income is $75,000 - 
$99,999 are likely to bike infrequently (32%), while those who are 45 – 54 were 
more likely to bike somewhat often (23%).  
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Methodology Differences: The online sample was statistically more likely to walk 
(45%) or drive (77%) extremely often, and bike somewhat often (14%). The paper 
sample was statistically more likely to walk infrequently (12%), bike never (49%), 
and/or drive very often (37%) or somewhat often (12%). 

 
 

 
Figure 4 below shows how respondents from the 
different Council Wards may be statistically more 
likely to answer the question. Each Council Ward’s 
mean satisfaction score for driving, walking, and 
bicycling are also shown in each Council Ward. 

 

Those who normally: Satisfaction: 

 Walk   4.2. 

 Bicycle   3.9 

 Auto - Driver 4.0 

 Auto - Passenger  3.8 
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Neighborhood Traffic Safety and Traffic Calming 
 
Respondents were asked to rate their level of concern about auto traffic on their 
neighborhood streets. Using a 5-point rating scale, where 5 = very concerned, the mean 
score for citizens level of concern is 3.3.   
 
 

 
 
Those who drive down neighborhood streets infrequently or never gave higher than average 
concern scores, 4.0 and 4.3, respectively. Those who drive down neighborhood streets 
extremely often were statistically more likely to indicate they are not at all (12%) or not 
very (19%) concerned about auto traffic on their neighborhood streets. Those who drive 
very often were statistically more likely to indicate they are somewhat concerned (40%). 
 
The concern about auto traffic on their neighborhood streets is slightly higher than the 
sample average among those who use a bicycle as their normal means of transportation 
(3.5). 
 

Council Ward Differences:  

Those from Council Ward 5 were statistically more likely to be somewhat concerned 
(54%), while those from Council Ward 8 were statistically more likely to be not at 
all concerned (16%). 

 

Figure 5:  How concerned are you about auto traffic on your 
neighborhood streets? (Q8). 

50% of the sample were 
concerned about auto 

traffic on their 
neighborhood streets. 
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Citizens were asked to rate their level of agreement with various traffic volume and traffic 
speed statements as it relates to their neighborhood. A 5-point rating scale was used, 
where 5 = strongly agree. The strongest agreement was with the statement, “I would be 
willing to drive more slowly if everyone else did so as well” (mean score = 3.7). The 
lowest agreement was with the statement, “There are too many cars on my neighborhood 
streets” (mean score = 3.1). 
 
As seen in Figure 5, there was significant variation in how those who use a bicycle for 
their normal means of transportation answer compared to drivers. Cyclists were 
statistically more likely to strongly agree to all statements, while drivers were statistically 
more likely to disagree with most of the statements.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 6:  Please rate your level of agreement with the following 
statements that relate to traffic volume (Q9) and 
traffic speed (Q10) in your neighborhood. 
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Figure 7 shows how respondents from the 
different Council Wards may be statistically 
more likely to answer the questions. 
 

 
 
 

Statistically more likely to: 
• Agree “there are too many cars on neighborhood 

streets” (41%) 
• Strongly agree “I like a street with more pedestrians & 

bicycles & fewer cars” (51%) 
• Strongly agree “I would be willing to drive more slowly 

if everyone else did as well” (43%) 
• Strongly agree “I would be willing to have less on-

street parking in exchange for low-traffic street” (27%) 
• Strongly Disagree “Drivers should not be inconvenienced 

to benefit bicyclists & pedestrians” (43%) 

Statistically more likely to: 
• Agree “there are too many cars on 

neighborhood streets” (41%) 
• Strongly agree “I like a street with more 

pedestrians & bicycles & fewer cars” 
(33%) 

• Strongly agree “Fewer cars would 
improve bicycling & walking conditions” 
(41%) 

• Strongly agree “Fewer cars would 
improve property values” (21%) 

• Strongly agree “Cars are driving too fast 
on my neighborhood streets” (21%) 

• Strongly agree “Low-traffic bicycle routes 
are good for everyone” (62%) 

Statistically more likely to: 
• Disagree “I like a street with more pedestrians & bicycles 

& fewer cars” (28%) 
• Strongly Disagree (9%) & Disagree (21%) “Fewer cars 

would create cleaner air & water”  
• Disagree “Fewer cars would improve property values”(28%) 
• Strongly Disagree “I would be willing to have less on-

street parking in exchange for low-traffic street” (21%) 
• Strongly Disagree “Stop signs at every other block are a 

barrier to bicycling” (26%) 
• Somewhat agree “Drivers should not be inconvenienced to 

benefit bicyclists & pedestrians” (25%) 

Statistically more likely to: 
• Strongly Disagree “There are too 

many cars on my neighborhood 
streets” (15%) 

• Strongly Disagree “Fewer cars 
would improve bicycling & 
walking conditions” (13%) 

Statistically more likely to: 
• Strongly Disagree “I 

like a street with more 
pedestrians & bicycles & 
fewer cars” (12%) 

• Disagree “Fewer cars 
would improve property 
values” (27%) 

• Disagree “Low-traffic 
bicycle routes are good 
for everyone” (15%) 
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A high chi-square value of 103.10 (p=.001) indicates a relationship exists between the 
respondent’s normal means of transportation and the level of agreement with the statement, 
“I like a street with more pedestrians & bicycles and fewer cars”. Similarly, a moderately high 
chi-square value of 76.86 indicates a relationship with the statement, “I would be wiling to 
have less on-street parking in exchange for a low-traffic street that is welcoming to bicyclists 
& pedestrians”. Drivers are statistically more likely to strongly disagree with the statement 
while bicyclists are more likely to strongly agree. 

 

 
 

Figure 8:  Please rate your level of agreement with the 
following statements that relate to parking (Q11). 

Figure 9:  Please rate your level of agreement with the following 
statements that relate to bicycle routes (Q12). 

Those who use a 
bicycle for their 

normal means of 
transportation 

strongly agree with 
all statements, 
except the first.  

Cyclists and those 
who normally drive 
are in opposition to 

the first two 
statements. 

16% of the 
sample said 

“bicycling more if 
low-traffic routes 
were available” 

does not apply to 
them. 
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Bicycling and Walking Routes 
 
When asked, 85% of the sample (n=438) indicated statements about choosing cycling or 
walking routes applied to them and rated their level of importance with the eight 
statements in Figure 8. Respondents who were statistically more likely to say cycling or 
walking routes applied to them are 45 – 54 years old (97%), while those 65 or older 
(22%) said cycling or walking routes did not apply to them. Differences in the level of 
importance based on gender are seen in Figure 8 below. Females were statistically more 
likely to rate six out of eight statements very important. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 10:  How important are each of the following factors to you 
when choosing a cycling or walking route? (Q13)  
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Respondents were asked to list the streets or paths where they regularly walk, and or 
bicycle; and then to list any streets or paths where they do not like to walk and or 
bicycle. Finally, walkers and cyclists were asked to list any streets or paths where they 
enjoy walking and/or bicycling (Q14). The open-ended responses are ranked below. 
 

Table 2 
Streets or Paths REGULARLY Walked or Biked (n = 413) 

 

Response Category – Streets Response Category – Locations 
Circle 149 - % Campus/OSU 102 

29th Street 118 Paths 95 

Walnut 105 Downtown 84 

Monroe 82 River/River front/Willamette 42 

9th Street 74   

Grant 72 None 8 

Kings Blvd 72   
 
 

Table 3 
Streets or Paths NOT LIKED for Walking or Bicycling (n = 372) 

 

Response Category – Streets Response Category – Locations 
9th Street 163  Downtown 54 

Circle 120   

Harrison 105   

Walnut 101   

Kings Blvd 90   

29th Street 53 None 20 

3rd Street 48   
 
 

Table 4 
Streets or Paths ENJOYED for Walking or Bicycling (n = 370) 

 

Response Category – Streets Response Category – Locations 
Circle  48 Paths, pathways 227 

Bald Hill 51 Park 140 

Timberhill 28 Campus/OSU 99 

  Downtown 54 

  River, River front 77 

    

  None 4 
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Awareness and Perceptions of “Green Streets” 
 
The online version of the questionnaire enabled a top-of-mind awareness question to 
measure how many Corvallis citizens had heard of the term “Green Streets” prior to 
seeing a description of Green Streets. The paper version of the questionnaire allowed 
respondents the opportunity to read ahead, so it is possible awareness of Green Streets 
was not unaided prior to answering the awareness question. In fact, those from the paper 
sample were statistically more likely to say yes they have heard of Green Streets (39%), 
compared to 21% of the online sample, who were statistically less likely to say yes. 
 
 

 
 

Those who said they have heard of the term “Green Streets” are statistically more likely to: 
 

• Perceive there is a problem with the water quality of streams and rivers (74%). 
• Believe it is very important that the City works to improve the streams (39%). 
• Believe the storm water enters the pipes to the wastewater treatment plant (41%). 
• Strongly agree they like a street with more pedestrians & bicycles & fewer cars (31%). 
• Strongly agree that fewer cars improves bicycling and walking conditions (29%). 
• Strongly agree that fewer cars improves property values (21%). 
• Strongly agree that fewer cars creates cleaner air (30%). 
• Strongly agree they would be willing to have less on-street parking in exchange for 

low-traffic street (25%). 
• Strongly disagree that lots of on-street parking is important to them (20%). 
• Strongly disagree that drivers should not be inconvenienced to benefit bicyclists 

and pedestrians (41%). 
• Directness of route when choosing a cycling or walking route is not at all important (9%). 
• Choosing a cycling or walking route with roads that are aesthetically pleasing is very 

important (30%). 

Figure 11:  Have you ever heard of the term “Green Streets”? 
(Q15)  

23% of the sample 
has heard of the 

term  

“Green Streets”.  
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Educating the Sample on Green Streets 
 
One of the objectives of the research was to educate the community about Green Streets 
and their role in improving water quality and traffic control. All respondents were given 
information about “Green Streets” to ensure that the sample had the same point-of-
reference before answering questions about their perceptions of Green Streets. 
 

How does the term “Green Streets” tie-in with water quality? Motor vehicles produce waste 
such as gasoline, oil and metals from brakes that falls onto our streets.  This waste is a 
major source of water pollution due to rain water runoff from city streets into our stormwater 
system.  Green Street treatments, such as rain gardens treat this polluted water before it 
gets into the storm water system and Willamette River. The City of Corvallis has installed 
several rain gardens in Beca as a test location.  

How does the term “Green Streets” tie-in with traffic control? Green Street features 
accommodate multiple traffic modes, particularly walking and bicycling by helping reduce 
traffic speeds on roadways, which encourage bicycling and walking. 

 
The sample was asked if, prior to the survey (and reading the description), they were 
familiar with this “Green Street” concept; one out of three said “yes” (30%). 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

A high chi-square value of 181.48 (p=.001) indicates a strong relationship between top-
of-mind awareness and aided awareness. 

Figure 12:  Prior to receiving this survey, were you familiar with 
this “Green Street” concept? (Q16)  

One-fifth (21%) of those 
who answered yes they 

have heard of Green 
Streets, said “no” they were 
not familiar with the concept 

of Green Streets as 
described.  

Of those who were not 
familiar with term Green 

Streets, 12% were familiar 
with the concept after the 

description. 
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To further educate the sample, the following brief description of Green Street features was 
given: 

 

“The Green Street features would include ways to help reduce traffic speeds 
and also incorporate natural, landscape-based features that catch rainwater 
as a means of reducing storm water pollution.”  

 

To provide an example of what a Green Street might look like, the illustration below was 
shown to the sample to ensure that everyone had the same point-of-reference before 
being asked to rate the appeal of Green Streets. 
 
 
 
Figure 13: 
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Appeal of Green Streets 
 
Corvallis citizens were asked to rate the degree that the Green Street concept appeals to 
them. A 5-point rating scale was used, where 5 = strong appeal (would like to live on a 
Green Street). The mean score for appeal was 3.8. 
 

 
 
 

Respondents who drive down neighborhood streets very often are statistically more likely 
to give a very appealing rating (50%), while those who drive extremely often are 
statistically less likely to give a very appealing rating (31%). 
 
 
 

Demographic Differences:  

Those with household incomes of $35,000 -  $49,999 are statistically more likely to 
say the Green Street concept is somewhat unappealing (14%). 

 
 

Council Ward Differences: 

Those who live in Council Wards 1 and 9 are statistically more likely to say the 
Green Street concept has no appeal at all (17% and 18%, respectively). 

Those who live in Council Wards 3 and 5 are statistically more likely to say the 
Green Street concept is very appealing (60% and 54%, respectively). 

 
 

Figure 14:  To what degree does the Green Street concept 
appeal to you? (Q17). 

Two-thirds of the 
sample find   

Green Streets 
appealing. 
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Table 5 
What is it about the Green Street concept that appeals to you? 

 

Response Category N=317 
Water, rivers, streams 106, 33% 

Street(s) 62 

Traffic 62 

Bike/Bicycle/Bicyclist 56 

Tree(s) 46 

Bike 44 

Pollution/Pollutants 42 

Aesthetics/Attractive/Beauty 40 

Environment/Environmentally 38 

Runoff 30 

Garden(s) 28 

Safety 24 

Pedestrians 17 
 
 
 

Table 6 
What is it about the Green Street concept that DOES NOT appeal to you? 

 

Response Category N=152 
Cost(s), money, taxes, expensive, spending, financial, $$ 117, 77% 

Traffic 29 

Green 28 

Parking 28 

Maintain weeds, vegetation 7 
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Potential Use of Green Streets 

Citizens were asked to identify Corvallis streets that would be a good candidate for 
conversion into a Green Street. One out of six (17%) citizens indicated they could think of 
one or more streets that would be good candidates, however not everyone named a street.  

 
Table 7 

Please list those streets below: (n = 79) 
 

Response Category 
Circle 20 Grant 11 

Kings 17 Walnut 9 

29th 13 Monroe 8 

Harrison 13   
 
Interest in the Green Street program is encouraging, 53% of the sample indicated they 
would like to stay informed and updated on the Green Street project. If Green Streets 
were available in the City of Corvallis for bicycling and pedestrian use, four out of ten 
citizens (42%) said they would be likely to use one. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Demographic Differences:  

Males are statistically more likely to say they are not at all likely to use (14%) or 
somewhat unlikely to use (12%), while females are somewhat likely to use (29%) a 
Green Street. Those 55 – 64 years old are very likely to use a Green Street (27%), 
as are those with 4 or more years of college (20%), and those who live in Council 
Ward 5 (31%). Those who live in Council Ward 1 are not at all likely to use a Green 
Street (21%). 

Figure 15:  If Green Streets were available in the City of Corvallis for bicycling and 
pedestrian use, how likely would you be to use a Green Street? (Q21)  

42% of the 
sample are 

likely to use a 
Green Street. 
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THE SAMPLE 

Transportation Used 

The majority of the sample currently has a valid driver’s license (96%). Five households 
(1%) have no licensed driver, and two respondents who do not have a license indicate 
there is one licensed driver in the house. Besides the licensed respondent, the sample has 
an average of 1 other licensed driver in the household. The most frequently mentioned 
means of transportation is a car/truck/SUV/van as the driver (73%). The second most 
frequently mentioned mode is a bicycle (11%). Three percent (3%) of the sample 
mentioned they use two or more transportation modes, equally.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Council Ward Differences: 

Those who live in Council Wards 8 and 9 are statistically more likely to be drivers 
(85% and 86%, respectively). Those who live in Council Ward 5 are statistically 
more likely to be bicyclists (23%) or use mixed modes (3%). Those from Council 
Ward 6 are statistically more likely to use public transit (3%). 

Figure 16:  What is your normal means of transportation? (Q34)  

19% of the 
households with 

1 driver have 
no others. 

58% have 1 
other driver. 

21% have 2 or 
more other 

licensed drivers 
in the house. 
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Home Ownership, Location & Size 

The majority of the sample were home owners (96%), and 17% of the sample were single –
person households, 51% were 2-person households, and 29% were households of more than 
2 persons. Only 3% of the households reported someone under the age of 18 years old. 
Almost one-fourth of the sample were from Council Ward 7 (23%). The sample distribution 
across the community of Corvallis is shown in the map of Corvallis’ Council Wards below.  
 

 

16% 

11% 

14% 

8% 

23% 

5% 
3% 

10% 

7% 

Figure 17: 
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Demographics 

Over one-half of the sample were male (55%) and 40% were female. The sample skews 
older than the census data for Corvallis. The sample has no one in the 18 – 24 year age 
category, and only two respondents fall between 25 – 34 years old. Nearly one-half of the 
sample were 65 or older (46%). 
 

 
 
Council Ward Differences: 

Those who live in Council Ward:  

5 more likely to be 45 – 54 (23%)  
1 more likely to be 55 – 64 (48%) 
3 more likely to be 35 – 44 (19%) 
 
3 more likely to be Spanish, 
Hispanic or Latino/a (8%) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

The sample is under representative of the Hispanic or Latino population. According to U.S. 
Census Bureau statistics, seven percent (7%) of Corvallis residents are Spanish, Hispanic 
or Latino/a, compared to the sample’s one percent. 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 18:  Please choose the range that includes your age: (Q41). 

Figure 19:  Do you consider yourself: (Q43). 

93% do NOT  
consider themselves 
Spanish, Hispanic or 

Latino/a 
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Corvallis is a highly educated community. Eight out of ten respondents (83%) indicated 
they have a four-year college degree or more. Combined annual household incomes also 
skew high. A high chi-square value of 105.63 (p=.001) indicates there is a relationship 
between the respondent’s age and their combined annual household income. 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Council Ward Differences: 

Those who live in Council Ward 8 were statistically more likely to have combined 
annual household incomes of $100,000 - $149,999 (25%). Those who live in 
Council Ward 6 were statistically more likely to have combined annual household 
incomes of $75,000 - $100,000 (27%). Those from Council Ward 3 were 
statistically more likely to have combined annual household incomes of $35,000 - 
$50,000 (24%), $15,000 - $25,000 (14%), or $10,000 or less (5%). 

Figure 20:  What is your annual household income? (Q47)  
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Introduction: 
The City of Corvallis received a grant from the EPA (U.S. Environmental Protection Agency) to 
explore ways that city streets can be designed to better treat storm water, beautify the 
neighborhood, and provide a safer, calmer alternative for pedestrians and cyclists. The City 
values your input and would like you to share your thoughts on this topic by completing this 
questionnaire. The questionnaire should take about five minutes to complete. Thank you. 
 

Let’s start with storm water and water quality. 
 

1. How would you rate the water quality of the streams and rivers in Corvallis? Using a rating scale 
where 5 = completely clean and 1 = completely polluted, indicate on the scale below by circling a number. 
 Completely Not very Neither clean Somewhat Completely 
 Polluted Polluted nor polluted Clean Clean 
 1 2 3 4 5 

 

2. Do you think there is a problem with the water quality of streams and rivers in Corvallis? 
 ( ) Yes ( ) No  ( ) Not sure 
 

3. Do you think the water quality of streams and rivers in Corvallis are:  

 ( ) Getting better   ( ) Staying the same ( ) Getting worse ( ) Not sure 

4. In your opinion, how important is it that the City works to improve urban streams? Using a rating 
scale where 5 = very important and 1 = not at all important, please indicate your level of satisfaction on 
the scale below by circling a number. 
 Not at all Somewhat Neither important Somewhat Very 
 Important Unimportant nor unimportant Important Important 

 1 2 3 4 5 

5. Where did you think water that enters storm drains or drainage ditches ends up?  
(Please choose all that apply from the list below, or include other location(s) not listed) 

1 ( ) Rivers and streams 4 ( ) Ditches 
2 ( ) Catch basins in the street 5 ( ) Not sure 
3 ( ) Pipes to the wastewater treatment plant 6 ( ) Other                                   

 

In this section, we’d like to know how you feel about neighborhood traffic safety and traffic 
calming, especially in relation to bicycling and walking. 
 

6. How satisfied are you with your neighborhood as a place for walking, bicycling and driving?  
Using a rating scale where 5 = very satisfied and 1 = not at all satisfied, please indicate your level of 
satisfaction on the scale below by circling a number. 
 Not at all Somewhat Neither satisfied Somewhat Very 
 Satisfied Dissatisfied nor dissatisfied Satisfied Satisfied 
 1 2 3 4 5 

Walking 1 2 3 4 5 
Bicycling 1 2 3 4 5 
Driving 1 2 3 4 5 
 

7. How often do you: Walk, Bike, Drive down neighborhood streets where you live? Would you say: 
 Extremely often(daily) Very often(weekly) Somewhat often(monthly) Infrequently(a few times a year) Never 

Drive ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 

Walk ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 

Bicycle ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 

8. How concerned are you about auto traffic on your neighborhood streets? Using a rating scale 
where 5 = very concerned and 1 = not at all concerned, please indicate your level of concern on the 
scale below by circling a number. 

 Not at all Not very Neither concerned Somewhat Very 
 Concerned Concerned nor unconcerned Concerned Concerned 
 1 2 3 4 5 
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This sections asks you to rate your level of agreement about your neighborhood using a 5-point rating scale 
where 5 = strongly agree, and 1 = strongly disagree. 
 

9. Please indicate your level of agreement with the following statements that relate to traffic volume in 
your neighborhood by circling a number:  Strongly  Neither agree  Strongly 

 Disagree Disagree nor disagree Agree Agree 
  1 2 3 4 5 

there are too many cars on my neighborhood streets 1 2 3 4 5 

I like a street with more pedestrians and bicycles and fewer cars 1 2 3 4 5 
Fewer cars on my neighborhood streets would:  

improve bicycling and walking conditions 1 2 3 4 5 

improve property values 1 2 3 4 5 

create cleaner air and water 1 2 3 4 5 
 

10.Please indicate your level of agreement with the following statements that relate to traffic speed in 
your neighborhood by circling a number: Strongly  Neither agree  Strongly 

 Disagree Disagree nor disagree Agree Agree 
  1 2 3 4 5 

I would be willing to drive more slowly if everyone else did so as well 1 2 3 4 5 n/a 

Cars are driving too fast on my neighborhood streets 1 2 3 4 5 
 

11.Please indicate your level of agreement with the following statements that relate to parking in your 
neighborhood by circling a number: Strongly  Neither agree  Strongly 

 Disagree Disagree nor disagree Agree Agree 
  1 2 3 4 5 

I would be willing to have less on-street parking in exchange for a  
low-traffic street that is welcoming to bicyclists and pedestrians 1 2 3 4 5 

Lots of available on-street car parking is important to me 1 2 3 4 5 
 

12.Please indicate your level of agreement with the following statements that relate to bicycle routes in 
your neighborhood by circling a number: Strongly  Neither agree  Strongly 

 Disagree Disagree nor disagree Agree Agree 
  1 2 3 4 5 

Drivers should not be inconvenienced to benefit bicyclists or pedestrians 1 2 3 4 5 
Low-traffic bicycle routes are good for everyone 1 2 3 4 5 

Stop signs at every other block are a barrier to bicycling 1 2 3 4 5 

If I had more low-traffic bicycle routes available to me, I would 1 2 3 4 5 n/a 
bicycle more  

The following questions are about cycling and walking routes. If this does NOT apply to 
you skip to Q. 15 on the following page 

 

The following statements will use a 5-point rating scale where 5 = very important, and 1 = not at all important. 

13. How important are each of the following factors to you when choosing a cycling or walking route? 
 Not at all Somewhat Neither important Somewhat Very 
 Important Unimportant nor unimportant Important Important 

  1 2 3 4 5 
  

Directness of route 1 2 3 4 5 

Road is aesthetically pleasing, landscaped, tree-lined 1 2 3 4 5 

There are no or few cars 1 2 3 4 5 

Safety 1 2 3 4 5 

Speed of traffic on route 1 2 3 4 5 

There are sidewalks available 1 2 3 4 5 

There is a marked bicycle lane 1 2 3 4 5 

There is good lighting 1 2 3 4 5 
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14. Please let us know about your walking and bicycling routes below. 

Please list the streets or paths where you regularly walk and bicycle. Please be as specific as 
possible by naming cross-streets as well. For example, On Main Street between Oak and Vine. 
  

List any streets or paths where you do not like to walk and bicycle (including intersections). These 
do not need to be places where you walk regularly, but can be. 
  

Finally, list any streets or paths where you enjoy to walk and bicycle. These do not need to be 
places where you walk or bicycle regularly, but can be. 
  

 

15. Have you ever heard of the term “Green Streets”?  ( ) Yes ( ) No 
 

How does the term “Green Streets” tie-in with water quality? Motor vehicles produce waste such as 
gasoline, oil and metals from brakes that falls onto our streets.  This waste is a major source of water 
pollution due to rain water runoff from city streets into our stormwater system.  Green Street treatments, 
such as rain gardens treat this polluted water before it gets into the storm water system and Willamette 
River. The City of Corvallis has installed several rain gardens in Beca as a test location.  

How does the term “Green Streets” tie-in with traffic control? Green Street features accommodate 
multiple traffic modes, particularly walking and bicycling by helping reduce traffic speeds on roadways, 
which encourage bicycling and walking.   

 

16. Prior to receiving this survey, were you familiar with this Green Street concept?  ( ) Yes ( ) No 

17. The City is considering implementing a Green Street program.  

The Green Street features would include ways to 
help reduce traffic speeds and also incorporate 
natural, landscape-based features that catch 
rainwater as a means of reducing stormwater 
pollution. An example of what a Green Street 
might look like is to the right. 

 

To what degree does the Green Street concept 
appeal to you?  
Use a rating scale where 5 = strong appeal (would like to live on a 

Green Street) and 1 = no appeal at all (no desire to live on a Green Street). 

Please indicate the appeal by circling a number  
 No Appeal Somewhat Neither appealing Somewhat  
 At All Unappealing nor unappealing Appealing Strong Appeal 

 1 2 3 4 5 
 

18. What is it about the Green Street concept that appeals/or does not appeal to you? 

  

  

19. Are there any streets in the City of Corvallis that you feel would be a good candidate to be 
converted into a Green Street? ( ) Yes ( ) No ( ) Not sure 

20. If yes: Please list those streets below. Please be as specific as possible by naming cross-
streets as well. For example, On Main Street between Oak and Vine. 
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21. If Green Streets were available in the City of Corvallis for bicycling and pedestrian use, how 
likely would you be to use a Green Street? Use a rating scale where 5 = very likely and 1 = not at all likely   
 Not at all Somewhat Neither likely Somewhat Very Don’t 
 Likely Unlikely nor unlikely Likely Likely Know 
 1 2 3 4 5 0 

In this section, we ask that you please tell us about yourself. Please remember that your 
answers are completely confidential. Again, thank you for taking the time to complete the questionnaire. 

22. Do you currently have a valid driver’s license?  1 ( ) Yes 2 ( ) No 

23. How many other licensed drivers are there in your household? ______licensed driver(s) not 
including yourself 

24. What is your normal means of transportation? (Please check just one box) 

1 ( ) Car/truck/SUV/van, as driver  5 ( ) Special transit (LIFT, RideConnection) 
2 ( ) Car/truck/SUV/van, as passenger  6 ( ) Bicycle 
3 ( ) Motorcycle  7 ( ) Walking 
4 ( ) Public transit (bus)  8 ( ) Other (please specify)  

25. Please identify the cross streets where you live.  

26. Do you rent or own your current place of residence? (Please check just one box) 

1 ( ) Rent  2 ( ) Own  3 ( ) Other (please specify)  

27. Not counting yourself, how many other people currently live in your household? _____ person(s) 
If it is only you living in your household, put a 0 as the answer and skip to Q.29. 

28. Of these other people, how many are 18 years or older? ____ 

29. Please choose the range that includes your age: 
1 ( ) 18-24 2 ( ) 25-34  3 ( ) 35-44  4 ( ) 45-54 5 ( ) 55-64 6 ( ) 65 or older 

30. Do you consider yourself either Hispanic or Latino/a? 1 ( ) Yes 2 ( ) No 
 

31. Do you consider yourself: (Please check just one box) 
1 ( )  White or Caucasian  3 ( ) Asian 5 ( ) Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander  
2 ( ) Black or African American  4 ( ) Multiracial  6 ( ) American Indian or Alaska Asian Native 
7 ( ) Other (please specify):  

 

32. What is the highest level of education that you have completed? (Please check just one box) 
1 ( )  Some high school or less  4 ( )  Trade/vocational school 7 ( ) Other (please specify): 
2 ( )  High school diploma or GED 5 ( )  Associate degree   
3 ( )  Some college  6 ( ) Four‐year college degree or more  

 

33. What is your annual household income? (Please check just one box) 
1 ( )  Less than $10,000  4 ( )  $25,000 to $34,999 7 ( ) $75,000 to $99,999 
2 ( )  $10,000 to $14,999  5 ( )  $35,000 to $49,999 8 ( ) $100,000 to $149,000 
3 ( )  $15,000 to $24,999 6 ( )  $50,000 to $74,999 9 ( )  $150,000 or more 

 

34. What is your gender? 1 ( )  Male 2 ( ) Female 
 

35. Please share any concerns or additional comments you have about the Green Street program 
or water quality in the City of Corvallis in the space below. If you want to stay informed, 
please include your contact information (name, phone or email address) 
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ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 

Citizens were provided an opportunity to add comments at the conclusion of the 
survey. Below are the unedited comments that were made. 

Q35: Please share any concerns or additional comments you have about the Green Street 
program or water quality and streams in the City of Corvallis. 
 
I live in a rental neighborhood that is innudated by OSU students driving cars; there is never any place to 
park, tickets for residents are common; the Green Street program does not look like it will provide enough 
parking;  people drive very fast on Jackson, it might slow them down; your map is very difficult to read  
(0003) 
 
 
I am not 100% against the green st concept, I just think there is too much population change for it to be safe. 
It is not suitable for a college town when there are so many new drivers and individuals from other countries.  
 
The concept would be great for a town where the population is not so heavily influenced by transitional 
residents.  (0006) 
 
 
Expense is always a big concern, especially if the individual homeowners must pay for all the upgrades and 
lose the use of the street in front of their home at the same time.  (0008) 
 
 
for the most part i think the streets of corvallis are fine as they are today.  (0009) 
 
 
Pet peeve - discontinuous sidewalks.  Sidewalks need to be continuous whether or not a house is built on the 
adjoining lot.  Should be the City's responsibility to provide and maintain sidewalks, not the adjacent property 
owner.  Green streets must be provided and maintained by the city.  (0017) 
 
 
Green street:  worried about street maintenance with bulbs, offsets, etc.  Also concerned it might annoy some 
drivers which would divert them to alternate route (eg, our wee street is very busy because people use it to 
avoid school zone and traffic lights one block away).  (0018) 
 
 
My concern is that the design slows traffic but does not cause unsafe conditions for drivers or back up traffic 
due to pinch points along the street.  I am  not sure it is a good idea on arterial streets.  (0024) 
 
 
It sounds great.  (0029) 
 
 
I am very annoyed with the city for providing more "student" services and helping OSU rather than 
concentrating on working people who are living close to the edge. If you choose to spend my tax money on 
this, I'll be extremely annoyed if it is used primarily to improve the peri-campus area instead of downtown, or 
in non-student neighborhoods.  (0032) 
 
 
Traffic circles are a waste of time and dollars. Stop signs work best.  (0033) 
 
 
Very interested in the Green Street program. I am retired and would like to volunteer to help out if any 
positions are available.  (0037) 
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Corvallis has taken away too much of the on street use by vehicles which is the primary source for the 
construction, maintenance and repair.  Discouraging the use thereof will result in a reduction in funds which 
means that the city will have to raise taxes, most likely in the form of fees, which I consider exorbitant 
already.  (0039) 
 
 
How will the program be funded?  (0043) 
 
 
The green street concept is attractive for residential areas. I think some routes need to be preserved for 
efficient flow of traffic. Streets such as Harrison, Van Buren, Walnut, 53rd.  (0044) 
 
 
There should be proper street cleaning now. in the college areas there must be alternate side street cleaning 
where a "no parking on this side" is brought into play. This so the garbage collected in the gutters is picked 
up. One plan is Tuesdays (one side) and Thursdays (the other side) no parking until 8am. The cleaner comes 
through before 8am. This was a system in use at Rutgers University in 1983. Running a street cleaner without 
this type of cleaning to the curb misses 95% of the job to be done ... or as they say in NJ "your spinning your 
wheels"  (0055) 
 
 
Dixon creek at circle has been impacted by the development on timber hill. It runs with a greater sediment 
load than formerly. In my neighborhood - just west of the old Albertson's - the streets have been repaved so 
much that the gutters don't drain. I only have a dry patch for elderly ladies to get out of the car if I go and 
sweep it empty after every rainstorm. The handicapped crossings in my neighborhood all have puddles in front 
of them all winter long. This could be solved from a technical point of view; don't know about the money - but 
these are longstanding issues and the city has accrued more than a little ill-will (not just mine) for failing to 
address these drainage issues.  (0063) 
 
 
Sounds like a great concept!!  (0066) 
 
 
Clean water is very important,   Pleasant safe streets are very important.   What can we afford.   What has 
higher priority.   We all want Utopia but our pocket books want reality.   Please make all your decisions on 
realistic advise and facts.  (0070) 
 
 
None.  (0073) 
 
 
This project reminds me of social engineering.  For me we have other priorities that we need to address, like 
effective economic development.  (0074) 
 
 
What is the potential cost of this program? Why is it being considered in a time of fiscal austerity?  (0076) 
 
 
The city appears to take water issues seriously.  Would like to see the Willamette cleaner.  (0077) 
 
 
Need to balance on-street parking with bike paths and sidewalks. Maybe ONE side of the road can have 
parking along the road while the other side is free rather than eliminating all street side parking. Or, 
alternately, designate key roads and streets within neighborhoods that have the green street concept and 
having other streets not be green street so parking wouldn't be more than a block away and still providing 
good transportation routes for walkers and bikers. Excited to see this concept be expanded! Many times I 
don't walk or bike because I am concerned for safety. This would "nudge" me to use alternative forms more 
often and my car less often.  (0087) 
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I would like to see trees that are going to be plant be careless trees and they do not grow taller than 8-10 feet 
and if possible the trees that stays green always, like a pine trees. Also, the power lights which are going to 
be used on each side of the street can be designed that will work with solar systems.  (0090) 
 
 
The pedestrian crossing lights on Circle don't make sense.  As a pedestrian when I push the button I can't tell 
that the lights are flashing for the cars.  Can we have a signal that the pedestrian can see?  (0095) 
 
 
I am VERY concerned that this NOT increase taxes to pay for it!  (0096) 
 
 
I don't know much about the city's programs, including water quality.  Shame on me. 

I do know that this is a very poor survey.  (0109) 
 
 
I'm more concerned about art and cultural issues and enhancements, increasing the inventory of housing that 
families can afford, attracting family wage jobs, reducing the red tape for building projects, requiring OSU to 
provide adequate parking, etc.  (0110) 
 
 
We are satisfied with the City's current efforts.  (0114) 
 
 
monitor and enforce laws in place. In this economy do we really have money to spend on these additions. 
Appreciate city asking for opinions but how much did this research firm charge the city?  (0117) 
 
 
Refer back to previous questions  (0120) 
 
 
I live on Dixon Creek (since 1989)and "clean" it by walking up the creek bed from Grant to Garfield three 
times a year.  Over the last twenty years I have removed an ENORMOUS amount of trash from people 
'partying' along the creek and throwing their trash into it.  Also, some of the neighbors behind the Grant 
Baptist Church (and 50 yards upstream) have pushed yard waste over the bank and into the creek.  Dixon 
Creek's water quality has gotten worse because of all the building up on Timberhill that the city allowed...and 
we risk flooding every year because the city did not care about the residents downstream of the development. 
So small improvements get offset by large developments that never should have occurred if water quality is a 
real issue for the city.  (0121) 
 
 
I believe the City puts more effort into "green" projects and efforts than bigger issues like entry-level family 
housing.  Build a new family-wage affordable home development, make that a "green street," and you have 
created a win-win for two groups: the sustainability crowd and the people who work in Corvallis but can't 
afford to live here.  (0122) 
 
 
I believe that the water quality in Corvallis is very good. This is due to good work by the city in the past. I feel 
this type of project is over the top and unecessary. The final result is higher operating costs for the city. 
Corvallis is already looking at budget shortfalls in the near future and we do not need to add to the costs. 

I cannot recall ever seeing brake parts from a car laying in the streets. Using that example to justify this study 
is a real stretch. In short I do not feel the study is necessary.  (0123) 
 
 
Green Streets are good ideas; however, they will NOT mitigate the effects of 25,000 or more folks enrolled at 
OSU adding to the wastewater stream each time they flush on campus or in their off-campus housing.  (0124) 
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Sounds very good.  NOW, if we could only get a city council that was not in the pocket of the developers we 
would be in good shape.  (0125) 
 
 
How will the City pay for it, especially the Green Street amenities? I never used to realize that a lot of street 
runoff does NOT get treated before it enters the Willamette or Marys or Dixon Creek...and its full of crap from 
vehicles, plus dust, trash, etc. It's a big problem that's hard to solve. Our storm drains and other treatment 
systems are great, though, and Corvallis has done a good job of trying to clean up our act as far as our 
waterways.  (0127) 
 
 
Very expensive.  Will raise taxes.  (0131) 
 
 
the green street program sounds dandy; but, so far as the willamette river particularly and the marys, too, 
upstream pollution sources need to be addressed, specifically the industrial runoff this side of harrisburg; the 
effluent from one lumber processing plant turns the river black  (0135) 
 
 
Like the concept but balanced with budget constraints and other city services that need budget. Police and fire 
come first, schools and health care 2nd. 

I see that the streams are prett much drainage ditches and would be great to see community improvements 
where desired but I do not want to see city regulations on farmers and  (0137) 
 
 
Be careful what you do. Be careful imposing too much nanyism on us. And, take care in your spending money 
and driving up our taxes -- including water/sewer bills.  (0139) 
 
 
Appreciate recent work to improve storm drains in my neighborhood (long needed).  (0140) 
 
 
Thanks to the City of Corvallis for pursuing these efforts to improve the water quality of our local rivers and 
streams, and for continued efforts to improve safety along walking and biking routes. Don't stop!  (0141) 
 
 
Cost of the program and which services might need to be cut to sponsor it, or the addition of new fees/taxes 
to homeowners, when everyone from city residents to non-resident OSU students, will benefit from the 
changes w/o any expense to them  (0143) 
 
 
No comments at this time.  (0144) 
 
 
After just returning from a trip to the Netherlands, we would love to see Corvallis use bikes to the extent they 
do there. The infrastructure makes it easy and very safe for bikers. Car drivers are much more aware, but 
having separate bike lanes and traffic lights adjusted solely for bikes (as well as pedestrians) makes it much 
safer. Corvallis is already ahead of the game in the states, but way behind by Dutch standards. It's something 
worth aspiring to!  (0145) 
 
 
Green Streets should not be a substitute for serious, finely grained, high quality, compact, pedestrian friendly 
land use. Low density development with "Green" features on agricultural and resource land is still sprawl. 
Private motor vehicle use and storage is perhaps the biggest obstacle to a clean, compact, attractive and well 
functioning community. Any effort to balance the effects of motor vehicles is welcome, as long as it is part of a 
larger picture of what the city should/could be. (0148) 
 
 
Don't let the Green Zealots get carried away.  They don't know what the costs are and where the money 
comes from to pay them.  (0149) 
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Need more bicycle enforcement of rules of riding!  (0150) 
 
 
Would like to see efforts continue to promote green streets.  (0151) 
 
 
Making the area truly green in the face of the ingrained automobile mentality  (0156) 
 
 
The Green Street Program will be costly and limiting to future financial livability for lower income citizens.  
Please focus on program reductions and lean government rather than on ever expanding financial obligations 
to our poorer citizens.  (0157) 
 
 
I'm concerned that Corvallis will not invest the time and money to make it work, like something comparable to 
Talking Water Gardens in Albany.  (0162) 
 
 
Love it!  (0169) 
 
 
Probably 75% of Corvallis residents have no issues or concerns with getting around town.  The other 25% live 
or work near campus.  I can see from the questionnaire that the issue of traffic near campus is what is behind 
all of this.  These streets are narrow, have lots of cross streets, are not that well lit and are dangerous to all 
users.  A "green" street doesn't help with congestion and doesn't get rid of distractions.  A green street will 
simply cause other streets to be more heavily used and just moves the problem to other streets. 

It is just plain scary to drive on some of these streets at dawn and dusk when at any time a distracted student 
wearing dark clothing simply steps off the curb and into traffic.  I fear not seeing a student in time.  This is 
not simply an issue of telling motorists to use another route or closing off streets when there are so few 
alternatives. 

Corvallis' engineering staff should count themselves lucky.  In the 35 years I've lived here, the population has 
increased less than 20 thousand.  No well thought out improvements to traffic safety or congestion downtown 
or near campus have occurred in those 35 years except for the bypass (which is ODOT not Corvallis).  No, a 
bulb out with a sculpture shaped oddly like a person is not an improvement and neither is a green street.   

