
DRAFT Public Outreach Summary 
February 2020

Survey Results as of 2/19/20
Be Heard Comments as of 2/20/20 





Table of Contents

Project Overview 1 

Community Advisory Committee (CAC) Considerations 11 

Route Options Survey Results 14 

Appendix A: Route Options Survey Comments 20 

Appendix B: Comment Cards 182 

Appendix C: Be Heard Vancouver Submissions 185 

Appendix D: CAC Meeting Summaries 222 

Appendix E: CAC Evaluation Matrix 296 

Appendix F: CAC Narrative Evaluations 297 





Westside Bike Mobility Project Public Outreach Summary  1 

Project Overview 

Purpose 

The purpose of the City of Vancouver’s Westside Bike Mobility Project is to develop a network 

of north-south bike routes west of Interstate 5, including at least one route appropriate for all 

ages and abilities that connects west side neighborhoods between the Burnt Bridge Creek Trail 

and the Waterfront, per the recommendation in the 2016 Westside Mobility Strategy. The 

project boundaries are the Burnt Bridge Creek Trail to the north, Main Street to the east, the 

Columbia River to the south, and Fruit Valley Road to the west.  

Policy Background 

The Westside Bike Mobility Project is informed by a number of existing policies and plans 

previously adopted by Council, including the City’s 2016-2021 Strategic Plan, the City’s 

Complete Streets Policy (2017), the Westside Mobility Strategy (2016) and the Transportation 

System Plan (2004). It seeks to further analyze specific recommendations from these existing 

policies and plans in order to develop recommendations for transportation improvement 

projects that can be implemented in the short, medium, and long term. Relevant policy and 

plan guidance is summarized below: 

• 2016-2021 Strategic Plan: Goal 1 of the Strategic Plan focused on ensuring that that our

built environment is one of the safest, most environmentally responsible and well

maintained in the Pacific Northwest, and includes guidance on developing a safe and

balanced transportation system that meets the needs of future generations. It

specifically identifies key bike and pedestrian that need upgrades, including Columbia

Street.

• Complete Streets Policy (2017): directs the City to provide safe, accessible streets for all

users, ages, and abilities, regardless of their preferred mode of travel. The Complete

Streets policy also states that complete streets require connected travel networks and

should utilize innovative design based on best practices, but also acknowledges the

potential tradeoffs involved with accommodating all users safely and providing

connectivity across the street network.

• The Westside Mobility Strategy (2016): provides a comprehensive analysis of the

transportation conditions and needs for the specific subarea of neighborhoods and

industrial areas west of I-5. The Westside Mobility Strategy (WMS) analyzed all modes

on the west side, including walking, biking, driving, and transporting freight, and

recommended a balanced, multimodal mobility concept. Specific to bike infrastructure,
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the WMS identified the need for a network of bike facilities to serve the area, and 

recommended further study to identify the most appropriate north-south bike routes, 

including at least one route with separated, protected bike facilities that would be 

appropriate for users of all ages and abilities. 

• Vancouver City Center Vision Plan (2007): provides a plan for fostering and guiding

continued growth in the City's downtown, uptown, waterfront, and courthouse area.

The plan identified a network of preferred bicycle routes including Columbia Street,

Jefferson Street, Kauffman Avenue, and Franklin Street.

• Transportation System Plan (2004): the transportation element of the City’s

Comprehensive Plan identifies Columbia Street and a number of other north-south

roadways on the westside of the City as key bike network connections.

Phasing 

Phase I of the project consisted of a network analysis that looked at multiple westside route 

alternatives. In Phase II, the project team conducted corridor analyses for multiple potential 

routes including Lincoln/Kauffman Avenues, Franklin Street, and Columbia Street. Phase III was 

focused on the Columbia Street corridor and adjacent streets (Washington Street, Daniels 

Street, and Franklin Street), allowing in-depth discussion with residents, business owners, and 

other stakeholders about design alternatives. Phase IV will include implementation of a corridor 

alternative and public outreach for other westside routes.  
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Phase I Outreach  

Phase I outreach activities spanned summer and fall 2018: 

• In-person presentations to seven neighborhood associations (Arnada, Carter Park,

Esther Short, Fruit Valley, Hough, Lincoln, Northwest) and four stakeholder groups

(Vancouver's Downtown Association, the Uptown Village Association, the Bike/Ped

Stakeholders Group and the Neighborhood Traffic Safety Alliance)