A possible worthwhile improvement may be to make Harrison between Kings and 36th a major (wider) 
collector street with no cross walks other than at Kings, 25th, 29th and 35th.  Close most cross walks on 
Harrison and Van Buren east of Kings and add signaled cross walks every three to five blocks between Kings 
and 9th. (0171) 
 
 
Mary's river probably has a lot of upstream pollution from farms  (0174) 
 
 
I think this is an interesting idea and hope it is successful.  (0175) 
 
 
In my neighborhood street lighting is poor; as a result I am reluctant to walk or ride bikes after dark.  (0176) 
 
 
My biggest concern about the streets around my home Merrie, Witham Dr. and Polk is that the new traffic 
light at Harrison and 36th street has caused a huge amount of traffic increase before 8 am and after 4 pm 
Monday-Saturday with cars/commercial trucks, school buses, etc. cutting through on our residential street to 
avoid the traffic light. It has made our streets very dangerous for all of us, but especially for the families that 
live here with young children walking to the bus/playing. We requested a stop sign at the corners in this area 
and these cars cutting through to avoid the light don't even stop at the stop signs. 
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For the Green Street program I have concerns about trees planted in the street area causing bikes, 
pedestrians and cars to not have clear visibility down the street which could cause accidents.  (0179) 
 
 
IMHO, the most valuable contribution to walking/biking appeal and overall livability is urban forestry. The 
most beautiful streets in Corvallis are the ones that are tree-lined. Street rain gardens may be useful in areas 
that frequently flood. For other areas, I would much prefer that the money be spent planting and maintaining 
our urban forest.  (0180) 
 
 
I would have enjoyed the intro including something about how competitve the grant winning process was and 
how well served we are by our Public Works staff.  (0183) 
 
 
Needs to be a trade-off of safety and efficiency.  Too much safety causes confusion and more time in car 
polluting the air by sitting and waiting for cars to move.  (0184) 
 
 
The top priority is to get the city finances in order.  When we have a healthy savings we can look into these 
stupid green ideas.  A homeless shelter would be a better way to blow money.  (0186) 
 
 
It seems too often the city of Corvallis finds a reason to remove old trees from the streets - old trees that do 
not need removing, if creative methods would be used to circumvent problems with roots, etc.  The Green 
Street program should definitely NOT be yet another reason for tree removal.  (0187) 
 
 
I like the idea of trying to clean the water before it gets to the rivers and streams and like the green street 
program as implemented on Beca.  On the picture you showed, it looked like the lanes were offset from one 
block to the next.  As a driver, I find streets like this a bit difficult to navigate.  Perhaps you're doing that to 
slow traffic, but I think places like that just confuse drivers and make them wonder what on earth you were 
thinking.  Also, as you get closer to the university, parking is really an issue, so I think that putting green 
streets there might be problematic.  I'd like to know how the people who live near the current test gardens on 
Beca like them and whether they find them challenging to navigate, especially for parking.  If they don't have 
major issues with them, I wouldn't mind having one on my street.  (0188) 
 
 
Costs.  Property owners should not burden the costs of these projects when so many other persons benefit 
from them especially the students at OSU.  Renters and students should share equally in the costs.  (0192) 
 
 
I understand that many people are dependent on their cars and some would not know what to do if they had 
no car.  But we must start getting people to use other forms of transportation.  We cannot expect to be using 
fossil fuels much longer.  The life style main stream America has, is not sustainable and we need to change.  
We can start to change now slowly and thoughtfully or all at once with major angst and disruption.  Climate 
change is occurring. We need to do all we can to reduce our carbon out-put and help nature absorb the excess 
carbon that's currently out there.  Thus Green Street programs.  I'm all for it.  (0193) 
 
 
Has this been a big secret--I never hear anyone talking about it, or see anything in the newspaper.  (0197) 
 
 
Please add walking/biking path along Harrison from 53rd to LDS church  (0199) 
 
 
It sounds nice but very expensive.  I am not infavor spending an inordinate amount of tax funds on the project.(0202) 
 
 
Urban runoff and agricultural runoff are probably the largest concerns for pollution to the streams in Corvallis.  
The Halsey paper mill is probably our largest concern to water quality in the Willamette besides agricultural 
runoff.  (0204) 
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Cost in times of tight budgets with other maintenance issues already falling behind.  (0206) 
 
 
Not so sure about this green Street Program idea . Need some concincing .  (0207) 
 
 
I am encouraged by this survey as it indicates a high level of interest in a healthy community environment 
that encourages citizens to be active and outdoors. Thank you.  (0212) 
 
 
I think the green street program is a fine undertaking, but only in the event of a surplus of funds. There are 
many other ways to spend our tax money in keeping the fine quality of life in Corvallis, such as law 
enforcement and keeping our city safe.  I would like to add my agreement with a lot of people in town that 
think that OSU should "pay their fair share" for all the city services they receive.  Yes, businesses in Corvallis 
reap the benefits of the student population, but what do the rest of the citizens of Corvallis get other than 
vandalism, loud parties, etc. without repercussion.  No funds in the budget to follow up and prosecute many of 
these cases.  Why doesn't OSU produce their own police agency like UofO.  That would give some relief to the 
city's enforcement.  I'm a beaver fan, I just get a little disgusted when I see broken bottles in the streets and 
other vandalism.  Sorry for getting of the subject.  Thanks for an opportunity to vent.  (0215) 
 
 
I THINK YOUR DOING OKAY.  (0217) 
 
 
The Mill Race stream in South Corvallis is pretty filthy.  (0219) 
 
 
You are wasting our taxpayers money.  Stop the project  (0221) 
 
 
how will it be funded  (0222) 
 
 
Go Green Streets!!!  (0223) 
 
 
Keep it going!  (0228) 
 
I drive the speed limit on and this may irritate my neighbors.  I think it is important to slow traffic down.  
(0229) 
 
 
Water quality of the Willamette River is a concern, both for fish and humans.  We are "downstream" of many 
other communities, industrial discharge sources and agriculture waste that we cannot control alone. Solutions 
need to be regional with all parties working equally to solve the problem. 

The proposed discharge water cooling solution does not seem to be well researched - at least all of the options 
have not been proposed to the public. Other communities (Albany and Silverton) have made use of alternate 
solutions that help to clean and cool discharge water before that water reaches the Willamette and major 
tributaries.  Corvallis Parks Dept should not have the power to dictate how discharge water is cleaned and 
cooled before reaching the Willamette River. 

We all know that the earth has an enormous capacity to provide cooling and heating through the process of 
geothermal heat exchange. Rather than only relying on "cooling ponds" to help control discharge water temps, 
the City should also look at the possibility of achieving lower discharge temps by sending discharge water 
through a series of burried pipes that allow the discharge water to be cooled through geothermal exchange 
with the surrounding soil.  (0233) 
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I am not familiar at all about water quality but would think it most important to find out where the main 
pollution comes from in streams and test ways to mitigate it. Of course, there is lots of information on the 
Willamette River, but the city may not have much influence over it since much pollution comes from upstream 
places and the state is more involved.  (0234) 
 
 
None  (0237) 
 
 
This isn't really about the focus of your questionnaire, but there needs to be better solutions to having cars 
and bikes share the roads safely. Even if all bicyclists obeyed all traffic laws (which they don't), there is still 
the problem for drivers making right turns across bike lanes.  It is very easy to not notice that a bike has 
come up on your right.  (0238) 
 
 
May not be part of this study but parking is becoming an issue due to growth at OSU.  I've lived in this 
neighborhood for over 20 years and there was never any student housing on my block until the past year or 
two.  Last year there were 3 student rentals and this year there are two and the other house is up for sale.  
We've had no problems with the students other than parking.  This could change if more homes are rented to 
students.  The biggest issue is allowing 5 unrelated people in a house.  Two houses result in 10 cars and the 
driveway holds one or two.  That's only two houses.  The rest of the homes on the block don't have that many 
total and rarely park on the street.  It's compounded by the fact that we're a block or two from CHS where the 
students park.  (0240) 
 
 
Speed bumps are very bad for bicycles. If you hit a speed bump on a bicycle, you can be knocked into traffic. 
Speed bumps should always be installed so that bikes can get around them at their ends.  

Cars and trucks that park in bike lanes should be ticketed. When road work is blocking a bike lane, the traffic 
cones, etc. shoudl be set up to provide bikes a safe route. 

Also, often the city paves streets in such a way that a storm gutter in a bike lane is below the level of the 
pavement, creating a hazard for bicycles.  

Also, traffic lights that change in response to car traffic often do not change in response to bicycles, meaning 
that a bicyclist either has to run the light, or get off the bike to find a pedestrian button.  

Finally, we should change the law for bicycles so that they can coast through intersections with stop signs as 
long as there is no traffic danger; this would be safer than requiring them to stop, because the bike could get 
through the intersection in less time.  (0242) 
 
 
Very much appreciate the project.  Hope it can address my concerns. thanks again  (0245) 
 
 
More bike lanes and wider bike lanes.  I'd bike on major streets like Walnut, Circle, and 9th if the bike lanes 
were wider . As those streets now are, bikers have no margin for error, especially on Circle and 9th, and wider 
lanes work better with three-while bikes. Poor surface with ruts and bumps also add to biking hazards. Easier, 
safer biking means fewer cars on the road and a greener Corvallis.  (0246) 
 
 
A waste of time.  The biggest problem in front of the City is to deal with pension and medical costs for 
employees.  Why start another "fee; good" project when we can't pay for existing services?  (0249) 
 
 
Make sure that these projects are designed to handle stormwater without adding to potential flooding.  The 
drainage structure in our neighborhood is at such a low gradient and so choked with trees that the city 
planted that it flooded between Highway 99 and the creek crossing on Conifer Blvd last year, something that 
did not happen in 1996 or 1998 when the drainage was maintained and the brush was removed.  Remember 
that this drainage structure was created by the City in order to develop the Village Green neighborhood to 
handle stormwater.  (0250) 
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My main concern is that this is a luxury that Covallis can not afford.  (0253) 
 
 
Dixon Creek has MAJOR issues that the city needs to address.  It is regularly sluffing off or slipping.  We have 
been reporting this to the city for a few years and finally this year they MAY be trying to address it, but the 
permitting process and other delays in beginning addressing this issue have increased the damage along our 
property.   The problem has gotten worse over the last 25 years, as buildings have been built and more 
concrete poured to the north of us.  (Property just north of Walnut Blvd and the many houses north toward 
the Timberhill area.)  The water levels have continued to increase in Dixon Creek, the city workers annually 
walk the creek bank in late summer 'trimming' but their efforts resulted in the loss of at least one tree, which 
the city workers subsquently cut down and the major damage to our creek bank began.  The city has said it is 
likely the repair work will not begin until late summer 2013, our first reporting of this is already over 3 years 
ago.  The City needs to address reported concerns of the creek damage before any expenditures are made to 
support Green Street programs!   We are not the only people in our neighborhood dealing with this type of 
issue or concern with the city at this time.  (0254) 
 
 
In would be nice to back off on the 'nice to have' until we can afford to adequately take care of the 'need to 
have.' (0255) 
 
 
Speeds on city streets are too fast, more speed bumps should be installed and used. Also, certain corners 
should have curbs painted yellow to prohibit parking in dangerous traffic areas.  (0256) 
 
 
You are ill timed (economic downturn) AND miss the big picture!!!  The Willamette is the main body of water 
that all other streams  feed in to.  If the condition of the Willamette is not improved by requiring strict 
environmental controls or shutting down  the Halsey plants , what is the point?  The streams in Corvallis are 
basically for flood control.I am moderate and liberal in my views,  but this whole survey and its direction are 
too extreme  for me to support. Even EPA money is PUBLIC money. Don't think "Use it or Loose it" is the best 
way to view this situation.  (0257) 
 
 
Speed bumps only do damage to cars and have no effect on traffic. They waste city money and do not appear 
to effect traffic flow or patterns. 

Small traffic circles are very dangerous. People speed straight thru them at full speed and ignore the rules 
that apply to them. When driving I have been nearly hit three or four times on the one on Garfield. When 
driving my motor home I have to turn and back up and then repeat to get around æ of it (same as left turn) 
going from Garfield to Highland.  

If you are going to use traffic circles use full size ones like they use in Europe. People have to go around them 
and follow the laws.  

Please do not put any traffic circle on 53rd. A stop light would be far safer. The people coming down from the 
development on the hill more often than not do stop at that stop sign. With a smaller traffic circle I predict 
there will be a lot of deaths. (0259) 
 
 
I have no concerns about the program.  I have concerns that some will question spending money on these 
projects at this time.  Others will balk at anything that seems to slow motor vehicle traffic and/or promotes 
bike operations at the expense of drivers' options.  (0262) 
 
 
I want future development to be accountable for the downstream impact on the  health of the urban streams, 
and the flood management implications.  (0263) 
 
 
Spending money on this is not necessary.  If you are patient the price of gasoline will become so high that 
people will stop driving gasoline powered vehicles.  Cars will self deport themselves from the streets.  (0265) 
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Our drinking water can never be too free of pathogens and harmful chemicals. We citizens pay high enough 
property taxes here in Corvallis for the city to do whatever it needs to to keep our potable water clean. So, 
let's get to it.  (0268) 
 
 
This is about traffic, please pass along: 

Traffic on 35th from Harrison to Western is an increasing problem for those needing to cross/exit/enter side 
streets 

It would be helpful to have a speed board placed on 35th at the corner of Orchard/35th to remind folks that 
they need to hit 25 mph inbound; stationing the police there on a regular basis would also help. Mark a cross 
walk at corner 35th/Jackson would be helpful...there is a school bus stop at that corner and many children 
need to cross 35th to reach that location.  

Increase no parking zone from corners would increase visibility; as it is, cars, especially large vehicles, parked 
close to crossing obscure visibility and make crossing difficult/dangerous.  (0278) 
 
 
As I stated earlier, this is a waste of tax payer money.  Change your design plan to enable larger lots and 
discourage the high density housing areas.  Lot size should be a minimum of 1/4 acre.  (0280) 
 
 
How would it be funded?  The city seems to be in a tough financial situation.  This is a great idea but there 
needs to be a long term financing plan so the areas are kept up.  (0285) 
 
 
I am an avid river boater, and I donate money and have memberships in both the Willamette River Keepers, 
and American Rivers.  I'm also a past board member in the Willamette Kayak & Canoe Club.  I do want 
Corvallis to do it's part in returning water to the Willamette as clean as financially reasonable. 

Having said that, I do not want any of my tax dollars spent trying to push people out of their cars. 

Please do arrest drivers for using vehicles that leak oil onto the pavement or spew exhaust into the air beyond 
the levels which could pass an EPA inspection.  I think this may do more good than spending my tax money 
on Bio-diesel for the city buses. 

Many thanks to the people who worked so hard to provide inexpensive bike lanes sharing the same asphalt as 
cars so I've been able to enjoy safe biking in Corvallis far more than anywhere else I ever lived.  For me it's 
been a great 25 years of biking to work, to the store, and for pleasure.  (0290) 
 
 
Fix what you have before moving into new projects.  (0291) 
 
 
Very strongly support the Green Streets program! Thanks. (0293) 
 
 
I'm concerned about the increasing number of students and negative impact it will have on our towns 
resources.  Water quality will suffer from to much demand and use, more use more pollution.    Traffic 
problems are already noticeable and getting very stressful.   But, us long term community members went 
unheard about our concerns and OSU wants to grow an even larger student population.  (0298) 
 
 
Leave well enough alone!  We don't need to spend money we don't have just to be politically correct !  (0301) 
 
 
I am interested in the Green Street program but do not want anything shoved into the neighborhood without 
the consent of the neighbors. I would like to see sidewalks in the neighborhood. I am not a bike rider and 
probably never will be on a consistent basis. I don't want the routes I use to be shut down for bicycles. I do 
want to see more enforcement of traffic laws for both autos and bikes. I am tired of cars speeding down West 
Hills Road, and I am tired of seeing bicyclists riding through stop signs and red lights without stopping. I want 
turn signals from bicyclists to be the norm rather than a pleasing exception.  (0302) 



APPENDIX – VERBATIM OPEN-END COMMENTS  

 41 

I would appreciate more frequent street-sweeping to keep pollution and debris out of the storm water system  
(0304) 
 
 
It's about the pedestrian crossing light in front of the South Co-op. There are two flashing yellow lights, one 
higher than the other, which flash alternately. The lower one is hidden by a sign so that when approaching the 
light only the top one can be seen as it flashes every other time. By the time it registers with a driver, it can 
be too late to stop in time. This is bad design. Also the lights should at least be changed to red, which would 
be more apt to be spotted in time. This situation is an accident waiting to happen. Please pass this on to the 
appropriate department.  (0306) 
 
 
While a nice idea for the long term, city funds are so tight right now that I believe there are more pressing 
needs unless outside funds are available to pay for the work.  (0307) 
 
 
Any steps the City can take to prevent localized flooding along Conifer Boulevard and the surrounding 
neighborhoods would be appreciated.  (0312) 
 
 
I THINK TRAFFIC CIRCLES ARE DANGEROUS AND STUPID.  I ALSO NOTICE ON THE IMAGE SHOWING THE 
"GREEN STREET" THAT THE STREET ON THE OTHER SIDE OF THE INTERSECTION DOES NOT LINE UP WITH 
THE STREET ON THE NEAR SIDE; THIS PHENOMENON OF STREETS JOGGING SIDEWAYS AT INTERSECTIONS 
IS ALREADY A BIG PROBLEM IN CORVALLIS AND IS DANGEROUS.  (0314) 
 
 
I think there are too many cars on the streets.  (0316) 
 
 
It's about time Corvallis get on the Green Street program! I'm shocked by the push-back from Corvallis 
citizens about a simple proposed traffic circle, when most the rest the world uses them with no issues! So I 
would expect lots of folks to oppose Green Streets, too, because it puts automobiles in a secondary position 
(where they should be, given the impending impact of Peak Oil). But Green Streets will help everything from 
obesity and general health to environmental degradation. I would like to see Alexander Avenue as a Green 
Street, because cars and trucks hurtle down this fairly wide street at high rates of speed! Also: the traffic 
generated by events at the Crystal Lake Sports fields is astonishing, with many cars carrying only a parent 
and child. Seems more carpooling to the complex should be encouraged, or if riding bikes was easier, maybe 
more people would ride to the complex. How about getting a bike path through Evanite so bikers can avoid 
the very dangerous intersections on S. 3rd St. at the Crystal Lake Dr. and at the Coop.  (0317) 
 
 
I appreciate the efforts to keep our community safe and with a healthy quality of life.  (0322) 
 
 
I think it sounds like a very good plan and hope that it is successful.  Thanks for working on this project. (0324) 
 
 
The City spends too much time worrying about being "green" and not enough time addressing safety of 
property owners from flood events and fire risk.  Many streets are in disrepair and need sidewalks and curbs, 
but the city is focusing on bike lanes that are seldom used.  The city is not addressing beaver dams in Dunawi 
Creek by Starker Arts Park.  The city is not addressing animal waste and water quality in Dunawi Creek from 
beavers and nutria.  Neighboring landowners, including the City, have trees & shrubbery eaten and damaged 
constantly.  (0327) 
 
 
The current traffic circle(s) is worthless and ineffective - get rid of it. 

Requiring lane changes when crossing an intersection I feel is bad design and hazardous. One horror story 
example is Kings and Buchanan.  Imagine visitor in town, dark, raining, winter so most of the l  (0328) 



APPENDIX – VERBATIM OPEN-END COMMENTS  

 42 

Another really bad area for bikes is NW Coolidge between Grant and Fillmore. I have to drive on that street 
about 10 times a day, and nobody seems to realize there is a stop sign at all the intersections. I have come 
close to being hit numerous times by people that run their stop signs entering Coolidge. Even a painted stop 
lign would help drivers see where to stop so they didn't keep going through that intersection. I consider that a 
really dangerous place for bikes. There are no bike lanes there, either. 

How is the green street program going to be paid for? I really hope that doesn't result in more taxes. I resent 
the fact that I pay for free buses when I pay my utility bill. We didn't even get to vote on that one. The city 
bus is so inconveniently scheduled that I couldn't consider using it to get anywhere in a timely manner, and 
the buses in my neighborhood are mostly empty. If I was going to use it, I would be happy to pay per use. 
Are they just going to decide to create green streets and then expect us to pay for it? There are a lot of good 
ideas out there, and in a perfect world, we'd be able to afford them.  (0330) 
 
 
  Some of these questions sound like they favor answers to keep people out of cars or to make cars move 
more slowly.  I think Corvallis drivers already drive too slow and it leads to sluggish traffic flow, especially in 
areas where there are a lot of traffic lights. ,People are going to use cars and making them drive slow or idle 
at lights just decreases gas mileage.  Less time on the road means less fuel usage. 

  I used to commute to work on my bike and I walk a lot so I am not anti bike or anti pedestrian.  We have 
great bike paths and areas to walk here in Corvallis, in fact Corvallis has received awards for it.  I think this is 
a good thing as is the idea of drainage areas to clean street water before it hits the treatment plant, but it 
shouldn't be used as an excuse to make car travel less efficient.  The fact is, most of the year it is very 
unpleasant riding a bike due  to the weather.  If you are concerned about bike safety, educate the bike riders.  
On the street near my house, I see bikers riding on the sidewalk from both directions, riding on the wrong 
side of the road in the bike path, not  using a light at night, and changing sides whenever it suits them.  
Admittedly most of these are students, but I need to have my head on a swivel when I am trying to enter 
traffic around here. 

I used to be an environmentalist and my education and vocation are in that field.  Lately the 'Greens' have 
gotten so extreme in their thinking that it is difficult to support them. For example, in Portland, they are 
planning a $70 million dollar bridge that won't allow any cars.  Just walkers, bikers, buses and trains.  I see it 
being empty a lot of the time.  At the same time that thinking is trying to limit the number of lanes on the I-5 
Columbia crossing to discourage people from using it. I-5 is a parking lot much of the day near the current 
bridge, hundreds of cars idling, polluting the air and there are people who want to keep that going.  (0332) 
 
 
Green Street program is very promising as a way of improving the quality of Corvallis streets.  (0334) 
 
 
Generally in favor of green streets, but with students increasingly moving into "single family dwellings" in our 
neighborhood, on-street parking is needed for four to five cars per house!  Many of the homes in our 
neighborhood do not have garages or driveways.  (0335) 
 
 
remove all roundabouts and speed bumps as they slow down emergency vehicles.  (0336) 
 
 
Who will maintain the green elements that are being considered?  (0339) 
 
 
The Green Street Program is too expensive to endeavor under current budget constraints.  (0342) 
 
 
As I indicated in an earlier question, the financial crisis that is occuring not only in Corvallis, but around the 
country,  does not warrant funds to be spent on the Green Street program.   I believe we are doing a very 
good job with the systems that are currently in place and we do not need to be spending any more of our 
limited resources on Green Streets.  (0347) 
 
 



APPENDIX – VERBATIM OPEN-END COMMENTS  

 43 

Bike lanes should not be on any street or roadways.  Bike paths should be provided at the cost of those who 
use them.  (0349) 
 
 
I do not feel the City has sufficient discretionary resources available for projects such as Green Streets. Excess 
revenue could better be used to further normal livability issues (homeless, hunger, poverty, etc) rather than 
feel-good projects that make us "greener than Portland"  (0350) 
 
 
I think Corvallis is a great place to live.  (0353) 
 
 
I am a very strong supporter of nonpolluting sustainable transportation that encourages community rather 
than isolates people. Encouraging walking best, then biking, free public transportation. Reduce use of polluting 
gasoline engines, especially cars and trucks should be a top local and national priority.  (0355) 
 
 
Parking is very very tight in this neighborhood. Current development of student rentals is a serious problem 
which makes redevelopment of green streets a real nightmare! Several student rentals (within one block of 
my home) have 4-7 vehicles regularly using street parking. If green street development goes forward - which 
it should for water quality reasons - residential parking limits will be necessary. 2-3 street permits per 
household max. Developing student housing rental in residential neighborhoods has to stop - it is a major 
barrier to redeveloping green streets and maintaining livability!  (0357) 
 
 
I think it is important that the city of Corvallis enforce the ordinances relative to keeping shrubs and tree 
limbs clear of the sidewalks and streets.  I get tired of getting hit in the head by tree branches while walking 
on sidewalks or being crowded off sidewalks by shrubs taking up a quarter to 1/3 of the sidewalk. There is no 
excuse for not seeing that homeowners abide by the rules.  It is important for both the safety and the 
enjoyment of citizens walking on the sidewalks.  (0360) 
 
 
I am concerned that there is not enough parking to accommodate all the cars for the rentals that have been 
built for college/rental housing.  There is not enough off street parking, therefore streets are overcrowded 
with on street parking which makes for driving down a narrow street difficult if there is an on coming car.  
Traffic noise is also an issue in my neighborhood and several neighborhoods due to the overpass.  There 
should have been a sound barrier built when they built the overpass.  Traffic volume and speed have 
increased over the years and will probably continue to increase.  Also there is more truck traffic using the over 
pass to go to the coast.  (0361) 
 
 
Who is paying for this?  (0366) 
 
 
Maintenance of Green Streets.  Escalating costs of storm water runoff program.   

In an aside, I am not convinced that the testing for Backflow is necessary.  I realize that it is a state 
mandated test, but realistically, how many incidences of sprinkler system backflow failures have led to even a 
trace of water pollution?  Each sprinkler system user must pay in excess of $40 to have a licensed inspector 
turn in a report.  An enormous amount of time, money, and labor goes into the collection of this data, which 
must be over 95% satisfactory.  I hope Corvallis can inquire to the State Water Quality Board as to the 
necessity of this inspection.  (0367) 
 
 
As a property owner, I am concerned with adding to our already stressful level of financial responsibility. Our 
personal income is having a great deal of difficulty keeping up with what is already required. This year has 
seen additional payments added to our water bill for the support of city programs that are not actually 
water/sewer. This is in addition to having increasing property taxes. We just can not continue in this direction. 
Our budget will not allow for everything we "would like" to have.  (0368) 
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The green program would reduce parking space and cause annoyances in driving (offset lanes, speed bumps, 
traffic circles) 

It would be more feasible if there was not a push to increase housing densities.  If everyone had a quarter 
acre then there could be offstreet parking, more trees and vegetation, less water drainage, etc. 

Money spent on the green program could be used to maintain and improve sewer systems so that there was 
not water backup in stormy weather.  Also water sewage bills are already extravagant and contain too many 
extraneous fees.  (0372) 
 
 
I enjoyed taking the survey and learning about Green Streets. 

Just wishing ... 

Albuquerque, New Mexico has pedestrian bridges for crossing busy roadways.  Architecturally these arches are 
quite appealing.  I haven't seen many in Oregon, perhaps because our geography is different.  Nevertheless 
pedestrian bridges can be beautiful.  (0375) 
 
 
We do not believe that we should be spending alot of our property tax dollars on this type of program, called 
Green Street. With the economy as it is, people are having enough problems making ends meet, without 
spending our tax dollars needlessly! The City should live within its budget and not be asking for money at this 
time!! (0377) 
 
 
I am retiring next year and will be on a lower fixed income, 1/3 of what I make now.  How much will this 
increase my property taxes?  (0380) 
 
 
It would be great if there were actions that homeowners could take on their own to improve water quality, 
such as specific planting guidelines for the strip of land between sidewalk and street, etc.  (0384) 
 
We don,t have sidewalks and. No storm drains  so runoff just goes down the street making big puddles  and 
flooding driveways.  Isn't there some way to deal with runoff without sidewalks.  (We have beautiful trees on 
this street  which would be terrible to lose.)  (0390) 
 
 
Designations of Bike lanes on quiet streets aren't really necessary. 

Big issue for water quality is number of people in the city and the density of housing with lots of impervious 
surfaces. OSU needs to limit the speed of its expansion so that water and air quality in Corvallis are not 
negatively impacted.  (0393) 
 
 
I am particularly concerned with the level of pollution in Dixon Creek, from its origin to its confluence with the 
Willamette River.  It is far more polluted than the creek that I enjoyed next to our home growing up; it should 
be made accessible and enjoyable to today's youth.  (0395) 
 
 
Completing projects at reasonable cost and in coordination with street improvements. The recent repair of 
11th Street from Circle to Highland could have been using a green street format.  (0396) 
 
 
Public Works is doing a great job!  (0398) 
 
 
My continued concern with regard to Corvallis traffic are the bike riders.  They as a group are inconsistent in 
obeying the rules and seeking to be visible.  With our climate, rain and early darkness it is offen difficult to see 
them as they dart and ride in or near traffic lanes. 

The other day I passed a bike rider going the wrong way on a one way street...not smart and puts both car 
drivers and bikers at risk.  (0399) 
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My current concers is around the cleaning of leaves during our prolonged rainy season.  Some folks rake into 
the street and those leaves are swept into the storm drain areas which clog then overflow onto my property.  
Last year this went on for a few months with raising water washing out bark from my frontage beds and up and 
onto my lawn.. leaving quite a mess as it recceded!  Could there be a notice sent to homeowners to ONLY rake 
leaves into street the day before the street sweeper is scheduled?  I was out pulling leaves out of the drain all 
winter!  I did call the city and a nice guy came out and talked to me about this problem---- lets hope this winter 
is differant.  I also feel the Green street program has merit and would llike to learn more about it.  (0401) 
 
 
I ride my bike regularly on Beca and I feel that when I am passing the rain gardens I am pushed out towards 
the moving vehicles. Those inclined to drive fast do not slow down to compensate for less road width so this is 
not a comfprtable situation. Also, the example green street image in this survey had the street not proceeding in 
a straight line - introducing an arbitrary jog in the street, which I do not feel is beneficial to cyclist (or drivers) in 
any way.  (0402) 
 
 
Budget for project.  (0404) 
 
 
It will be interesting to see how it works.  (0405) 
 
 
I support the Green Street program but wonder where the funding would come from.  The city can't even 
keep the bathrooms open all year.  I would rather the park bathrooms stay open - a necessity.  (0406) 
 
 
I am in favor of the Green Street program as long as it doesn't make using the streets ;ess safe or distracting 
to drivers.  (0408) 
 
 
While I am concerned about the general health of the environment that I live it (I do like to be able to breath 
and drink clean water naturally), a significant increase in the expenditure for special projects such as the "green 
street" concept concerns me as a taxpayer. I am already financially stretched with the multiple layer of visible 
and hidden taxes I have to pay, such as the $40+ a month water bill at my business where I use maybe ONE 
"unit" of water in 3-4 months (all of which is fixed-base fees and much is non-water related). I hate to say it, 
but if the bicycle community wants to expand their omnipresence, perhaps they should be willing to pay for it 
directly through a special "bicycle tax" based on a mileage fee. A bicycle is the same, legally, as a motor vehicle 
by and large, and they should not get a free pass on MY back or at my expense. (0412) 
 
 
Add more vegetation and structure to existing waterway/ripzone, WillametteRiver,treatingwater which flows 
into creeks and streams from parking lots built prior to need to follow King County Stormwater Mg. Guideline.  
Require better storm water filteration then the King County guidance in developments which abut creek, river, 
wetlands, on hillslope and in floodplains.  Manage wetland and floodplainareastoconserve native diversity, 
review development and mg. plans for openspace to best use funding to address pressing water and soil 
quality issues. Green st could dig up drainage and rerouting this to detention facility instead of draining entire 
wards to their local creek as a drainage way.  

Daylight creeks which are underasphalt.  Work with headwater owners to try to keep creeks from eroding to 
bedrock and this could be normal for all creeks since they erode headward, but hardening and removing 
native prairie vegetation and native soils capping hillslope in meters of fill is possibly damaging to area water 
quality, if run off volume increases, and is rapidly drained downslope missing wetlands, development will 
direct run off headed directly down road row or ditch ways as water systems to area rivers and creeks.   
Where in town are Green Streets currently and are the working?  Do places like the hospital area need to have 
their own water storage and treatement master plan for all the area hardening they are doing? Planting 
natives to wetlands and openspace is great, but thought and long term monitoring need to be involved in 
order to protect long term assets of these holdings and not just plan to spend money and then walk away 
from the openspaces.  Citizens should be able to input comments for the mg. of our openspaces and have this 
input responded to.  Recycling as much as possible to save money would be nice, but possibly with legal 
issues things like the marys River openspace park walkway can be reinstalled and reused directly. Disconnect 
downspouts.  (0415) 
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I did not see provision for parking on the diagram of the Green Street. Being able to have friends and relatives 
park near where I live and visit me is very important to me. Overall, I think Corvallis is doing a good job of  
handling its streams and educating our children and youth about water quality.  (0418) 
 
 
You spend money on Green streets and I vote NO on all future Corvallis budgets - and I vote every election. 
You have wasted my tax money support due to stupid sidewalk and tree FEES which are really additional 
taxes so any additional stupid uses of tax funds means I vote to reduce your income from taxes. 

Corvallis should also fight the Feds on the stupid need to cool water before it can return to rivers.  (0421) 
 
 
Our greenway needs some TLC. (Dixon Creek Bikeway from Boxwood to Arrowwood Circle)  The channeling of 
erosion ditches is shortcircuiting the opportunity for massive grass filtration.  It used to flow through the area 
as sheet flow and enriched the grass.  Increased hard surfaces in above new areas have increased the flow 
and make it necessary to manage flow or else accept the consequences of major erosion.  The neighborhood 
would provide the labor if drain rock or clean fill was provided to the greenway to fill the erosion ditches and 
straw wattles were provided to redistibute and reestablish the sheet flow. We and other neighbors now mow 
the greenway and cutback foliage from the concrete bikeway.  My wife doesn't mind me mowing and trimming 
out there, but draws the line at providing material.  We clean up after neighboring dogs that use the area for 
execise (we know all the dogs by name) but that is becoming risky to dogs as they fall in the ditches and 
wade in the stagnant water.  It wasn't that way 22 years ago when we built here. It was an inviting oasis 
along the bikeway then.  (0422) 
 
 
Nice program.  Will it cost a lot?  Is/are there federal or state incentives for the project?  (0427) 
 
 
Included on previous pages.  (0428) 
 
 
How will we pay for these improvements.  Can we house the homeless first, please?  (0431) 
 
 
Should be in all new subdivisions and major developments.  (0438) 
 
 
I am a bit worried about parking. Many households have two or more cars, but only a single car garage or 
driveway. These folks would not have an alternative parking place if on-street parking were drastically 
reduced.  (0443) 
 
 
The traffic light complex installed at 35th and Harrison /36th and Harrison has created a HUGE traffic increase 
in front of our home at Witham and Polk. Peolpe drive though like crazy in the morning, noon and evening, 
trying to avoid the lights. We had earlier requested a four way stop at Polk and Witham because of accidents 
and near accidents.  Now people just blow through the stop signs as if they weren't there.  I bring this up 
because when a traffic study is made before a big change like these lights, more consideration should be given 
to the side streets potentially being affected.  It seems to be too late now as traffic has been dumped onto 
Witham at Harrison. Hopeflly, as the city moves forward with other street changes, that these unintended side 
affects can be considered. (0444) 
 
 
I like it.  Get rid of the traffic circles - they really don't work here.  I like the porous street surface concept.  
(0445) 
 
 
I think Corvallis and Benton Co. public works are doing a great job in keeping our city relevant and moving 
forward.  Good job in difficult times:) (0448) 
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To me it would make sense to do this if you were building new streets or if it was time for a major repave 
anyway. Just doing it to a perfectly good street seems like a waste.  

The water quality compared to when I was a kid swimming in the mary's river seems so much better it is not 
even funny. (0455) 
 
 
I also enjoy walking anywhere in the Timberhill area & the neighborhoods north of Walnut  (0462) 
 
 
Demonstrated Cost/Benefit ratio. 

Convert streets as they require maintenance, not just to upgrade to a Green Street.  (0463) 
 
 
I believe that water quality in the area is being greatly impacted by sources that the city cannot control. Ag 
run off and waste from paper plants is having a significant impact on water quality in the area. That noted, 
this effort will help, is needed and I support.  (0468) 
 
 
The quality of neighborhood streets is very poor.  I have several areas on my street where pavement is 
broken and and down to underlayment.  City unresponsive to calls to have patched (at the minimum.  
Unwilling to support "Green Streets" until I have well maintained neighborhood streets where I don't have to 
dodge potholes to get home.  (0469) 
 
 
The street that is the most troublesome is Monroe.  There needs to be better enforcement against jaywalking 
and better street lighting at night.  I have to go to meetings once a month on Monroe and they are at 7 PM.  
In the winter it is highly dangerous.  There should be  

1.  Better lighting 
2.  Enforcement against jay walking 
3.  Lighted cross walks similar to the ones near Citizens bank on Circle 

If not implemented and given the rise in enrollment there will be an increase in pedestrian and bicycyle 
accidents.   

The second issue is that drivers in Corvallis either do not know when to stop for pedestrians and or dont' care.  
There should be more education and then enforcement of laws protecting pedestrians.  There should be public 
education similar to what happened in Pasadena CA which was dual education and then enforcement of both 
Pedestrian and driver understanding and compliance with pedestrian and biking rules.  These include the 
issues of  

1.  When to stop for a pedestrian 
2.  When is a bicyclist a moving vehicle and when are they pedestrians 

Lastly there is a problem at the intersection of NE Walnut and NE Seavy.  Cars traveling Northward from NE 
Circle on NE Walnut approach NE Seavy see a Railroad warning sign on the right with a Box on the ground and 
white lines around it.  Cars turning right from Seavy onto NE Walnut can mistake the back of this sign and the 
white line as a STOP Sign.  This also can be what cars driving south on NE Walnut can perceive as they 
prepare to turn left onto Seavy  (0471) 
 
 
I am concerned that the implementation of "Green Streets" in Corvallis would not actually improve overall 
water quality because people would not drive less but simply choose to use streets that are not "Green 
Streets".  What effect would this concentration of traffic have on those non-"Green Streets" being used more 
as well as the "Green Streets"?  (0472) 
 
 
Thank you for the opportunity for regular citizen input, and thank you for your work in creating a better 
environment for Corvallis.  Glad to hear that the Green Street concept is moving toward reality.  (0476) 
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For the past 2 years the streams on the path between 35th and Starker Park have been overflowing and 
appear to be much more heavily polluted than in the past.  There were multiple times last year when the path 
was inaccessible because of the water.  I worry that the standing water will become a breeding ground for 
mosquitoes and other insects.  (0479) 
 
 
Corvallis has too many city engineers thinking up worthless projects that make the traffic worse, not better.  I 
don't like the weedy/flower areas in the middle of Circle Boulevard, Bump outs by the fire station, pedestrian 
"Islands" on 9th Street.  (0480) 
 
 
I already made my remarks in the other area available for comments  (0482) 
 
 
In my neighborhood, there are outdated sewer systems that result in local problems should a pipe break or 
flooding occur.  (0484) 
 
 
The City needs to share the long term vision/plan for storm water including cost. I would rather pay for a 
responsible storm water plan than street trees and sidewalks on my water bill.  (they are the responsibility of 
the property owner and I feel the urban forester/tree program is way over the top in it's intrusiveness in to 
personal property rights)  (0485) 
 
 
This survey had some flaws: 

In the question about importance of the city working to improve urban streams you ask my feeling of 
"importance" but then ask my "satisfaction" in the same question. Then scale is "importance." You might be 
getting dirty results as importance and satisfaction are two completely different things (e.g., I may think it is 
very important but I may be completely dissatisfied.). 

In another question you ask where "did" I think water runs off to. Is this where I used to think or where I still 
DO think?  (0486) 
 
 
I grew up in Corvallis, the water used to taste bad only in the summer when we got more water from the 
Willamette River and less from the Rock Creek Watershed. Now we appear to be giving Philomath our Rock 
Creek Water so we can enjoy musty flavored tap water all year round.  

My thoughts on streets and parking: require all housing to provide on-site parking equal to the number of 
bedrooms. Students have cars. They don't want to pay for parking on Campus (where it's hard to find parking 
anyway). Families have 2 cars and visitors. The problem is getting worse with each new townhouse style 
development.  (0487) 
 
 
Corvallis has done many excellent projects to make our city and streets welcoming to walkers. The green 
street program sounds like more of the same, which would be good. I do worry about the timing of new 
projects in this economy. Corvallis also has a great record of community input on new projects, which I am 
sure will continue. This is an excellent place to live. I chose my home location partly for its proximity to work, 
public transport, and schools for my children 25 years ago.  (0489) 
 
 
Using green streets would obviously be very nice. But it is a NIMBY situation - making homes on some streets 
give up their visitor parking to benefit others. Maybe, having just one side of a street be parking-free would 
work.  (0490) 
 
 
River/stream water quality can certainly be improved but at least we are aware of the problem and trying to 
do something about it.  The stream near our house had riparian work done on it several years ago.  It was a 
fiasco.  Great disruption to families impacted and absolutely no follow-up after the grant funds that instigated 
the project ran out.  Please do not repeat this approach  (0494) 
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none  (0495) 
 
 
We are next to Dixon Creek.  The vegetation is healthy on the Creek's banks.  However, the vegetation is 
invasive to our yard.  It is a major effort to keep ivy, morning glory, sometimes poison oak, Burmuda grass, 
blackberries,etc. out of our yard and planting areas.  The Creek shouldn't be a receptacle for contaminents.  
Best suggestions to deal with a neighborhood issue for those that also have to deal with bank vegetation?(0496) 
 
 
none  (0497) 
 
 
Have been very pleased with our water quality.  Wish there was a way to curb the winter runoff but once the 
soils are saturated the river is the only place it can go and it has always been that way, even before Corvallis 
was here.  The river quality is much improved since 1962 when I first came to Corvallis. 

The Green parking lot downtown by the bus terminal is very impressive, I hope it (and other projects I have 
seen) help to retain some of the winter runoff.  (0498) 
 
 
Just make sure that folks understand all the benefits so that they can get behind the idea and not start 
screaming about the cost. The green streets should not just be in the "rich" area of town.  (0499) 
 
 
a great idea - BUT with all the other pressing issues, limited funding, and so many angry/uneducated/big rig-
driving meatheads out there, is this the time? (0500) 
 
 
The city currently is dealing with how to reduce water temperature of treated water that returns to the 
Willamette. How would the Green St. concept fit into this issue and at what scale and cost would it be of real 
value, it at all.  

What other methods are identified or potential to meet concerns and objectives?  How many other cities have 
implemented this programs and how is that going? Does the public like it? (0502) 
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City of Corvallis Healthy Streets Initiative 
Technical Advisory Group (TAG) 

Meeting Summary – January 10, 2013 
 
Attendees—David Eckert, Megan Patton-Lopez, Annette Mills, Mike Wiener, Xan Augerot, Kent 
Daniels, Brad Upton, Chris Westfall, Meghna Babbar-Sebens  
 
Staff—Iris Benson (Stormwater Pollution Program Prevention Specialist), Gregory Wilson 
(Transportation Program Specialist), Linsey Payne (Stormwater Pollution Program Prevention 
Specialist Assistant), Bob Richardson (Associate Planner), Becky Merja (Urban Forester), Bruce 
Moser (Transportation Services Supervisor), Ron Rampenthal (Utilities Services Supervisor), Jude 
Geist (Parks Supervisor), Greg Gescher (City Engineer), Lisa Scherf (Transportation Services 
Supervisor), Mark Lindgren (recorder), 
 
The 2nd meeting of the TAG was convened at 12:05 p.m., and adjourned at 2:01pm, at the Madison 
Avenue Meeting Room at 500 SW Madison Avenue. The purpose of this meeting was to approve the 
meeting minutes from the first TAG meeting, set the context for Healthy Streets by engaging with 
City experts on capital improvement project implementation, define key terms associated with this 
initiative, achieve consensus on TAG roles and responsibilities, frame key citizen issues and 
concerns, and identify next steps (see attached agenda).  
 
 

A. QUESTION AND ANSWER SESSION WITH CITY STAFF 
 
TAG members had an opportunity to engage with City staff about the multi-disciplinary 
process and plan associated with Healthy Streets. Each city representative introduced 
him/herself, followed by TAG members asking questions. 
 
 Lisa Scherf – is responsible for the bicycle and pedestrian program. Healthy Streets is 

an opportunity to move this program forward. Lisa’s program has access to numerous 
grants, and her staff aligns community priorities with grant requests. They apply for 
grants on a biannual basis, and upon receiving the grants, turns them over to the 
transportation staff for implementation.  

 
 Bob Richardson – reviews development proposals to ensure they are consistent with 

the land development code. Part of a code update could incorporate Healthy Streets 
elements. Planning Division works closely with Public Works, and they consider 
vehicle, bicycle, and pedestrian aspects as well as water quality considerations. 

 
 Jude Geist – is fairly new to the city. Features such as mowing strips and right-of-

way strips have potential stormwater treatment. Jude and staff also manage multi-
modal paths. Staff is currently developing a deferred maintenance list (on a smaller 
scale than CIP) and is working on a Parks Master Plan that has a trails component. 
When Jude’s staff implements a project, determining how to maintain infrastructure 
is key. 
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 Bruce Moser – maintains services in the right-of-way (funded via the gas tax). 
Maintenance of Healthy Streets should be considered at the start of the process. 

  
 Becky Merja – The city has inherited features over time that have a significant 

maintenance impact on the city. Streets lined with trees are a requirement in 
development. Seeks ways to incorporate trees to benefit Healthy Streets. This 
initiative has a lot of potential, and Corvallis is on the cutting edge. 

 
 Ron Rampenthal – wastewater and stormwater collection are key responsibilities. 

Maintenance is critical. Getting community ownership and buy-in for elements of 
Healthy Streets (e.g., stormwater retrofits, bioswales, rain gardens) will be important 
for future maintenance and to help ensure water quality. 

 
Questions from TAG members to City representatives: 

 
Q. How have previous installments from the Beca project fared over time? 

A. The rain gardens have been maintenance free (but they’re also relatively new). Public 
Works will be responsible for the maintenance. If more are constructed, we will want 
to consider collaboration with others for maintenance. 
 

Q. What type of monitoring is the City doing? 
A. We have a rain monitoring station in the rain garden; we also measure how much 

water is passing through them. 
 

Q. What if a business has a pre-approved site plan, they’ve been in business a long time, 
they have a streetscape on their own property, and they want to convert it into a rain 
garden or other street feature . . . does this open up a can of worms for that business 
owner? What is the process for an already approved landscape strip when the owner 
wants to modify the landscaping? Is the process onerous? What can we do for private 
landowners (commercial or residential) to simplify and look at cost considerations? Some 
people won’t do things because of the cost of permits. 
A. It depends on each situation. If there were specific conditions of approval, it might 

require a more in-depth process. They probably need to meet stormwater quality 
requirements. 

A. Typically, the business would have the latitude to re-landscape. 
A. If it’s a condition of approval for any kind of development, they are obligated to 
maintain the requirements. Have them identify the development function that was 
required and pursue a PD process or a site development review. You can change 
landscaping through a permit process. 
Additional comment: we need to ensure that there is a process for businesses or property 
owners to enhance their streetscape and participate in Healthy Streets. 

 
Q. Has community buy-in been assessed with Beca? 

A. Yes, there was pre-construction assessment and a post-construction survey. 
Q. What were you were inquiring about as part of your survey? 

A. If people felt they were adequately engaged, if the construction impeded in their life 
in any way, and how they felt about the final outcome – what they liked and didn’t 
like. The city wanted to explore what contributed to the dissatisfaction of some 
individuals.  
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Q.  There was an extensive public process for the stormwater master plan. How will that plan 
affect what we are doing? 
A. A review of the goals of the plan is warranted. 

 
Q. What will be the process to coordinate the re-construction of a street with improved 

stormwater bicycle facilities? 
A. The driver to improve a street is based upon its failing. A local street is going to fit 
into this program better than an arterial. About 10 years ago, the City Council voted to 
stop putting money into local streets, and now have 10 years of neglect. That was 
reversed last year through a vote by the City Council. We have potential for combined 
projects to meet the goals of improving the surface of streets while achieving Healthy 
Streets goals. Pavement condition and community goals guide when we restore and 
construct streets. 
 

Q. Who makes decisions for the bus system? 
A. The bus routes are almost exclusively on arterial collectors.  
A.   From the bicycle perspective, the selection of streets will have a lot to do with what 
drives a bicycle to be on that street. We consider that when selecting a good candidate 
street. 
 

Q.   Do bicycle boulevards have to be “connected”? Can we incorporate green streets as we 
go along, and make them more walk and bike friendly? 
A. All of our arterials and connectors have bike lanes. We’re looking at a network that is 
not on the arterial and connector system. 
B. There are roadways we will target as neighborhood green streets, but where we can 
incorporate a green aspect when a street is under construction. We can work on this 
incrementally. 
C. Arterials were discussed in the community survey – but these likely will not get traffic 
calming features similar to a local street. 

 
Q.   Do you look at the community around the street and target those streets that need the 

most improvements? Do you consider income of the individuals living in that community 
or other factors? 
A. We don’t look at income – we look at street use. The money we spend now is 

intended to save money in the future. All streets will need repair at some point. We 
try to preserve the capital we have in the street. 

B.   It’s not a one-size fit all for every street. Arterials and collectors have bike lanes 
because we receive funds to construct and maintain them. Those funds are not 
available for local streets. 

 
Additional comment: This portion of the meeting is intended to be a first introduction to 
city staff, and staff will be available throughout the process to engage. 

 
B. MEETING MINUTES FROM PRIOR MEETING 

 
TAG members requested three changes from the draft meeting minutes proposed: correct Brad 
Upton’s association with his bicycle organization (he is the chair of the Corvallis Bicycle and 
Pedestrian Advisory Commission but is not chair of the Benton County Bicycle Advisory 
Committee (he is a member); correct the name of the Marys River Watershed Council (it had an 
apostrophe); and fix the hanging sentence in the Ground Rules section of the document. The 
meeting minutes of the prior meeting were then approved. 
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C. GROUND RULES 

 
The ground rules from the previous meeting (below) were discussed. There was additional 
discussion about the concept of informed consent as a public involvement process. 
 
 Respect each other and respect the agenda—start meetings on time. 
 If you disagree, offer a reason. 
 Search for common ground to bring people and ideas together but don’t settle for 

compromises in which there isn’t consensus. 
 Keep the big picture perspective, rather than focusing on immediate issues or projects. 
 Be open to new ideas, perspectives and directions and also be open to sharing your own 

perspective, even, or especially, if it differs from the prevailing idea. 
 Balance people’s participation. 
 Don’t interrupt. 
 Be Concise. 
 Make every effort to attend, prepare and participate in meetings. 
 Reflect diverse perspectives, and speak views clearly. 
 Once decided, do not open an issue without new information (unless there is consensus 

to reopen a decision). 
 Be supportive and adaptive to the process. 
 Don’t take things personally. 
 Accept decisions, once made. 
 Keep cell phones on vibrate during the meeting.  

 
 

D. GREEN STREET DEFINITION 
 

The TAG reviewed the draft initiative language, language from the community survey, and 
language proposed by a TAG member, and discussed elements of a definition and name that 
would best fit Corvallis goals for this effort (see attached agenda). Documents relative to 
“Complete Streets” and “Green Streets” were distributed. 

 
Comments: 
 Include something in the definition about safety for car-centric people to ensure this effort 

resonates with them. 
 Avoid “negative impact” statements and focus on the positive – community well being, 

improves quality of place, vibrant communities, health of individuals, water quality, etc. 
There are health benefits for the community. 

 We may be combining the concepts of Complete Streets and Green Streets, which may be 
confusing to others familiar with these concepts in other places. 

 Portland calls it “Neighborhood Greenways.” Green Streets from the Portland brochure 
focuses on stormwater and water quality. 

 Think about all kinds of costs that are important – health care costs, etc., not just stormwater 
costs. What are the other costs involved that could be positively quantified? 

 “Saying Green” is like saying, “Guns” or “Abortion.” It separates people and raises their 
dander. “Complete” doesn’t sound like a marketing term. 

 I like the “Complete Streets” definition and the focus on providing people with additional 
travel choices, etc. It’s all positive and integrating. We want to talk about the local streets and 
the arterials, and it’s difficult to come up with something that captures both, but we want to 
speak to both – and it’s a challenge. 
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 We need to be concise. 
 Maybe “sustainable” or “future” or “healthy” streets. What is most important to the 

community now? 
 Healthy Streets incorporates a community perspective. 

o ACTION ITEM: Chris will email a word document with his hyperlinks to other 
similar initiatives. 

 How much of what we are doing here will be disruptive? The city will apply for grants to 
implement specific projects, and will also incorporate these elements into projects scheduled 
for maintenance. Currently, Green Streets guidelines don’t exist for the City – creating the 
guidelines will ensure future developments and construction incorporate these elements (not 
only for the City, but for others as well). Let’s think about the different ways we can 
incorporate this philosophy into our streets. 

 Maybe there will be future incentives to property owners to increase property retention on 
site, etc., and we can help them incorporate those things. 

 It is the TAG’s purview to decide the extent of opportunities to implement new 
improvements, effect policy to do things differently, and what criteria will we use to evaluate 
that. 

 We can have an overarching definition, almost like a mission, but then the details will come 
out in the goals and objectives and details, but the name needs to encapsulate the vision. 

 I thought we were formed because the city got a grant from the EPA to implement some of 
these projects. Response: the grant is for planning work under quality, and there’s funding to 
engage underrepresented communities. It’s high profile. We hope to then leverage more 
funds for construction and development. There’s another piece aside from the EPA – DEQ is 
going to require cities and municipalities to move forward with stormwater retrofits in streets, 
so we’ll be required to do this from a regulatory level. So we have an opportunity to direct 
how we will implement those new regulations while incorporating transportation, stream 
health, bicycling, etc. 

 There are so many different functions to green streets – healthy streets. We should think 
about explaining to the community that we have balanced, unbiased goals – that can be 
expressed graphically and through words. 

 Perhaps we develop a concept initially and call it a “working definition” – and we let the 
definition evolve as we engage with the public. We can ask, “What does it mean to you?” 
What resonates with people? It might be different for different populations. 

 DECISION: An informal vote was taken, and everyone voted to call the initiative Healthy 
Streets. 

 Let’s be sure that if consensus is achieved, that when it is presented to the public, it does not 
change. This will be a transparent process, and a draft plan will be developed prior to the final 
plan that is presented to the public. It is urged that TAG members come to the public 
meetings so that TAG members can understand other community perspectives. 

 
ACTION ITEM: Develop a working definition that includes elements of the original concept, 
concepts provided by TAG members, and elements included in other municipality initiatives 
(Green Streets, Complete Streets, e.g.). Ask TAG members to respond to new proposed draft 
working definition of Healthy Streets. 

 
Additional comment and clarification: Regarding the survey and the data generated, it 
should be used as anecdotal information that represents the people that responded to the 
survey. 96% of the respondents were homeowners, and it doesn’t represent the community. 
There were no objections to that statement.  
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Additional comment: A TAG member has been working on the Community Health 
Assessment, learning how to analyze data at the census track level – creating a map of 
Corvallis, breaking it out my race ethnicity, median income, etc. to get a quick snapshot of 
the city. Different census tracks in Corvallis have different demographics (income level, race, 
etc.). Will share that information with the group when the survey is interpreted, and as part of 
the public engagement process. 

 
Question: Is there a plan to overlap demographics with the physical system (stormwater 
problems, water quality problems, etc.) so that we can understand community receptiveness 
and interest in Green Streets? Yes. This will be done with GIS layers. This can also identify 
holes in outreach. 

 
E. Issues for Community Support 

 
TAG members were asked to frame issues for community support, highlighting questions they 
might have, or suggesting possible areas of concern: 

 
1. What will it cost, who will pay for it? 

A. Two cost questions: 
i. Will I be writing the check for this? 

ii. The city deals with different buckets of money – some of it is restricted in 
terms of how it can be spent. Example: My street is falling apart, but you are 
spending funds on the next street over. The public needs to understand the 
City budget processes.  
 

2. How much will my street/life be disrupted? 
 

3. Who will maintain Healthy Streets structures and features? 
 

4. What will this do to on-street parking? 
 

5. The recently implemented Service Enhancement Tax is now helping to pay for sidewalks – so 
what is this going to give us that we are already not paying for? 
 

6. People want enforcement of existing rules (for cars and bikes) – why not focus all resources 
on doing things that are already in place? Why focus on something new in this economic 
climate? 
 

7. What is the benefit from this new effort compared to what I’m already getting through 
existing practices? Quantify benefits to people – we’re spending this amount of City budget, 
but look at the benefits we’ll get. Impact on retail increases modal activity. 
 

8. Tap into community vision and publicly adopted concepts - how this supports health, 
vibrancy, and livability – explain the benefits, not only in cost savings. Do we have evidence 
and past research to support that this design, when implemented, improves safety? Does this 
improve the well being of our community? 
 

9. People pay for roads with gas taxes – and bicycles interrupt my ability to travel. We need to 
address this. 
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10. I drive a car and I pay for gasoline – but bicyclists actually benefit the finances of building 
streets ($400/year per bike). Gasoline taxes only pay so much for roads – general funds also 
pay for roads. 
 

11. We need to understand the driver behind the regulatory requirement so we can understand 
and explain it to the community. The impact of us having to manage storm water long-term 
needs to be understood. 
 

12. A benefit of Healthy Streets is the impact of retail – increasing direct modal activities. 
 

13. Cost-benefit analyses:  
a. There are direct cost comparisons in constructing green versus standard streets. Then 

there are qualitative benefits. There are a lot of options to include in the cost-benefit 
analysis. 

b. There are other models from other communities. Gather data they have available. 
Don’t reinvent the wheel. This will give us baseline, and if there are other elements 
other jurisdictions have not analyzed that we feel are important, then we could 
analyze them. 

c. Look at existing studies and provide a range of qualitative information (% versus 
actual dollars; areas of benefits and areas of costs) that can be used in the final plan. 
Look at general big-bucket (this is an area of benefit). If this project was done, this is 
the cost, and benefits accrued from the cost. 

d. Tie cost-benefit analysis to community plan and goals – pick the top 5 things of 
greatest importance to the community and tie the research to that. 

e. There are Health Impact Assessments – we may be able to pull from that literature – 
show an increase in local business with improvements to pedestrian and bicycle. 
Safety and crime are issues of concern to the public. Perhaps it can be tied to chronic 
disease prevention. 
 

14. People will ask questions about maintenance. 
 

15. Because the benefits to this initiative are so diverse, let’s look at the issues for which we have 
expertise, and we can provide the City with data on this topic.  

a. ACTION ITEM: TAG members can provide information/data to Linsey, who will 
collate it – to inform project. 
 

16. Remember that we have to think of marketing for this initiative. Select representative 
examples of case studies, and communicate these case studies to the public. Concrete 
examples and case studies will help provide real world examples. Portland BES has case 
studies of green streets and lessons learned. 
 

17. Outreach - Two-page fact sheet – includes chart with case studies and what they saw. For 
more information, they can find it. When the first public forum occurs, we will want to have 
this information together to market it to the community. Assumption that staff will develop 
this for TAG review. The City of Corvallis does good work (sustainability page on the 
website – dashboard). Most people don’t have a clue it is there. How will we let people know 
this good work exists and lead people there? One idea for outreach is a festival. 

 
ACTION ITEM: Produce a draft communications plan for TAG input. 
ACTION ITEM: Create a Google Group for communication. 
ACTION ITEM: In email correspondence put Healthy Streets in the subject line of the email. 
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ACTION ITEM: Provide dates for future meetings a.s.a.p. 
ACTION ITEM: Update the Gantt chart timeline for the overall project. 

 
F. TAG roles and responsibilities 

 
TAG members discussed the draft lift of roles and responsibilities. It was noted that the TAG 
would “help” prioritize locations for Green Streets installation. “Help identify standards and 
parameters for prioritization” – the community will be a doing a lot of that, too. The TAG 
determined they will: 

 
 Set project goals and objectives. 
 Develop evaluation criteria for Healthy Streets projects. 
 Prioritize locations for Healthy Streets installation; 
 Frame key issues for community support and help foster community engagement; 
 With City staff, submit recommendations on Healthy Streets to the City Council or its 

designated committees/subcommittees. 
 Help identify parameters to prioritize locations for Healthy Streets installations. 

 
The TAG may act as proponents for the project. 

  
ACTION ITEM: TAG members will provide feedback on proposed roles and responsibilities. 

 
The meeting adjourned at 2:01pm.  
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City of Corvallis Healthy Streets Initiative 
Technical Advisory Group (TAG) 

Meeting Summary – February 15, 2013 
 
Attendees—David Eckert, Megan Patton-Lopez, Annette Mills, Xan Augerot, Brad Upton, Chris 
Westfall, Meghna Babbar-Sebens, Kathleen Johnson (intern at Health Department) 
 
Staff—Iris Benson (Stormwater Pollution Program Prevention Specialist), Gregory Wilson 
(Transportation Program Specialist), Linsey Payne (Stormwater Pollution Program Prevention 
Specialist Assistant), Jude Geist (Parks Supervisor), Greg Gescher (City Engineer) 
 
Guests—Anne Stewart, Brian Wilson, John Gabriel 
 
The 3rd meeting of the TAG was convened at 12:05 p.m., and adjourned at 2:03pm, at the Madison 
Avenue Meeting Room at 500 SW Madison Avenue. The purpose of this meeting was to approve the 
meeting minutes from last meeting; meet the AlseaGeo Spatial staff, review and provide comments 
on goals for Healthy Streets (attached) and describe and then prioritize information needs to address 
those goals; discuss future TAG meeting dates and public outreach meetings; discuss steps to 
implement communications and marketing plan; and identify next steps 
 
I. Meeting Minutes from January TAG meeting—The TAG meeting minutes were approved from 
the January 2013 meeting. 
 
II. AlseaGeo Spatial Presentation—GIS is displayed in discrete layers that allows for different 
types of analysis. AlseaGeo Spatial bid on the project because they have much of the data the City of 
Corvallis needs to conduct analysis for Healthy Streets, and it seemed efficient for them to bid on the 
project. Heat maps are graphic representations using colors to indicate levels of activity (e.g., map 
pollution across the City of Corvallis). Factors that contribute to pollution are then incorporated (e.g., 
land use – x cubic feet per acre from agricultural land versus x cubic feet per acre from industrial 
land), which would estimate pollution load from each basin in the area. This will provide relative 
differences that would help support where efforts should be made to reduce pollution (e.g., areas with 
more impervious streets don’t provide as much opportunity for natural filtering of pollutants). 
Barriers can be identified that improve connectivity for bicyclists and others. Local knowledge of 
barriers can be more important than GIS – input from people about barriers can inform map 
development. It will be interesting working with the public to ascertain where they believe barriers 
exist in the City. Our role is to help map those barriers and suggest possible spatial options. 
 

TAG Comments:  
 Center for Watershed Protection in Maryland 25 years ago did studies relating to the 

percent of impervious surface in subwatersheds and how it impacted fish populations. 
 American Community Survey – get census blocks with overlay concentrations of 

children; that data is available and AlseaGeo Spatial could use. 
 City landscaping tree survey in GIS could be helpful. 
 Marys River Watershed just completed temperature analysis for some of the streams 

in Corvallis, and could provide GIS layers to AlseaGeo Spatial. 
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 Stormwater outfalls will be analyzed based on the parameters the TAG and City 
suggest. 

 In addition to baseline work AlseaGeo Spatial will be doing, TAG will identify what 
is important for the City to analyze, prioritizes, etc. 

 
III. Healthy Streets draft goals and objectives— 

TAG members first provided comment on the overall draft goal: 

DRAFT overall goal—Healthy Streets create economically viable, safe multi-modal 
transportation routes that are accessible to all residents, improve environmental quality and 
foster community well-being.  

Recommended changes: move “economically viable” to after “modal”, and add 
“and individual” before “well-being.” 

Final overall Healthy Streets goal: Healthy Streets create safe multi-modal, 
economically viable, transportation routes that are accessible to all residents, improve 
environmental quality and foster community and individual well-being. 

  
IV. Review goals and list information needs that could inform the goals TAG members were 
asked to review each goal, then provide a list of information needs that could help inform the goal. 
The information need may or may not have a GIS data layer associated with it. ([Note: City staff 
provided items – in italics – as examples for the TAG to consider within each goal]). TAG members 
then identified bulleted items in which GIS data layers/information (including those with some 
information but not complete information) currently exists.  

For information in which there is no or some GIS information/layers (i.e., all items that are not 
highlighted in purple or light blue), TAG members were then each given 15 dots, and asked to place 
their dots on bulleted items (across all 5 goals) to help identify understand TAG priorities for 
information needs. The total numbers of dots was then tallied, and are listed in parenthesis with a red 
number after the bulleted items. 

Goal 1: Develop strategies to identify and prioritize projects to efficiently achieve Healthy 
Streets objectives. 

 Current and proposed Capitol Improvement (CIP) project types and locations (3) 
 Future street upgrades (2) 
 Future Development (in-process plans with permits – what is in the pipeline?) (2) 
 Community develop has in process plans and permits (posted online) – make use of what 

is coming in the pipeline and being permitted 
 Ranked CIP proposals from BPAC (8) 
 Bicyclist Traffic Survey – intersections most used by bicyclists (8) 
 Census blocks with high percentage of people with no vehicle (2) 
 Bus ridership on routes (6) 
 Stormwater Master Plan (6) 
 Areas of Corvallis with Master Plans (priorities) (3) 
 Anticipated growth (8) 
 Land Use Action Team of the Sustainability Coalition (Neighborhood and Inventory) – 

proximity to bus stops, etc. (can also be listed under Goal 2) 
 Parking districts (downtown) 
 Topography data – soil, rainfall, LIDAR 
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Goal 2: Enhance the City’s natural environment by incorporating pre-treatment of 
stormwater, restoration of riparian habitat and preservation of natural resources into 
existing transportation and drainage systems.  

 Rivers, streams, creeks, wetlands 
 Existing bioswales 
 Impervious surfaces by type (category) (all impervious surfaces are in a GIS layer) 
 Combined sewer outfalls 
 Stormwater outfalls – where are areas where they could be set back? 
 Riparian buffers/vegetation 
 Zoning 
 Existing water quality data (4) 
 Natural features inventory 
 What areas could be de-paved? (3) 
 Areas where stormwater pipes could be daylighted (3)  
 Bridges – areas where roads go over storm drain, stream, etc. – prioritize for future 
 City mandates driveways as needing to be paved (code) – what percent are driveways? 
 Heat Layer – solar loading 
 Known threatened and endangered species 
 Open spaces 

Goal 3: Establish a transportation system that enhances modal choices by prioritizing the 
connectivity of pedestrian and bicycle travel, placing a strong emphasis on safety for all 
users.  

 Streets and highways 
 Bike lanes 
 Shared-use paths 
 Sidewalks 
 Land Trust plan (trails) – city, county, Greenbelt Land Trust 
 Schools 
 Transit routes and stops 
 Bicyclist traffic survey (4) 
 Right-of-way widths 
 Street types (arterial vs. other types) 
 Percentage of children (0-17), adults older than 65, income, percent of poverty, disability 

(10) (city will determine what is and is not mapped, and inform TAG) 
 Signage and pavement markings (5) 
 Vegetative connectivity (0 to great) 
 Destination parks 
 Existing bike pathways and future plans 
 Pedestrian crossing opportunities (9) 
 Areas without existing pipe storm (drainage way) 
 Police and Fire database – accidents, fires (7) 

Goal 4: Foster a sense of community and enhanced quality of life through increased 
opportunities for social interaction, physical activity, environmental education, and 
equitable access to transportation systems.  

 Trails 
 Parks and “mini parks” (small islands of open spaces) (1) 
 Schools and pre-schools, child care facilities (3) 
 Commercial areas (grocery stores, health care clinics) (4) 
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 Community Center locations (7) 
 Community gardens (5) 
 Demographics 
 Faith communities and centers (5) 
 Childcare facilities (6) 

Goal 5: Develop transportation and drainage systems that promote the health and safety of 
all residents through increased social interaction, physical activity, and aesthetic 
enhancements. 
 

 Current and proposed CIP project types and locations (1) 
 Street trees 
 Historical markers 
 Demographics 
 Paths that follow urban stream right-of-ways (3) 
 Public art (4) 
 Events and celebrations – where they are held (sound maps) (1) 
 Landscaping map (complements impervious surface – areas with mostly lawn, forest) (3) 
 Curbside sidewalks – setbacks (6) 
 Areas with high density housing 
 Age of existing drainage systems (2) 
 Student housing 

 
The group then identified the bulleted items in 3 tiers: Tier 3—those with 1-3 dots; Tier 2—those 
with 4-6 dots, and Tier 1—those with 7-10 dots. 
 
Tier 1: 

  Percentage of children (0-17), adults older than 65, income, percent of poverty, disability 
(10) 

 Pedestrian crossing opportunities (9) 
 Ranked CIP proposals from BPAC (8) 
 Bicyclist Traffic Survey – intersections most used by bicyclists (8) 
 Anticipated growth (8) 
 Police and Fire database – accidents, fires (7) 
 Community Center locations (7) 

Tier 2: 

 Bus ridership on routes (6) 
 Stormwater Master Plan (6) 
 Childcare facilities (6) 
 Curbside sidewalks – setbacks (6) 
 Signage and pavement markings (5) 
 Community gardens (5) 
 Faith communities and centers (5) 
 Existing water quality data (4) 
 Bicyclist traffic survey (4) 
 Commercial areas (grocery stores, health care clinics) (4) 
 Public art (4) 

 
Tier 3: 

 What areas could be de-paved? (3) 
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 Areas where stormwater pipes could be daylighted (3)  
 Current and proposed Capitol Improvement (CIP) project types and locations (3) 
 Schools and pre-schools, child care facilities (3) 
 Areas of Corvallis with Master Plans (priorities) (3) 
 Paths that follow urban stream right-of-ways (3) 
 Landscaping map (complements impervious surface – areas with mostly lawn, forest) (3) 
 Future street upgrades (2) 
 Future Development (in-process plans with permits – what is in the pipeline?) (2) 
 Census blocks with high percentage of people with no vehicle (2) 
 Age of existing drainage systems (2) 
 Parks and “mini parks” (small islands of open spaces) (1) 
 Events and celebrations – where they are held (sound maps) (1) 
 Current and proposed CIP project types and locations (1) 

 
V. Identify TAG members to serve on a subcommittee with AlseaGeo Spatial – members should 
have experience engineering bioswales and with stormwater treatment planning to inform the 
coefficients and formulas AlseaGeo Spatial will use to write which of the subdivided catchments have 
the greatest potential to discharge polluted water based on existing GIS data and information from 
other studies. Meghna offered to serve on the subcommittee and the TAG will be kept informed as 
work with AlseaGeo Spatial progresses. 
 
If TAG members have knowledge of existing data sets that could be mapped, they should contact 
Linsey Payne directly (to incorporate local knowledge into informal mapping processes). Linsey will 
be making informational maps for the public meetings; AlseaGeo Spatial will be working primarily 
on GIS maps and more technical information. The public can work with the TAG to identify 
connectivity issues. 
 
We should be thinking about what kind of data sets the City should be collecting in the future. 
 
Think about underlying impacts of solutions – and how it affects other issues if it is implemented 
(impact analysis). 
 
VI. Public Meetings 
The TAG discussed the proposed nine public meetings in different locations throughout the city (coffee 
shops, etc). The public would be asked to identify connectivity issues and issues associated with 
making improvements for Healthy Streets – this information would be translated to some online maps 
to improve transparency. The 2nd set of public meetings would be an opportunity for the public to see 
how their input was translated onto maps, and they could provide additional information/clarification. 
The third set of proposed meetings would be design charettes in which the public could design Healthy 
Streets. 
 
The TAG asked about the specific target audiences were for the public meetings (answer: general 
public), and asked about the anticipated size of the audiences attending the public meetings.  
 
TAG recommendations: 

 Focus on different public groups and meeting locations (parent-teacher organizations, 
community faith groups that focus on community wellness, schools) versus just general public 
meetings in commercial spaces. 

 School mailing lists are available for outreach to the community. 
 Use TAG members as follow-up to sites where the City holds initial meetings – to expand 

capacity. 
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 If the capacity exists, conduct public outreach events, but ensure we do focused targeted 
outreach to specific communities. 

 
VII. Upcoming 2013 TAG meeting dates: 
 
May 17 
July 17 (need to reschedule) – Lisa will send dates via last week of July 
September 27 
December 13 
  
ACTION ITEM: Future emails should list ACTION in the subject line. 
 
ACTION ITEM: The communication and marketing plan will be updated. Comments from TAG 
members on the plan are welcome at any time – it is a living breathing document. 
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City of Corvallis Healthy Streets Initiative 
Technical Advisory Group (TAG) 
Meeting Summary – May 17, 2013 

 
Attendees—David Eckert, Megan Patton-Lopez, Xan Augerot, Brad Upton, Chris Westfall, Kent 
Daniels, Kelsey Moldenke, Kristin Anderson 
 
Staff—Iris Benson (Stormwater Pollution Program Prevention Specialist), Gregory Wilson 
(Transportation Program Specialist), Linsey Payne (Stormwater Pollution Program Prevention 
Specialist Assistant), Greg Gescher (City Engineer) 
 
Guests—Ann Stewart, Tanner (last name?) 
 
The 4th meeting of the TAG was convened at 12:03 p.m., and adjourned at 2:10pm, at the Madison 
Avenue Meeting Room at 500 SW Madison Avenue. The purpose of this meeting was to approve the 
meeting minutes from last meeting; receive an update from AlseaGeo staff regarding progress made 
to date with GIS outcomes; obtain feedback from TAG on criteria and priorities to consider; discuss 
public comments received to date both spatially and by theme; obtain feedback from TAG on how 
public comments should be used to inform outcomes; discuss proposed process and format of round 
two of public meetings; conduct a check-in with TAG members regarding their level of involvement 
with the Healthy Streets Initiative. 
 
I. Meeting Minutes from February TAG meeting—The TAG meeting minutes were approved 
from the February 2013 meeting. 
 
II. AlseaGeo Spatial Presentation—AlseaGeo provided an update on their analyses to date. They 
discussed how they mapped the area where water accumulates to a single drain to help determine the 
land area where water is coming from and draining into – “catchment polygons.”  
 
They are also estimating runoff coefficients by analyzing planned land use for the urban growth 
boundary and the impervious surface layer (e.g., roads and parking lots have more runoff compared to 
agricultural land). ACTION ITEM: AlseaGeo will share with TAG members a copy of the Runoff to 
Surface Land Use table. 
 
AlseaGeo is using information from the comprehensive plan and ODOT for heavy metals, such as 
copper. They are using Eugene values for the median concentrations of conventional pollutants by 
land use. 
 

TAG Comments:  
 AlseaGeo was asked to consider the difference between actual land use and what 

zoning states can  occur on any particular piece of land. 
 It was noted that future developments will have more water cleaning Best 

Management Practices than existing development, and that should be considered 
when evaluating pollution loads. 
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 The larger the area being considered, the more relevant the ODOT data will be 
because of the law of averages. 

 AlseaGeo was asked if they were groundtruthing the information. 
 Everyone was reminded that the calculations produced were at coarse scales. 
 Meghna will help determine pollution types. 

 
III. Public comments received to date— 

Linsey Payne presented the public comments received to date in a spatial format, and TAG member 
packets included the same information presented by theme or category. 

TAG Comments:  

 It was recommended that the highest traffic intersections in town be used based on 
existing data. 

 Perhaps a higher resolution of definitions would enhance the use of information (e.g., 
definition of a crosswalk). 

 CAMPO – Corvallis Area Metropolitan Planning Organization may have some additional 
data (Theresa Conley, Planner, may be a good contact). 

 Right-of-Way information is available online for particular locations (this will help 
determine if extra bike lane space is available). 

 The city-wide Trails Master Plan (contact Jude Geist) could contribute information as 
well as Greenbelt Land Trust (three organizations are working together to produce a 
website). 

 Tim Bates could help provide information on bus routes and ridership routes. 
 Jackie Rochefort could provide information on city parks and the urban growth boundary. 
 It is important to understand that different maps serve different purposes (one set for 

planning purposes – the other simply to display concepts visually). 
 Information will be added to existing maps and public comments by theme/category as 

more public comments are received. 
 North Jackson will be presenting data spatially and will allow people to add information 

spatially online. 
 Keep track of the number of people that attend public meetings and make comments. 
 Take the maps to the next level – distinguish positive routes from problem areas.  
 Ensure input comes from a diversity of citizens (the interactive online map will help with 

reaching diverse audiences, e.g., PTAs). 
 Create a series of maps (good routes, problem routes, etc.). 
 Washington Way is not highlighted and needs to be – OSU is planning to extend it at 11th 

– may be a bike boulevard to the riverfront. 
 How will you distinguish relevant comments from less relevant comments? 
 Regionalize comments by wards, routes, or themes. 

 
IV. Criteria and priorities –TAG members were asked to provide their perspectives on criteria and 
priorities they thought should be considered as City staff move forward with planning efforts. The 
following was provided: 

 Consider stream shading. 
 Prioritize in terms of what must be done, what should be done, and then what people want 

done.  
o Musts include projects already funded that have specific requirements. 
o Should is based on existing study criteria. 
o Wants include concepts such as rain gardens (but it was noted that perceptions are 
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important when it comes to characterizing wants versus needs – in other words, some 
might characterize a request as a “want” when, from the individual requesting it, it is 
a “need.” 

o It was noted the role of the TAG could be to provide the “wants” list. 
 Pollutant load reduction 
 Safety 
 Encouraging alternate modes of transportation 

o Remember that “wants” can enable people to foster transportation alternatives. 
o Consider economic realities, but infuse health priorities. 

 E.g., destination places (schools) where it is important to provide safe access. 
o Connectivity (ties into safety) – but remember there is an ecological component to 

this. 
o Evaluate the place where “shoulds” and “wants” intersect. 
o Consider safety and aesthetics as well as traffic speed, volume and separation. 
o Aesthetics has multiple meanings to different people. 
o Aesthetics are important for a leisure route. And it’s part of the social equity 

discussion – mitigation. 
o Ecological integrity – connecting people to the environment and eliciting an 

emotional response. 
o Aesthetics, safety and health are interwoven. 
o Consider who has management authority over the “space” or land – but focus should 

be on local streets because there is more flexibility with the City as the manager of 
this space. 

o Consider projects that provide the biggest bang for the buck, are the best for health, 
and then consider what will get funded. 

o Make sure the best data are being used to make decisions 

 
V. Next Round of Public Meetings – Iris presented a draft concept for the next round of public 
meetings. The purpose of this set of meetings would be to: 
 

1) Update the public on the progress of the project and provide opportunities for further 
feedback. 

2) Solicit design alternatives and facility selection ranking 

Proposed format: 
1st half - Short town hall meetings modeled off the last round but for shorter duration (2 hours). This 
will provide updated maps showing the progress of the project. 
2nd half - Scheduled participants work in small facilitated design groups led by professionals to 
brainstorm alternatives for selected “focus” areas and test draft review criteria. Maybe each focused 
on an element of the project such as: Stormwater, bicycle routes, walking facilities, and stream 
enhancements?  
 
Proposed Dates and Locations: 
June 15th Old World Deli – 12 – 3 – information session 
June 17th Osborn Aquatic Center – 5:30 – 8:30 information session 
June 20th Public Library – 6-8 Design Session   
June 22nd Coral House 10-1, and Tunison 2-5 Design Session 
June 24th Osborn Aquatic – 5:30 – 8:30 Design Session 
 

 



 

Minutes of the Green Streets Planning Partnership May 17, 2013                         Page 4 
 

TAG Comments: 
 Attendance is often low at these sorts of events – they’re not an effective outreach 

tool. 
 The first portion of the format should be much shorter in length (perhaps ½ hour to 

45 minutes). Then do the focus group format. 
 3-hour time slots are too long. 
 Consider place-based priority designation – in other words, if you are presenting at 

the aquatics center, consider describing a scenario for improved healthy streets in an 
area adjacent to the aquatics center. 

 Free meals associated with these types of events bring in more people. 
 Revamp marketing efforts to get people to attend. 
 Place more emphasis on more general outreach at this state of the initiative. 
 If these events are held at the same locations, we’ll get the same people (consider 

new places to attract interest by individuals that have not yet heard – the Bouncy 
House, Kids Store, e.g.) 

ACTION ITEM: Lisa will distribute an updated communications plan that includes the dates 
and locations where events have been held. She will also distribute the latest timeline. 

 
VI. Check-in with the TAG 
TAG members were asked to comment on their involvement in this initiative to date (e.g., was the 
email correspondence too little or too much, and did they feel like their involvement level was 
appropriate). Several members commented that the level of involvement was appropriate for this type 
of initiative. 
 
VII. Upcoming 2013 TAG meeting dates: 
 
August 7 
September 27 
December 13 
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City of Corvallis Healthy Streets Initiative 

Technical Advisory Group (TAG) 

Meeting Summary – August 7, 2013 
 
Attendees—David Eckert, Jude Geist, Xan Augerot, Brad Upton, Chris Westfall, Kent Daniels, Kelsey 
Moldenke, Kristin Anderson, Annette Mills, Kathleen Johnston, Meghna Babbar-Sebens  
 
Staff—Iris Benson, Gregory Wilson  
 
Guests—Ann Stewart, John Gabriel, Tanner Semerad, Lisa DeBruyckere (facilitator) 
 
The 5th meeting of the TAG was convened at 12:01 p.m., and adjourned at 2:00pm, at the public library on 
Madison Avenue. The purpose of this meeting was to approve the meeting minutes from last meeting; receive 
an update from AlseaGeo staff regarding progress made to date with GIS outcomes; obtain feedback from 
TAG on draft criteria and priorities to consider when evaluating projects for suitability; and discuss public 
comments received to date both spatially and by theme.  
 
I. Meeting Minutes from February TAG meeting—The TAG meeting minutes were approved from the 
May 2013 meeting. 
 
II. AlseaGeo Spatial Presentation—AlseaGeo provided an update on their analyses to date on their Healthy 

Streets Planning Initiative Stormwater Runoff GIS Analysis, which will inform potential pollutant loading to 
stormwater system and streams. The analysis used 3 foot pixel data to perform calculations and generate 
datasets for estimated pollutant loading by eight contaminants, providing an overall pollutant priority index 
(PPI) score for each 3 ft. x 3 ft. pixel that can be aggregated to larger areas such as catchments. The results 
include a GIS layer for each of the pollutants. After generating the overall priority index dataset by pixel, an 
additional analysis was performed to delineate and rank catchment areas for existing inlets to the City’s 
stormwater system.   

Deliverable datasets produced by the analysis include: 
1. runoff raster (based on ground cover and slope) 
2. eight land use based pollutant concentration rasters (one for each of eight pollutants) 
3. eight normalized pollutant load rasters (based on 1 and 2 above) 
4. combined pollutant load by pixel (based on weighted pollutant priority index) 
5. catchment polygons (catchment areas delineated for stormwater inlet points) 
6. catchment priority index polygons (above catchments with calculated pollutant priority index score) 

 
Priority Index datasets will help City Managers and the public prioritize locations to be considered for 
structural Best Management Practice (BMP) projects. BMP projects attempt to intercept stormwater with 
structures, such as bioswales, that naturally filter, detain and improve water quality. Overlaying this 
stormwater analysis with the bicycle/pedestrian analysis may reveal coincident areas of high pollution loading 
and barriers to bike and pedestrian transit. City managers and the public may decide to prioritize these 
coincident areas for structural modification over other areas. 
 



 

Minutes of the Green Streets Planning Partnership August 7, 2013                         Page 2 

 

III. Public comments received to date— 

Greg Wilson noted a total of 222 public comments have been received to date on the initiative, and 
comments, represented visually using the online tool, are showing core areas of interest in and around the 
city.   

TAG Comments:  

 There was discussion about whether or not there will be a cutoff date for comments, and it was 
noted that it was initially stated to the public that the comment period would continue into 
October.  

 Because OSU students are not in school in the summer, it was noted keeping the public comment 
period open into October would allow for them to participate when school starts in September. 

 There was additional discussion about how to better engage students on campus, and it was 
suggested that the Student Sustainability Initiative (contact through Dean of Student Affairs) and 
the Hydrophiles group (a group interested in water issues) on campus be contacted. 