• Email and/or print newsletter

notifications to neighborhood

associations and stakeholder groups

along with community-based

organizations such as schools, transit,

emergency services and more (nearly 40

in all)

• Postcards sent to west side residents and

businesses, plus flyers distributed to

some apartment buildings

• An article in The Columbian newspaper

and posts on Facebook and Nextdoor

• Tabling at the Vancouver Farmers Market on Sept. 22

• Valet bike parking and flyer distribution at the Waterfront Grand Opening, Sept. 29

• An open house at Bike Clark County, Oct. 15

At all activities, people were encouraged to submit their comments on paper or online — either 

on the spot or later. Online options included an online open house and a web-to-email 

response form. Questions for the online open house were available in a closely parallel paper 

format. This multipronged approach was intended to engage people when and where they 

were most comfortable. 

Several key themes emerged from online and paper responses: 

• Separation is central: A large number indicated that bikeways separated physically from

cars (not just with paint) would be effective or even necessary to increase the use of

bikes as transportation.

• Continuity counts: Many acknowledged the presence of a few existing bike lanes and

related features, but noted that they needed to better connect with each other as a

continuous whole.

• Culture matters: Along with road structure, many named road culture as an important

factor in boosting transportation use of bikes. This most often involved driver education

  October 2018 Open House
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and enforcement around traffic laws about speed, passing distance, who has the right-

of-way, and use of mobile devices. 

• Columbia Street is critical: Columbia Street was the subject of many comments across a

broad spectrum of views. Some tout it as the obvious north-south choice, generally

because it has the most destinations. Others dislike it because of existing high volumes

and speeds of motor traffic. Those that were concerned about Columbia Street stated

that it would need separation to be considered as an appropriate north-south bike

route. Roads named as alternatives include Daniels, Kauffman, and Washington.

• Maintenance and spot improvements make a difference: Even on existing bike routes

and bike lanes, many cited maintenance (such as sweeping and pothole filling) and spot

improvements (such as crosswalk or signal upgrades at specific locations) as crucial in

their comfort level with riding for transportation.

Phase II Outreach 

Based on input and analysis of the Phase II Corridor Analysis portion of the project, the City 

identified three corridors with potential for better north-south bike routes: Columbia Street, 

Daniels Street, and Lincoln/Kauffman avenues. These potential bike routes were analyzed 

based on how well they could meet four groups of criteria: access and connectivity; safety; 

multimodal improvements (better for biking, driving and more); and community context and 

impact (reaching places people need or want to go).  

Columbia was identified for protected bike lanes, in which a physical barrier separates people 

biking from motor vehicle traffic. Daniels was identified for a neighborhood greenway, in which 

signs and markings designate a lower-speed, lower volume street as preferred for biking and 

walking. Lincoln/Kauffman was identified for protected bike lanes to serve the westernmost 

reaches of the study area.  

The draft design concepts were presented to the community for feedback in January and 

February 2019. Winter 2019 outreach activities included:  

• Four in-person community events, including “coffee talks” at Boomerang and Latte Da,

an open house at the Vancouver Housing Authority, and a booth at the First Friday Night

Market; approximately 200 community members participated in these events

• An online survey with over 500 individual responses

• 3,500 postcards to residents on the proposed corridors, flyers, yard signs on the

corridors, and 500 doorhangers to residents on Columbia Street

• Email and newsletter notifications
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• Articles in The Columbian

• Social media, including Facebook, Twitter, NextDoor and Instagram

• Visits to business along Columbia Street

The feedback received during this phase of outreach was as follows: 

• Parking loss was unacceptable to many: Many people expressed fear that the projects

will extensively remove curbside parking, especially where residents have no off-street

parking. Several expressed specific concern for residents who are elderly, disabled, or

have small children. Others felt betrayed over what they feel is a likely loss of utility and

convenience, as well as property value and neighborhood character.

• Concern with project process: Many people expressed concern with the project’s

process. Among the most frequent impressions:

o Residents in the project areas weren’t involved early enough or contacted often

enough. As a result, the project doesn’t reflect their preferences or usages.

o The project is already a “done deal,” including building on all three corridors.

o The project has not been transparent in acknowledging and accounting for

tradeoffs (such as extensive loss of parking).