IV. Criteria and priorities – The bulk of the TAG meeting consisted of walking through the criteria to 
evaluate Healthy Streets sites and locations. Iris Benson provided an initial set of comments about the 
thinking and methodology of the matrix, and TAG provided introductory comments. 

 Several analysis tools will be used (GIS research, tiered criteria, etc.). 
 Need definitions for “functioning riparian systems” so evaluations are not subjective. 
 There are “dealbreaker” attributes, such as Endangered Species listings. There was discussion about 

whether or not Mature Trees would be a dealbreaker, and TAG members commented that further 
analysis of Mature Trees would need to be done (e.g., some mature trees are not native, and there are 
places where mature trees are negatively affecting stormwater and bicycle traffic). 

 There was discussion about creating tiers, weighting, using a numbering system versus “less ideal to 
more ideal,” and it was noted that the matrix uses a Likert system for evaluation, where “less idea to 
more ideal” is characterized by using a numbering system. 

 It was noted that criteria could be weighted – if it is decided that there are Tier 1 criteria, e.g., all of 
the criteria in that Tier could be multiplied by a number to give it more consideration and “weight” 
than Tier 2 criteria. 

 Consider the unintended consequences of each category, if that category is designated least preferred. 
 Consider the validity reliability bias that occurs from person to person conducting the scorings, and 

consider offering some type of training to enhance consistency among reviewers. Consider forming a 
group that would evaluate projects using the matrix (once it is completed) and help the staff 
ultimately bring the products to the City Council. 

 Keep in mind this matrix is designated for an intermediate neighborhood scale – we’ll need to 
consider how we prioritize across landscape, then work in site scale analysis. 

 It was proposed by the TAG that staff could take the next step and propose Tiers, and the TAG could 
comment offline about his weighting system. 

 Evaluate which criteria are objective, and which are subjective, sort, and then describe priority and 
secondary criteria. 

TAG members provided initial comments on the document (appended): 

 Include the overarching goal for the Healthy Streets initiative at the top of the matrix. 
 Within each category, explain why the criteria being considered is important to develop a shared 

understanding of the importance of the criteria. 
 Coordinate with the City of Portland on their initiative – Kelsey will provide the contact information. 

 
 Goal 1: 

o Anticipated growth is redundant. Consider removing or replacing it with Population Density 
because anticipated growth is not always an accurate prediction. It was also noted, though, to 
not completely discount city planning projections. 
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o Parcel ownership and Right of Way jurisdiction is subjectively worded and includes pre-
made judgment language. If this category is used, the continuum needs to incorporate the 
entire spectrum of property ownerships. 

o Future Development and Improvements criteria, “Site/location is listed in two or more City or 
regionally significant plans”—add “Doesn’t conflict with” and “This improvement isn’t 
premature.” 
 

 Goal 2: 
o Consider more hydrology attributes and criteria. 
o Add language to describe why asterisks are used (denote dealbreakers). 
o Remove soils type data. 
o Combined Sewer Overflow and Separated Storm System need to be considered, but it’s really 

not a “less or more” concept. Areas in combined sewer locations are the most threatened and 
important. This category should be removed and considered in a more meaningful, 
comprehensive way as part of the overall analysis. 

o Stormwater outfalls and vegetation needs to be reconsidered because, in some cases, the 
amount of pollution and water is damaging to riparian structures. 

o Erosion and degradation of stream banks is too simplistic and should include a list of 7-8 
subcategories that characterize E Coli, fish population counts, incision, ability to be restored, 
flow characteristics and other attributes that can be evaluated in terms of more or less 
desirable. 

o Consider if street trees are native or non-native/invasive. 
 

 Goal 3: 
o Add identification of bicycle boulevards. 
o Traffic volumes –healthy streets treatments would likely be most effective in low traffic 

volume (and low traffic speed; see next bullet) areas. 
o Traffic speeds – There was disagreement on the use of this criteria. 
o Traffic signals at major intersections should be refined. Traffic control devices (e.g., stop 

signs, traffic lights, etc.) could be modified as part of implementing healthy streets attributes.  
Greg Wilson provided the example of Tyler and how it is difficult to cross 9th, and that a 
healthy street treatment might be to add a new traffic control device to make such crossings 
easier for bicyclists. Similarly, on Tyler, there are multiple stop signs and these could be 
reconfigured to stop the cross street traffic rather than traffic on Tyler. These are just 
examples of how the Traffic Signals and Cyclist Delay criteria need to be re-considered. 
 

 Goal 4: 
o Consider shade trees. 

 
 Goal 5: 

o Perhaps these are secondary criteria. 
o Kathleen has maps of areas that show poverty, and low income. 
o Income and % under poverty level – there was lack of clarity in how the three scoring criteria 

differ and what they mean. 
o Residents living with a disability – there is a question about the usefulness of this category – 

ensure it relates to ADA Accessibility Issues, and not other types of disabilities (color blind, 
e.g.). 

V. Next Round of Public Meetings – The next round of public meetings will be discussed during the 
September 27, 2013 TAG meeting. 

 
VI. Upcoming 2013 TAG meeting dates: 
 
September 27 and December 13 
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City of Corvallis Healthy Streets Initiative 

Technical Advisory Group (TAG) 

Meeting Summary – September 27, 2013 
 
Attendees—Xan Augerot, Brad Upton, Christ Westfall, Kent Daniels, Kelsey Moldenke, Meghna Babbar-
Sebens, Kristin 
 
Staff—Iris Benson, Gregory Wilson, Greg Gescher 
 
Lisa DeBruyckere (facilitator) 
 
The 6th meeting of the TAG was convened at 12:05 p.m., and adjourned at 1:55pm. The purpose of this 
meeting was to approve the meeting minutes from last meeting and discuss draft Healthy Streets criteria and a 
process to institutionalize Healthy Streets Initiative considerations into City processes and future City 
projects. 
 
I. Meeting Minutes from August TAG meeting—The TAG meeting minutes were unanimously approved 
from the August 2013 meeting. 
 
II. Discuss the meeting with City program leads and Iris, Greg, and Lisa re: suggestions made to 
institutionalize HSI into City processes— 
 
TAG members and City staff discussed the meeting that was held with non-HSI City staff in September 2013 
to develop a shared understanding of the Healthy Streets initiative and obtain City perspectives on how best to 
institutionalize Healthy Streets into City processes. As a result of this conversation, it was recommended there 
be a shift from focusing on detailed aspects of Healthy Streets features and criteria (there was concurrence 
that these focused and detailed conversations would occur on a case-by-case basis as the City moves toward 
integrating Healthy Streets concepts into transportation, stormwater, and other projects) toward taking steps to 
ensure Healthy Streets is integrated into existing City priorities and plans.  
 
TAG comments and recommendations (listed in three categories): 
 
Integrating Healthy Streets into City processes: 

 It’s a good idea to incorporate HSI into City processes; if something is in code, then all projects have 
HSI elements considered as part of the project. 

 Public Works staff could work with Community Development Department staff to develop language 
for specific changes in the Land Development Code (LDC) required to help meet the Healthy Streets 
recommended changes. [Note: Another possibility is that a citizen group similar to the Infill Task 
Force could work with the Public Works staff to develop proposed changes to the LDC, and then take 
them to Community Development staff for review.] 

  Master Plan reviews are one way to change things.  
 A revision of the Comp Plan could have an entire section on Healthy Streets.  
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 The Parks Department undergoes process with an advisory board that ranks CIP projects. The rank 
can by influenced by available funding. 

 Right now, there is no bucket of funding to implement Healthy Streets, so we can look to the CIP 
first. Ranking Healthy Streets projects is not as important as having a good map of Healthy Streets 
concerns. Street improvement projects happen as a result of the condition of the street. 

 It seems doubtful the City is going to undertake a Healthy Streets project in isolation (without 
considering other project needs/goals). It’s important to find a balance between having a CIP-
approved project on the list (and include a Healthy Streets project), but provide an avenue to move 
Healthy Streets projects forward. 

 It’s important to have rankings based on different ideas, then when there is funding for the project, 
enhance it with Healthy Streets features. Get this in the Land Development Code and Public Works 
policies. It makes sense to get as much as we can institutionalized. 

 We’re concentrating so much on CIPs – let’s not lose our goal of connecting portions of the 
community – creating a network. 

 Recommend in our product how and where it needs to be institutionalized. Can use Healthy Streets as 
a filter for transportation projects. 

 Our role is not to prioritize the projects, but to describe the criteria the City would use to incorporate 
Healthy Streets outputs within existing City processes. 

 There will probably be some stand-alone Healthy Streets projects (grant dependent), but looking at 
the CIP, I know where my street reconstruction project will occur, and I will want to use Healthy 

Streets information to see if I can marry the two. 
 Another avenue is implementing Healthy Streets through development standards. 
 There are many options available, and how does the new Stormwater Plan integrate? Design criteria 

gives information on how to size something. Do we want mechanical means, natural means? 
 Valuation of individual streets will occur on a site-by-site basis. The design challenge will be how to 

make it fit. 
 
Stakeholder input: 

 The Transportation Plan is supposed to be updated; and there’s a Mission, Comp Plan, and Land 
Development Code (these need to be listed under #2 City Priorities in the document distributed for 
this meeting) - Stakeholder input to date could inform revisions to the Transportation Plan. 

 I like the idea of integrating Healthy Streets into existing city codes; but we don’t want to lose in that 
process the geographic areas that have been identified as concern spots by the public and us.  

 The TAG could help ensure good ideas are actually implemented; it’s effective to have citizens 
supporting initiatives. 

 There is a City task force that is looking at citizen participation; we need to look at how citizens 
engage from the beginning. The Land Development Code is 1,000 pages long. For an ordinary 
citizen, it’s difficult to engage. How does a member of the public get help? 

 The public comments we have collected can inform future projects. 
 Recognize that concentrations of public comments on the maps are a snapshot in time – we need to 

help City staff describe the criteria associated with those dots. We have suggested some 
standards/criteria to suggest where projects may be completed, but little to suggest what might be 
done in specific areas. We want to ensure what we produce is meaningful.  

 
Where the TAG should invest its resources: 

 We need to screen the public comments – take a look at the list of all comments to date, what features 
would potentially respond to the comments, and compare them to project goals – this could lead to 
case examples in the final report. 

 Do we want to spend time ranking? It’s a good idea, but not as detailed as the path we were starting 
down – rather, we need general guidance on how to prioritize Healthy Streets – qualitative versus 
quantitative. 

 The City needs to know what a Healthy Street looks like. Less guidance on how to implement it is 
needed; City staff need to know what it is going to look like. 
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 Let’s not weight the different criteria; rather, let’s identify the general trouble spot areas/issues (e.g., 
congestion, stormwater) – what would a Healthy Streets solution look like? 

 The City has a number of planning documents, but we need specific recommendations – we should 
identify where we think Healthy Streets features should go, and define what it means for there to be a 
Healthy Street. 

 City staff will need some information/education about Healthy Streets features. Creative design and 
knowledge are needed. 

 Not every street that is built or reconstructed should have to incorporate Healthy Streets features – 
identify where they should go (criteria) and where they don’t have to be. 
 

III. Priority and Enhancement Opportunity Zones Chart—TAG members recommended changing the 
diagram to remove the Enhancement Opportunity Zone arrow, change the middle pie chart to a Venn 
diagram, and change the font colors. 
 
IV. End Products—TAG members created a to-do list (and identified the percentage of work that had been 
completed to date for each task) and walked through a corresponding timeline to develop the draft plan by 
December 13 of 2013 and the final plan by April of 2014: 

 
By November 15, 2013: 

o IDENTIFY TROUBLESPOTS (95% DONE) 
 Stakeholder input 
 GIS data 
 CIP list 
 What the TAG used to identify trouble spots 

 Compile information and compare original trouble spot criteria with the 
publicly identified trouble spots - refine criteria for what it is that made those 
trouble spots – to identify candidates for Healthy Streets in the future (Xan 
will proof City work). 
 

o WHAT WE COULD DO WITH THOSE TROUBLESPOTS  (75% DONE) 
 Draft matrix (IRIS) – Put it in more of a qualitative/simplified format 
 Describe the list of features that respond to the issues 

 
o WHAT DOES A HEALTHY STREET LOOK LIKE AND DESCRIBE WHAT THEY 

WOULD LOOK LIKE (IDEAL) (FOR NEW DEVELOPMENT AND RETROFITS) (95% 
DONE) 

 Review and refine work Lindsay completed. 
 

By December 13, 2013: 
o CASE EXAMPLES (2-3) (RETROFIT AND NEW DEVELOPMENT) (10% DONE) 

 Specific places identified as trouble spots and what Healthy Streets features we 
would recommend to address the trouble spots 

 Chris, Kristin, Kelsey, Brad, Xan (using Greg and Iris as filters) will review 
community input to date and stormwater GIS results (Note: Iris offered the 
maps available on a computer at her office) 

 
December 2013: 

o Produce Draft Healthy Streets Plan 
 
April 2014: 

o Finalize Healthy Streets Plan. 
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2014 and beyond: 
o SPECIFIC RECOMMENDATIONS TO INCORPORATE INTO CODE/POLICY (WHICH 

ONES, WHICH PLANS?) (10% DONE)  
 Staff, Kent, and other TAG members can suggest which plans would be best for 

integration of Healthy Streets information. 
 City staff will identify barrier code language (CIP, developers, stand-alone projects) 

– individual City department staff will help advance code change recommendations 
 
V. Public meetings—The final round of public meetings will be a set of public forums between January and 
March 2014 for people to review the draft Healthy Streets plan. There was consensus among the TAG 
members that a round of public meetings this fall to discuss Healthy Streets features in detail would not be 
appropriate considering these conversations will occur in a focused, detailed way on a case-by-case basis 
during development and reconstruction project planning. 
 
VI. Upcoming 2013 TAG meeting date: December 13, 2013 



  CITY OF CORVALLIS PUBLIC WORKS 
MINUTES OF THE GREEN STREETS PLANNING PARTNERSHIP 

FIRST MEETING, NOVEMBER 8, 2012 
 
Attendance 
Gregory Wilson 
David Eckert 
Greg Gescher 
Megan Patton-Lopez 
Annette Mills 
Lisa Scherf 
Mike Wiener 
Xan Augerot 
Kari Paulson 
Kent Daniels 
Brad Upton 
Jerry Rooney 

 
Staff 
Iris Benson 
Allison Handler 
Tammy Lockwood 
Mark Lindgren, Recorder 
 

 
CONTENT OF DISCUSSION 
 

I. INTRODUCTIONS: Alison Handler called the meeting to order at 12:09 p.m. at the Madison Avenue 
Meeting Room at 500 SW Madison Avenue. She said the purpose of the meeting was to introduce 
participants in the process of recommending ways of managing Corvallis stormwater runoff in the best 
way for the watershed and also promotes safety. She said the agenda would focus on who is here, who 
isn’t, and whose perspective should be sought; agree on how to interact in meetings; and see what the 
group is tasked with doing. She noted that attendees can decide on committing after this meeting.  
 
Allison Handler said she is a consultant with Solid Ground Consulting and her job was to facilitate this 
process with participants and to ensure that the public has input on the process. She does similar 
consulting work on conservation and water-related projects around the country. Megan Patton-Lopez 
stated that she works at Benton County Health Department; she is coordinating a grant with Corvallis 
Parks and Recreation and is interested in active transportation, especially in regards to access for low-
income and minority families. Iris Benson said she is a storm water specialist with Corvallis Public 
Works Department; she is coordinating with the Corvallis Transportation and others present to see this 
planning process through. She asked participants to bring their creativity to the process.  
 
Brad Upton related that he is chair of the Corvallis Bicycle Pedestrian Advisory Commission (BPAC) and 
the Benton County Bicycle Committee, and is an avid bike commuter. Greg Gescher is a City Engineer 
and said that much of what comes out of this process will be implemented in his shop. Gregory Wilson, 
Corvallis Public Works, coordinates the City Bike and Pedestrian program, staffs BPAC, and is the 
employee transportation coordinator for fourteen organizations, including OSU, H-P and Good Samaritan.  
 
Mike Weiner said he owns an arts supply store in Corvallis and serves on the Downtown Commission. He 
said he’s seen both good and bad bike street planning as he’s traveled around the US and Europe. Lisa 
Scherf said she is the Corvallis Transportation Services Supervisor; she has responsibility for the city’s 
alternative transportation programs (bike, pedestrian, bus, airport parking, and senior and disabled 
transportation). She walks and cycles to work.  
 
Annette Mills said she was from the Corvallis Sustainability Coalition, a network that now houses over 
230 local organizations (including the City of Corvallis), and serves on the group’s Transportation Action 
Team. Dave Eckert related that he is on the Water Action Team of the Corvallis Sustainability Coalition. 



Minutes of the Green Streets Planning Partnership  First Meeting November 8, 2012 Page 2 

 

Kent Daniels related he’s done a lot of volunteer work over several decades; he is currently volunteering 
with the Planning Commission, Cascade Pacific Resource Conservation and Development, and the Civic 
Beautification and Urban Forestry Advisory Commission (CBUF). Jerry Rooney related that he was an 
avid cyclist and teaches a bicycle diversion class and AARP’s Over 55 Drivers Education Class. Xan 
Augerot stated that she is Executive Director of the Mary’s River Watershed Council; she focuses on 
water quality and fish and wildlife habitat, and is a bike commuter.  
 
Handler asked who else was not present today that should be. Eckert suggested including both City and 
professional engineers (including an OSU professor specializing in permaculture). Augerot suggested an 
OSU civil engineer. Handler noted that there would be one focus group that would not be of this group.  
 
Mills suggested including someone politically opposed to government taking on this role; Upton noted 
that this was a technical advisory group; Handler suggested participants sometimes take on the devil’s 
advocate role. Weiner suggested including a representative who owns commercial property, and someone 
with a background in property law. Handler said experts in different fields could be brought in 
periodically to address questions and issues; she said she would start a list of those people. Eckert 
suggested bringing in a landscape designer; Benson noted that she had academic background in landscape 
architecture, and had worked as a landscape designer and Parks planner. She said it may be useful to have 
a Benton County land use planner. 
 
Handler related that among participants unable to attend today were Gigi Sims, coordinator of Safe 
Schools- developing and administering students to walk and bike to school); Chris Westfall is code 
enforcement with the city; and Meghna Babbar-Sebens, OSU Civil Engineering professor, hydrology and 
water monitoring. 
 
Handler added that members could also meet informally outside the meeting. Daniels suggested Adam 
Steadman; Patricia Benner (a river ecology specialist, who chaired development of the City’s Stormwater 
Management Plan); and Becky Merja, Urban Forester, of Parks and Recreation.  
 
Patton-Lopez suggested someone with a housing background, such as Willamette Neighborhood Housing 
Services, noting that housing and transportation were closely aligned. Handler suggested that in thinking 
about who should be part of the process, members consider possible “push” points of community concern 
regarding the project. Scherf noted that parking was part of her work responsibilities. Handler asked 
participants to email Benson with any other suggestions.  
 

II. GROUND RULES.  
Handler distributed colored pens for participants to use in order to delineate points of agreement and 
disagreement in selecting 5 to 10 rules to help develop a consensus to guide the group’s work. Augerot 
highlighted “Respect each other and respect the agenda- start meetings on time”; and “If you disagree, 
offer a reason and an alternative option”; and “Search for common ground to bring people and ideas 
together but don’t settle for compromises that people don’t truly agree”. Scherf said she crossed out the 
alternative option; Upton agreed; Handler suggested, “If you disagree, offer a reason”. Handler said 
starting meetings on time was her job.  
 
Jerry Rooney highlighted “Keep the big picture perspective, rather than focusing on immediate issues or 
projects”; and “Be open to new ideas, perspectives and directions and also be open to sharing your own 
perspective, even, or especially, if it differs from the prevailing idea”. Eckert noted that a technical 
advisory group must focus on details as well as the big picture; Rooney agreed to de-emphasize “Keep the 
big picture perspective..”. 
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Kent Daniels offered “Balance people’s participation”; Handler said that that was her job as facilitator. 
Daniels offered “Don’t interrupt”; several agreed. Dave Eckert suggested “Be Concise”; several agreed; 
Handler said she may summarize this as “Use 25 words or less”. Mills suggested “Make every effort to 
attend, prepare and participate in meetings”. Eckert suggested participants place their nameplates on 
end to get facilitator’s attention in order to get on the speaking stack.  
 
Weiner highlighted “Reflect diverse perspectives, and speak views clearly and forcefully, especially 
when they differ”; Handler suggested that she simply re-phrase “Be open to new ideas”. Weiner 
disagreed with “Leave your hat at the door”, saying that it was important for people to represent the 
interests from which they come. He agreed with “Once decided, do not open an issue without new 
information”; Upton suggested that it be OK to revisit a decision if there was consensus. Handler said 
she would take that on as facilitator.  
 
Benson suggested participants “Be supportive and adaptive to the process”, saying it was a fluid 
process. Patton-Lopez highlighted “Don’t take things personally”; “Members are expected to share the 
gists of TAG discussions with associates, but not attribute opinions or ideas to individual members”; 
and “Support decisions, once made”; Eckert disagreed with the latter, saying he didn’t want to be a 
spokesperson for something he disagrees with. Mills noted that regarding “TAG members will act as 
proponents for the project”, she couldn’t advocate for a position unless the Sustainability Coalition first 
develops a position on it.  
 
Augerot asked members to set their cell phones to “vibrate” before each meeting. Handler said she 
wanted members to have the ability to hold very candid conversations, and if necessary, simply 
summarize that there was disagreement on an issue.  
 

III.  INFORMATION AND QUESTIONS.  
Tammy Lockwood made a presentation on what the Corvallis Streams and Streets survey had learned. 
She reported that 2,400 postcards were mailed out, containing an invitation to an on-line survey, with 
an option for using a paper survey mailed to them, in case they didn’t have a computer. There was an 
82% response rate from those who responded. The overall response rate was 21.5% (515 respondents), 
a very good-sized sample. The margin of error was no larger than plus or minus 4.27% and was 
statistically valid.  
 
She said the results were broken down by City Council wards. She said the survey found that residents 
perceived the water quality of local streams and rivers was good, with 49% believing that the rivers 
were either Somewhat Clean or Completely Clean, with a mean rating of 3.4 on a scale from one to 
five. She related that 34% of respondents felt water quality was remaining the same and 23% felt it was 
improving; 28% of those who replied that “water quality was staying the same or getting worse” felt 
there was a problem. She related that 71% of all respondents felt it was important that the City work to 
improve streams.  
 
Lockwood stated that 84% felt that the water that entered storm drains and ditches would end up in 
rivers and streams. Eckert said it was his understanding that one third of storm water that goes into 
pipes goes to water treatment plants, and two-thirds directly into streams; and said he would’ve been 
confused by the question. Lockwood replied that the survey was multiple response (people could 
choose more than one answer). Rooney said the definition of the word “clean” was very broad; 
Lockwood said that was used on purpose in order to gauge perceptions. Benson added the intent was 
also to determine what information people may be missing and how to approach issues with people.  
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Regarding transportation, Lockwood said 74% said they drive extremely often (daily) and 1% never 
drive. She reported that 45% walk very often and 1% never walk down neighborhood streets. She 
related that 30% stated that they never bicycle; it was felt that the reported level of bicycling was highly 
correlated to age, since a large percentage of the sample were older. The results show people were 
satisfied with their travel modes, with drivers scoring driving at 4 out of 5; walking at 4.1; and cycling 
3.9. She reported that 50% of the sample said they were somewhat or very concerned with auto traffic 
in their neighborhoods. There was a fair amount of consensus on satisfaction in north Corvallis; 
Augerot noted that the rate of cycling was highest in South Corvallis but the satisfaction lowest.  
 
Regarding response to seven statements on Traffic Volume and Speed by Transportation Modes; 
cyclists were most likely to agree with all the statements than people using other transportation modes. 
She said only 3% stated they drove, walked, and cycled in equal amounts, in a category termed Mixed 
Modes.  
 
She reported that Ward 8 residents were more likely to report that there were too many cars on their 
neighborhood streets, and that fewer cars would improve biking and walking conditions. She said 
Council Ward 9 residents were more statistically likely to disagree with all the statements and hence the 
most likely to disparage the project.  
 
Handler said the people who are going to have a say, from a legal perspective, will be property owners, 
so in an area with lower income tenants, it is their landlords who will get to weigh in, based on their 
standing. We may want to consider how to gain information from tenants, in order to include their 
perspectives, as well as property owners, as part of community planning. Lockwood note that the 
samples were weighted to homeowners; renters were statistically more likely to be in Ward 3. Benson 
explained that the survey went to addresses of people who pay water bills, and noted that since many 
apartment dwellers don’t pay water bills, there may need to be an effort to reach out to those 
populations.  
 
Lockwood related that respondents from Council Ward 5 were statistically more likely to feel more 
impacted by traffic volume and speed; that there were too many cars on neighborhood streets; that 
fewer cars would improve bicycling and walking conditions; that fewer cars would improve property 
values; that they’d like a street with more pedestrians and bikes and fewer cars; that cars were driving 
too fast on their streets; and that low-traffic bicycle routes were good for everyone. Respondents from 
Council Ward 3 were statistically more likely to feel there were too many cars on neighborhood streets; 
they would like a street with more pedestrians and bicycles and fewer cars; they would be willing to 
drive more slowly if everyone else did; they would accept less on-street parking in exchange for low-
traffic streets; and more likely to strongly disagree that drivers should not be inconvenienced to benefit 
cyclists. She summarized that residents of Wards 3 and 5 seemed to be the biggest advocates of the 
green street concept. 
 
There was generally fairly low awareness (23%) of what “green streets” were. Of those who said they 
were aware of what greens streets were, they filled out the survey statistically differently than the rest of 
the sample. They were more likely to perceive a problem with water quality in rivers and streams; to 
believe that the city should work to improve streams; that stormwater enters pipes to the wastewater 
treatment plant; were more likely to strongly agree that they’d like a street with more pedestrians and 
bicycles and fewer cars; to agree that fewer cars would improve bicycling and walking conditions; that 
fewer cars would improve their property values; and strongly agreed that fewer cars create cleaner air. 
Those aware of green streets were also more statistically likely to be willing to accept less on-street 
parking in exchange for low-traffic streets; and they strongly disagreed that lots of on-street parking 
was important to them.  
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Mills asked about the percentage results cited in the summary; Lockwood explained that the 
percentages were comparing those who were aware of green streets to the entire sample, and so the 
percentage totals added up to more than 100%. Handler asked whether the results suggested that if 
people knew more about green streets and what their purpose was, whether they might end up with 
similar opinions as those cited in the survey; Lockwood agreed. Eckert disagreed, saying that it was a 
false assumption that an education push in Corvallis on green streets would necessarily result in the 
kinds of views expressed in the survey by those who educated themselves; Upton concurred.  
 
Lockwood said that in terms of research, she was interested in looking at responses a year after the 
green streets education piece is put in place, and looking at numbers, say, for whether people would be 
willing to accept tradeoffs in exchange for green street benefits. Rooney said that we need to get on the 
same page as to what a green street is, since there could easily be several interpretations; Lockwood 
replied that that is why the brief description was included in the survey.  
 
Lockwood explained that on the survey, after the brief description of what a green street was, there was 
an illustration of what a green street might look like, with some of the features commonly found on 
green streets, in order that respondents have the same point of reference. She related that 36% of 
respondents found green streets very appealing and 30% found them somewhat appealing. She agreed 
that the TAG program will want to define green streets, so that there is a common frame of reference. 
Benson said the group had an opportunity to shape what it means for this community in terms of what is 
important to Corvallis residents. She said the survey showed the importance of education and a larger 
outreach effort.  
 
Lockwood said 42% said that they were very likely to use a green street if it were made available. Mills 
expressed concern that the survey may have been skewed to older residents; Augerot asked how survey 
demographics compared to those of the city. Lockwood noted there were no responses from the 18-25 
year-old age group, which is difficult to reach and research. Patton-Lopez said this gives one snapshot; 
however, many people are renters their whole lives and many are low-income. Lockwood said that 
group didn’t participate; they had options on how to participate; Patton-Lopez said there were ways to 
reach that group.  
 
Eckert asked how the 35-50 year-old age group was represented; Lockwood replied that there were 
under a dozen of these in the survey, and only two respondents in the 24-35 year-old group. Daniels 
noted that while individual younger students were transient, that group as a whole will always be 
present in this community. He noted that there was a very high number of cyclists among students and 
young people; they may also be more environmentally oriented than the general population. Lockwood 
agreed it would great if OSU would send out the online surveys to students.  
 
Respondents felt that Circle Boulevards, Kings Boulevards, and Grant Avenue were good candidates to 
be a green street. She said that 53% asked to be kept informed and updated on the progress of green 
streets.  
 
She concluded that money was one of the biggest barriers. There was some concern about having a 
long-term financing plan for maintenance funding at a time when the city was facing financial 
challenges. She said people didn’t want to see rain gardens turn into a lot of dead vegetation; others 
were not sure about the potential cost of the program. Lockwood said the program might best be done 
in steps, and that if the program can reduce costs of waste and storm water, it will be very attractive. 
She said the data tables will be cross-tabulated, so members can see how each group answered 
questions.  
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IV.  AFFIRM SCOPE AND MEMBERSHIP:  

Handler said the purview of the group was to make recommendations to the city about where to install 
green streets. The group may want to develop its own definition of green streets. The group is intended 
to bring together a broad representation of perspectives, in order to develop the best recommendation. 
The work will look at both the big picture as well as specific positions. The groups will set goals and 
objectives, and help develop criteria on where to install a green street project.  
 
The group will frame issues for community input at the next meeting, looking at what people’s 
concerns and issues are. The public will then be solicited; and that input will be brought back to the 
group when it meets again; then the plan will be sent back out to the public, which will have a lot of 
opportunity to express concerns; and then brought back to the group again. She clarified that TAG 
members may act as proponents for the project, if they are permitted to do so; and emphasized that 
conversations won’t be attributed.  
 
Weiner said a broader context was needed for the project. Handler said she was hearing she could bring 
in someone from Transportation and Engineering to make presentations. Eckert asked whether Green 
Streets would be incorporated into the fabric of the transportation program or if it would be an orphan. 
Benson replied that one of the goals was to make it effective with resources. Wilson said it would not 
be implemented on a grand scale. Rooney suggested the group participants look at what has already 
been started on west Beca Avenue. 
 

V.  REVIEW OVERALL TIMELINE.  
Handler distributed the project timeline over fourteen months and estimated the group would meet 
about five times over that period. She will use a Doodle poll to schedule this group’s next meeting 
before the end of the year or in January. She, Benson and Gesher are on the project’s planning team. 
There will be four public forums, along with a couple in Spanish, and a GIS analysis will come into the 
process around February. The committee will meet again around March and June to respond to initial 
public input and then on the draft document. The final committee meeting will be in January 2014, with 
the final public input meeting in February 2014. She noted that the timeline may shift as needed, 
perhaps with an extra public forum or work group meeting. Patton-Lopez asked how to get up to speed 
on environmental impacts; Benson replied that GIS information and monitoring information will be 
brought in and will help in this respect.  
 

VI.  NEXT STEPS. 
Handler will send out the revised ground rules, and asked participants to email her to state whether they 
want to participate further. The next meeting will adopt a definition of what a green street is, starting 
with the existing definition. It will also frame key issues for the community to give input on. Staff will 
bring background information to the next meeting, possibly with some information ahead of time.   
 
Daniels noted that most of the Corvallis watershed drains into the Willamette River or another 
watershed, not the Mary’s River watershed, and that getting more watershed information would be 
helpful. He also asked for more information on the grant that is funding this work; Benson highlighted 
the grant summary. 
 

VII.  ADJOURNMENT: Meeting adjourned at 2:03 p.m.   



  
  

City of Corvallis Healthy Streets Initiative 
Technical Advisory Group (TAG) 

Meeting Summary – January 10, 2014 
 
Attendees—David Eckert, Jude Geist, Xan Augerot, Brad Upton, Chris Westfall, Kent Daniels, Kelsey 
Moldenke, Kristin Anderson, Annette Mills, Meghna Babbar-Sebens  
 
Staff—Iris Benson, Gregory Wilson, Greg Gescher  
 
Facilitator—Lisa DeBruyckere  
 
The 7th meeting of the TAG was convened at 12:02 p.m., and adjourned at 2:00pm. The purpose of this 
meeting was to approve the meeting minutes from last meeting; discuss TAG case studies and examples of 
Healthy Streets features that would address stormwater/transportation issues and recommend three case 
studies for inclusion in the plan; discuss progress to date and receive feedback on the Healthy Streets plan; 
and discuss the process for proposed public review of Healthy Streets plan. 
 
 
I. Meeting Minutes from February TAG meeting—The TAG meeting minutes were approved from the 
September 27, 2013 meeting. 
 
 
II. TAG Case Studies—Kelsey Moldenke led the presentation for the TAG subcommittee (Kelsey, Dave, 
Xan, Chris, Kristin, Brad and Meghna) tasked with reviewing  seven locations in Corvallis as case studies for 
possible inclusion in the Healthy Streets plan, and recommend three to include and describe in further detail 
in the plan. The subcommittee reviewed and visited the following locations: 

 27th & Tyler  
 27th & Coolidge  
 27th & Garfield  
 11th & Buchanan  
 11th & Tyler  
 11th & Monroe  
 SE 3rd & Chapman 

Appendix A contains a summary of the comments made about each site visit. 

TAG comments about the process included: 

 The stormwater maps need groundtruthing. 
 The term “family-centric” to describe a location doesn’t necessarily mean that families live at or near 

that location; rather, families were documented to use or were observed at that location. 
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 Traffic calming features should be considered, even for narrow streets. 
 Pollutant loads need to be look at in finer detail for each location. 
 Within a corridor, sites or key locations can be selected to highlight opportunities for Healthy Streets 

features. 
 Experience and local familiarity with sites is helpful and should be incorporated. 

TAG members voted to include the following three locations in the Healthy Streets plan, noting that these 
locations are not recommended priorities for Healthy Streets features; rather, they are case studies that 
demonstrate factors taken into consideration and possible Healthy Streets features and solutions to address 
transportation and stormwater issues and concerns. 

 SE 3rd & Chapman 
 27th & Coolidge  
 11th & Buchanan  

ACTION ITEM: The next steps in the process are as follows: 

 Provide the public comments for all three sites to the TAG subcommittee (Lisa) – deadline January 
17 

 Provide a specific format for the TAG subcommittee to provide a summary of each of the three case 
studies (Lisa, Greg, and Iris) – deadline January 17 

 Draft case study descriptions and potential Healthy Streets solutions (TAG subcommittee) – deadline 
February 7 

 Provide background information on transportation issues at the three locations (Greg and Greg) – 
deadline January 17 

 Provide examples of best management practices and solutions from other locales (Lisa) – deadline 
January 17 

 
III. Draft Healthy Streets Plan 

The TAG was asked to respond to three questions about the development of the plan: 

1. What do you think of the overall content and structure? 
TAG Comments: 

a. A section should be added on changes in code, engineering standards, etc. that would need to 
be institutionalized as part of City practices. 

b. The plan should include the components of Healthy Streets and when City staff should be 
considering those components as part of project planning and implementation. 

c. The plan should reflect needs standards, skillsets (training), and code requirements that would 
truly institutionalize Healthy Streets. 

d. TAG meeting minutes should be in the Appendices – the body of the document should reflect 
only key decisions made by the TAG. 

e. A flowchart that describes the order in which the City should take actions to advance Healthy 
Streets should be included. 

f. TAG members should review a document titled, “Real Towns.” It can be purchased at 
http://www.lgc.org/freepub/community_design/guides/real_towns.html. 

g. Consideration should be given to maintenance required for Healthy Streets features with 
growth aspects, as this usually requires more routine maintenance than is possible by a group 
of volunteers. 

h. If the number of people attending the meetings are listed, it would be nice to state something 
like “12 non-staff members attended this meeting,” as opposed to just saying “12 people.” 
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i. Pages 14 & 15:  It’d be great to briefly state what was done to engage/inform the public.  For 

example: “The Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams project was prominently profiled on the City 
of Corvallis Public Works webpage for two years.  Also, there were four newspaper articles, 
one in 2012, two in 2013, and two in 2014, as well as six public meetings in 2013 and 
2014….” 

j. Pages 19 & 20:  This shows the general topics that people commented on, but it’d be great to 
give a little more detail about *what* the public was saying.  (The question and answer 
section did a great job of showing it wasn’t all roses and that some people had some tough 
questions about funding (etc.), but it’d be beneficial to have more details here.) 

k. Great photo examples and diagrams of street treatments! 
l. Page 35:  What category is this under?  “Rationale”? 
m. Page 37:  Income by census tract or…?  It appears that the student population counts as “low 

income” in this map, which I think isn’t “low income” in the traditional sense.  Those of us 
doing the site visits last weekend thought students shouldn’t be considered low income. 

n. Page 39:  What does the Transportation Option map mean?  “%”  ??? 
o. Page 41:  Explain BMI. 
p. Page 42:  It’d be an even better map if there were different symbols for grocery stores, 

schools, etc.  It’s important to know the difference when planning transportation options. 
 

2. What concepts would you like to see include in the Future Project Selection portion of the document? 
a. State the actual goals beginning on page 51 of the current version of the plan. 
b. Discuss proposing recessed planting strips with underdrains first, if possible (versus more 

vertical structures). 
 

3. What concepts would you like to see included in the Implementation Strategy section of the 
document? 

a. See answers from question 1 that deal with implementation, specifically b, e, and g. 
b. Continue public input and engagement beyond plan adoption to build appreciation for 

Healthy Streets – embed it in the conversation and culture of Corvallis. 
c. Review the document for references to “green,” and omit them, if possible (noting that there 

may be literature references to “Green Streets” initiatives. 
d. Discuss the creation of a work group or task force to work long-term with the City to consider 

Healthy Streets features. 
e. Conduct a gap analysis to determine the current status of the ability to implement Healthy 

Streets and define what needs to occur to bridge that gap. 

 
IV. The name of the initiative 

TAG members discussed and approved the proposal to change the name of the initiative in the planning 
document from Healthy Streets to Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams to better reflect the overall goals and 
outcomes of the initiative. 

 
V. Public Review of the Plan  

Iris proposed and TAG members discussed public review of the plan, once completed: 

 Finalize the draft by the end of February 2014. 
 Public review of the plan in March 2014. 
 Create an exhibit for a downtown storefront/space throughout April 2014 (Greg, Iris, and others could 

work at that location and be available for the public to drop in and discuss the initiative). 
 A public “launch” or “presentation” of the plan at a public venue. 
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 Informal contact with Boards and Commission members, informing them about the initiative and its 

status. 

 
VI. Upcoming 2014 TAG meeting dates 
 
ACTION ITEM: Lisa will send a Doodle to the TAG to establish a data for the next TAG meeting. 
 
APPENDIX [Note: Kelsey’s PowerPoint will be added here.] 

 
 

Minutes of the Green Streets Planning Partnership January 10, 2014                         Page 4 
 



 
 
Minutes of the Healthy Streets Technical Advisory Committee March 14, 2014  Page 1 
   

  
  

City of Corvallis Healthy Streets Initiative 

Technical Advisory Group (TAG) 

Meeting Summary – March 14, 2014 
 
Attendees—David Eckert, Jude Geist, Xan Augerot, Brad Upton, Chris Westfall, Kent Daniels, Kristin 
Anderson, Annette Mills, Meghna Babbar-Sebens, Megan Patton-Lopez,  
 
Staff—Iris Benson, Gregory Wilson, Michael Corrente (contractor) 
 
Facilitator—Lisa DeBruyckere  
 
The 8th meeting of the TAG was convened at 12:05 p.m., and adjourned at 2:00pm. The purpose of this 
meeting was to approve the meeting minutes from last meeting; discuss details about the three TAG case 
studies and examples of Healthy Streets features that would address stormwater/transportation for inclusion in 
the program guide; discuss progress to date and receive feedback on the Healthy Streets plan; and discuss the 
process for proposed timeline for next steps. Michael Corrente, a Ph.D. student at the University of Oregon, is 
an intern with the City of Corvallis, assisting in the development of graphic materials for the three case 
studies (described below). 
 
I. Meeting Minutes from February TAG meeting—The TAG meeting minutes were approved from the 
January 10, 2014 meeting. 
 
II. TAG Case Studies—Dave Eckert led the “Street Team” subcommittee tasked with reviewing three 
locations in Corvallis as case studies for possible inclusion in the Healthy Streets plan, and described detailed 
issues and possible solutions for three locations: 

 27th & Coolidge  
 11th & Buchanan  
 SE 3rd & Chapman 

The TAG “Street Team” shared information about the public comments, transportation and stormwater issues 
at each site. These discussions will be incorporated into the Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams program guide 
as the three case studies are described. 

Depending on the final verbiage in the program guide, the City may want to reach out to local landowners at 
intersections associated with the three case studies to ensure they understand the context in which the case 
studies are presented. 

There was general agreement that two publications would be needed as products of the Healthy Streets, 

Healthy Streams effort—the program guide (City staff and advisory boards as the target audience), and a fact 
sheet/brochure/document for the general public 
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III. Next Steps 
 March 26 – TAG deadline to review the attached version of the plan. 
 April 1 –Deadline for City to incorporate TAG comments and produce version 9.0 of the plan for 

review by others outside of the TAG. 
 April 15 – TAG deadline to review version 9.0 of the plan. 
 April 25 – Final TAG meeting.  

 
VI. Final TAG meeting 
The proposed next and final TAG meeting is April 25, 2014. TAG members should contact Lisa DeBruyckere 
immediately if they are unable to attend that date. 
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City of Corvallis Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams Initiative 

Technical Advisory Group (TAG) 

Meeting Summary – April 25, 2014 
 
Attendees—David Eckert, Xan Augerot, Brad Upton, Kent Daniels, Kristin Anderson, Annette Mills, 
Meghna Babbar-Sebens, Megan Patton-Lopez, Marissa Matzler  
 
Staff—Iris Benson, Gregory Wilson, Greg Gescher 
 
Facilitator—Lisa DeBruyckere  
 
The 9th meeting of the TAG was convened at 12:08 p.m., and adjourned at 2:00pm. The purpose of this 
meeting was to approve the meeting minutes from last meeting; walk through the proposed final draft of the 
text of the Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams guidebook, discuss potential formation of a citizen-driven 
working group to advance the initiative after production of the guide, and discuss next steps to engage the 
public in a review and outcomes of the guidebook. 
 
I. Meeting Minutes from February TAG meeting—The TAG meeting minutes were approved from the 
March 14, 2014 meeting. 
 
II. Guidebook 

 To-dos: 
o Annette noted she had some punctuation recommendations she will submit by Tuesday of the 

following week. 
o Megan offered to develop a sentence to add to the Executive Summary. 
o Kent offered to suggest a list of committees, commissions, task forces, etc. to take next steps 

for the initiative to be integrated into City processes. 
o All TAG members offered to send Greg and Iris a list of people that should be invited to 

participate in the future HS, HS work group by Friday, May 2. 
 The group revisited the intended audience for the document (discussed at the 8th meeting of the TAG), 

which is City planners and department staff. 
 Next steps: 

o Provide the document to City representatives 
 

III. Public Input (incorporated with tasks the newly formed working group will address) 
 The following were suggested ways to engage people in the HS, HS initiative: 

o Public presentation co-sponsored with the Sustainability Coalition 
o Table at Farmer’s Market 
o Give presentations at community meetings already scheduled 
o Lincoln Elementary School Kermes event 
o Create a standardized PowerPoint (few words, mostly pictures) 
o Distribute the document to City staff 
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o Have a presence on social media 
o Place a notice in the paper, stating copies are available for review 
o Approach the Advocate, GT, and Coop Times 
o Create a brochure and potentially publish the brochure in the newspaper 
o Participate in a cable access broadcast of the guidebook 
o Explore opportunities to provide a brochure with the packet new homeowners receive when 

they first move to Corvallis 
 

IV. Public Input Future Working Group/Task Force (actual name of group not determined) 
 
The TAG discussed the importance of a working group advancing the work done to date on the HS, HS 
initiative. The noted this grassroots group would have a goal of helping the City achieve next steps in the 
timeline (as described in the guidebook), and ultimately be a citizen-driven proponent of HS, HS outcomes, 
improving communication among agencies and entities, and serving a liaison role between citizens and City 
staff. 
 
TAG members commented the group could be formed with interested TAG members as well as others in the 
community, so that multi-sectoral perspectives would be advanced. They also noted it would be important for 
City staff to continue to participate with the working group. 
 
TAG members noted the key functions of the working group would be communication, informing opportunities 
for HS, HS features, and forming key questions the group should be asking to inform implementation efforts. 
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CORVALLIS HEALTHY STREETS, HEALTHY STREAMS COMMUNICATIONS AND MARKETING 
PLAN VERSION 6.0   MAY 22, 2014 

BACKGROUND 
The Corvallis Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams initiative is a comprehensive City planning effort that started in October of  2012 to treat 
stormwater, develop alternative transportation routes, expand urban green space, and improve community health. The proposed working 
definition of  Healthy Streets, which will be further refined during the public engagement process, is as follows: 

o Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams integrates stormwater runoff  with natural landscaping and multi-modal transportation 
features to improve the health of  the Willamette watershed and surrounding natural resources, and the overall quality of  life for 
all Corvallis citizens. 

o Healthy Streets: 
 Improve travel options and safety for all vehicles (including bicycles) and pedestrians. 
 Help to create vibrant and livable neighborhoods. 
 Increase community and property values. 
 Protect water quality. 
 Protect and provide open spaces and habitat for native plants and animals. 
 Help meet regulatory requirements for pollutant reduction and watershed resource management. 
 Are in investment in the future, saving money on wastewater pumping and treatment costs, long-term 

maintenance of  city streets, and health care costs. 

Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams collect non-point source pollution from city streets through filtration, detention, and evaporation of  
stormwater runoff  before it enters the Willamette River and Corvallis area streams. When the needs of  people on foot, public 
transportation, and bicycles are integrated with the treatment of  stormwater, our natural resources are better protected and the quality of  
life of  our citizens is improved. Implementing Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams will meet the goals of  the City’s sustainability policies and 
numerous community organizations as well as state regulations and goals defined by the Environmental Protection Agency. 

GOAL 
The goal of  this communications and marketing plan is to develop strategies that will achieve awareness, support, enthusiasm, and 
advocacy for Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams and their benefits in the City of  Corvallis. 
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AUDIENCES 

 Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams Audiences 

1  Corvallis citizens 

2  Underrepresented communities/citizens 

3  City Council and officials 

4  School children 

5  College faculty, students, and employees 

 6 Local businesses 

 7  Community groups (school PTOs, faith-based 
communities, etc.) 

 8 Policy makers 
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ACTION ITEMS 

Step 
 
Audience Action Due date  % complete 

1  Corvallis citizens Develop a set of  key messages for specific target audiences, 
and use those key messages consistently to communicate 
Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams outcomes. 

1/1/2013 100% 

2  Corvallis citizens Devote a portion of  the City of  Corvallis website to Healthy 
Streets, Healthy Streams to provide: 

 an introduction to Healthy Streets 
 a place to obtain the latest information about 

Healthy Streets 
 a repository for documents 
 a Community Forum, in which the public can ask 

questions and both the Q and A will be posted 

 

 

January 31, 2013 

 

100% - Website 
has been 

developed, and is 
updated on a 
regular basis. 

3  Corvallis citizens Create a logo that (L. Payne, I. Benson) “brands” Healthy 
Streets, and use that logo and color schemes on all outreach 
materials, interpretive signs and other marketing materials. 

 Submit three drafts to TAG (by February 28) 
 Send finalized version to designer (March 5) 

Finalize logo by March 8 

March 8, 2013 100% 

4  Corvallis citizens Maintain an email database of  individuals in the community 
interested in the effort, and produce a quarterly e-newsletter 
(L. DeBruyckere) and e-announcements (RSS feeds on 
website) to inform them of  key happenings; share via the 
website (L. Payne) 

March 2013, June 
2013, September 2013, 
December 2013 

Email database exists 
and has been 

distributed to TAG; 
ongoing 

5  Corvallis citizens Develop postcard with Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams 
information (L. Payne) 

 Send to schools, churches, other organizations 
 Give to TAG members to distribute 

Create postcard by 
February 28; distribute 
early March 2013; 

Completed for first 
round of  public 

meetings; 
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Step 
 
Audience Action Due date  % complete 

 Handout at public meetings 

6  Corvallis citizens Develop a two-page fact sheet on Healthy Streets, Healthy 
Streams (L. Payne, G. Wilson, L. DeBruyckere) 

 Produce draft fact sheet by March 5 (L. Payne and 
G. Wilson) 

 Finalize fact sheet by March 15 (L. DeBruyckere) 

Complete 2-page fact 
sheet by March 15, 
2013 

100% 

7  Corvallis citizens Respond to Community Forum Q and A on a regular basis Ongoing Q and A 
produced  

8  Corvallis citizens Spanish language forums (M. Patton-Lopez) in spring of  
2013 

Spring 2013 Spanish language 
forums 

conducted 

9  Corvallis citizens Host a series of  face-to-face “Coffee shop forums,” and 
“Community forums” at local businesses (e.g., coffee shop) 
to allow the public to “drop in” throughout the day and 
evening to learn about Healthy Streets, view maps, and 
interact with project management and TAG members. 

 
March/April 
03/29/13 Friday noon to 9pm – Imagine Coffee 
03/30/13 Saturday 9am to 1pm – South Corvallis Co-op 
03/30/13 Saturday 2pm to 7pm – Old World Deli 
04/06/13 Saturday 9am to 1pm – Corvallis Senior Center 
 
Focus Group at Cheldelin Middle School for Cheldelin and 
Wilson families 4/2/2013 
 
May/June 
05/05/13 Sunday 9am to 4pm – Corvallis Spring Garden 
Festival 

6/20/2013, 6:00pm–8:00pm, Corvallis Public 
Library, 645 NW Monroe Ave.  

4/1/13 Completed 
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Step 
 
Audience Action Due date  % complete 

6/22/2013, 2:00pm–4:00pm, Tunison Community 
Room, 365 SW Tunison Ave.  

6/24/2013, 6:00pm–8:00pm, Osborn Aquatic 
Center, 31940 NW Highland Dr. 

 
July 
07/19/13 Friday – all day – DaVinci Days 
07/20/13 Saturday – all day – DaVinci Days 
07/21/13 Sunday – all day – DaVinci Days 
  
October (draft plan for the community to respond to) 
10/04/13 Friday noon to 9pm – Imagine Coffee 
10/05/13 Saturday 9am to 1pm – Corvallis Senior Center 
10/11/13 Saturday 2pm to 7pm – South Corvallis Co-op 
 
Faith Community Coordinators and Gigi (schools)(TAG) 
can assist with outreach to faith-based communities and 
schools (these individuals are currently being identified). 
 
Safe Routes to Schools Meeting (March 2013) (G. Wilson) – 
week of  March 18 
Marys Watershed Council Meeting (March 2013) (L. Payne) 
- completed 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

100% 

10  Corvallis citizens Develop a set of  outreach tools to demonstrate key 
elements of  the Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams effort, 
including: 

 A PowerPoint presentation (March 30, 2013) (L. 
DeBruyckere) 

 Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams announcements on 
monthly/annual invoices/notices to community 
residents (e.g., utilities, PTO, etc.) 

 Create a large format flier for community posting 

       

PowerPoint  
completed. Fliers 

completed. 
Updates 

provided. 
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Step 
 
Audience Action Due date  % complete 

by TAG members (March 15, 2013) 

11  Corvallis citizens Prior to the first official Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams 
installation project, engage the community in a series of  
charettes to obtain their input and perspective on project 
locations and design (City staff). 

2014  

12  Community groups Encourage local community groups (e.g., watershed 
councils, sustainability groups, recreational bicycling clubs, 
bicycling advocacy organizations), school children, and 
others to become envoys of  Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams 
and incorporate branding and information into their 
materials and websites.  

May 2013 Completed – 
outreach in 

different forums 
encouraged 

embracing HS 

13  Community groups Participate in local community events and festivals to raise 
awareness of  Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams (DaVinci Days, 
Spring Garden Festival, Sustainability Fair). 

Ongoing Participated in 
Spring Garden 

Festival and 
Sustainability 

Fair.  

14  Schools Seek ongoing opportunities to integrate elements of  Healthy 
Streets, Healthy Streams into school programs (4 or 5 schools 
have experience working with the City on 1-day projects). 
Involve children in planning process through in-class 
presentations and projects at Hoover Elementary School 
and Cheldelin Elementary School, Corvallis High School, 
Waldorf  School and Wilson School. 

Ongoing Presentations 
were made at 

PTA meetings, 
etc. More 

involvement will 
occur once plan 

is finalized. 

15  Schools Invite OSU students to participate in coffee shop forums 
and charettes 

March 2013, 
September 2013 

OSU students 
and faculty were 
invited to March 

public events. 

16  City Council Provide quarterly updates on Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams 
to the City Council and seek opportunities to provide them 
with “tour” events to showcase elements of  Healthy Streets. 

Ongoing Updates were 
provided to City 

Council. 

17  City officials Work with all City departments to expand Healthy Streets, Ongoing (after This work will 
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Step 
 
Audience Action Due date  % complete 

Healthy Streams branding efforts on their websites and at 
their project locations (assistance by TAG). 

branding is completed) continue after 
plan adoption. 
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WORKBACK PLAN FOR COMMUNICATIONS AND MARKETING PLAN DELIVERABLES 

FEBRUARY 

 3 drafts of  Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams logo to TAG (Feb. 8) (L. Payne and I. Benson) 
 Complete postcard (Feb. 28) (L. Payne) 

MARCH 

 Post e-announcements to Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams website beginning March 1 (L. Payne); obtain RSS feed information from 
L. DeBruyckere 

 Finalize logo and send to designer (March 5) (L. Payne and I. Benson) 
 Produce logo (March 8) (designer) 
 Draft 2-page fact sheet (March 5) (L. Payne and G. Wilson) 
 Distribute postcard (March 15) (TAG members, City) 
 Finalize and begin distribution of  2-page fact sheet (March 15) (L. DeBruyckere) 
 Electronic newsletter first draft (March 18) (L. DeBruyckere, L. Payne) 
 Produce maps and other documentation for the public forums (week of  March 18) [Note: Linsey, please include specifics here] 
 Post electronic newsletter to website (March 29) (L. Payne)  

APRIL 

 Work with AlseaGeo and Meghna on upcoming presentation to TAG (I. Benson, Meghna). 
 Begin preparations for second round of  public meetings (Planning Team). 
 Categorize public meeting comments by theme (L. DeBruyckere) and describe comments spatially for presentation at the May 17 

TAG meeting (April 30) (L. Payne).  

MAY 

 Complete preparations for May 17 TAG meeting (May 10) (Planning Team). 
 Host TAG meeting May 17 (Planning Team, AlseaGeo). 
 Summarize results of  TAG meeting May 17 and distribute to TAG (May 21) (L. DeBruyckere). 
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 Begin to incorporate criteria into planning document for Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams (I. Benson, G. Wilson, L. Payne). 
 Announce upcoming Phase II public meetings and update all outreach materials (May 24) (Planning Team – and according to HIS 

outreach excel spreadsheet, TAG members).  
 Send email to HIS listserv to seek individuals to participate in mid-June focus group meetings (May 24) (L. DeBruyckere). 

JUNE 

 Conduct public events and focus groups for Phase II public meetings (by June 20) (Planning Team). 
 Share results of  public events and focus groups with public (July 10) (Planning Team). 

 

Prior to plan adoption in the spring/summer of  2014, host a series of  public forums to allow the public to view the draft plan – 
distribute the document to City department members for comments – then finalize the plan.  
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KEY MESSAGES 

KEY MESSAGES 

Corvallis Citizens  Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams are an investment; money spent now saves money later. 
 Corvallis will be a more beautiful place to live with Healthy Streets. 
 Property values will increase if we have Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams in our neighborhoods. 
 Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams benefit everyone living in Corvallis. 

Business Owners  Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams attract people to businesses to shop, resulting in increased sales. 

Bicyclists  Safety is improved when Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams are constructed. 
 Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams improve access to a network of bike pathways. 

Parents  Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams improve safety for walking and bicycling children. 
 Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams encourage healthy activity (walking, cycling). 
 Sidewalks/bike paths facilitate social networking with community members. 

School Children and 
Teachers 

 Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams create places to safely walk and ride to school, home and to parks or downtown. 
 Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams are environmentally friendly and protect water. 
 Trees and rain garden plants are important tools in helping keep our water clean. 
 We all live downstream—as a community we can work together to help protect and improve our water, and the native 

animals and plants that need habitat to thrive. 
 We can work together to create safe and Healthy Streets. 
 Schools can be role models for helping “stop water where it drops.” 

Seniors  Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams improve mobility and health by creating safe places to walk and bike. 
 Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams create opportunities for mobility. 
 Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams create more opportunities to visit neighborhoods and meet neighbors. 
 Home buyers are attracted to communities with Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams because the community has invested in 

what people value. 
 Getting around takes less time and is easier in communities with Healthy Streets. 

City Council  Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams are a long-term sustainable investment for the City. 
 An investment in Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams is an investment in the long-term health and sustainability of Corvallis 

and its citizens. 
 Increasing the percentage of travelers who walk, bike, and take public transit decreases use of the single occupancy 

automobile, with corresponding savings in roadway maintenance costs. 

OSU College 
students, faculty, 

 Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams will improve multi-modal transportation routes and access to the University. 
 Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams will improve the overall experience of being a student, teacher, or employee at Oregon 
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employees State University. 

Underrepresented 
communities (Renters 
[individuals that do not 
own their own homes], 
transitory individuals, 
elderly, people without 
access to computers, 
non-English speaking 
individuals, disabled 
individuals, low income 
individuals, non-vehicle 
owning individuals) 

 Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams benefit every individual that lives in or visits Corvallis. 
 Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams create safe transportation routes and improve the mobility of all community residents - 

walkers, bicyclists, bus riders, drivers, people with disabilities, seniors and others.  
 Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams will help ensure the health of local natural resources and water quality by reducing pollution 

from stormwater runoff. 
 The City of Corvallis is helping to ensure non-English speaking residents have an opportunity to contribute to the design 

and creation of Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams by hosting a series of public forums and translating a set of printed 
materials. 

 Everyone can participate in the design and creation of Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams because the City of Corvallis is 
creating many types of opportunities to hear your perspectives, from local coffee shop forums, to using the Internet to 
provide feedback. 

 If you have a question about Healthy Streets, you can ask your question online at http://www.corvallisoregon.gov/healthy 
streets, email Iris Benson, Stormwater Program Specialist at iris.benson@corvallisoregon.gov, call her at (541) 766-6916, 
or attend one of  many public forums in locations throughout the City of  Corvallis 
(http://www.corvallisoregon.gov/healthy streets). 

 

http://www.corvallisoregon.gov/index.aspx?page=1383
http://www.corvallisoregon.gov/index.aspx?page=1383
mailto:iris.benson@corvallisoregon.gov
http://www.corvallisoregon.gov/index.aspx?page=1368


 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Appendix E: Examples of Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams outreach materials 

 



 Planning Initiative 
The Healthy Streets Planning Initiative is an effort to identify and prioritize areas in the City of 
Corvallis that would benefit from the addition of Healthy Street features. The end result will be 
an evaluation tool for prioritizing improvement projects throughout the City based on criteria 
chosen through extensive discussions between community stakeholders, technical advisory 
group members, City residents, and City Staff. A plan will be developed identifying the 
prioritized projects and making recommendations for future policies and procedures. 

“Healthy Streets create safe multi-modal transportation 
routes that are accessible to all residents, economically viable, 

and improve environmental quality.” 

Project Goals 
Goal 1: Develop strategies to identify and prioritize projects to efficiently achieve Healthy 
Streets objectives. 

Goal 2: Enhance the City’s natural environment by incorporating pre-treatment of stormwater, 
restoration of riparian habitat and preservation of natural resources into existing transportation 
and drainage systems. 

Goal 3: Establish a transportation system that enhances modal choices by prioritizing the 
connectivity of pedestrian and bicycle travel, placing a strong emphasis on safety for all users. 

Goal 4: Foster a sense of community and enhanced quality of life through increased 
opportunities for social interaction, physical activity, environmental education, and equitable 
access to transportation systems. 

Goal 5: Develop transportation and drainage systems that promote the health and safety of all 
residents through increased social interaction, physical activity, and aesthetic enhancements. 

 
 



What is a Healthy Street? 
Healthy Streets minimize environmental impacts to local streams and the Willamette River and 
create streets that are safe for everyone, regardless of age, ability, or mode of transportation. 
These improvements would mainly occur on neighborhood and local streets, but could also be 
added to arterial and collector streets. The goal is to incorporate design features into the right-
of-way that increase safety and access for travelling pedestrians and bicyclists and also collect 
and treat stormwater runoff from the road and sidewalk surfaces.  

Landscaping elements that help curb stormwater runoff – bioswales, planters, rain gardens, and 
street trees – are mutually beneficial for mobility and ecology. Such green elements are 
increasingly found to be important deterrents of crashes and injuries, and contribute to a more 
comfortable and visually interesting environment for all users. Traffic-calming elements like 
islands, chicanes and curb extensions provide site opportunities for bioswales, street trees, and 
rain gardens. The more opportunities individuals have for traveling without their vehicle the 
less wear and tear experienced by the roads and the less green-house-gases are emitted into 
the atmosphere. Additionally, healthy streets facilitate the ability of individuals without a 
vehicle to access resources such as jobs, grocery stores, parks, and retail through public 
transportation, safe bike routes, and inviting walking options. 

Stormwater Curb Extension: Extending into the street, stormwater curb extensions transform 
the curb lane into a landscape area. Curb extensions can conveniently integrate a ramp for safe 
pedestrian crossing. 

Rain Garden Islands: Where there is plenty of space, rain gardens are ideal. They can also 
transform awkward street intersections into safe pedestrian and bicycle crossings. 

Bioswale Sidewalk Enhancement: Excavating an existing planting area behind a reinforced curb, 
making curb cuts for inflow and outflow, and landscaping with appropriate vegetation is a 
simple approach to capture and treat street runoff and improve sidewalk aesthetics. 

Stormwater Chicanes: Street parking or landscaping alternates from one side of the street to 
the other so the driver sees a zigzagged road rather than a clear, straight path. These abrupt 
changes cause motorists to reduce speed and can provide space for a stormwater planter. 

To get involved or for additional information contact: Iris Benson, Stormwater Program 
Specialist, at (541) 766-6454 and iris.benson@corvallisoregon.gov; or Greg Wilson, 
Transportation Program Specialist, at (541) 754-1730 and gregory.wilson@corvallisoregon.gov. 

 

Or visit our website!  www.corvallisoregon.gov/healthystreets 



HEALTHY STREETS PLANNING INITIATIVE
The Healthy Streets Planning Initiative is a comprehensive City planning effort to improve community health, develop alternative transportation 
routes, expand urban green space, and treat stormwater. Healthy Streets serve two distinct, but symbiotic purposes. First, they provide 
transportation options for all users, including pedestrians, bicycles, public transit, and motor vehicles. Second, they collect non-point source 
pollution from the right-of-way and provide filtration, detention, and evaporation of stormwater runoff before it enters the Willamette River and 
the City's urban streams. The goal is to develop an evaluation tool for prioritizing improvement projects throughout the City based on criteria 
chosen through extensive discussions between community stakeholders, technical advisory group members, City residents, and City Staff.

Why is the City of Corvallis doing this? When the needs of people 
on foot, public transportation, and bicycles are integrated with the 
treatment of stormwater, our natural resources are better protected and 
the quality of life of our citizens is improved. Implementing the Healthy 
Streets Initiative will meet the goals of the City's sustainability policies and 
numerous community organizations as well as state regulations and goals 
defined by the Environmental Protection Agency. 

When will the Healthy Streets Initiative occur? The project 
started in October of 2012 and will conclude in April of 2014. A 
community survey was implemented in November 2012 by Lockwood 
Research with results posted on the City of Corvallis Healthy Streets 
website. Technical Advisory Group meetings are already underway
and public meetings will be held beginning in March 2013. Public meeting 
dates and locations are posted below and will also be advertised in the 
Corvallis Gazette-Times and on our website.

Check our progress and upcoming events at www.corvallisoregon.gov/healthystreets!

Who do I contact if I have questions? For additional information 
contact Iris Benson, Stormwater Program Specialist, at (541) 766-6916 and 
iris.benson@corvallisoregon.gov; or Greg Wilson, Transportation Program 
Specialist, at (541) 754-1730 and gregory.wilson@corvallisoregon.gov.

How can I get involved? Please attend any of the public open 
houses at the following locations:

Corvallis Public Library, 645 NW Monroe Ave 1007 SE 3rd St. 
Thursday, June 20th, 3013 – 6pm - 8pm

The Coral House, 3975 Nw Witham Hill Dr & Circle
Saturday, June 22, 2013 – 10 am to Noon

Tunison Community Room, 365 SW Tunison Ave. 
Saturday, June 22, 2013 – 2pm to 4pm

Osborn Aquatic Center, 31940 NW Highland Dr 
Monday, June 24th, 3013 – 6pm - 8pm

da Vinci Days, 568 SW Third St.
July 19, 20, and 21, 2013 - all weekend





 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Appendix F: Public comments received (raw) 

 



Legend
Public Comments

CityLimits

UrbanGrowthBoundary

Highways

Streets

Railroad

Rivers

Creeks and Wetlands

OSU

Parks

Healthy Streets, Healthy Streams
Public Comments

±



Comment 
ID

Location 
ID

Type Item2 Location Statement Sticker
1003 1003 Access Access Hwy 99 at SE Bridgeway Ave Pitch of curb is too steep - hard with kid trailer. 6
1015 1000 Access Access Hwy 99 at Chapman Pl More direct bike lane to and from. 62
1016 1009 Access Access Grant Ave at Highland Dr Solicit input from all parties - residents, police, etc. 22

1069 1069 Access Access S 3rd St at Goodnight Ave Goodnight at South 3rd - the road is very busy - feel uncomfortable riding and need to cross over 
Hwy 99 to ride north.

130

1081 1024 Access Access S 3rd St at Railroad Tracks
Cycling on the sidewalk between the Mary's River bike bridge and the intersection of Crystal Lake 
Drive and 99 is dangerous. Especially near the Co-op where there's a lot of turning auto traffic. This 
area cries out for a separate bike trail away from Hwy 99!

144

1170 1170 Access Access 2nd St Make part of 2nd street into a pedestrian mall - closed to automobiles. 169

1200 1200 Access Access Allen Ave at Butterfield Pl Prioritize connections from Butterfield across tracks to Allen for bike and ped connection to Allen 
Ave.

199

1201 1201 Access Access Allen Ave at Wake Robin Ave Prioritize connections from Wake Robin across tracks to Allen for bike and ped connection to Allen 
Ave.

200

1202 1202 Access Access Allen Ave at Cummings Ave Prioritize connections from Cummings across tracks to Allen for bike and ped connection to Allen 
Ave.

201

1203 1203 Access Access Walnut Blvd at Highland Dr Prioritize bike and pedestrian safety on Highland north of Walnut to CVHS or at least Bald Hill 202
1205 1205 Access Access Alexander Ave at Crystal Lake Sports Park Alexander connection to Crystal Lake sports park. 204
1207 1207 Access Access Kiger Island Dr at Willamette path Connect path at end of Willamette to Kiger Island Drive. 206

1216 1110 Access Access Water Works Ave between Hwy 20 and Hwy 99 Create bike route through Water Works drive to connect highway 20 to Cornell Ave and Hwy 99 bike 
path.

216

1239 1170 Access Access 2nd St
I am all for closing streets to create malls but if you don't then make 2nd street ALL 2 way why on 
earth is it split up? Ever had a confused clueless motorist barrel straight towards you on the wrong 
side? 

0

1269 1269 Access Access 2566 Sw Coho St Improved pedestrian/bicycle access across currently empty lot would shorten neighborhood trips to 
bus-stop & 7/11

0

1271 1271 Access Access 496 Sw Butterfield Pl This trail, from Butterfield to railroad tracks, should be improved and extended to Allen Street. 0

1272 1272 Access Access 1260 Se Alexander Ave Would increase neighborhood's use of Willamette Park if pedestrian access near Coho connected to 
Park.

0

1262 1256 Access Access 1220 Se Crystal Lake Dr
Southeast Chapman Place needs access for bikes and pedestrians to promote car-free trips to 
Crystal lakd and reduce ped/bike problems at Crystal Lake & 3rd and to reduce bikes in front of Co-
op/Fireworks.

0

1263 1201 Access Access Allen Ave at Wake Robin Ave Portion of railroad right of way should be acquired for use as bike/pedestrian connection from 
Goodnight to Downtown (or at least SW Avery).

0

1268 1268 Access Access 2490 Sw Brooklane Dr It would be great and beautiful to have bike/ped access from Mary's River Natural Area across the 
river to Wake Robin or Goodnight.

0

1292 1090 Access Access Fair Oaks Dr to Foothill Dr The CFD needs to be connected to Fair Oaks Dr. in the Skyline West Neighborhood! 0

1293 1090 Access Access Fair Oaks Dr to Foothill Dr Fire protection is a big issue - we need another way out.  Connect the road please to Walnut from 
Fair Oaks Pl

0

1317 1317 Access Access 1156 Sw E Ave Seems possible to establish a multiuse path from here to the existing path through Pioneer Park. 0

1307 1090 Access Access Fair Oaks Dr to Foothill Dr
Skyline West neighborhood has only one way in/out.  Need to connect sections of Fair Oaks from fire 
station into the neighborhood to improve fire/rescue response and to provide a second way in/out -
especially necessary for emergencies.

0

1313 1313 Access Access 31550 Peoria Rd A bike-ped bridge across the river here would make it much easier to get into town without fighting 
cars.

0

1330 1330 Access Access 6080 Nw Ponderosa Ave

There is only one way in and out of Skyline West.  We have no fire hydrants.  Tanker trucks must 
haul in water to fight fires.  Should an evacuation be necessary vehicles from Skyline would join all of 
those from houses along and off of Ponderosa in a mass and chaotic exit through the one way out--
Ponderosa.

0

1357 1330 Access Access 6080 Nw Ponderosa Ave I live on Deer Run and have the same concern as the previous comment about lack of escape 
access.

0

1331 1090 Access Access Fair Oaks Dr to Foothill Dr

Fair Oaks must be connected from Skyline West to Walnut to allow emergency vehicle access and 
an escape route for vehicles in  the event of an evacuation.  Ponderosa is the only way out, not just 
for Skyline but for all  residents in the area.  With the fire station closed and Skyline without fire 
hydrants, having a direct connection to Walnut and hydrants for the fire fighters and tanker trucks is 
vital

0

1332 1090 Access Access Fair Oaks Dr to Foothill Dr

It is vital to connect Fair Oaks to Walnut to allow emergency evacuation and access to water in the 
case of fire. We have no hydrants.  Now with the station closed, tanker trucks must come from a 
distance.  Residents have only one way out-Ponderosa, so a connection, at least for emergency 
evacuation and water access is crucial.

0

1367 1090 Access Access Fair Oaks Dr to Foothill Dr Please do not wait until Skyline has loss of life due to inability of emergency vehicles to access this 
area quickly.   

0

1356 1090 Access Access Fair Oaks Dr to Foothill Dr

I would feel much safer if there was a limited use road from the fire station to NW Fair Oaks Dr.to 
allow fire service to my area.  I would be trapped with only one road in/out in case of a fire or 
disaster.  When I bought my house last year I was not made aware of that fact. How can the city 
allow this to happen?

0

1368 1090 Access Access Fair Oaks Dr to Foothill Dr This situation happened twice in the city's annexation history. The other area was given an outlet 
road. Grandfathering of an access road needs to be available to the Skyline area also.

0

1387 1387 Access Access 2950 Nw Highland Dr Review intersection to determine why cannot make left turn when going south on Highland to access 
the Hospital. Need to have this route available during an emergency.

0

1419 1419 Access Access 134 Sw 1st St Pedestrian malls would be good. Too far to walk to Farmer's Market especially for handicapped. 0

1093 1093 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 27th St between Campus and Elmwood Dr. Need bike boulevard on 27th. 13

1098 1098 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard Madison between 14th and 1st I would like to see a continuous bike route along Madison - lower campus - going to downtown. 21

1099 1099 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 11th St near Fillmore Ave 11th Street is very popular for bikes. 22
1136 1136 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 27th St Make 27th a bike boulevard with restrictions to cars. 103
1106 1106 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 11th St from Buchanan to OSU 11th best "safest" street to bike on south of OSU campus 27
1111 1111 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 12th St between Garfield and Dixon Good street - low traffic. 31
1122 1121 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 10th Street and Highland I ride this route everyday. 74
1127 1127 Bike Boulevard Shared-Use Path 6th St between Western Blvd and Polk Ave Rails to trails or rails with trails 6th street with bike boulevard! 85

1121 1121 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 10th/Highland between Circle and Monroe All the kids and families use this street for year-round use. This is the most direct route from the 
library to the pool.

72

1141 1141 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 11th St from Cleveland to E St 11th Street is a great alternative to 9th and 10th/Highland for biking all the way from Cleveland to 
"E". Low traffic/no bike lane better than high-traffic/bike lane.

114

1142 1142 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 27th St from Circle to Harrison 27th St is a great alternative to 29th for biking Circle to Harrison. Low traffic/no bike lane better than 
high traffic/bike lane.

115

1144 1144 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard Tyler Ave from 1st St to 36th St Tyler: Riverfront to 36th, but we??d have to deal with crossing 2nd, 3rd, 4th, 9th, Kings, and 29th! 121

1145 1145 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 11th St from Monroe to Cleveland Bike boulevard on 11th St from Monroe to Cleveland 122
1148 1120 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 16th St Create 16th St as a bicycle corridor and beautify it with plantings and Stormwater Treatment. 127

1172 1172 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard Tyler Ave between 1st and 31st Tyler Ave as a bike boulevard. Give some right of way between 9th and Kings. Easier crossing of 9th - 
also 3rd, 4th, and Kings. Extend Boulevard to 31st.

171

1204 1123 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard Alexander Ave Make Alexander a Bike Boulevard from SW 3rd to Crystal Lake. It would make it safer for kids to bike 
to school and for folks to get from SW 3rd to Crystal Lake and then to Willamette Park.

203

1212 1212 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard Polk Ave Bike boulevard on Polk from Riverfront to 29th Street. 0
1248 1024 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard S 3rd St at Railroad Tracks Opening this road to bikes and walkers would create a safe route from S. Town to  downtown. 0

1258 1177 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 9th St at Tyler Ave make Tyler Ave a bike boulevard type Healthy Street from 1st Street to 29th Street w/ traffic calming 
features

0

1252 1120 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 16th between Buchanan and Monroe
16th street connects the high school, OSU and Franklin Square.  It would be an ideal area for traffic 
calming and the installation of rain gardens and swales.  Make Franklin Park a demonstartion project 
and showcase for rain gardens or swales.  

0

1259 1259 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 1111 Nw Tyler Ave Make TYler Ave a bike boulevard type Healthy Street from 1st to 29th Streets with traffic calming and 
traffic diversion

0

1264 1264 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 975 Se 3rd St Separated bike/ped lane should connect from skatepark trail to 0

1256 1256 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 1220 Se Crystal Lake Dr

It is long past time to connect our bike-pedestrian paths to help the thousands of folks down here who 
bike, run, walk into downtown and beyond everyday.  It's so dangerous biking around South 3rd 
(99W) that I feel quite lucky every time I make it home in one piece.  I've mentioned in another 
comment that I've been hit by a car once two years ago and that was MORE than enough.

0
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1338 1338 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 2516 Nw Tyler Ave When Tyler becomes a Bike Boulevard, cars should be looped at this intersection, preventing through 
traffic, except bikes & peds.

0

1300 1300 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 104 Nw 12th St Attention needs to be paid to safely routing bicycle traffic between Campus Way & downtown. 0

1302 1302 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 2709 Nw Harrison Blvd If 27th becomes a Bike Boulevard, might a short path through here be a good connection to campus? 0

1316 1316 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 804 Sw 11th St When 11th becomes a bike boulevard, we'll need a 4-way stop on this intersection. 0

1296 1296 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 155 Nw Tyler Ave Positioned at the north end of the Riverside Path, Tyler is a natural for a Bike Boulevard, but it can 
be difficult to safely cross 2nd, 3rd, 4th, 5th, 9th & Kings.

0

1299 1299 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 660 Sw Madison Ave Because it connects the Riverside Path with Campus Way, Madison should be given bike lanes in 
both directions.

0

1301 1035 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 27th St at Coolidge Way 27th has excellent potential as a Bike Boulevard, but this intersection would need to be modified to 
divert through auto traffic off Coolidge.

0

1318 1318 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 113 Nw 11th St When 11th becomes a Bike Boulevard, this intersection will need a 4-way stop. 0
1319 1319 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 1102 Nw Van Buren Ave When 11th becomes a Bike Boulevard, this intersection will need a 4-way stop. 0
1320 1320 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 345 Nw 11th St When 11th becomes a Bike Boulevard, this intersection will need a 4-way stop. 0
1321 1321 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 1045 Nw 11th St When 11th becomes a Bike Boulevard, this intersection will need a 4-way stop. 0
1322 1322 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 1355 Nw 11th St When 11th becomes a Bike Boulevard, this intersection will need a 4-way stop. 0
1323 1323 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 1547 Nw 11th St When 11th becomes a Bike Boulevard, this intersection will need a 4-way stop. 0

1324 1145 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 11th St from Monroe to Cleveland To create a Bike Boulevard on 11th, block through cars at this intersection, so that cars going either 
way on Beca must turn right & cars going either way on 11th must turn left.

0

1325 1325 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 445 Nw 11th St
As the intersection of two Bike Boulevards, this spot must be modified to allow bikes to go through 
but require cars to turn. This is also a good place for signs indicating where various landmarks are. 0

1327 1327 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 440 Nw 27th St
 As the intersection of two Bike Boulevards, this spot must be modified to allow bikes to go through 
but require cars to turn. This is also a good place for signs indicating where various landmarks are. 0

1328 1328 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 427 Nw 29th St When Tyler becomes a Bike Boulevard, this intersection will need a 4-way stop. 0

1343 1320 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 345 Nw 11th St I never have issues crossing Van Buren or Harrison on my bike. Avoid 4 way stops to keep traffic 
moving.

0

1392 1141 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 11th St from Cleveland to E St Great bike route. May want to increase bike awareness for crossing van buren and harrison. 0
1394 1394 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 1062 Sw Jefferson Ave Shared lanes bikes/cars on 11th would be good - "sharrows" - too narrow with parked cars. 0

1430 1430 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 1280 Nw 17th St
17th street and 16 street together form a complete conenction between Campus and Walnut Blvd.  A 
biker or walker can access schools, shops, many nieghborhoods and parks all along this potentioal 
Healthy Street (bike boulevard)

0

1431 1431 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 17 and 16th street 
both 16th and 17th streets are major bike/skate/walk routes from OSU to Walnut Blvd .  This would 
make an ideal bike bolevard segment w/ storm water trweatments at intersections to calm trafic. 0

1437 1177 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 9th St at Tyler Ave Make Tyler a healthy Street/bike boulevard. Some type of tratment will be required at 9th to assist 
ped and bike usesr to cross 9th Street safely !!

0

1438 1177 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 9th St at Tyler Ave 9th street is a safety impediment to folks using Tyler as a bike boluveard, install a light here. 0

1445 1445 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 2027 Nw Monroe Ave
Make Monroe a pedestrian mall by removing auto traffic between 14th and 26th. It is already faster 
most of the time to travel this street by bicycle than by car. Removing cars would improve the 
environment and enhance safety.

0

1448 1127 Bike Boulevard Bike Boulevard 6th St between Western Blvd and Polk Ave
6th is the best north-south bike route through downtown, because there are fewer cars, no lights, and 
cars slow down to cross tracks. This street isn't wide enough to pass, so it should be marked as a 
sharrow.

0

1065 1065 Bike Bridge Bike Bridge 17th St at Porter Park 17th street is used by bikes who cut through Porter Park. A bike bridge connecting the parts of 17th 
would be great and allow for more walking in the park.

28

1335 1335 Bike Bridge Bike Bridge 279 Sw Twin Oaks Cir What would it take to open this bridge to bikes & peds? 0

1287 1287 Bike Bridge Bike Bridge OR 34

A physically separated (i.e. with a jersey barrier or at least with plastic bollards) lane between the end 
of the bridge and the intersection at OR34 would allow for safer two-way access to the bridge. Since 
there is only a sidewalk on the south side of the bridge, bikes and pedestrians need to go against 
traffic to get onto the bridge when heading west. Currently there is no physical separation, which is 
dangerous and discourages use  

0

1326 1326 Bike Bridge Bike Bridge 950 Sw Wake Robin Ave This is an excellent location for a Bike/Ped bridge! 0
1091 1091 Bike Lane Issue Bike Boulevard Harrison between 29th and 36th Harrison 29th to 36th need bike lane. 11
1097 1097 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue 10th St between Grant and Van Buren The bike lane on 10th Street from Grant to Van Buren is too narrow. 19
1102 1102 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue Harrison between 35th to Grandview Dr Please widen bike lane on Harrison to Bald Hill. 23
1113 1113 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue Harrison Blvd Streets are narrow. No bike lanes and too many cars park on the street. 32
1118 1091 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue Harrison between 29th and 36th Bike lane disappears on Harrison :( 68

1135 1135 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue 3rd from Crystal Lake Dr to Western Improve the bikeway from Crystal Lake to the bridge. Get it off the sidewalk. Stormwater 
improvements could build on what First Alternative has already done.

102

1147 1147 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue bike path within Pioneer Park Add edge stripes to path along Marys near Pioneer Park. 126
1159 1159 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue Crystal Lake Dr Need bike lanes - cars are too fast 151
1162 1162 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue West Hills Rd West Hills Road - feels unsafe for bicyclists and walking 156
1163 1163 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue Harrison Blvd Harrison - hard to see bicyclists and cars drive too fast. 158
1177 1177 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue 9th St at Tyler Ave There is one block without a bike lane here before you can head east. 189
1180 1180 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue Pickford St Get me off Hwy 99. Would love to bike on safe paths to and from town. 194

1209 1209 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue Western Blvd at West Hills Dr
Intersection of Western Blvd and West Hills Dr, westbound - bicycle lane should be painted green, to 
alter motorists to water for bike riders going straight on Western, rather than bearing right onto West 
hill, as cars may be doing.

208

1237 1159 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue Crystal Lake Dr This stretch of Crystal Lake has GREAT bike lanes, I use them daily 0

1245 1000 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue Hwy 99 at 3rd Street ready for the bike path to go behind the coop and Evanite up to Crystal Lake Dr. and avoid the cars 
and driveways on 99 altogether.

0

1277 1000 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue Hwy 99 at 3rd Street

I agree with the previous comment.  Many, many bikers (often towing children), travel between 
Crystal Lake Drive and down town via the 3rd Street sidewalk.  Between the Crystal Lake/3rd 
intersection, the high speeds on Crystal Lake Dr, pedestrians, and cars coming into and out of the co 
op, it's dangerous.  