• Not needed/not a priority: Several people, including avowed riders, opined that

building on all three corridors is not needed, that one would be enough. Some even felt

that sharrows and other current measures are all they need. Others felt other needs —

such as road surface repair, crime fighting, etc. — should take priority over this project.

Still others felt there is not and/or would never be enough bike riding to justify the

project — or that the city should not encourage more bike riding and should uphold the

primacy of auto use.

• Funding: In a closely related theme, several people expressed the perception that

people who bike do not pay for road projects. This included a desire to implement bike

registration and licensing.

• Data desired: Several people expressed a desire to see the data sources the City had

drawn upon to justify the project. Among them:

o Anticipated/predicted/desired biking usage levels

o Public input requesting bike routes

o Collision statistics

o Recent ridership trends for Vancouver metro and for Portland metro

o Parking usage

• Street/corridor specific concerns: Feedback about pros and cons within corridor designs

was widely distributed and largely offsetting, with few clear trends.

• Left turns on Columbia, especially at Fourth Plain: Many people expressed concern
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about the perception that left-turn lanes would be removed, and that this would lead to 

both rush-hour delays and collisions from people still attempting left turns. 

• Bus access: Only one person expressed concern that the project would create barriers

for the visually impaired to reach bus stops — but this may be important feedback for

ADA considerations.

• Although separation is crucial, people dislike bollards: Although many people

expressed that physical separation is crucial to usage, the perception is widespread that

bollards are not aesthetically pleasing. Some also were concerned about policy for

replacing them as drivers run into them, about how bike lanes would be swept and

maintained when hemmed in by them, and even about whether they might undermine

safety by restricting riders’ escape routes.

Phase III Outreach 

Community outreach was central to Phase III. The project team implemented a multi-pronged 

engagement plan that included a Community Advisory Committee (CAC), an open house, two 

“coffee talk” events, an interactive page on Be Heard Vancouver, an online open house, a route 

options survey, and presentations to several community organizations. This robust approach 

allowed the project team to reach hundreds of community members and collect feedback to 

inform the final 

recommendation.  

Community Advisory 

Committee (CAC) 

The Westside Bike 

Mobility Project CAC was 

convened in August 2019. 

The CAC was comprised of 

18 stakeholders (see table 

at right) with different 

perspectives and 

connections to the 

project. The City received 

55 applications. A 

selection committee made 

up of City staff, members 

of City boards and 

Name Representation

Lacey Arnold Downtown Business Rep., Cyclist 

Bill Baumann C-TRAN Rider, Human Services Council

Merlene Converse Hough 

Alyson Day Cyclist 

Amy Elkinton C-TRAN, Esther Short

Beth Greenberg C-TRAN, Carter Park, School for the Blind

Jack Harroun Planning Commission 

Leah Jackson Downtown Business, Bike/Ped Stakeholder Group 

(BPSG), Carter Park 

Michael Kelly Carter Park, Cyclist, Parent 

Susan Law Urban Forestry Commission, Carter Park, NTSA 

Stephanie Lynn/Garrett Ginter Parking Advisory Committee 

Nancy McCarter Westside Neighborhood Coalition (WNC), Hough 

Judy Russel Veterans Assistance Center 

Luke Vander Weide Lincoln, Cyclist 

Jan Verrinder Bike Clark County, BPSG 

Jennifer Ward Lincoln, Parent, Cyclist 

Farleigh Winters Arnada, VDA, Cyclist 

Glen Yung WNC, Uptown Village Association, Hough 
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commissions, and a member of the consultant team scored each application, with the highest 

scoring applicants being asked to join the committee.  

The CAC model was selected to allow the City to engage with key stakeholders and understand 

their desires and concerns. The process allowed the 18 stakeholders the opportunity to explore 

the data, best practices, constraints, benefits, and tradeoffs of the project and provide 

feedback based on this information. Throughout the CAC process, the City continued to fulfill 

committee members’ requests for additional information and data. 

Per the CAC Charter, the CAC’s purpose was to: 

1. Help to define a design concept for a north-south multimodal transportation corridor in

the area of Columbia Street, which could include facilities on Columbia Street,

Washington Street, Daniels Street and/or Franklin Street.