0

1254 1254 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue 1320 Se 3rd St
This whole area is just plain dangerous and a nuisance for pedestrians and bicyclists.  I've been hit by 
a Subaru exiting Fireworks.  Luckily my bike and myself were fine, shaken though.  She never even 
realize she'd hit me....just went along on her merry way.

0

1261 1006 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue 1st St at Van Buren Ave Cycling from the Van Buren St bike lane onto the bridge is hazardous because the guardrail and 
traffic entering from 1st.

0

1265 1251 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue 975 Se 3rd St Agree with previous comment. Please replace or realign grates/bike lane to reduce conflict. 0

1270 1153 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue Richland Ave Agree with previous comment, bike lane and improved sidewalks on this stretch of Richland would 
greatly improve neighborhood access to buses, 3rd, & 7/11

0

1282 1282 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue 2501 Memorial Un
Delivery trucks serving the Memorial Union frequently block the bike lanes here, especially during 
busy OSU between-class passing times. OSU TAPS/DPS needs to work with vendors to ensure that 
they are not blocking the bike lanes and creating a safety hazard.

0

1295 1295 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue 400 Nw 2nd St Coming off the Harrison Bridge into town, it is not uncommon to be cut off by cars which turn right 
without checking their mirrors or signaling.

0

1297 1295 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue 400 Nw 2nd St It would serve safety to paint green or blue the entire bike lane on Harrison & Van Buren. Bikes would 
no where to go & cars would no where to watch for them.

0

1298 1213 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue 4th St at Van Buren Ave It would serve safety to paint green or blue the entire bike lane on Harrison & Van Buren. Bikes would 
no where to go & cars would no where to watch for them.

0

1303 1303 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue 3130 Nw Walnut Blvd When Walnut was repaved, they didn't resurface the concrete gutter that is marked as a bike lane, so 
it's much smoother to ride on the very left edge of the bike lane. 

0

1304 1304 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue 195 Se Crystal Lake Dr A concrete gutter is not an adequate bike path. Why do cars get the smooth pavement? They have 
more suspension than most bikes.

0

1312 1312 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue 2051 Nw Monroe Ave The bike lane on the north side of Monroe from 14th to 26th is in the door zone and very dangerous. 0

1311 1311 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue 1410 Sw Brooklane Dr
In order to trigger the light when coming from the east on the bike path you have to do a uturn in the 
street or back your bike up. The sensor ought to be closer to the light than the bike crossing. 0

1315 1315 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue 1110 Nw Van Buren Ave Notice how wide the right car lane is in this block, yet in either direction the car lane gets wider, while 
bicycles are relegated to a concrete gutter. Why?

0

1341 1100 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue 11th St near Fillmore Ave 10th street southbound bike lane is too narrow. Bike lane ends at Van Buren creating choke point for 
bikes/cars.

0

1342 1342 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue 962 Nw Van Buren Ave 10th street southbound bike lane is too narrow. Lane ends at Van Buren creating choke point for 
bikes/cars.

0
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1345 1077 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue S 3rd St 1 of 4 Crosswalks
Biking on sidewalk southbound past coop feels unsafe especially at Chapman where cars do not look 
right when turning right onto 3rd. Chapman should be bike path from Crystal lake to 3rd St bridge. 0

1371 1371 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue SW 3rd St Bike lane extension from bridge over Marys River through Chapman/BMX Track to Crystal Lake 
Drive!

0

1372 1372 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue 3840 Ne Highway 20 Bike path to Albany along Highway 20. 0

1366 1366 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue 3000 NW Harrison Blvd NW Harrison Blvd should be widened and bicycle lanes should be added between NW 30th St and 
NW 35th St. This section of road is overcrowded and dangerous for bicycles.

0

1374 1214 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue 15th St at Avery Park Bike path too skinny on bridge over Marys River by Avery Park. Have ODOT paint stripe so more 
room for bikes.

0

1381 1215 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue Dairy Center at Campus Way Connect future circle extension to Campus Way via bike path through OSU dairy (seconded by 
another person).

0

1382 1375 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue 1221 Sw 15th St Bike path under highway (like near University of Arizone under Speedway Blvd). Major crossings 
deserve better treatment.

0

1393 1393 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue 920 Nw 9th St Dangerous route for bicyclists - either improve or encourage bicyclists to use 11th. 0

1360 1360 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue 1115 Se Crystal Lake Dr

South Corvallis residents that live east of Highway 99 deserve to have a safe way to get from 
downtown to their homes by bike.  One part of the solution is to reopen Chapman Drive to get bikes 
off the sidewalk on 99.  Some kid got hit by a car just the other day.  Please let's not wait for 
someone to die before we make this area safer.

0

1361 1361 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue 640 Se Crystal Lake Dr

Vegetation management is needed on the outside of this curve.  The trees overhang the bike lane.  
That in itself is a hazard, but they are so low that street sweepers can't sweep the lane, so there's 
often trash, glass, and thorn vines in the lane.  It's an easy fix.  We even already have a municipal 
code that requires it!

0

1363 1363 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue 100 Se Crystal Lake Dr
The landscapers for Crystal Lake Public Storage often use blowers to blow mowed grass in the 
summer and leaves in the fall into the street.  Having MORE leaves in the bike lane in fall is a real 
hazard, and it also can contribute to stormwater pollution and/or clog storm drain inlets.

0

1395 1207 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue Kiger Island Dr at Willamette path Could City pursue getting an easement from Shoreline Drive to Kiger Island for extending bike path? 
Then one could go from the bridge out to the end of Kiger Island for a long bike trip.

0

1391 1391 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue SW 45th Pl Separate pedestrians and bikes on busy MUP through Starker Arts Park area. 0

1405 1405 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue 1160 Nw 36th St N-bound bikers about to turn E on Grant seem to have their lane taken away by right (E) turning cars. 
Spooky.

0

1407 1407 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue 7840 NW Oak Creek Dr
Extend the bike lane on Oak Creek the short distance left to the McDonald Forest entrance off of Oak 
Creek. Lots of bikes going to this destination small amount left to bike path the rest. 0

1429 1206 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue Hwy 34 at Van Buren/Harrison Ave Finish paving path through crew dock area to the path that goes under bridges.  It is currently gravel 
and  unsafe to get from hwy 34 path and path under bridges.

0

1409 1409 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue 1065 Sw 53rd St
The section of 53rd between Hillview Ave and Reservoir Rd often has cyclists using the one-foot wide 
shoulder for a bike path. Some bike path marking on the opposite side of 53rd such as the pedestrian 
walk might help.

0

1416 1415 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue 975 Se 3rd St
Suggest moving bike lane on Country club to south side. Currently, bike lane and path on north side 
and nothing on south side, which forces eastbound cyclists to either ride w/no bike lane or against 
traffic on path. Westbound cyclists can continue to ride on path.

0

1415 1415 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue 975 Se 3rd St

Multi-modal path ends into a sidewalk at a very dangerous place that includes cars exiting from 
Chapman Place, the parking lot for First Alternative Grocery, Fireworks Restaurant, and eventually 
Corvallis Rentals. Bike traffic can cross at the signaled crosswalk if they are going to continue south 
on 99, but that too is dangerous. For cyclicsts wishing to access Crystal Lake Drive, there continue to 
be very unsafe conditions. Even people exiting from Crystal Lake Drive turning right to go downtown 
often don't look for bike traffic even if the bike traffic has right-of-way (green light and walk sign). 
Even for those cyclists wishing to cross Hwy 99, it may not even be legal to press the signal button 
for the crosswalk because a cyclist is not a pedestrian. Connecting the multi modal path through to 
Crystal Lake Drive should be a priority. Chapman Pl. used to be a public street; it should be again.

0

1446 1398 Bike Lane Issue Bike Lane Issue 521 Sw 6th St We need carefully laid out bike lanes painted onto the street to encourage bikes to cross these tracks 
at right angles and cars to give bikes room to swing.

0

1107 1107 Bike Parking Bike Parking Adams Ave between 3rd and 2nd More bike parking between 3rd and 2nd at Firestone and Dairy Queen. 28

1285 1285 Bike Parking Bike Parking 747 Sw 26th St

LaSells Stewart Center is lacking in decent bike parking - all bike parking is the old-style low to the 
ground rebar racks, with no covered parking. It's kind of embarrassing to run environmental 
sustainability conferences at a facility with no modern covered bike parking. Install some of the 
upside-down-U loop racks under a cover.

0

1308 1308 Bike Parking Bike Parking 4160 Nw Circle Blvd Bicycle parking needed at entrance to Witham Hill. 0

1433 1433 Bike Parking Bike Parking 2300 Nw Highland Dr Bicyclists have no place to park in neighborhoods.  The nearest bike racks are miles away.  In 
neighborhoods, %1 or 0.5% of onstreet parking should be for bicycles.

0

1010 1010 Bus Service Bus Service Oak Creek at Ridgewood Dr No bus service after this convention from here to Cheldelin. 18
1020 1020 Bus Service Bus Service Alta Vista Dr between Hayes and Grant Bus stop. 7
1064 1063 Bus Service Bus Service 21st St and Tyler Ave Add bus service. 124

1234 1234 Bus Service Bus Service SE Bethel St - between Atwood & Bridgeway
Reduce bus speed to 20 or less mph in this section of Bethel Street where there are no sidewalks. 
Dangerous with pedestrians, bikers, children & animals on the roadway in this small section. 0

1373 1373 Bus Service Bus Service 3950 Ne Highway 20 Bus service Corvallis to Albany with stops along the way. 0

1365 1058 Bus Service Bus Service Hoover Elementary School
Hoover should  encourage walk, bike and bus to school behavior for staff and students by 
substantially reducing parking and driving lanes .  The reclaimed space could be used for a demo 
rain garden.

0

1032 1032 Flooding Flooding 6th St at Western Blvd Sidewalk by SW corner of 6th and Western frequently floods. 80

1049 1049 Flooding Flooding Harrison Blvd at Dairy Center
Potential flooding with additional runoff if Circle is put through. Also pollution from large parking lot in 
proposed apartment complex. Also potential problems with left turns, especially bikes. 117

1066 1066 Flooding Flooding 10th St at Buchanan Ave A lot of flooding - especially Circle and Buchanan 29

1067 1067 Flooding Flooding Tyler Ave at Kings Blvd Street behind Fred Meyer - flooding Tyler. Kings hard to cross streets - 2 guys got hit while riding 
their bikes.

30

1070 1070 Flooding Flooding Powderhorn at Flintlock (off Conifer Blvd) Powderhorn and Flintlock - flooding - needed canoe. 131
1071 1071 Flooding Flooding Pickford St at Tunison Ave Pickford - flooding in winter 132

1125 1125 Flooding Flooding Cascade Ave
Erosion and flooding concerns/issues along street. At end of Cascade Ave the storm drain is causing 
erosion. Some flooding of basement. Road grading does not allow runoff to access drainage ditch. 83

1236 1077 Flooding Flooding S 3rd St 1 of 4 Crosswalks

During heavy flooding from 3rd down to SW Avery Ave/Crystal Lake Dr, (2011?) everyone living in 
South Corvallis was completely cut off from the rest of the city. With climate changes, possible 
earthquakes, fires and other problems,Corvallis needs to build another road for South Corvallis 
residents to access the rest of Corvallis.

0

1420 1420 Flooding Flooding 1727 Nw 11th St leaves plug drains. Need to clean street more often 0
1424 1424 Flooding Flooding 1428 Nw 13th St area floods with heavy rain 0
1426 1426 Flooding Flooding 1525 Nw 12th St Slurry seal has raised street level so that drains don't drain. 0
1383 1383 Flooding Flooding 1027 NE Circle Blvd Flooding from creek around seavy/conser. 0
1423 1423 Flooding Flooding 1736 Nw Dixon St have had problems with plugged drains flooding streets. 0

1436 1436 Flooding Flooding 1464 Nw 15th St

We have frequent localized flooding in this area during high rainfall events, and FEMA recently 
updated their flood map to include this area in the1% annual flood zone.  Would be great to add 
some natural floodwater collection/treatment facilities here.  Note that the city is currently replacing a 
storm water drain pipe which discharges directly into Dixon Creek.

0

1246 1164 Improve Intersection Improve Intersection Witham Hill Dr between Circle and Grant 29th & Grant.  Going to need controlled intersection here soon 0

1250 1039 Improve Intersection Improve Intersection Hwy 99 at Walnut Blvd Southbound left turn signal from hwy 99 to Walnut is unresponsive to bicycles. 0

1226 1226 Improve Intersection Improve Intersection 1005 Sw 53rd St
A roundabout would be perfect for this intersection.  It would keep traffic flowing, lower speeds and 
stop t-bone and head-on collisions. It would also save fuel and reduce air pollution by keeping traffic 
moving.

0

1235 1205 Improve Intersection Improve Intersection Alexander Ave at Crystal Lake Sports Park
Good potential for neighborhood gathering area.  Sunrise Corner Gardens and CoHo Ecovillage are 
on two of the corners.  VERY DARK intersection, especially when walking back from 
Ryan&Alexander bus stop.

0

1249 1249 Improve Intersection Improve Intersection 28788 Or 34
Signal is unresponsive to bicycles. This was on the CycleOregon (7/13/13) route and it's a connection 
to the west bound bike path on hwy34. After >10 bicycles waited through several cycles someone 
pushed the WALK button.

0
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1281 1281 Improve Intersection Improve Intersection 1410 Sw Brooklane Dr The light cycle is too short for a person on a bicycle to make it across from a dead stop before the 
light turns. If a bike is detected, make the green longer so they can safely get across.

0

1284 1284 Improve Intersection Improve Intersection 200 SW 26th St This intersection needs to be re-marked so that the bike lane is shoved off to the side, reducing 
visibility. Extend the bike lane and paint better crosswalks and stop bars. 

0

1309 1169 Improve Intersection Improve Intersection Monroe Ave at Kings Blvd

This intersection needs a light and crosswalks to minimize vehicle, bicycle, and pedestrian 
interactions. Alternatively, make eastbound traffic straight only with no stop and southbound traffic 
right turn only (westbound onto Monroe) and move lighted high-visibility pedestrian intersection 
elsewhere along Monroe.

0

1421 1421 Improve Intersection Improve Intersection 998 Nw Spruce Ave Too much traffic. Hard to get onto Highland from Spruce 0

1344 1344 Improve Intersection Improve Intersection 2875 Nw Walnut Blvd Light does not change for bikes at on sensor at intersection.  Need to get onto sidewalk to push 
button or wait for car to trigger green light.

0

1346 1346 Improve Intersection Improve Intersection 1220 Nw 29th St
This corner is becoming dangerous. Lack of traffic light and the addition of a bus stop that blocks the 
vision of the intersection will result in serious injury. We need to correct this before that happens, not 
because it will happen.

0

1355 1310 Improve Intersection Improve Intersection 110 Sw 53rd St
If you're riding a bike S on 53rd and want to go E on the bike path to the covered bridge, you have to 
get off and use the pedestrian crossing. There should be a way for bikes to turn into the bike path. 0

1376 1181 Improve Intersection Improve Intersection S 3rd St at Lilly Ave Lilly and Highway 99 - sidewalk ramp locations make you do a dangerous and inefficient jog when 
biking south on sidewalk.

0

1379 1379 Improve Intersection Improve Intersection 1355 Nw 9th St
This intersection turns red up to 3 times a minute. Many times stopping many cars for a single 
pedestrian. A smarter light system that knows when traffic is lighter or heavier may be able to save 
gas for commuters.

0

1385 1009 Improve Intersection Improve Intersection Grant Ave at Highland Dr Dangerous intersection. 0

1390 1276 Improve Intersection Improve Intersection 3505 Nw Harrison Blvd Intersection is too narrow for both bikes and cars. 0

1386 1019 Improve Intersection Improve Intersection Hwy 99 at Elks Dr
Hospital staff trying to get into work off of 99 - dangerous intersection - try to provide alternative route 
for entering onto Elks Drive. This is also the entrance into the City from the north. 0

1375 1375 Improve Intersection Improve Intersection 1221 Sw 15th St
Need curb extension/bulb-out or paint on paving at Avery/14th and Highway 20/34/Philomath Blvd. 
Too many cars going south take a right on red or on green and almost hit cyclists going straight into 
Avery Park. Cyclist was just hit due to this in July 2013.

0

1397 1069 Improve Intersection Improve Intersection S 3rd St at Goodnight Ave
Intersection gets backed up due to lots of crs turning left (both onto and off of Goodnight). Unsafe for 
bikes, pedestrians, and cars. Causes LOTS of traffic to cut through Glenn Street to avoid the 
intersection (and driving too fast on that S-curve).

0

1402 1226 Improve Intersection Improve Intersection 1005 Sw 53rd St This intersection will be much safer with a traffic light than it would be with a roundabout! Please ask 
the County to reconsider.

0

1403 1375 Improve Intersection Improve Intersection 1221 Sw 15th St
Turning left from Avery Park onto Philomath Blvd the visibility of oncoming traffic is terrible. Perhaps 
the light cycles could be changed to allow one-way traffic from north and south in sequence instead 
of both together?

0

1406 1009 Improve Intersection Improve Intersection Grant Ave at Highland Dr Put the traffic circle back on Grant and 10th! It was very effective in our neighborhood. 0

1413 1009 Improve Intersection Improve Intersection Grant Ave at Highland Dr Traffic circle seems dangerous to me. I don't know who has right-of-way. 0

1435 1009 Improve Intersection Improve Intersection Grant Ave at Highland Dr The circumference is too small to be safe, and drivers are not familiar enough with the rules relating 
to a roundabout. 

0

1447 1022 Improve Intersection Improve Intersection 6th St at Adams Ave Since the RR cleaned their tracks, the gap between pavement & rail is so wide, it is challenging to 
cross it at all, even at a precise right angle. 

0

1449 1178 Improve Intersection Improve Intersection 6th St  at Harrison Blvd Raised pavement at rail crossing causes bikes to swerve into traffic. Surely there is a way to smooth 
the bike lane across the tracks.

0

1455 1009 Improve Intersection Improve Intersection Grant Ave at Highland Dr
If we're going to keep the traffic circle, it needs to be enlarged.  I personally think a 4-way stop would 
do the job (even if a little slower) and be safest because no one in Corvallis knows how to use a 
traffic circle!

0

1456 1040 Improve Intersection Improve Intersection 9th St at Circle Blvd
I'd like to see the traffic lights coordinated between 9th and Circle and 99th and Circle so that you can 
get across without having to stop again at 99.  This may have been addressed already - if so, great 
job!  Thanks!

0

1457 1457 Improve Intersection Improve Intersection 3560 Nw Harrison Blvd This intersection should be coordinated with the one at Harrison and 35th so that traffic flow is more 
smooth.  

0

1458 1276 Improve Intersection Improve Intersection 3505 Nw Harrison Blvd I definitely agree with the previous comment about intersection being too narrow for bikes and cars 
and this problem will be more severe with the added student housing.

0

1001 1001 Intersect Probs Improve Intersection 14th St at Monroe Ave Walk through this intersection daily - bikes run the lights constantly and cars do as well. I've even 
seen police cars run the lights, and then stop at Dutch Brothers for Coffee.

2

1009 1009 Intersect Probs Improve Intersection Grant Ave at Highland Dr Traffic circle is awkward. 61
1012 1009 Intersect Probs Improve Intersection Grant Ave at Highland Dr This 4-way yield is dangerous and should be a 4-way stop or light. 63
1017 1017 Intersect Probs Improve Intersection Kings Blvd at Harrison Blvd Problems with light - east bound left turn should stay red until oncoming traffic is stopped. 21

1018 1018 Intersect Probs Improve Intersection 9th St at Conifer Blvd
People driving in Corvallis from north frequently turn right toward 9th street by going into bicycle lane 
and do not wait for light to change. This causes near misses for cars on 9th street. Happens very 
often.

24

1019 1019 Intersect Probs Improve Intersection Hwy 99 at Elks Dr Hard to get onto 99 from Elks Drive. 25
1021 1009 Intersect Probs Improve Intersection Grant Ave at Highland Dr Traffic circle is dangerous for bikers, pedestrians, and cars. 25

1023 1023 Intersect Probs Improve Intersection S 3rd St at Crystal Lake Dr Dangerous area for bicycles, pedestrians, and cars all converging in front of co-op and at intersection 
of 3rd street and Crystal Lake Dr.

76

1024 1024 Intersect Probs Improve Intersection S 3rd St at Railroad Tracks Dangerous area for bicycles, pedestrians, and cars all converging in front of co-op and at intersection 
of 3rd street and Crystal Lake Dr.

77

1030 1030 Intersect Probs Improve Intersection 14th St at Jefferson Ave
The WHITE light signals (straight and turn) at 14th and Jefferson on the east edge of OSU campus 
does not make it clear what to do. These lights should change in color with the light (red when the 
light is red; green when the light is green).

38

1031 1031 Intersect Probs Improve Intersection 26th St at Coolidge Way
The visibility is poor; cars are parked right up to the curb so you have to pull into the street (about 1/4 
of it) to even see traffic! Notoriously dangerous, there are no stops in between, so people frequently 
speed through it.

39

1035 1035 Intersect Probs Improve Intersection 27th St at Coolidge Way Improve Intersection for bikes, pedestrians, and cars. Practically blind corner - 27th and Coolidge 
Way - need more visual clearance. Recommend a 4-way stop.

86

1036 1017 Intersect Probs Improve Intersection Harrison Blvd at Kings Blvd In Holland there is a different solution to bike lanes in this type of intersection. 87
1038 1038 Intersect Probs Improve Intersection Hwy 99 at Conifer Blvd High traffic; Hwy 99 crossing makes it impossible for Cheldelin students to bike to school. 90
1040 1040 Intersect Probs Improve Intersection 9th St at Circle Blvd 9th and Circle is a very busy, unsafe for walking and biking. 92
1041 1041 Intersect Probs Improve Intersection Hwy 99 at Circle Blvd Very busy, tons of traffic. 93

1068 1041 Intersect Probs Improve Intersection Hwy 99 at Circle Blvd Hwy 99 is too wide to cross on my way to school (Linus Pauley). We are afraid that someone may 
cross through a red.

129

1075 1075 Intersect Probs Improve Intersection S 3rd St between Tunison and Richland The crosswalk is slow to change and cars do not stop. 138
1083 1083 Intersect Probs Improve Intersection Garfield at Kings Blvd Garfield and Kings - crossing is hard for children going to school. 150

1086 1041 Intersect Probs Improve Intersection Hwy 99 at Circle Blvd We live on sycamore and have to cross Hwy 99 to get to stores - feels unsafe crossing on bike. 153

1105 1105 Intersect Probs Improve Intersection Monroe between 26th and Kings Blvd Conflicts between cars and bikes and pedestrians on Monroe by OSU campus. Hard to make any 
progress down Monroe due to all the pedestrians crossing randomly.

26

1213 1213 Intersect Probs Improve Intersection 4th St at Van Buren Ave Safe crossing of 4th St on Van Buren - cars cross the bike lane to turn onto 4th. 0

1217 1209 Intersect Probs Improve Intersection Western Blvd at West Hills Dr

Western Blvd and West Hills Road: The two split (going west) with the primary flow of traffic flowing 
to Western. Many drivers don't pay attention to cyclists who are also following Western and while 
drivers may be merging right onto West Hills, cyclists may be simultaneously merging left (straight) 
to follow Western. I have had many close calls on my bike and I think this is a prime location to 
benefit from a green bike lane, to help make drivers aware of cross traffic from bikes. Thanks!

217

1218 1041 Intersect Probs Improve Intersection Hwy 99 at Circle Blvd
It would be nice for bicyclists to improve safety going from NW Corvallis to shopping at 9th and 
Circle. Bicyclists would have to go on 9th or on Circle and go through 9th and Circle intersection. 
That currently feels too dangerous to travel on.

218

1220 1041 Intersect Probs Improve Intersection Hwy 99 at Circle Blvd
Provide improved bike access through Hwy 99/9th Street on Circle Blvd. This is a major thoroughfare 
for bikes, which sees much less use because of dangerous/scary intersection. Very intimidating to 
bikes.

220

1014 1014 Obstacle Obstacle Circle Blvd at Belvue St Drainage grates near DMV are in middle of street and not bike tire friendly. 64
1033 1033 Obstacle Obstacle 4th St at C Ave Catch basin just south of 4th and C has orange traffic cone obstructing sidewalk. 81
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1034 1024 Obstacle Obstacle S 3rd St at Railroad Tracks Island of grass in middle of multi-use path where railroad has been removed is a hazard to bikes. 82

1178 1178 Obstacle Obstacle 6th St  at Harrison Blvd Move RR barrier to median so bikes and cars can turn right when barrier is down. 190
1228 1023 Obstacle Obstacle S 3rd St at Crystal Lake Dr The utility box is an obstacle that bikes and peds have to steer around 0

1294 1294 Obstacle Obstacle 1316 Nw Dixon St Sidewalk needs grinding.  Was marked last year but never done.  Visually impaired individual in area. 0

1359 1359 Obstacle Obstacle 1790 Se Crystal Lake Dr This is a great place to improve safety by cutting back overhanging trees and blackberries that are 
encroaching on the bike lane forcing cyclists into the strreet

0

1398 1398 Obstacle Obstacle 521 Sw 6th St

Train tracks catch bike tires. Gap is way too big between concrete and tracks, and gentle curve 
makes it impossible to cross perpendicularly. I crashed my bike there and had to have years of 
physical therapy and shoulder surgey as a result. Employees at the fireplace store said they 
frequently see bikes crash there.

0

1410 1024 Obstacle Obstacle S 3rd St at Railroad Tracks MUP needs to be filled where railroad crossing signs were removed - just south of the south Co-op. 0

1414 1286 Obstacle Obstacle 610 Sw 35th St Railroad crossing is extremely hazardous to bicyclists traveling south. The asphalt at the train tracks 
is a mess, and the gaps between the rails and asphalt create a dangerous hazard.

0

1417 1286 Obstacle Obstacle 610 Sw 35th St Railroad tracks always ruin the pavement and make for horrible crossings. 0

1227 1227 Resurfacing Other 1427 NW Havengreen Place
The resurfacing that was done a few years ago to the cul-de-sac has completely failed. Loose asphalt 
that sticks your shoes is prevalent. Also, in winter the curb area in front of 1427 is a large deep 
puddle. A channel drain is needed.

0

1290 1169 Other Other Monroe Ave at Kings Blvd Previous comment is a crock. Use caution when burning the 3 way. 0
1434 1434 Other Other 994 Nw Sequoia Ave I'd like car-free residential and commercial areas in town. 0
1008 1008 Ped Crossing Pedestrian Crossing 35th St at Campus Way Yellow pedestrian signal/crossing 35th st and Campus Way. 17

1028 1028 Ped Crossing Pedestrian Crossing Circle Blvd at Janssen St
Controlled crossing on Circle should turn RED when pedestrians activate the crossing - true of all of 
these along Circle Blvd. The way it is now, it is difficult to see and no one knows what to do. 37

1029 1029 Ped Crossing Pedestrian Crossing at half block between Janssen and 9th St
Controlled crossing on Circle should turn RED when pedestrians activate the crossing - true of all of 
these along Circle Blvd. The way it is now, it is difficult to see and no one knows what to do. 0

1039 1039 Ped Crossing Pedestrian Crossing Hwy 99 at Walnut Blvd Very hard to cross two intersections to get to the bike lane. 91
1042 1042 Ped Crossing Pedestrian Crossing Walnut Blvd between 13th and Highland Awkward pedestrian sidewalk along frontage housing there. 94

1048 1048 Ped Crossing Pedestrian Crossing 15th St at A Ave
Some kind of pedestrian crossing is needed to cross 15th St., where it intersects with A Ave. At least 
a marked (striped) crosswalk, if not extra signs. Heavy car traffic on and off campus on 15th makes 
crossing safely difficult.

116

1077 1077 Ped Crossing Pedestrian Crossing S 3rd St 1 of 4 Crosswalks Crosswalks are unsafe - I am afraid cars behind me will not stop and have accidents. 143
1078 1078 Ped Crossing Pedestrian Crossing S 3rd St 2 of 4 Crosswalks Crosswalks are unsafe - I am afraid cars behind me will not stop and have accidents. 143
1079 1079 Ped Crossing Pedestrian Crossing S 3rd St 3 of 4 Crosswalks Crosswalks are unsafe - I am afraid cars behind me will not stop and have accidents. 143
1080 1075 Ped Crossing Pedestrian Crossing S 3rd St 4 of 4 Crosswalks Crosswalks are unsafe - I am afraid cars behind me will not stop and have accidents. 143
1130 1114 Ped Crossing Pedestrian Crossing 9th St 9th St is a big mess. 96

1115 1114 Ped Crossing Pedestrian Crossing 9th St between Monroe and Elks Dr
9th street is in great need of more pedestrian safety elements: crosswalks, etc. Currently, I often see 
people running across several lanes of traffic; very dangerous, both for pedestrians and motorists. 34

1165 1087 Ped Crossing Pedestrian Crossing 30th St at Western Blvd Crosswalk on Western and 30th 162
1182 1000 Ped Crossing Pedestrian Crossing S 3rd St at Chapman Pl Curb extensions on all the side streets that intersect with SW 3rd in South Corvallis. 197

1181 1181 Ped Crossing Pedestrian Crossing S 3rd St at Lilly Ave
Curb extensions on all the side streets that intersect with SW 3rd in South Corvallis. The NE and SE 
corners to Lilly Ave at SW 3rd are the worst. Sidewalks don't line up and in addition, the NE corner 
crosswalk is set back very far from SW 3rd onto Lilly to see pedestrian and bikes crossing Lilly.

197

1183 1023 Ped Crossing Pedestrian Crossing S 3rd St at Crystal Lake Drive Curb extensions on all the side streets that intersect with SW 3rd in South Corvallis. 197
1184 1184 Ped Crossing Pedestrian Crossing S 3rd St at Hopkins Ave Curb extensions on all the side streets that intersect with SW 3rd in South Corvallis. 197
1185 1003 Ped Crossing Pedestrian Crossing S 3rd St at Bridgeway Ave Curb extensions on all the side streets that intersect with SW 3rd in South Corvallis. 197
1186 1186 Ped Crossing Pedestrian Crossing S 3rd St at Cummings Ave Curb extensions on all the side streets that intersect with SW 3rd in South Corvallis. 197
1187 1187 Ped Crossing Pedestrian Crossing S 3rd St at Mayberry Ave Curb extensions on all the side streets that intersect with SW 3rd in South Corvallis. 197
1188 1084 Ped Crossing Pedestrian Crossing S 3rd St at Alexander Ave Curb extensions on all the side streets that intersect with SW 3rd in South Corvallis. 197
1189 1189 Ped Crossing Pedestrian Crossing S 3rd St at Viewmont Ave Curb extensions on all the side streets that intersect with SW 3rd in South Corvallis. 197
1190 1190 Ped Crossing Pedestrian Crossing S 3rd St at Tunison Ave Curb extensions on all the side streets that intersect with SW 3rd in South Corvallis. 197
1191 1191 Ped Crossing Pedestrian Crossing S 3rd St at Richland Ave Curb extensions on all the side streets that intersect with SW 3rd in South Corvallis. 197
1192 1192 Ped Crossing Pedestrian Crossing S 3rd St at Prairie Ave Curb extensions on all the side streets that intersect with SW 3rd in South Corvallis. 197
1193 1193 Ped Crossing Pedestrian Crossing S 3rd St at Park Ave Curb extensions on all the side streets that intersect with SW 3rd in South Corvallis. 197
1194 1194 Ped Crossing Pedestrian Crossing S 3rd St at Wake Robin Ave Curb extensions on all the side streets that intersect with SW 3rd in South Corvallis. 197
1195 1069 Ped Crossing Pedestrian Crossing S 3rd St at Goodnight Ave Curb extensions on all the side streets that intersect with SW 3rd in South Corvallis. 197
1196 1088 Ped Crossing Pedestrian Crossing S 3rd St at Rivergreen Ave Curb extensions on all the side streets that intersect with SW 3rd in South Corvallis. 197
1197 1197 Ped Crossing Pedestrian Crossing S 3rd St at McKenzie Ave Curb extensions on all the side streets that intersect with SW 3rd in South Corvallis. 197
1206 1206 Ped Crossing Pedestrian Crossing Hwy 34 at Van Buren/Harrison Ave Pedestrian/bike crossing of 34 intersection to Ireland Lane/bike collective. 205

1242 1186 Pedestrian Crossing Pedestrian Crossing S 3rd St at Cummings Ave love the cross walks with yellow blinking lights, they have helped the pedestrians cross safely 0

1229 1078 Pedestrian Crossing Pedestrian Crossing S 3rd St 2 of 4 Crosswalks the ped crossing is greatly appreciated 0

1230 1160 Pedestrian Crossing Pedestrian Crossing Crystal Lake Dr A crosswalk at Crystal Lake & Fisher Lane (Crystal Lake Sports Park/Boat Ramp/Multi-Use Path 
would allow for safer crossings.

0

1232 1232 Pedestrian Crossing Pedestrian Crossing SE Crystal Lake Dr & Fischer Lane  A crosswalk at Crystal Lake & Fisher Lane (Crystal Lake Sports Park/Boat Ramp/Multi-Use Path 
would allow for safer crossings.

0

1454 1454 Pedestrian Crossing Pedestrian Crossing 2875 Sw Western Blvd major pedestrian crossing needs marked crosswalk extending across Western to sidewalk bulb near 
market on north side

0

1439 1077 Pedestrian Crossing Pedestrian Crossing S 3rd St 1 of 4 Crosswalks I like the placement of enhanced cross walks near bus stops on 3rd Street. While not perfect, I find 
that many more drivers respect them than standard cross walks.

0

1440 1078 Pedestrian Crossing Pedestrian Crossing S 3rd St 2 of 4 Crosswalks I like the placement of enhanced cross walks near bus stops on 3rd Street. While not perfect, I find 
that many more drivers respect them than standard cross walks.

0

1441 1079 Pedestrian Crossing Pedestrian Crossing S 3rd St 3 of 4 Crosswalks I like the placement of enhanced cross walks near bus stops on 3rd Street. While not perfect, I find 
that many more drivers respect them than standard cross walks.

0

1442 1075 Pedestrian Crossing Pedestrian Crossing S 3rd St between Tunison and Richland I like the placement of enhanced cross walks near bus stops on 3rd Street. While not perfect, I find 
that many more drivers respect them than standard cross walks.

0

1451 1451 Pedestrian Crossing Pedestrian Crossing 1650 Sw Western Blvd new foreign student dorm has parking south of Western Blvd and too much pedestrian crossing 
without marked crosswalk and lighting.

0

1043 1043 Poor Lighting Poor Lighting 16th St at Van Buren Ave Poor lighting/unsafe for students. 95
1044 1044 Poor Lighting Poor Lighting 12th St at Van Buren Ave Poor lighting/unsafe for students. 97

1073 1073 Poor Lighting Poor Lighting Lilly Park at Crystal Lake Dr The path between Lilly Park and Crystal Lake is unsafe - needs lights, wider path, because many 
homeless sleep there.

136

1074 1074 Poor Lighting Poor Lighting S 3rd St at Marys River Feel unsafe when dark crossing on bike or foot. 137
1076 1076 Poor Lighting Poor Lighting Bell Ave at Thompson St Always very dark and feel unsafe. 140

1452 1452 Poor Lighting Poor Lighting 190 Apperson Hall major pedestrian crosswalk from tree grove to OSU campus needs downcast lighting for marked 
pedestrian crosswalk

0

1453 1453 Poor Lighting Poor Lighting 401 SW 15th St major pedestrian crossing needs downcast lighting onto marked crosswalk across 14th st. 0
1007 1007 Rain Gardens Stormwater Treatment Alexander Ave at Thompson St I want a stormwater planter on my block - I know my neighbors would agree! 26
1022 1022 Rain Gardens Stormwater Treatment 6th St at Adams Ave As long as is doesn't block out parking spaces a rain garden curve extension. 69
1057 1057 Rain Gardens Stormwater Treatment Garfield Elementary School Stormwater facility(s) at schools for multiple functions, including education. 112

1045 1045 Rain Gardens Stormwater Treatment Lincoln Elementary School

Placing facilities on or near public school property creates an opportunity to integrate stormwater into 
elementary, middle, and high school curriculum; learn about natural water treatment in floodplains, 
etc.; classes can monitor facilities over time to see trends; this also teaches the next generation 
about functionality of these things, and what they mean so they respect them and hopefully included 
them in future planning  etc

106

1046 1046 Rain Gardens Stormwater Treatment Jefferson Elementary School

Placing facilities on or near public school property creates an opportunity to integrate stormwater into 
elementary, middle, and high school curriculum; learn about natural water treatment in floodplains, 
etc.; classes can monitor facilities over time to see trends; this also teaches the next generation 
about functionality of these things, and what they mean so they respect them and hopefully included 
them in future planning  etc

107

1047 1047 Rain Gardens Stormwater Treatment Corvallis High School

Placing facilities on or near public school property creates an opportunity to integrate stormwater into 
elementary, middle, and high school curriculum; learn about natural water treatment in floodplains, 
etc.; classes can monitor facilities over time to see trends; this also teaches the next generation 
about functionality of these things, and what they mean so they respect them and hopefully included 
them in future planning  etc

108
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1052 1052 Rain Gardens Stormwater Treatment Adams Elementary School
Stormwater facility(s) at schools for multiple functions, including education. Example - at CV High 
School, Jackson Creek was a 700 foot wide ash swale in the 1850s could re-establish some of the 
waterway's features and functions.

112

1053 1053 Rain Gardens Stormwater Treatment Cheldelin Middle School Stormwater facility(s) at schools for multiple functions, including education. 112
1054 1054 Rain Gardens Stormwater Treatment College Hill Alternative High School Stormwater facility(s) at schools for multiple functions, including education. 112
1055 1047 Rain Gardens Stormwater Treatment Corvallis High School Stormwater facility(s) at schools for multiple functions, including education. 112
1056 1056 Rain Gardens Stormwater Treatment Franklin K-8 School Stormwater facility(s) at schools for multiple functions, including education. 112
1058 1058 Rain Gardens Stormwater Treatment Hoover Elementary School Stormwater facility(s) at schools for multiple functions, including education. 112
1059 1046 Rain Gardens Stormwater Treatment Jefferson Elementary School Stormwater facility(s) at schools for multiple functions, including education. 112
1060 1045 Rain Gardens Stormwater Treatment Lincoln Elementary School Stormwater facility(s) at schools for multiple functions, including education. 112
1061 1061 Rain Gardens Stormwater Treatment Linus Pauling Middle School Stormwater facility(s) at schools for multiple functions, including education. 112
1062 1062 Rain Gardens Stormwater Treatment Wilson Elementary School Stormwater facility(s) at schools for multiple functions, including education. 112
1063 1063 Rain Gardens Stormwater Treatment 21st St and Tyler Ave Add stormwater street planters. 124
1100 1100 Rain Gardens Stormwater Treatment 11th St near Fillmore Ave It is wide enough for water treatment features. 22
1128 1127 Rain Gardens Stormwater Treatment 6th St between Western Blvd and Polk Ave Add stormwater treatment. 85
1134 1131 Rain Gardens Stormwater Treatment S 3rd St Traffic calming, water detention and medians along south 3rd! 101
1108 1108 Rain Gardens Stormwater Treatment Downtown Downtown alleys need beautification and permeability. 29

1114 1114 Rain Gardens Stormwater Treatment 9th St between Monroe and Elks Dr
9th street, as the main commercial arterial for the city needs to be beautified and made much more 
environmentally friendly with bioswales, planters, Stormwater Treatment, and street trees. 33

1119 1119 Rain Gardens Stormwater Treatment Park Ave
Park is a wide enough street that encourages fast driving. It is wide enough for installing rain water 
swales. You could easily remove some of the street concrete and convert it to a swale. This would 
calm the traffic, clean stormwater, and beautify the corridor. 

70

1131 1131 Rain Gardens Stormwater Treatment S 3rd St Incorporate bioswales in landscape strips on south 3rd in both undeveloped areas (as they develop) 
and retrofitted into re-development.

98

1132 1132 Rain Gardens Stormwater Treatment Walnut Blvd On reconstruction of Walnut Blvd in future, remove unneeded sections of TWTL (where no turns 
needed) and widen landscape strips on side to allow bioswales or add planted medians.

99

1133 1133 Rain Gardens Stormwater Treatment Atwood Ave This location seems to collect water in depressions of the road. It doesn't have sidewalks, but is a 
nice bypass to walk on from Lilly up to co-op.

100

1137 1137 Rain Gardens Stormwater Treatment Philomath Blvd Include bioswales on reconstruction or redevelopment along Philomath Blvd. 109
1138 1138 Rain Gardens Stormwater Treatment 53rd St Include bioswales on reconstruction or redevelopment along 53rd St. 110
1139 1139 Rain Gardens Stormwater Treatment Harrison Blvd Include bioswales on reconstruction or redevelopment along west end of Harrison. 111

1140 1140 Rain Gardens Stormwater Treatment Ponderosa Ave near Royal Oaks Dr Streets on hillsides for detention and water quality. This site is an example of site of future 
development or existing development to the west as another example.

113

1143 1143 Rain Gardens Stormwater Treatment Beca from 9th to Kings Blvd
Seek funding to complete "chicanes" on Becca from 9th to Kings creating a Healthy Streets corridor. 
The existing chicanes have slowed traffic and enhanced the curb appeal creating a better bike/ped 
environment.

118

1146 1120 Rain Gardens Stormwater Treatment 16th St between Monroe and Beca Traffic calming from Monroe to Beca with Stormwater Treatment and bulbs; many bikers use this 
street.

125

1174 1174 Rain Gardens Stormwater Treatment Bridgeway Ave Bridgeway and Atwood have no sidewalks and have some drainage issues. I'll help organize 
neighbors if you want to develop a healthy street or two.

180

1175 1175 Rain Gardens Stormwater Treatment Atwood Ave Bridgeway and Atwood have no sidewalks and have some drainage issues. I'll help organize 
neighbors if you want to develop a healthy street or two.

180

1198 1198 Rain Gardens Stormwater Treatment Leonard St Stormwater street planters/rain gardens/curb extensions on Leonard Street. 198
1199 1199 Rain Gardens Stormwater Treatment Tunison St Stormwater street planters/rain gardens/curb extensions on Tunison Street. 198

1208 1131 Rain Gardens Stormwater Treatment S 3rd St Reduce SW 3rd to one lane in either direction. Turn the old lanes into rain gardens as well as bike 
lanes that run in either direction on both sides of street.

207

1013 1013 Resurfacing Resurfacing 29th St at Harrison Ave Needs more width for bicycling. Pavement is frequently in rough condition. 65
1026 1026 Resurfacing Resurfacing 28th Stat Jackson Ave Repair sunken street (previous waterline or sewer repair that has failed). 35
1027 1027 Resurfacing Resurfacing 23rd St at Roosevelt Ave Repair sunken street. 36

1089 1089 Resurfacing Resurfacing 26th between Monroe and Harrison 26th Street between Monroe and Harrison needs to be repaved - very bumpy and harsh on bikers. 3

1101 1099 Resurfacing Resurfacing 11th St near Fillmore Ave Pavement is bad! 22
1164 1164 Resurfacing Resurfacing Witham Hill Dr between Circle and Grant Horrible pot holes on Witham Hill between Grant and Circle. 161
1176 1022 Resurfacing Resurfacing 6th St at Adams Ave Improve RR crossing pavement. 188

1173 1009 Resurfacing Resurfacing Grant Ave at Highland Dr The traffic circle is good, but the pavement is not - the bad pavement would probably be enough for 
traffic calming (not a good thing).

174

1225 1225 Resurfacing Resurfacing 1749 Sw Airport Ave Plumley Street is falling apart just south of Airport Avenue. 0

1273 1273 Resurfacing Resurfacing 1350 Se Goodnight Ave Goodnight Avenue into park is in severe need of paving and bicycle lanes. Shame to have such a 
nice park inaccessible by anything but a mountain bike.

0

1283 1283 Resurfacing Resurfacing 4999 SW Waldo Pl Enormous pothole 0

1286 1286 Resurfacing Resurfacing 610 Sw 35th St
It isn't possible to cross the railroad tracks while staying safely in the bike lane, due to deteriorated 
pavement around the rails. The entire crossing needs to be resurfaced and widened for bike lanes. 0

1288 1009 Resurfacing Resurfacing Grant Ave at Highland Dr
the surface of this round about is fucked, not only do oregonians not know how to properly use a 
round about, but the copious amount of pot holes make this a pain in the ass to navigate. 0

1425 1425 Resurfacing Resurfacing 1541 Nw 12th St Street is breaking up. Needs to be reconstructed. 0
1351 1351 Resurfacing Resurfacing 2325 Nw Maser Dr Deep grooves in the bike lane will cause bike crashes. 0
1354 1354 Resurfacing Resurfacing 2580 Nw 29th St There is a deep pothole in the south-bound bikelane, about 6" diameter. 0

1369 1164 Resurfacing Resurfacing Witham Hill Dr between Circle and Grant The broken pavement in the bike lane at the parking lot exit from the old Albertsons is a hazard. 
Bikes are caught between exiting cars and fast Circle Blvd traffic.

0

1090 1090 Shared-Use Path Shared-Use Path Fair Oaks Dr to Foothill Dr Bike Boulevard from CFD Station on 53rd Street up into Skyline Drive neighborhood at Foothill Drive. 4

1092 1092 Shared-Use Path Shared-Use Path Crystal Lake Sports Park
Add a bike/walking path from Crystal Lake Sports Park directly to the Skate Park, to connect the 
Holiday Inn to past Rivergreen. Also, I think the Skate Park would be safer - more activity would 
reduce crime.

12

1095 1000 Shared-Use Path Shared-Use Path Hwy 99 at Chapman Pl Bike path from 3rd and Chapman into downtown. 15

1103 1103 Shared-Use Path Shared-Use Path Kings Blvd north of Monroe Multi-modal paths along Kings Blvd so bikes could travel on the "wrong side of the road" and get to 
destinations without having to cross Kings where there is no intersection.

23

1104 1078 Shared-Use Path Shared-Use Path S 3rd St
Multi-modal pathways along Hwy 99 on both sides, or along railway on west side to get to 
destinations without having to cross over and back as would be required with using the existing bike 
path.

24

1109 1109 Shared-Use Path Shared-Use Path Hwy 99 between Water Works Ave and Circle Need additional ingress and egress to bike path on east side of Hwy 99 between treatment plant and 
circle. At least one signal crosswalk across Hwy 99 would help. 

30

1110 1110 Shared-Use Path Shared-Use Path Water Works Ave between Hwy 20 and Hwy 99 Need bike and pedestrian connection between Highway 20 at treatment plant to bike path on east 
side of Hwy 99 (water treatment plant access road is closed).

31

1112 1112 Shared-Use Path Shared-Use Path 9th St between Buchanan and Polk Ave Need bike and pedestrian connection between Benton Center and bike path access on Buchanan 
(near Power Motors between 9ths and 5th streets).

32

1210 1210 Shared-Use Path Shared-Use Path 53rd St bike path Traffic separation for multi-modal path along west side of 53rd, especially between West Hills Road 
and the Fairgrounds.

209

1215 1215 Shared-Use Path Shared-Use Path Dairy Center at Campus Way Extend Circle bike path across Harrison Blvd behind OSU Dairy Ctr connect to Campus Way bike 
path at Covered Bridge.

215

1219 1219 Shared-Use Path Shared-Use Path HP Campus Create bike path through proposed development. Connect HP campus to Hwy 99 bike path and 
Cornell Ave.

219

1221 1221 Shared-Use Path Shared-Use Path Ponderosa Ave at Skyline Dr Work with Benton County to provide bike path from Ponderosa Ave to Oak Creek. 221

1222 1222 Shared-Use Path Shared-Use Path Witham Hill Natural Park Work with OSU to construct hiking/biking/recreation trail through Witham Hill natural park to Walnut 
Boulevard bike path.

222

1275 1275 Shared-Use Path Shared-Use Path 110 Sw 53rd St

The new intersection is horrible for cyclists. It looks like it was designed for pedestrian use only. I 
would suggest making it more like the Philomath Blvd. and 35th intersection and/or giving the 
multiuse path a dedicated spot in the light rotation so that all three directions have a red light for road 
traffic.

0

1280 1215 Shared-Use Path Shared-Use Path Dairy Center at Campus Way Agreed - extending the path here would remove the necessity of biking on the narrow, busy shoulder 
of Harrison where the speed limit is 50 and cars go 65.

0

1310 1310 Shared-Use Path Shared-Use Path 110 Sw 53rd St
This crossing was recently rebuilt, but it is terrible for bikes. The ramp at the end of Midge Cramer is 
a pinch point for bikes going in opposite directions and there is not enough room for bikes with the 
right of way to get through the bikes waiting to cross.

0

1432 1065 Shared-Use Path Shared-Use Path 17th St at Porter Park Install a shareduse path across Porter park.  17th does not go through and the path would form a 
majotr connection btween the two segments of 17th. 

0

1094 1094 Sidewalks Sidewalks Western Blvd between 36th and Sunset Dr. Need sidewalks on Western Boulevard. 14
1153 1153 Sidewalks Sidewalks Richland Ave Richland - no sidewalks and cars drive too fast - many children and families travel to 7-11. 139
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1154 1154 Sidewalks Sidewalks Crystal Lake Drive Lake Drive - no sidewalk, lots of children and people drive too fast. 141
1168 1166 Sidewalks Sidewalks Rivergreen Ave Build a sidewalk on south side of Rivergreen. 167
1240 1234 Sidewalks Sidewalks SE Bethel St - between Atwood & Bridgeway better yet, put in sidewalks 0

1278 1234 Sidewalks Sidewalks SE Bethel St - between Atwood & Bridgeway The city buses takes Bethel too fast (and too wide by the Chester/Vica/Bethel intersection).  With the 
high bike traffic and lack of sidewalks, it is reckless.  

0

1370 1370 Sidewalks Sidewalks 2685 NW Royal Oaks Dr. Path needed for Pedestrians. Many walkers on this busy street and no shoulder or sidewalk. 0
1380 1380 Sidewalks Sidewalks 222 SW 35th St Sidewalk at EPA buildings to Campus Way on west side of 35th St. 0

1364 1364 Sidewalks Sidewalks 1119 Se 3rd St When Fireworks was constructing their clay wall, they drove heavy trucks on the sidewalk.  It has 
been cracked and damaged for years and needs to be repaired.

0

1443 1443 Sidewalks Sidewalks 877 Se Bethel Pl I like sidewalks and paths that cut through between streets like this. I find them more pleasant to use 
than following streets.

0

1450 1450 Sidewalks Sidewalks 5315 NW Ponderosa Ave Upgrade road to include sidewalk and bike lane.  This road has very narrow shoulders, and no 
sidewalk combined with high traffic speeds and pedestrians.

0

1006 1006 Signage Signage 1st St at Van Buren Ave Bike access on Van Buren and Harrison on Bridge across Willamette and way finding signs for 
directions to and from the OSU Organic Farm.

10

1025 1025 Signage Signage Walnut Blvd at Harrison Blvd
Heading north on 53rd and Walnut the speed limit goes to 55 MPH at the Harrison Blvd light, but 
speed is not marked heading north. This causes traffic to be slow north-bound on a major commuting 
road.

79

1050 1040 Signage Signage 9th St at Circle Blvd

9th and Circle AND Hwy 99 and Circle. Extremely poor knowledge and enforcement of bicycle lane 
rights. Cars constantly stop in the bike lane. My family is constantly stopped here by cars in the bike 
lane. Signage would be very appreciated. My family is regularly threatened by right hooks along 9th 
St. Education signs for motorists can make a HUGE difference for our safety.

119

1051 1041 Signage Signage Hwy 99 at Circle Blvd

10th and Circle AND Hwy 99 and Circle. Extremely poor knowledge and enforcement of bicycle lane 
rights. Cars constantly stop in the bike lane. My family is constantly stopped here by cars in the bike 
lane. Signage would be very appreciated. My family is regularly threatened by right hooks along 9th 
St. Education signs for motorists can make a HUGE difference for our safety.

119

1214 1214 Signage Signage 15th St at Avery Park Wayfinding distance markers for bike paths at Avery Park (e.g. arrow to downtown 1 mile and arrow 
to Philomath  6 mile)

214

1266 1266 Signage Signage 719 Sw 4th St A sign (plus road paint connecting bike lanes) alerting vehicles that southbound bikes may be 
merging to stay straight onto 4th/3rd Ave into southtown could make merging here safer.

0

1267 1267 Signage Signage 326 Nw Kings Blvd Signage and road markings alerting drivers (and bikes) going southbound on Kings Blvd to yield to 
bikes in bike lane turning left to stay on VanBuren.

0

1352 1352 Signage Signage 2998 Nw Audene Pl "No Thru Traffic" sign is needed. 0

1339 1339 Signage Signage 620 Nw 23rd St 23rd is a good street to mark as a sharrow. Lots of bikes & cars, moving about the same speed. Not 
enough room for a bike lane. 

0

1340 1340 Signage Signage 3465 Nw Orchard Ave Sign here warns bicycles of turning trucks. Should remind turning trucks to yield to bicycles who have 
the right of way.

0

1353 1350 Signage Signage 4752 Nw Amanda Pl "No Thru Traffic" sign is needed. 0

1404 1404 Signage Signage 2855 Nw Grant Ave Better signs to guide cars down the various spider legs of intersection and around stop sign on 29th N-
bound. And/or slow traffic somehow? Pedestrians beware right there.

0

1411 1000 Signage Signage Hwy 99 at 3rd Street Add signage between Crystal Lake/3rd to bike bridge that its okay  to ride on the sidewalk. 0

1223 1223 Stormwater 
Treatment

Stormwater Treatment 130 Nw Monroe Ave For the maximum environmental benefit, consider placing rain gardens at locations where sanitary 
and stormwater flow is combined in a single conveyance.

0

1253 1120 Stormwater 
Treatment

Stormwater Treatment 16th between Buchanan and Monroe Install bulbs and rain gardens on the corners of Frankiln Square 0

1257 1047 Stormwater 
Treatment

Stormwater Treatment Corvallis High School have high school students help design and maintain a rain garden style stormwater treatment facility 
in Franklin Park

0

1260 1260 Stormwater 
Treatment

Stormwater Treatment 619 Nw 15th St make fRanklin Sq a demonstration site for healthy street type storm water treatments 0

1418 1418 Stormwater 
Treatment

Stormwater Treatment 2135 Sw Whiteside Dr Fill in ditches alongside roads in Oregon with rocks etc to achieve safety while driving on narrow 
roads and water filtering.

0

1388 1114 Stormwater 
Treatment

Stormwater Treatment 9th St Add street trees and green streets - shade. Incorporate pedestrian and park plazas. Use semi-porous 
materials. Minimize pavement/asphalt.

0

1389 1389 Stormwater 
Treatment

Stormwater Treatment 1021 Nw Circle Blvd Add street trees and green streets - shade. Incorporate pedestrian and park plazas. Use semi-porous 
materials. Minimize pavement/asphalt.

0

1377 1377 Stormwater 
Treatment

Stormwater Treatment 645 SE Alexander Build a bioswale at corner of Alexander and Stone. 0

1408 1408 Stormwater 
Treatment

Stormwater Treatment 1209 Nw 15th St A water garden at the sotrmwater drain at 15th and Lincoln (s. side) would greatly decrease pollutants 
going into Dixon Creek! Put on there!

0

1412 1299 Stormwater 
Treatment

Stormwater Treatment 660 Sw Madison Ave Reduce paved surfaces - especially around the trees lining the sidewalks - trees do not need 
concrete...not just limited to this area, but we noticed it was particularly bad here.

0

1459 1459 Stormwater 
Treatment

Stormwater Treatment 360 Sw Avery

The 4-way stop at 36 SW Avery has multimodal traffic including railroad (freight), auto, bike, and 
pedestrian. Significant use occurs by government and private business and individuals. In addition, 
significant stormwater is generated from the extensive impervious surface. The large volume of 
generated stormwater across the railroad tracks and road drains down the western curb cut at Benton 
County Avery Facility entrance, into a single stormwater drain. The site has a large unused grass strip 
15' x 300' and is compatible with a rain garden, bioswale, or similar stormwater retrofit. The location 
is ideal for public outreach/education and Benton County would be able to develop funding support 
for project design and construction

0

1011 1011 Streetscape Streetscape 29th St at Fillmore Ave Vegetation violations at 29th and Fillmore. 20
1072 1069 Streetscape Streetscape S 3rd St at Goodnight Ave Goodnight at 99th - the sidewalks are too narrow. I feel unsafe walking with cars so close. 134

1082 1049 Streetscape Streetscape Harrison Blvd at Dairy Center. Past the church on Harrison (by Dairy Center) towards 53rd cars drive too quickly and runners/bikers 
are alongside the road.

146

1084 1084 Streetscape Streetscape S 3rd St at Lincoln Elementary school I have my children stay on the sidewalk but it still feels unsafe on S 3rd by School. 147
1087 1087 Streetscape Streetscape 30th St at Western Blvd Western Blvd - feels unsafe 157
1088 1088 Streetscape Streetscape S 3rd St at Rivergreen Ave There are no sidewalks to walk with small children. 159

1096 1096 Streetscape Streetscape 3rd St between Chapman Pl and Rivergreen Ave Appearance/safety on 3rd street in South Town. 16

1116 1116 Streetscape Streetscape Fillmore Ave Sidewalk along Fillmore is next to the curb. No parking strip! Telephone poles are in the sidewalk 
blocking pedestrian usage.

40

1158 1158 Streetscape Streetscape Seavy Ave between Conser and Hwy 20 Seavy area needs bike lanes and sidewalks. There are a lot of families who walk, but it feels unsafe. 149

1166 1166 Streetscape Streetscape Rivergreen Ave Cut tall weeds on south side of Rivergreen. 165
1167 1167 Streetscape Streetscape S 3rd St Cut weeds between sidewalk and curb the whole length of Hwy 99. 166

1255 1149 Streetscape Streetscape 16th St Do a Healthy Streets demo project at Franklin Square and involve Corvallis High school,  Franklin 
and OSU studnets in the design and construction of the project.

0

1378 1378 Streetscape Streetscape 1422 Nw 9th St Meridians and refuge islands on 9th st (especially near 9th and Circle) and ways to make 9th St more 
attractive.

0

1401 1401 Streetscape Streetscape 5415 Sw Cherry Ave Would love some streetscaping. 0
1005 1005 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming 17th St at Garfield Slow down cars on Garfield by putting in a stop sign here. 9
1085 1085 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming 12th St at Garfield Ave Garfield - cars drive too fast. 152
1129 1129 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming Conser St High traffic and speed issues. 88
1117 1117 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming Viewmont Ave Occasional fast moving traffic. Drainage not very efficient when multiple days of rain occur. 67

1123 1123 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming Alexander Ave Along Alexander people drive fast, also lots of kids on road playing, neighborhood with lots of walkers 
and bikers.

78

1124 1124 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming Crystal Lake Dr Along Crystal Lake Dr people drive fast, also lots of kids on road playing, neighborhood with lots of 
walkers and bikers.

78

1120 1120 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming 16th between Buchanan and Monroe 16th is heavily used by skaters and cyclists to get between the schools (CHS, Franklin and OSU) and 
the shops on Monroe, parks (Franklin), etc. Traffic calming would be good!

71

1149 1149 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming 16th St Add traffic calming to this street. 128
1150 1141 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming 11th St Add traffic calming to this street. 128
1151 1096 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming S 3rd St South 3rd street is too fast - slow the cars down! 128
1152 1152 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming S 3rd St There is a lot of traffic - I do not want to walk and bike. 135

1155 1155 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming S 3rd St S 3rd is dangerous - drive too fast and will weave in and out of traffice to drive fast. People know 
when police are around.

142

1156 1156 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming 35th between Harrison and Philomath Blvd 35th near campus - cars drive fast from Philomath Blvd north through to Harrison. 145
1157 1157 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming S 3rd St Cars drive too fast. 148
1160 1160 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming Crystal Lake Dr Street is too narrow and cars drive fast - lots of children in area - Crystal Lake. 154
1161 1119 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming Park Ave Park Ave has parking on both sides and cars drive fast. 155
1171 1171 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming E St SW "E" ave - the length from SW 7th at Western to SW 15th needs speed bumps. 170
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1211 1099 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming 11th St Generally, for low traffic/bike friendly streets, don't use bike lanes, rather use sharrows, bulbouts, etc. 
that reduces traffic while incorporating bikes with local traffic.

210

1243 1069 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming S 3rd St at Goodnight Ave any way to draw the attention of the driver to the reduction in speed here? 0

1244 1045 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming Lincoln Elementary School solar powered lights set to flash during school hours would help to slow the traffic going by the school. 
I would guess 50% of the drivers are oblivious to the school zone

0

1231 1205 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming Alexander Ave at Crystal Lake Sports Park some way to slow cars would be appreciated 0

1238 1238 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming 1915 Se Debord St Install bollards to prevent cars from using this as a through street to access the drive through coffee 
place. Turns Debord into a cul-de-sac but still allows access for peds and bikes.

0

1279 1124 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming Crystal Lake Dr Traffic moves much too quickly on Crystal Lake.  This is a very active neighborhood.  0
1347 1347 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming 501 SW Madison Ave 20 mph citywide! see website at 20splentyforus.org.uk 0
1349 1349 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming 2934 Nw Audene Dr There is no speed limit posted. Many driving at dangerously fast speeds. 0

1274 1069 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming S 3rd St at Goodnight Ave
Reduce speeds to 25 from Goodnight to downtown Corvallis, both directions. 
Alternatively/additionally, create separated multi-use path along 3rd from Goodnight to downtown. 0

1333 1109 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming Hwy 99 between Water Works Ave and Circle This area seems to have potential for a Park'n'Ride lot. 0
1422 1422 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming 1831 Nw Highland Dr Cars speed too much 0

1314 1006 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming 1st St at Van Buren Ave It's past time to block the VanBuren Bridge for motorized traffic. The east side could become a park & 
ride lot, and those who insist upon driving can use the South Bypass.

0

1358 1350 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming 4752 Nw Amanda Pl I think a few speed bumps would stop us (I mean them!).  0

1334 1334 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming 5215 Se 3rd St Somewhere near here would be a good place for a Park'n'Ride Lot with a bus stop, covered & secure 
bike parking, and signs encouraging visitors not to drive into town.

0

1348 1348 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming 4400 Nw Walnut Blvd
This is a virtual freeway; cars routinely violating the speedlimit. Dangerous for kids commuting to 
Hoover Elementary. Should reduce 4 lanes of car traffic to 2 by creating dedicated bike lanes. 0

1350 1350 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming 4752 Nw Amanda Pl Many drivers use Audene as a short-cut going to Ponderosa, driving too fast through Audene. 0
1384 1124 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming Crystal Lake Dr People drive too fast - traffic calming needed on Crystal Lake Drive. 0
1396 1396 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming 6266 Sw Grand Oaks Dr More traffic calming in neighborhood - but no speed bumps. 0

1399 1399 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming 965 Nw Sequoia Ave
Sequoia Ave needs to direct through-traffic to Circle Ave by the use of stop signs, speed bumps, or 
some other traffic calming device. Lots of kids live in this neighborhood and Garfield and Wilson 
Elementary Schools are nearby.

0

1427 1427 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming 1515 Nw Dixon St
Dixon St. is a thru-way for parents & students moving from Linus Pauling- Garfield School and CHS. 
Calming and/or GOOD signage re: SPEED is long overdue. There has already been one bicycle 
fatality on this stretch. 

0

1400 1399 Traffic Calming Traffic Calming 965 Nw Sequoia Ave
We second the below comment: "Sequoia Ave needs to direct through-traffic to Circle Ave by the use 
of stop signs, speed bumps, or some other traffic calming device. Lots of kids live in this 
neighborhood and Garfield and Wilson Elementary Schools are nearby."

0

1000 1000 User Conflict User Conflict Hwy 99 at 3rd Street
Bikes going wrong way on sidewalk, which causes bike and pedestrian conflict. Needs specific bike 
lane on right side of streets that allows an easy and safe way to cross Hwy 99 on 3rd Street. 1

1004 1000 User Conflict User Conflict Hwy 99 at 3rd Street Bikes riding south on wrong side of 3rd street along Hwy 99 - dangerous. Feels safest as biker to be 
on the wrong side of the street, because crossing Hwy 99 is scary. 

8

1126 1126 User Conflict User Conflict Brooklane Dr
With new development by cemetery the increased traffic will make biking and driving dangerous and 
more congested. Brooklane Dr. does not have capacity for increased traffic - narrow and sometimes 
floods.

84

1169 1169 User Conflict User Conflict Monroe Ave at Kings Blvd Need more enforcement of bicycle laws. 168

1251 1251 User Conflict User Conflict 975 Se 3rd St There are 3 grates in this area that force bicycles to ride to the left on an outside curve and cars 
frequently cut into the bike lane here so there is high probability for collisions.

0

1276 1276 User Conflict User Conflict 3505 Nw Harrison Blvd Bikes turning left from bike lane have to cross vehicular traffic that is potentially going straight on 
35th.  Very dangerous!

0

1336 1001 User Conflict User Conflict 14th St at Monroe Ave There should be a bike box on 14th south of Monroe and signs encouraging cars to share the lane. 0

1337 1337 User Conflict User Conflict 124 Nw 14th St This is a place where cars often pass bikes in an unsafe manner. 0

1289 1013 User Conflict User Conflict 29th St at Harrison Ave The local fraternity does a great job servicing the community by breaking glass bottles all the time on 
this road. Watch out for shards of glass and buy some gatorskins.

0

1329 1329 User Conflict User Conflict 220 Nw 9th St
9th between Polk & Monroe should be one lane for cars and one safe bike lane in each direction. The 
sudden end of the bike lane at Polk is a hazard. At least mark the right lane as a sharrow. 0

1428 1428 User Conflict User Conflict 121 Sw 2nd St

Second street through downtown is not healthy; it endangers my health, and I lose days off my life 
every time I drive it or ride a bike.  The parking configuration is such that many vehicles do not fit 
completely into the parking spaces and encroach on the travel lanes.  Two simple solutions would be 
either to repaint to make each parking space bigger or ticket vehicles that don't fit. Just because 
someone buys a $60,000 giant SUV or pickup truck does not mean they have a right to a convenient 
parking space.  I have been told in the past that the City can not ticket these vehicles because there 
are no signs that say you must park within the parking spaces, and I find that an unreasonable excuse 
to allow people to park basically in the street.  This causes vehicles to drive across more than one 
travel lane and adds more risk to other street users.  Someone will die because of this unhealthy 
street unless it is fixed

0

1002 1002 Visibility Visibility Off 35th along Hwy 34/20 Set back fence corner to improve visibility on bike path. 5
1037 1037 Visibility Visibility Conser St at Conifer Blvd Poor visibility at intersection for bikers to Cheldelin . 89

1179 1179 Visibility Visibility Summerfield Dr at Goodnight Ave
Exit from Summerfield Drive to Goodnight Ave often confronts vehicles hindering visibility for 
approaching traffic on Goodnight. In particular, a pickup often parked in Goodnight close to the 
intersection on the east side makes it very difficult to see oncoming westbound traffic.

191

1241 1205 Visibility Visibility Alexander Ave at Crystal Lake Sports Park improve ability to spot traffic at stop sign at Alexander and Crystal Lake 0

1247 1024 Visibility Visibility S 3rd St at Railroad Tracks
This stretch from Mary's bike/pedestrian bridge to Crystal Lake is extremely dangerous for bikes.  
Car's entering third rarely check for bikes coming from the north. Car/bike accidents and close calls 
are common.

0

1224 1224 Visibility Visibility 2903 Ne Glacier Way Bus stop, future Corvallis-Albany bike trail crossing, speeding southbound traffic, blind curve -- future 
disaster!

0

1233 1233 Visibility Visibility SE Bethel St - Bus Route Consider allowing parking on only one side of Bethel. Extremely narrow with cars on both sides and 
the bus coming through 2 times an hour

0

1362 1362 Visibility Visibility 1325 Se Park Ave

Vegetation along both sides of the road as it turns the corner grows into/above the street.  This not 
only limits visibility around the NARROW curve, but also forces vehicles and bikes away from the 
edge of the street into the center making a collision more likely.  Sometimes the vegetation gets 
pruned a bit, but it's never enough to resolve this hazardous condition.

0

1444 1421 Visibility Visibility 998 Nw Spruce Ave
Impossible to see when turning left or right onto Spruce because of excessive parking. The care 
facility on the corner of Spruce and Highland won't allow their employees to park in their own lot, 
which contributes to the issue.

0
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CORVALLIS	  HEALTHY	  STREETS	  INITIATIVE	  PUBLIC	  OMMENTS	  BY	  CATEGORY	  	  4/15/2013	  

CATEGORY	   COMMENT	   LOCATION	  

	  

Bikes	  going	  wrong	  way	  on	  sidewalk,	  which	  causes	  
pike	  and	  pedestrian	  conflict.	  Needs	  specific	  bike	  
lane	  on	  right	  side	  of	  streets	  that	  allows	  an	  easy	  
and	  safe	  way	  to	  cross	  99W	  on	  3rd	  Street.	  

99W	  at	  3rd	  Street	  

Bike	  Boulevard	  from	  CFD	  Station	  on	  53rd	  Street	  up	  
into	  Skyline	  Drive	  neighborhood	  at	  Foothill	  Drive.	  

Fair	  Oaks	  Dr	  to	  Foothill	  Dr	  

Set	  back	  fence	  corner	  to	  improve	  visibility	  on	  bike	  
path.	  

Off	  35th	  along	  Hwy	  34/20	  

Harrison	  29th	  to	  36th	  need	  bike	  lane.	   Harrison	  between	  29th	  and	  
36th	  

Need	  bike	  boulevard	  on	  27th	   27th	  Street	  between	  Campus	  
and	  Elmwood	  Dr.	  

Bike	  path	  from	  3rd	  and	  Chapman	  into	  downtown	   99W	  at	  SE	  Chapman	  Pl	  
The	  bike	  lane	  on	  10th	  Street	  from	  Grant	  to	  Van	  
Buren	  is	  too	  narrow.	  

10th	  St	  between	  Grant	  and	  Van	  
Buren	  

More	  direct	  bike	  land	  to	  and	  from.	   99W	  at	  SE	  Chapman	  Pl	  
Please	  widen	  bike	  lane	  on	  Harrison	  to	  Bald	  Hill	   Harrision	  between	  35th	  to	  

Grandview	  Dr	  
I	  would	  like	  to	  see	  a	  continuous	  bike	  route	  along	  
Madison	  -‐	  lower	  campus	  -‐	  going	  to	  downtown	  

Madison	  between	  14th	  and	  1st	  

Bike	  lane	  disappears	  on	  Harrison	  :(	   Harrison	  between	  29th	  and	  
36th	  

Need	  bike	  and	  pedestrian	  connection	  between	  
Highway	  20	  at	  treatment	  plant	  to	  bike	  path	  on	  east	  
side	  of	  Highway	  99	  (water	  treatment	  plant	  access	  
road	  is	  closed).	  

Water	  Works	  Ave	  between	  
Hwy	  20	  and	  Hwy	  99	  

Rails	  to	  trails	  or	  rails	  with	  trails	  6th	  street	  with	  bike	  
boulevard!	  And	  stormwater	  treatment.	  

6th	  St	  between	  Western	  Blvd	  
and	  Polk	  Ave	  

Make	  27th	  a	  bike	  boulevard	  with	  restrictions	  to	  
cars.	  

27th	  St.	  

On	  Harrison	  between	  29th	  and	  35th	  there	  should	  
not	  be	  any	  bike	  lanes	  -‐	  it's	  too	  dangerous	  and	  there	  
is	  no	  room	  for	  a	  lane.	  

	  

Need	  additional	  ingress	  and	  egress	  to	  bike	  path	  on	  
east	  side	  of	  Highway	  99	  between	  treatment	  plant	  
and	  circle.	  At	  least	  one	  signal	  crosswalk	  across	  
Highway	  99	  would	  help.	  	  

Highway	  99	  between	  Water	  
Works	  Ave	  and	  Circle	  

Bike	  access	  on	  Van	  Buren	  and	  Harrison	  on	  Bridge	  
across	  Willamette	  and	  wayfinding	  signs	  for	  
directions	  to	  and	  from	  the	  OSU	  Organic	  Farm.	  

Van	  Buren	  at	  1st	  St	  

Improve	  the	  bikeway	  from	  Crystal	  Lake	  to	  the	  
bridge.	  Get	  it	  off	  the	  sidewalk.	  Stormwater	  
improvements	  could	  build	  on	  what	  First	  
Alternative	  has	  already	  done.	  

3rd	  from	  Crystal	  Lake	  Dr	  to	  
Western	  

Needs	  more	  width	  for	  bicycling.	  Pavement	  is	  
frequently	  in	  rough	  condition.	  

Harrison	  at	  29th	  

BIKES	  (24)	  
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If	  a	  bike/walking	  path	  went	  directly	  from	  Crystal	  
Lake	  Sports	  Park	  directly	  to	  the	  Skate	  Park,	  there	  
would	  be	  a	  green	  area	  along	  the	  river	  for	  biking	  
and	  walking	  all	  the	  way	  from	  the	  Holiday	  Inn	  to	  
past	  Rivergreen.	  Also,	  I	  think	  the	  Skate	  Park	  would	  
be	  safer	  -‐	  more	  activity	  would	  reduce	  crime.	  

Crystal	  Lake	  Sports	  Park	  

Need	  bike	  and	  pedestrian	  connection	  between	  
Benton	  Center	  and	  bike	  path	  acess	  on	  Buchanan	  
(near	  Power	  Motors	  between	  9ths	  and	  5th	  
streets).	  

9th	  St	  between	  Buchanan	  and	  
Polk	  Ave	  

Multi-‐modal	  paths	  along	  Kings	  Blvd	  so	  bikes	  could	  
travel	  on	  the	  "wrong	  side	  of	  the	  road"	  and	  get	  to	  
destinations	  without	  having	  to	  cross	  Kings	  where	  
there	  is	  no	  intersection.	  

Kings	  Blvd	  north	  of	  Monroe	  

Multi-‐modal	  pathways	  along	  Highway	  99	  on	  both	  
sides,	  or	  along	  railway	  on	  west	  side	  to	  get	  to	  
destinations	  without	  having	  to	  cross	  over	  and	  back	  
as	  would	  be	  required	  with	  using	  the	  existing	  bike	  
path.	  

Highway	  99	  southtown	  

More	  bike	  parking	  between	  3rd	  and	  2nd	  at	  
Firestone	  and	  Dairy	  Queen.	  

3rd	  and	  2nd	  at	  Adams	  Ave.	  
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I	  want	  a	  stormwater	  planter	  on	  my	  block	  -‐	  I	  know	  
my	  neighbors	  would	  agree!	  

Alexander	  Ave	  at	  Thompson	  St	  

As	  long	  as	  is	  doesn't	  block	  out	  parking	  spaces	  a	  
rain	  garden	  curve	  extension.	  

6th	  at	  Adams	  

Park	  is	  a	  wide	  enough	  street	  that	  encourages	  fast	  
driving.	  It	  is	  wide	  enough	  for	  installing	  rain	  water	  
swales.	  You	  could	  easily	  remove	  some	  of	  the	  
street	  concrete	  and	  convert	  it	  to	  a	  swale.	  This	  
would	  calm	  the	  traffic,	  clean	  stormwater,	  and	  
beautify	  the	  corridor.	  	  

Park	  Ave.	  

16th	  is	  heavily	  used	  by	  skaters	  and	  cyclists	  to	  get	  
between	  the	  schools	  (CHS,	  Franklin	  and	  OSU)	  and	  
the	  shops	  on	  Monroe,	  parks	  (Franklin),	  etc.	  Traffic	  
calming	  would	  be	  good!	  

16th	  between	  Buchanan	  and	  
Monroe	  

9th	  street,	  as	  the	  main	  commercial	  arterial	  for	  the	  
city	  needs	  to	  be	  beautified	  and	  made	  much	  more	  
environmentally	  friendly	  with	  bioswales,	  planters,	  
rain	  gardens,	  and	  street	  trees.	  

9th	  St	  between	  Monroe	  and	  
Elks	  Dr	  

Traffic	  calming,	  water	  detention	  and	  medians	  
along	  south	  3rd!	  

S.	  3rd	  St	  

Incorporate	  bioswales	  in	  landscape	  strips	  on	  south	  
3rd	  in	  both	  undeveloped	  areas	  (as	  they	  develop)	  
and	  retrofitted	  into	  re-‐development.	  

S.	  3rd	  St	  

On	  reconstruction	  of	  Walnut	  Blvd	  in	  future,	  
remove	  unneeded	  sections	  of	  TWTL	  (where	  no	  
turns	  needed)	  and	  widen	  landscape	  strips	  on	  side	  
to	  allow	  bioswales	  or	  add	  planted	  medians.	  

Walnut	  Blvd	  

Placing	  facilities	  on	  or	  near	  public	  school	  property	  
creates	  an	  opportunity	  to	  integrate	  stormwater	  
into	  elementary,	  middle,	  and	  high	  school	  
curriculum;	  learn	  about	  natural	  water	  treatment	  in	  
floodplains,	  etc.;	  classes	  can	  monitor	  facilities	  over	  
time	  to	  see	  trends;	  this	  also	  teaches	  the	  next	  
generation	  about	  functionality	  of	  these	  things,	  and	  
what	  they	  mean	  so	  they	  respect	  them	  and	  
hopefully	  included	  them	  in	  future	  planning,	  etc.	  

Lincoln	  Elementary	  School,	  
Jefferson	  Elementary	  School,	  
Corvallis	  High	  School	  

Include	  bioswales	  on	  reconstruction	  or	  
redevelopment	  along	  Philomath	  Blvd,	  53rd	  St,	  and	  
west	  end	  of	  Harrison.	  

Philomath	  Blvd.,	  53rd	  Street,	  
Harrison	  Boulevard	  

Stormwater	  facility(s)	  at	  schools	  for	  multiple	  
functions,	  including	  education.	  Example	  -‐	  at	  CV	  
High	  School,	  Jackson	  Creek	  was	  a	  700-‐foot	  wide	  
ash	  swale	  in	  the	  1850s	  could	  re-‐establish	  some	  of	  
the	  waterway's	  features	  and	  functions.	  

Multiple	  

Streets	  on	  hillsides	  for	  detention	  and	  water	  
quality.	  This	  site	  is	  an	  example	  of	  site	  of	  future	  
development	  or	  existing	  development	  to	  the	  west	  
as	  another	  example.	  

Ponderosa	  Ave	  near	  Royal	  
Oaks	  Dr.	  

Seek	  funding	  to	  complete	  "chicanes"	  on	  Becca	  
from	  9th	  to	  Kings	  creating	  a	  Healthy	  Streets	  
corridor.	  The	  existing	  chicanes	  have	  slowed	  traffic	  

Becca	  from	  9th	  to	  Kinds	  Blvd.	  

STORMWATER	  
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and	  enhanced	  the	  curb	  appeal	  creating	  a	  better	  
bike/ped	  environment.	  
With	  any	  road	  repair	  or	  reconstruction	  project	  
install	  rain	  gardens	  as	  much	  as	  possible.	  

	  

Alleys	  downtown	  could	  have	  a	  "Hollywood"	  style	  
strip	  down	  center	  that	  is	  of	  material	  designed	  for	  
permeability	  and	  for	  filtering	  of	  run-‐off	  from	  the	  
paved	  strips	  that	  vehicle	  tires	  use.	  Downtown	  
alleys	  need	  some	  beautification!	  

	  

Throughout	  City:	  Increase	  use	  of	  planted	  medians	  
in	  arterials,	  where	  not	  needed	  for	  turn	  lanes,	  for	  
traffic	  calming.	  Also,	  increase	  use	  of	  curb	  
extensions,	  with	  or	  without	  rain	  gardens,	  for	  
pedestrian	  safety.	  

	  

Appearance/safety	  on	  3rd	  street	  in	  South	  Town	   3rd	  St	  between	  Chapman	  Pl	  
and	  Rivergreen	  Ave	  

Downtown	  alleys	  need	  beautification	  and	  
permeability.	  

Downtown	  

11th	  Street	  is	  very	  popular	  for	  bikes.	  It	  is	  wide	  
enough	  for	  water	  treatment	  features.	  Pavement	  is	  
bad!	  

11th	  near	  Fillmore	  

	   I'd	  like	  to	  volunteer	  the	  north	  side	  of	  my	  house	  for	  
a	  curb	  extension	  rain	  garden.	  	  	  We're	  on	  a	  quiet,	  
relatively	  wide	  street.	  Unobstructed	  50	  feet	  of	  
frontage	  we	  don't	  need	  to	  park	  in.	  Healthy	  flow	  of	  
rainwater	  drains	  by.	  Unshaded.	  Owner-‐occupied.	  
I'm	  a	  master	  gardener/hobby	  gardener	  eager	  to	  
maintain,	  observe,	  report,	  replant,	  plant,	  and	  help	  
the	  city	  experiment.	  Two	  foot	  parking	  strip	  
between	  sidewalk	  and	  street	  (I'd	  like	  to	  keep	  the	  
two	  crepe	  myrtle	  street	  trees	  I've	  just	  planted.)	  
	  	  Heavy	  foot	  traffic	  of	  cool	  Harding	  neighborhood	  
citizens	  will	  marvel	  at	  your	  handiwork!	  

3620	  NW	  Taylor	  
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Hard	  to	  get	  onto	  99	  from	  Elks	  Drive.	   99W	  at	  Elks	  Dr	  
Very	  hard	  to	  cross	  two	  intersections	  to	  get	  to	  the	  
bike	  lane.	  

Highway	  99	  at	  Walnut	  Blvd	  

9th	  and	  Circle	  is	  very	  busy,	  unsafe	  for	  walking	  and	  
biking.	  

9th	  at	  Circle	  Blvd	  

Very	  busy,	  tons	  of	  traffic	   Highway	  99	  at	  Circle	  Blvd	  
Dangerous	  area	  for	  bicycles,	  pedestrians,	  and	  cars	  
all	  converging	  in	  front	  of	  co-‐op	  and	  at	  intersection	  
of	  3rd	  street	  and	  Crystal	  Lake	  Dr.	  

Crystal	  Lake	  Dr	  at	  3rd	  St.	  

High	  traffic;	  Highway	  99	  crossing	  makes	  it	  
impossible	  for	  Cheldin	  students	  to	  bike	  to	  school	  

Hightway	  99	  at	  Conifer	  Blvd	  

Some	  kind	  of	  pedestrian	  crossing	  is	  needed	  to	  
cross	  15th	  St.,	  where	  it	  intersects	  with	  A	  Ave.	  At	  
least	  a	  marked	  (striped)	  crosswalk,	  if	  not	  extra	  
signs.	  Heavy	  car	  traffic	  on	  and	  off	  campus	  on	  15th	  
makes	  crossing	  safely	  difficult.	  

15th	  St	  at	  A	  Ave.	  

Bikes	  riding	  south	  on	  wrong	  side	  of	  3rd	  street	  
along	  99W	  -‐	  dangerous.	  Feels	  safest	  as	  biker	  to	  be	  
on	  the	  wrong	  side	  of	  the	  street,	  because	  crossing	  
99W	  is	  scary.	  