2. Consider feedback collected during previous and current community engagement

activities

3. Consider impacts to safety, accessibility and mobility

4. Work with City staff and technical consultants to explore new design concepts

5. Work to achieve consensus on a design alternative with broad community support

6. Consider the larger traffic flow impact on multiple forms of transportation throughout

the city

The CAC met nine times between August 2019 and January 2020. All meetings were open to the 

public and included public comment periods. The topics of each meeting were:  

• Meeting #1: August 14, 2019

The project team provided an overview of the project, explained the City’s complete

streets policy, led the committee in a discussion of the CAC charter, and led an activity

looking at the challenges and opportunities associated with the project.

• Meeting #2: August 28, 2019

The project team presented a technical overview that include information about

bikeways and data collection.

• Meeting #3: September 11, 2019

The project team led a discussion of challenges/opportunities associated with the

project, continued the presentation on data collection, and presented an introduction to

the corridor alternatives.
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• Meeting #4: September 25, 2019

The project team provided a brief

overview of the transportation

system and continued the

presentation on corridor

alternatives. CAC members

participated in a workshop

discussion of the pros and cons

of the Columbia, Daniels,

Franklin, and Washington

corridors.

• Meeting #5: October 9, 2019

CAC members participated in a workshop on the corridors and considered benefits,

potential problems, and mitigation measures. CAC members then participated in a

workshop on evaluation criteria.

• Meeting #6: October 30, 2019

The project team provided a preview of upcoming public outreach activities. CAC

members continued the evaluation criteria workshop discussion.

• Meeting #7: November 13, 2019

The project team provided an update on upcoming public outreach activities and

presented on refined route concepts. The CAC finalized evaluation criteria.

• Meeting #8: December 11, 2019

The project team continued the presentation on the route concepts. CAC members

began to fill out their evaluation forms for each route concept.

• Meeting #9: January 22, 2020

The project team presented the results of the CAC’s evaluation and summarized the

outreach activities. The CAC discussed the results of the evaluation and were given the

opportunity to provide written evaluations.

Route Options 

Working with the CAC, the project team developed six route options to present to the public. 

CAC feedback allowed the project team to modify each option to address concerns and led to 

new route options that had not previously been considered.   

1. Columbia: Protected bike lanes in each direction

2. Columbia/Washington: Couplet with one-way protected bike lanes

3. Columbia/Daniels: Neighborhood greenway, bike lane couplet

CAC Members discuss corridor alternatives during CAC Meeting #4
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4. Daniels/Washington: Neighborhood greenway with two-way protected bike lanes

5. Daniels/Franklin: Neighborhood greenway with two-way protected bike lanes

6. Franklin: Neighborhood greenway with two-way protected bike lanes

Public Outreach Activities 

The project team hosted multiple events and presentations in January and February 2020. A 

Route Options Survey was provided in hard copy and online at all of these events. The City 

advertised these opportunities through a postcard mailer sent to over 7,000 Westside 

households, a project mailing list, social media (Facebook, Instagram, and Twitter), and 

Nextdoor.  

• Open House (approx. 150 attendees)

A large open house was held on January 8

from 5:00-8:00 p.m. at the Vancouver

Public Library. Presentation boards

showed a project timeline, maps of the six

route options, summaries of benefits and

impacts for each option, and potential

mitigation strategies. The project team

was on hand to answer questions. Paper

copies of the Route Options Survey and

comment cards were available for

community members to provide feedback.

• Coffee Talks (approx. 60 attendees)

Two coffee talks were held in

January. The first was held on

January 14 from 8:00-10:00 a.m. at

Latte Da. The second was held on

January 15 from 4:00-6:00 p.m. at

Relevant Coffee. These events

provided additional opportunities

for community members to view the

route maps, take the Route Options

Survey, and talk to the project team.

• Be Heard Vancouver Online Open

House (262 responses)

Community members view display boards at the January 8 
Open House

Community members view route option maps at the January 14 
Coffee Talk
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An online open house was launched on January 8 and remained open until February 21. 

The online open house consisted of a project timeline, maps of the six route options, 

summaries of benefits and impacts for each option, potential mitigation strategies, and 

an electronic version of the Route Options Survey.  

• Presentations to Organizations 9 presentations)

City staff presented at the following organizations: Uptown Village Association (1/9),

Neighborhood Traffic Safety Alliance (NTSA, 1/21), Hough Neighborhood Association

(1/21), Vancouver’s Downtown Association (1/23), Bicycle and Pedestrian Stakeholder

Group (1/23), Clark Communities Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee (1/28),

Lincoln Neighborhood Association (2/3), Carter Park Neighborhood Association (2/6),

and the Esther Park Neighborhood Association (2/19).