99W	  at	  3rd	  Street	  

Traffic	  circle	  is	  dangerous	  for	  bikers,	  pedestrians,	  
and	  cars.	  

10th	  at	  Grant	  

Dangerous	  area	  for	  bicycles,	  pedestrians,	  and	  cars	  
all	  converging	  in	  front	  of	  co-‐op	  and	  at	  intersection	  
of	  3rd	  street	  and	  Crystal	  Lake	  Dr.	  

Railroad	  tracks	  at	  3rd	  St.	  

The	  visibility	  is	  poor;	  cars	  are	  parked	  right	  up	  to	  the	  
curb	  so	  you	  have	  to	  pull	  into	  the	  street	  (about	  1/4	  
of	  it)	  to	  even	  see	  traffic!	  Notoriously	  dangerous,	  
there	  are	  no	  stops	  in	  between,	  so	  people	  
frequently	  speed	  through	  it.	  

Coolidge	  at	  26th	  

Dangerous	  intersection	  for	  bikes,	  pedestrians,	  and	  
cars.	  Practically	  blind	  corner	  -‐	  27th	  and	  Coolidge	  
Way	  -‐	  need	  more	  visual	  clearance.	  Recommend	  a	  4-‐
way	  stop.	  

27th	  at	  Coolidge	  Way	  

Poor	  visibility	  at	  intersection	  for	  bikers	  to	  Cheldin	  	   Conser	  St	  at	  Conifer	  Blvd	  
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Conflicts	  between	  cars	  and	  bikes	  and	  pedestrians	  
on	  Monroe	  by	  OSU	  campus.	  Hard	  to	  make	  any	  
progress	  down	  Monroe	  due	  to	  all	  the	  pedestrians	  
crossing	  randomly.	  

Monroe	  between	  26th	  and	  
Kings	  Blvd	  

Vegetation	  violations	  at	  29th	  and	  Fillmore	   29th	  at	  Fillmore	  
Along	  Alexander	  and	  Crystal	  Lake	  Dr	  people	  drive	  
fast,	  also	  lots	  of	  kids	  on	  road	  playing,	  
neighborhood	  with	  lots	  of	  walkers	  and	  bikers.	  

Alexander	  Ave	  and	  Crystal	  Lake	  
Dr.	  

Speeding	  issue	  on	  Garfield	  between	  9ths	  and	  Kings	   	  

People	  driving	  in	  Corvallis	  from	  north	  frequently	  
turn	  right	  toward	  9th	  street	  by	  going	  into	  bicycle	  
lane	  and	  do	  not	  wait	  for	  light	  to	  change.	  This	  
causes	  near	  misses	  for	  cars	  on	  9th	  street.	  Happens	  
very	  often.	  

Conifer	  at	  9th	  

9th	  and	  Circle	  AND	  Highway	  99	  and	  Circle.	  
Extremely	  poor	  knowledge	  and	  enforcement	  of	  
bicycle	  lane	  rights.	  Cars	  constantly	  stop	  in	  the	  bike	  
lane.	  My	  family	  is	  constantly	  stopped	  here	  by	  cars	  
in	  the	  bike	  lane.	  Signage	  would	  be	  very	  
appreciated.	  My	  family	  is	  regularly	  threatened	  by	  
right	  hooks	  along	  9th	  St.	  Education	  signs	  for	  
motorists	  can	  make	  a	  HUGE	  difference	  for	  our	  
safety.	  

9th	  St	  at	  Circle	  Blvd	  

10th	  and	  Circle	  AND	  Highway	  99	  and	  Circle.	  
Extremely	  poor	  knowledge	  and	  enforcement	  of	  
bicycle	  lane	  rights.	  Cars	  constantly	  stop	  in	  the	  bike	  
lane.	  My	  family	  is	  constantly	  stopped	  here	  by	  cars	  
in	  the	  bike	  lane.	  Signage	  would	  be	  very	  
appreciated.	  My	  family	  is	  regularly	  threatened	  by	  
right	  hooks	  along	  9th	  St.	  Education	  signs	  for	  
motorists	  can	  make	  a	  HUGE	  difference	  for	  our	  
safety.	  

Highway	  99	  at	  Circle	  Blvd	  

Walk	  through	  this	  intersection	  daily	  -‐	  bikes	  run	  the	  
lights	  constantly	  and	  cars	  do	  as	  well.	  I've	  even	  
seen	  police	  cars	  run	  the	  lights,	  and	  then	  stop	  at	  
Dutch	  Brothers	  for	  Coffee.	  

Monroe	  at	  14th	  St	  

Corvallis	  has	  a	  problem	  with	  bicyclists	  not	  obeying	  
the	  city	  ordinances	  and	  laws	  making	  it	  dangerous	  
for	  all	  of	  us,	  including	  the	  bicyclists	  in	  question.	  

	  

High	  traffic	  and	  speed	  issues	   Conser	  St	  
Occasional	  fast	  moving	  traffic.	  Drainage	  not	  very	  
efficient	  when	  multiple	  days	  of	  rain	  occur.	  

Viewmont	  Ave	  
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Surface	  
	  

26th	  Street	  between	  Monroe	  and	  Harrison	  needs	  
to	  be	  repaved	  -‐	  very	  bumpy	  and	  harsh	  on	  bikers.	  

26th	  between	  Monroe	  and	  
Harrison	  

Pitch	  of	  curb	  is	  too	  steep	  -‐	  hard	  with	  kid	  trailer	   99W	  at	  SE	  Bridgeway	  Ave	  
Drainage	  grates	  near	  DMV	  are	  in	  middle	  of	  street	  
and	  not	  bike	  tire	  friendly.	  

Circle	  Blvd	  at	  Belvue	  St	  

This	  location	  seems	  to	  collect	  water	  in	  depressions	  
of	  the	  road.	  It	  doesn't	  have	  sidewalks,	  but	  is	  a	  nice	  
bypass	  to	  walk	  on	  from	  Lilly	  up	  to	  co-‐op.	  

Atwood	  Ave	  

Repair	  sunken	  street	  (previous	  waterline	  or	  sewer	  
repair	  that	  has	  failed).	  

28th	  at	  Jackson	  Ave	  

Repair	  sunked	  street.	   23rd	  at	  Roosevelt	  Ave	  
Sidewalk	  by	  SW	  corner	  of	  6th	  and	  Western	  
frequently	  floods.	  

6th	  at	  Western	  Blvd	  

Erosion	  and	  flooding	  concerns/issues	  along	  street.	  
At	  end	  of	  Cascade	  Ave	  the	  storm	  drain	  is	  causing	  
erosion.	  Some	  flooding	  of	  basement.	  Road	  grading	  
does	  not	  allow	  runoff	  to	  access	  drainage	  ditch.	  

Cascade	  Ave	  

There	  are	  many	  streets	  that	  are	  flooded	  by	  Dixon	  
Creek.	  Dixon	  Creek	  between	  Garfield	  Ave	  and	  
Grant	  Ave	  just	  represents	  the	  concept,	  but	  the	  
actual	  area	  is	  much	  larger.	  

Harrison	  Blvd	  at	  Dairy	  Center.	  
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Slow	  down	  cars	  on	  Garfield	  by	  putting	  in	  a	  stop	  
sign	  here.	  

Garfield	  at	  17th	  St	  

Yellow	  pedestrian	  signal/crossing	  35th	  st	  and	  
Campus	  Way	  

35th	  at	  Campus	  Way	  

This	  4-‐way	  yield	  is	  dangerous	  and	  should	  be	  a	  4-‐
way	  stop	  or	  light.	  

Grant	  at	  Highland	  

Problems	  with	  light	  -‐	  east	  bound	  left	  turn	  should	  
stay	  red	  until	  oncoming	  traffic	  is	  stopped.	  

Kings	  Blvd	  at	  Harrison	  Blvd	  

Heading	  north	  on	  53rd	  and	  Walnut	  the	  speed	  limit	  
goes	  to	  55	  MPH	  at	  the	  Harrison	  Blvd	  light,	  but	  
speed	  is	  not	  marked	  heading	  north.	  This	  causes	  
traffic	  to	  be	  slow	  north-‐bound	  on	  a	  major	  
commuting	  road.	  

Walnut	  Blvd	  at	  Harrison	  Blvd	  

Controlled	  crossing	  on	  Circle	  should	  turn	  RED	  
when	  pedestrians	  activate	  the	  crossing	  -‐	  true	  of	  all	  
of	  these	  along	  Circle	  Blvd.	  The	  way	  it	  is	  now,	  it	  is	  
difficult	  to	  see	  and	  no	  one	  knows	  what	  to	  do.	  

Circle	  Blvd	  at	  Janssen	  and	  at	  
half	  block	  btwn	  Janssen	  and	  
9th	  St	  

The	  WHITE	  light	  signals	  (straight	  and	  turn)	  at	  14th	  
and	  Jefferson	  on	  the	  east	  edge	  of	  OSU	  campus	  
does	  not	  make	  it	  clear	  what	  to	  do.	  These	  lights	  
should	  change	  in	  color	  with	  the	  light	  (red	  when	  the	  
light	  is	  red;	  green	  when	  the	  light	  is	  green).	  

14th	  at	  Jefferson	  

Catch	  basin	  just	  south	  of	  4th	  and	  C	  has	  orange	  
traffic	  cone	  obstructing	  sidewalk.	  

4th	  at	  C	  Ave	  

I	  also	  think	  it	  would	  be	  great	  if	  the	  bike	  lanes	  and	  
pedestrian	  activated	  crosswalks	  could	  be	  painted	  
green	  to	  help	  motorists	  identify	  those	  areas.	  

	  

	   	  

SIGNAGE	  (9)	  
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9th	  street	  is	  in	  great	  need	  of	  more	  pedestrian	  
safety	  elements:	  crosswalks,	  etc.	  Currently,	  I	  often	  
see	  people	  running	  across	  several	  lanes	  of	  traffic;	  
very	  dangerous,	  both	  for	  pedestrians	  and	  
motorists.	  

9th	  St	  between	  Monroe	  and	  
Elks	  Dr	  

Sidewalk	  along	  Fillmore	  is	  next	  to	  the	  curb.	  No	  
parking	  strip!	  Telephone	  poles	  are	  in	  the	  sidewalk	  
blocking	  pedestrian	  usage.	  

Fillmore	  Ave	  

With	  new	  development	  by	  cemetery	  the	  increased	  
traffic	  will	  make	  biking	  and	  driving	  dangerous	  and	  
more	  congested.	  Brooklane	  Dr.	  does	  not	  have	  
capacity	  for	  increased	  traffic	  -‐	  narrow	  and	  
sometimes	  floods.	  

Brooklane	  Dr	  

SW	  3rd	  from	  the	  Mary's	  River	  Bridge,	  south	  to	  at	  
least	  Richland	  is	  my	  biggest	  concern	  for	  bicycle	  
and	  pedestrian	  safety.	  

3rd	  St	  between	  Chapman	  Pl	  
and	  Richland	  

Besides	  a	  lowering	  of	  the	  speed	  limit,	  it's	  my	  
opinion	  that	  pedestrians	  would	  greatly	  benefit	  
from	  bulbed	  corners	  on	  the	  side	  streets	  -‐	  which	  
would	  make	  it	  much	  safer	  and	  enjoyable	  to	  walk	  
the	  length	  of	  SW	  3rd.	  As	  it	  stands	  now,	  the	  curb	  
depressions	  for	  the	  crosswalks	  don't	  line	  up	  with	  
each	  other	  on	  some	  side	  streets	  and	  are	  set	  back	  
too	  far	  from	  SW	  3rd	  making	  it	  difficult	  for	  drivers	  
to	  see	  pedestrians	  crossing	  the	  side	  streets	  when	  
they	  are	  attempting	  to	  turn.	  	  Bulbed	  corners	  could	  
also	  provide	  an	  opportunity	  to	  "green"	  the	  length	  
of	  SW	  3rd,	  increasing	  the	  beauty	  and	  desirability	  
for	  bike/ped	  use,	  and	  could	  also	  be	  used	  as	  rain	  
gardens.	  

3rd	  St	  between	  Chapman	  Pl	  
and	  Richland	  

Poor	  lighting/unsafe	  for	  students	   Van	  Buren	  at	  16th	  
	   	  

SAFETY	  (6)	  
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Need	  sidewalks	  on	  Western	  Boulevard	   Western	  Blvd	  between	  36th	  
and	  Sunset	  Dr.	  

I'd	  like	  my	  commute	  to	  be	  safer,	  so	  I	  vote	  for	  9th	  
(from	  Walnut	  to	  Buchanan).	  The	  recently	  installed	  
pedestrian	  crossways	  are	  a	  great,	  and	  I'd	  like	  to	  
see	  that	  work	  continued	  on	  9th.	  

9th	  St	  between	  Buchanan	  and	  
Walnut	  

Awkward	  pedestrian	  sidewalk	  along	  frontage	  
housing	  there.	  

Walnut	  Blvd	  between	  13th	  and	  
Highland	  

	   	  

WALKING	  PATH	  (3)	  
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No	  bus	  service	  after	  this	  convention	  from	  here	  to	  
Cheldin	  

Oak	  Creek	  at	  Ridgewood	  Dr.	  

Bus	  stop	   Alta	  Vista	  Dr	  between	  Hayes	  
and	  Grant	  

How	  on-‐time	  are	  the	  buses?	  Some	  cities	  have	  an	  
app	  that	  lets	  riders	  know	  when	  the	  next	  bus	  will	  
arrive	  at	  the	  bus	  stop.	  

	  

	   	  

	  	  BUS	  (3)	  	  
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MISCELLANEOUS	  
(15)	  

	  

Traffic	  circle	  is	  awkward	   Grant	  at	  Highland	  

Solicit	  input	  from	  all	  parties	  -‐	  residents,	  police,	  etc.	   Grant	  at	  Highland	  

I	  ride	  this	  route	  everyday.	   10th	  Street	  and	  Highland	  

Island	  of	  grass	  in	  middle	  of	  multi-‐use	  path	  where	  
railroad	  has	  been	  removed	  is	  a	  hazard	  to	  bikes.	  

Railroad	  tracks	  at	  3rd	  St.	  

In	  Holland	  there	  is	  a	  different	  solution	  to	  bike	  lanes	  
in	  this	  type	  of	  intersection.	  

Harrison	  Blvd	  at	  Kings	  Blvd	  

9th	  St	  is	  a	  big	  mess	   9th	  St	  

11th	  Street	  is	  a	  great	  alternative	  to	  9th	  and	  
10th/Highland	  for	  biking	  all	  the	  way	  from	  Cleveland	  
to	  "E".	  Low	  traffic/no	  bike	  lane	  better	  than	  high-‐
traffic/bike	  lane.	  

11th	  St	  from	  Cleveland	  to	  E	  St.	  

27th	  St	  is	  a	  great	  alternative	  to	  29th	  for	  biking	  
Circle	  to	  Harrison.	  Low	  traffic/no	  bike	  lane	  better	  
than	  high	  traffic/bike	  lane.	  

27th	  St	  from	  Circle	  to	  Harrison	  

Not	  enough	  painted	  or	  demarcated	  crosswalks	  
downtown	  or	  around	  town.	  

	  

Drivers	  need	  to	  be	  more	  aware	  of	  bikers.	   	  

Corridors	  so	  that	  walkers,	  skateboarders,	  and	  
cyclists	  can	  use	  these	  types	  of	  transportation	  to	  
get	  at	  least	  three	  miles	  from	  a	  residence	  to	  
campus	  or	  to	  the	  public	  library	  or	  co-‐op	  or	  Fred	  
Meyers	  (all	  examples).	  One	  or	  two	  blocks	  may	  help	  
with	  stormwater,	  but	  you	  need	  a	  corridor	  to	  
encourage	  elders	  and	  others	  to	  bike	  somewhere	  
they	  really	  want	  to	  go.	  Without	  full	  corridors	  we	  
won't	  have	  much	  impact.	  The	  stormwater	  plans	  
are	  great	  and	  that	  decision	  should	  be	  based	  on	  
careful	  engineering	  and	  water	  studies.	  

	  

Suggest	  a	  rebate	  program	  for	  residents	  and	  
business	  owners	  who	  replace	  impervious	  
driveways	  and	  parking	  lots	  with	  pervious	  surfaces.	  

	  

I	  ride	  bike	  to	  OSU	  -‐	  would	  like	  to	  see	  more	  healthy	  
streets	  in	  Crystal	  Lake	  Area.	  

	  

This	  dot	  is	  only	  an	  example	  to	  represent	  the	  
concept:	  streams	  and	  stream	  corridors	  are	  the	  
core	  of	  the	  stormwater	  utility	  (including	  
floodplains)	  yet	  are	  intruded	  into	  during	  
development.	  A	  significant	  example	  is	  the	  
Maximum	  Assured	  Development	  Area	  
(MADA)(LDC)	  permits	  intrusion	  into	  floodplains	  
and	  stream	  corridors,	  which	  are	  important	  for	  
both	  water	  quality	  and	  stormwater	  management.	  
Yet,	  MADA	  would	  not	  intrude	  into	  a	  street	  
corridor,	  yet	  both	  serve	  important	  urban	  
functions.	  In	  addition,	  detention	  ponds	  and	  utility	  
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easements	  are	  required	  elements	  and	  are	  not	  
reduced	  to	  guarantee	  minimum	  development	  area,	  
only	  stream	  corridor	  and	  floodplain	  elements	  of	  
stormwater	  utility.	  
All	  the	  kids	  and	  families	  use	  this	  street	  for	  year-‐
round	  use.	  This	  is	  the	  most	  direct	  route	  from	  the	  
library	  to	  the	  pool.	  

10th/Highland	  between	  Circle	  
and	  Monroe	  
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1.0 Introduction 
 

The Corvallis Healthy Streets Planning Initiative is a comprehensive City planning effort to treat storm-

water, develop alternative transportation routes, expand urban green space, and improve community 

health.1  A goal of this effort is to reduce pollution loading to streams and the stormwater system while 

enhancing bicycle and pedestrian connections.  The City of Corvallis contracted with Alsea Geospatial, Inc. 

(AGI) to perform GIS analysis services in support of this goal, specifically to do a stormwater runoff as-

sessment.  As stated in the RFP for the GIS Analysis: “The Healthy Streets Planning Initiative will incorpo-

rate our urban streams, transportation, and stormwater system in an effort to identify and prioritize po-

tential stormwater retrofits in conjunction with improved bicycle and pedestrian transportation corri-

dors.”2 

 

The stormwater runoff GIS analysis was performed to assess potential pollutant loading to the storm-

water system and streams within the study area.  Products of the study are generated datasets and heat 

maps comparing and contrasting pollutant loading scores uniformly across the study area and by storm-

water inlet catchment.  These Priority Index datasets will help City Managers and the public prioritize lo-

cations to be considered for structural Best Management Practice (BMP) projects.  BMP projects attempt 

to intercept stormwater with structures, such as bioswales, that naturally filter, detain and improve water 

quality.  Overlaying this stormwater analysis with the bicycle/pedestrian analysis may reveal coincident 

areas of high pollution loading and barriers to bike and pedestrian transit.  City managers and the public 

may decide to prioritize these coincident areas for structural modification over other areas. 

 

The stormwater runoff assessment is one component of the Corvallis Healthy Streets Initiative.  Communi-

ty identification of barriers and hazards to bicycle and pedestrian travel is another major component.  

This report focuses exclusively on the stormwater runoff GIS analysis.   

2.0 The Study 
 

Methodology used for the stormwater runoff assessment was adapted from the Los Angeles County-Wide 

Structural BMP Prioritization Methodology Guidance Manual.  AGI also consulted with Dr. Meghna Bab-

bar-Sebens, (Oregon State University) serving on the Technical Advisory Group (TAG) to the Healthy 

Street Initiative for guidance and suggestions in adapting and designing the assessment methods.  Other 

resources utilized for this study are listed in the references page. 

 

The Corvallis urban growth boundary (UGB) was selected as the study boundary.  The UGB area covers 28 

square miles, and includes 14 square miles within Corvallis city limits.  Because of the small size of the city, 

rainfall was assumed to be constant across the study area.  Variables considered in the assessment includ-

ed ground cover, slope, and land use.  The steps used to perform the analysis are listed below and de-

scribed in the following subsections.  

                                                             

1 Corvallis Healthy Streets webpage (http://www.corvallisoregon.gov/index.aspx?page=1368) 

2 City of Corvallis Request for Proposal: GIS Analysis for the “Green Streets Planning Initiative” Agreement for FY 2012-2013 



 

4 
 

Stormwater Pollution Loading Analysis Steps: 

1. Gather and review available GIS data  

2. Determine runoff coefficients for the study area 

3. Determine average pollutant load based on land use 

4. Calculate pollutant scores for equal-area units (3 ft. by 3 ft. pixels) across the study area 

5. Delineate catchments to evaluate pollutant load by stormwater inlet 

6. Calculate Catchment Priority Index (CPI) for each catchment 

 

2.1  Data used in the study 
 

All GIS datasets used in the stormwater runoff analysis are shown in Table 1.  Additional data was used to 

create maps and to perform subsequent overlay analysis. 

 

Table 1.  GIS data used in the study 

Dataset Type  Source How used 

Urban Growth Boundary polygon, line City of Corvallis define the Study Area 

Impervious Surface polygons, based on 2012 
aerial imagery City of Corvallis impervious ground cover types 

across UGB  

Comprehensive Plan  polygons City of Corvallis land use types across UGB  

Lidar DEM raster, based on bare 
earth elevations 

DOGAMI, via Ben-
ton County GIS 

used to create slope raster and 
to delineate catchments 

Stormwater system inlets Points City of Corvallis used to delineate catchments 

 

The City of Corvallis Urban Growth Boundary dataset was used to define the study area and clip other data 

to the boundary.  The City’s Impervious Surface and Comprehensive Plan datasets cover the entire study 

area and were used to define land surface types and land use.   

 

The Lidar DEM (digital elevation model) data was obtained from Benton County GIS; the original data 

source is DOGAMI (the Oregon Department of Geology and Minerals Industries).  The DEM is a “raster” 

dataset, a grid of equally sized square cells arranged in rows and columns, just like the matrix of pixels in 

an image file.  Each cell (or pixel), contains a value for the feature it represents; for the DEM data the cell 

value is elevation.  The bare earth Lidar DEM used in the study has a horizontal resolution of 3 feet and a 

vertical resolution of one foot, i.e. the pixel size is 3 feet by 3 feet square and the elevation value for each 

pixel area is provided to the nearest foot.  A slope (rise over run) dataset was developed from the DEM 

and used to determine runoff coefficients for the study calculations.   
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The polygon data for ground cover and land use (Impervious Surface and Comprehensive Plan) were each 

converted to pixel datasets (3 ft  x 3 ft pixel size) to perform the study analyses.  Pixel datasets were then 

used to run the analysis calculations with ArcGIS Map Algebra and Python scripts.   

 

The study area is shown in Figure 1 

 

Figure 1. Overview of study area, Corvallis UGB, with inset map showing location in Oregon.  
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2.2 Determine runoff coefficients for the study area 
 

A runoff coefficient is the average percentage of rainfall that runs off a given land surface, rather than 

infiltrating.  This directly correlates to the surface's imperviousness and slope.  Runoff coefficients are 

available in the literature for a variety of ground surface and ground slopes.  For this study, runoff 

coefficient values were taken from the ODOT Hydraulics Manual Chapter 7 Table 1 (See Appendix A).  The 

ODOT table lists runoff coefficients for various combinations of ground cover and slope that are applicable 

for 10-years or less storm recurrence interval, i.e. typical storm events.  Less frequent, higher intensity 

storms require adjustment factors to increase the coefficient values, because infiltration and other losses 

have a proportionally smaller effect on runoff3.   

 

The process to establish runoff coefficients across the Corvallis UGB study area involved assigning the 

most applicable value from the ODOT Table 1 to all land surface in the study area.  The City’s Impervious 

Surface and Comprehensive Plan datasets were used to define land surface types.  First, the impervious 

surface types were assigned to the most closely matching ground cover type in the ODOT reference table, 

as shown below in Table 2.   

 
Table 2. Corvallis Impervious Surface types and corresponding ground cover types available in ODOT Table 1. 

Impervious Surface Designation Impervious Ground Cover Type  

ALLEY Pavement & Roofs 
BUILDING Pavement & Roofs 

BUILDING INTERIOR Pavement & Roofs 
CONCRETE Pavement & Roofs 

DECK Pavement & Roofs 
DRIVEWAY GRAVEL Gravel Pavement 
DRIVEWAY PAVED Pavement & Roofs 

GREENHOUSE Pavement & Roofs 
MISCELLANEOUS STRUCTURE Pavement & Roofs 

OBSCURED LINE Pavement & Roofs 
PARKING LOT GRAVEL Gravel Pavement 
PARKING LOT PAVED Pavement & Roofs 

PATH Drives & Walks 
POOL Pool1 

ROAD GRAVEL Gravel Pavement 
ROAD HIGHWAY Pavement & Roofs 

ROAD PAVED Pavement & Roofs 
RUINS Gravel Pavement 

SIDEWALK Pavement & Roofs 
UNDER CONSTRUCTION Intensive Industrial 

 

1 A “Pool” ground cover type was added because land areas occupied by swimming pools were included in the impervious 
surface dataset. 

 

                                                             

3 Oregon Department of Transportation Hydraulics Manual, Chapter 7 Appendix F – Rational Method, 2005. 
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Next, the Comprehensive Plan land use classes were used to assign ground cover types to all the remaining 

areas not classified as impervious in the first step (e.g. yards, fields).  Ground cover assumptions for 

pervious areas within a given land use class are shown in Table 3. 

 

Table 3. Corvallis Comprehensive Plan land use types and corresponding pervious ground cover types available in 
ODOT Table 1. 

Comprehensive Plan Designation Pervious Ground Cover Type  

Central Business District Lawns 
General Industrial Median Areas, Turf 

General Industrial - Office Median Areas, Turf 
Intensive Industrial Median Areas, Turf 
Limited Industrial Median Areas, Turf 

Limited Industrial - Office Median Areas, Turf 
Mixed Use Commercial Lawns 
Mixed Use Employment Lawns 
Mixed Use Residential Lawns 
Mixed Use Transitional Lawns 

Open Space - Agriculture Meadows & Pasture Land 
Open Space - Conservation Unimproved Areas 

Professional Office Lawns 
Public Institutional Lawns 

Residential - All Densities Lawns 
 

Slope data generated from the bare earth Lidar DEM were used to calculate land surface slope.  The 

combination of assigned ground cover type and land surface slope was used to determine the runoff 

coefficient.  Runoff coefficient values used in the analysis are shown in Table 4.   

 

Table 4. Runoff coefficients by ground cover type and slope used to perform the analysis. 

Ground Cover Type Flat (0-2% slope) Rolling (2-10% slope) Hilly (>10% slope) 

Pavement & Roofs 0.90 0.90 0.90 

Gravel Pavement 0.85 0.85 0.85 

Drives & Walks 0.75 0.80 0.85 

Industrial Areas, Heavy 0.60 0.80 0.90 

Median Areas, Turf 0.25 0.30 0.30 

Meadows & Pasture Land 0.25 0.30 0.35 

Lawns 0.17 0.22 0.35 

Unimproved Areas 0.10 0.20 0.30 

Pool1 0.00 0.00 0.00 
 

1 The “Pool” ground cover type was given a runoff coefficient value of 0 because surface runoff would not be expected at a 
swimming pool. 

 

Based on the data outlined in Tables 2 - 4, a runoff coefficient dataset was generated for the entire study 

area, with runoff coefficient values determined for each 3 ft. x 3 ft. pixel in the dataset.  
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2.3 Determine average pollutant load based on land use 
 

Stormwater pollutant concentrations can vary widely from average values published in the literature, de-

pending on site location, rainfall characteristics, details of land use, and other factors.  A basic assumption 

with this assessment is that pollutant concentrations are best approximated by land use.  Because of the 

lack of available newer analytical data on stormwater sampling, data from the Oregon Association of Clean 

Water Agencies (OACWA) report, Analysis of Oregon Urban Runoff Water Quality Monitoring Data collected 

from 1990 to 1996, was selected as the best data to use to estimate pollutant load values for Corvallis.  The 

OACWA report describes statistical analysis of stormwater sampling performed at 39 monitoring stations 

from six land use classes, including Transportation.  The site median concentrations for eight conventional 

stormwater pollutants by land use are provided in Tables 4-4 through 4-8 of the OACWA Report (Appen-

dix B).  The median values listed in the tables are based on 12 or more Event Mean Concentration (EMC) 

sample events at a given site.  The EMC values from sampling sites in Eugene were selected for the Corval-

lis stormwater assessment because Eugene is more similar to Corvallis in size and makeup than the other 

cities in the study.  These EMC values for pollutant load are shown in Table 5.   

 

Table 5. Event Mean Concentration (EMCs) of conventional pollutants by land use used to perform the analysis1. 

 TSS 
(mg/L) 

BOD5 
(mg/L) 

COD 
(mg/L) 

Total P 
(mg/L) 

TKN 
(mg/L) 

Total Metals (mg/L) 
Land Use Copper Lead Zinc 

Commercial 47.0 9.7 41.5 0.34 1.23 0.029 0.025 0.108 

Industrial 64.1 7.8 49.2 0.40 1.00 0.021 0.014 0.151 

Mixed Use 30.3 5.1 28.4 0.22 0.78 0.012 0.011 0.056 

Open2 24.7 3.7 19.1 0.16 0.69 0.004 0.002 0.012 

Residential 52.4 5.5 30.4 0.25 0.89 0.009 0.018 0.060 

Transport 125.2 12.9 59.0 0.37 1.32 0.020 0.056 0.156 
 
1 EMC values are the site median concentrations from Eugene sampling stations in the OACWA study (Appendix B), with the 

exception of the Open land use class. 
2 No Open Space land use was sampled in Eugene, so the EMC values for Open Space were taken from the Open Space 

sampling station in Portland. 
 
 
Outputs from this step in the assessment include a new “land use” dataset with values that match the land 

use classes used in the OACWA report, and eight pollutant load datasets, one for each pollutant, with load 

values determined by the land use.   

 

The Corvallis Comprehensive Plan land use designations were cross-walked to the EMCs as shown below 

in Table 6.  The Comprehensive Plan data is based on parcel data and excludes street right-of-ways; it does 

not include a Transportation land use type.  The Impervious Surface data was used to add the Transporta-

tion land use areas to the new land use dataset created for estimating pollutant loads.  Roads, alleys, 

driveways and parking lots (gravel and paved) were added and assigned the Transport land use type.  Any 

other gaps (non-designated areas) remaining in the land use data were assumed Open Space. 
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Table 6. Corvallis Comprehensive Plan Land Use Types and Corresponding Land Use Classes from OACWA Study. 

Comprehensive Plan Designation OACWA Land Use  

Central Business District Commercial 
General Industrial Industrial 

General Industrial – Office Industrial 
Intensive Industrial Industrial 
Limited Industrial Industrial 

Limited Industrial – Office Industrial 
Mixed Use Commercial Mixed Use 
Mixed Use Employment Mixed Use 
Mixed Use Residential Mixed Use 
Mixed Use Transitional Mixed Use 

Open Space – Agriculture Open 
Open Space – Conservation Open 

Professional Office Commercial 
Public Institutional Mixed Use 

Residential - All Densities Residential 
Roads, driveways and parking lots1 Transport 

 
1 These areas designated as “Transport” land use were added from the Impervious Surface data 
 

Based on the data outlined in Tables 5 and 6, a distribution of pollutant concentrations based on the land 

use dataset was generated for each of the eight stormwater pollutants: total suspended solids (TSS), 5-day 

biological oxygen demand (BOD5); chemical oxygen demand (COD); total Kjeldahl nitrogen (TKN); total 

phosphorus; total copper; total lead; total zinc.  As was done for the runoff coefficient dataset, the land use 

based pollutant concentration value was determined for each 3 ft. x 3 ft. pixel for the eight pollutants.  

Figure 2 shows a detail of one of the eight pollutant concentration datasets developed in this step. 

 

Figure 2.  Detail of total suspended solids (TSS) concentration by land use.    



 

10 
 

2.4 Calculate pollutant scores for equal-area units across the study area 
 

The data generated in steps 2 and 3 (runoff coefficient and pollutant load datasets) were then used to 

calculate pollutant scores for each 3 ft. pixel across the study area.  The process of determining pollutant 

scores involved three calculations.  The equations used for these calculations were derived from the LA 

County BMP Prioritization Methodology Guidance Manual and are included in Appendix C.   

1. Calculate pollutant load data for each of 8 pollutants   

Because rainfall is constant across the study area (Corvallis UGB), and the unit areas used in the 

analysis are uniform in size (3 ft.  X 3 ft. pixel size), the pollutant load values calculated for each pixel 

area are simply the product of the runoff coefficient and the EMC value at that pixel.  (Appendix C, 

Equation 1)   

2. Normalize pollutant load values for each pollutant to standard scale   

To allow comparison, the pollutant load values are normalized by the maximum value for each 

pollutant.  This yields scores ranging from 0 to 1, with 1 being the highest pollutant load and 0 being 

the lowest.  (Appendix C, Equation 2) 

3. Calculate overall scores using pollutant priority index weight factors   

To establish an overall pollutant priority index score, pollutants were weighted based on priority, then 

added together for a combined score at each pixel.  (Appendix C, Equation 3)  Weight factors from the 

Los Angeles County Guidance Manual were used and are shown in Table 7 below.  The City of Corvallis 

can change these priorities based on which contaminant is of most concern in the downstream river.  

Review of stream monitoring data can help the City assess whether to alter these weight factors.  

 

Table 7. Pollutant priority scoring for Priority Index calculation. 

Pollutant Category Max Points 
Nutrients:  TKN, Total Phosphorus 10 

Metals:  Total Copper, Total Lead, Total Zinc 15 

Chemical Oxygen Demand (COD) 5 

5-day Biological Oxygen Demand (BOD5) 5 

Total Suspended Sediments (TSS) 5 

Theoretical Maximum Priority Index Score 40 

 

 

The result is a single pixel dataset with values ranging from 0 to 40, representing a priority score for the 

combined pollutant loading at each pixel.  Figure 3 shows a detail of the priority index dataset developed 

in this step.   



 

11 
 

 

Figure 3. Detail of combined pollutant prioriy index scores for individual pixels (3 ft x 3 ft areas). 

 

This approach provides an overall priority index score for each 3 ft. x 3 ft. pixel that can be aggregated to 

larger areas such as catchments.  Using pixels as the base unit for the analysis provides maximum flexibil-

ity to aggregate scores based on catchments or other boundaries. 

  



 

12 
 

2.5 Determine catchments to evaluate pollutant load by stormwater inlet 
 

After generating the overall priority index dataset by pixel, an additional analysis was performed to delin-

eate and rank catchment areas for existing inlets to the City’s stormwater system.  This was done to allow 

comparisons between catchments.  

 

A catchment, also called a drainage basin, is an area of land where surface water from rain or melting 

snow or ice converges to a single point.  Catchments were delineated to estimate the area drained to the 

stormwater system by each stormwater inlet.  To accurately estimate the geometry of stormwater inlet 

catchments, the Urban Catchment Delineation Tool4 from DHI Water & Environment, Inc. was used.  The 

catchments were delineated using the Lidar DEM and stormwater system inlet points from the City of 

Corvallis GIS data.  Figure 4 shows a detail of catchment areas and the stormwater inlet points.  These 

catchments were only created for areas that have inlets (generally the area within Corvallis city limits).   

 

 

Figure 4. Detail of stormwater inlet points and catchment dataset generated using the Urban 

Catchment Delineation Tool. 

 

  

                                                             

4 https://code.google.com/p/besasm-toys/wiki/urbanCatchmentDelineationTool 
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2.6 Calculate Catchments Priority Index (CPI) for each catchment 
 

The final step in the analysis aggregates the combined pollutant priority index scores generated in Step 4 

(Section 2.4) within the catchment areas generated in Step 5 (Section 2.5), Figure 5.  

 

Figure 5. Detail of the generated catchment areas overlaid on the pollutant priority index dataset. 

 

The Priority Index scores by pixel were summed and divided by the number of pixels to give an average 

Priority Index score for each catchment, Figure 6.   

 

Figure 6. Detail of catchment priority index (CPI) score.     
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3.0 Summary 
 

The stormwater runoff GIS analysis was performed to assess potential pollutant loading to the storm-

water system and streams within the study area.  The assessment used average pollutant concentration 

values for stormwater sampling conducted in Eugene because none was available for Corvallis.  Collecting 

stormwater analytical data for Corvallis is suggested to corroborate the concentrations used in the study.  

Data collection also helps the City demonstrate and validate environmental improvements from executed 

plans.   

 

The analysis used 3 foot pixel data to perform calculations and generate datasets for estimated pollutant 

loading by eight contaminants.  This approach provides an overall pollutant priority index (PPI) score for 

each 3 ft. x 3 ft. pixel that can be aggregated to larger areas such as catchments.  Using pixels as the base 

unit for the analysis provides maximum flexibility to aggregate PPI scores based on catchments or other 

boundaries, for example: census block groups, voting districts, downtown Corvallis, rural Corvallis, etc.  

The study results include a discrete dataset (GIS layer) for each of the pollutants.  Therefore, someone in-

terested in phosphorus pollution might obtain and analyze the phosphorus GIS layer.  After generating the 

overall priority index dataset by pixel, an additional analysis was performed to delineate and rank catch-

ment areas for existing inlets to the City’s stormwater system.   

 

Deliverable datasets produced by the analysis include: 

1. runoff raster (based on ground cover and slope) 

2. eight land use based pollutant concentration rasters (one for each of eight pollutants) 

3. eight normalized pollutant load rasters (based on 1 and 2 above) 

4. combined pollutant load by pixel (based on weighted pollutant priority index) 

5. catchment polygons (catchment areas delineated for stormwater inlet points) 

6. catchment priority index polygons (above catchments with calculated pollutant priority index score) 

 

Figure 7 shows the combined pollutant load by pixel across the entire study area (Corvallis UGB).  The 

inlet catchment analysis results are shown in Figure 8.   

 

These Priority Index datasets will help City Managers and the public prioritize locations to be considered 

for structural Best Management Practice (BMP) projects.  BMP projects attempt to intercept stormwater 

with structures, such as bioswales, that naturally filter, detain and improve water quality.  Overlaying this 

stormwater analysis with the bicycle/pedestrian analysis may reveal coincident areas of high pollution 

loading and barriers to bike and pedestrian transit.  City managers and the public may decide to prioritize 

these coincident areas for structural modification over other areas. 
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Figure 7. Study results showing priority index scores by pixels.   
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Figure 8. Study results showing priority index scores summarized by stormwater inlet catchments.  
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Appendix A.  Table 1 from ODOT Hydraulics Manual Chapter 7 
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Oregon Department of Transportation Hydraulics Manual, Chapter 7 Appendix F – Rational Method, 2005 
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Appendix B.  Tables 4-4 through 4-8 from OACWA Report 
 

Analysis of Oregon Urban Runoff Water Quality Monitoring Data collected from 1990 to 1996. 
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Oregon Association of Clean Water Agencies (OACWA) Report: Analysis of Oregon Urban Runoff Water 

Quality Monitoring Data collected from 1990 to 1996.  Woodward-Clyde Consultants, June 1997 



 

21 
 

Oregon Association of Clean Water Agencies (OACWA) Report: Analysis of Oregon Urban Runoff Water 

Quality Monitoring Data collected from 1990 to 1996.  Woodward-Clyde Consultants, June 1997 
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Oregon Association of Clean Water Agencies (OACWA) Report: Analysis of Oregon Urban Runoff Water 

Quality Monitoring Data collected from 1990 to 1996.  Woodward-Clyde Consultants, June 1997 
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Oregon Association of Clean Water Agencies (OACWA) Report: Analysis of Oregon Urban Runoff Water 

Quality Monitoring Data collected from 1990 to 1996.  Woodward-Clyde Consultants, June 1997 
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Oregon Association of Clean Water Agencies (OACWA) Report: Analysis of Oregon Urban Runoff Water 

Quality Monitoring Data collected from 1990 to 1996.  Woodward-Clyde Consultants, June 1997 
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Appendix C.  Equations used for pollutant load and priority index calculations 
 

 

All equations derived from the Los Angeles County-Wide Structural BMP Prioritization Methodology 

Guidance Manual, GeoSyntec Consultants, 2006.  http://www.labmpmethod.org/ 

 

Equation 1. Calculate pollutant runoff load at each pixel (or catchment) for each pollutant 

 

Original Equation 1 from the LA County BMP Prioritization Methodology Guidance Manual: 

Where: 

PCPIx = Load-based pollutant CPI (catchment priority index) for pollutant type “x” (e.g., 

TSS, total lead) for study catchment 

EMCx,y = Event Mean Concentration for pollutant x for land use type “y” (e.g., commercial, 

residential, industrial, open) 

RCy = Runoff coefficient for land use y 

Ay = Total area for land use y in catchment 

P = Precipitation index value for study catchment 

 

Simplified Equation 1 used in this analysis because rainfall and catchment area (pixel) were constants: 

 

CPIx = EMCx,y * RCy 

 

 

Equation 2. Normalize the pollutant load scores for each pollutant 

 

PCPI'x = PCPIx / maxPCPIx 

 

 

Equation 3. Calculate overall CPI rank using pollutant weight factors (WF) 

 

CPI = RoundUp(Σ (PCPI'x * WFx) ) 
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Map A: Natural features, including significant and sensitive ecosystems 
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Map B: Areas potentially benefiting from flood-reducing  
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Map C: Distribution of citizens that bike and walk to work 

 



 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Map D: Distribution of City of Corvallis services 
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Map E: Economic distribution in the city of Corvallis 
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