Public Outreach Key Findings 

• Parking remains a key issue: Survey comments revealed that parking continues to be a

major issue for community members. For this round of outreach, the projected number

of parking spots lost for each route option were provided.

• Each route option has benefits and drawbacks: The public events and online open

house were designed to spark considerations of the benefits and drawbacks of each

route option. The results of the Route Options Survey (pg. 14) show varied scores for

each option depending on criteria.

• Community members appreciated having multiple route options to review: Several

community members were thankful that the City was presenting more options than the

Columbia Street option that was shown at the end of Phase II.

• Compromise is important: Several people expressed a desire to see a compromise

solution that provides bicycle facilities while mitigating impacts such as parking loss.
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Community Advisory Committee Considerations 

Key Findings  

• Tension between providing a direct and safe route and the desire to maintain on-street

parking and neighborhood character

• Divided support for Columbia option

• Interest in design compromise that provides bike route while maintaining on-street

parking

• Interest in providing multimodal improvements in addition to bike facility: sidewalk

improvements, traffic calming/speed reductions, street trees

Evaluation Matrix 

The CAC developed a scoring tool to evaluate the six route options along six criteria: safety, 

connectivity, equity, policy fit, parking, and feasibility. The evaluation criteria were developed 

through a series of CAC workshops where members worked in small groups to come to 

consensus around the key values and important metrics for examining the route options. 

The CAC further clarified the important components of each criterion. 

Safety • Safety & comfort for cyclists

• Safety & comfort for pedestrians

• Safety & comfort for transit users

• Safety & comfort for drivers

• Safety & comfort for residents

• Visibility

Connectivity • Connects to community destinations

• Connects to transit stops/stations

• Connects to other bike lanes

• Directness for bikes

• Traffic flow

• Accessible for all modes

• Sidewalk connectivity

Equity • Provides access to communities of concern

• Provide access to transit/paratransit

• Impact of lifestyle changes

Policy Fit • Complete streets

• Context sensitivity

• Future planning & growth

Parking • Impact to residential parking
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• Impact to business parking 

• Impact to service provider parking 

• Parking supply  

Feasibility  • Ease of implementation  

• Ability to mitigate impacts 

• Community feedback 

• Historical context 

• Phasability & reversibility  

• Cost and funding  

• Ability to implement a pilot project 

• Likelihood that cyclists will use the facility 

 

CAC members were asked to score the route options from one to five, with one indicating 

“does not meet criterion” and five as “exceeds criterion”.  Their average and median scores, as 

well as aggregate totals were tabulated and then presented during the January 22 CAC meeting. 

 Total Score Average  Median 

Columbia 310.6 18.27 18.90 

Daniels-Franklin 273.7 16.10 17.40 

Daniels-Washington 273.69 16.10 18.05 

Franklin 246.95 14.53 16.00 

Columbia-Daniels 238.45 14.03 17.00 

Columbia-Washington 220.1 12.95 14.50 

 

Narrative Evaluations 

After reviewing the scores, CAC members were invited to submit a final narrative evaluation 

and route recommendation. Those recommendations and a representative quote are listed 

below. Full narrative evaluations are included in Appendix F.  

Route Representative Quotes 

Columbia • “The longest street in downtown is Columbia. The only route 
we can do this year is Columbia. We have an unacceptable but 
definitely exceptional injury and fatality and collision rate in 
Vancouver and on Columbia. If we choose to do any other 
route, we are choosing to do nothing knowing it means we 
have a dangerous street.” 

• “The CAC members chose this route give all the time and 
information. They have invested in understanding the options.” 

• “Columbia is the only option that is direct, well lit, safe 
crossings. This is also the only option that has funding. All other 
options are years out and so are not feasible.” 
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Columbia/Daniels • “Initially, our direction was towards Columbia, however the
matrix sheet score put Daniels-Columbia slighter higher than
Columbia. Based on timing, Columbia is still probably the best
option”

• “The Daniels-Columbia route is a compromise for all. It didn’t
score very high (middle of scores), but I encourage the City to
look at it as a way to phase in a full Columbia route. Daniels
isn’t as effective as a connector, but it will limit parking loss.”

Daniels/Washington • “Safety for everybody is important. Even this route means I’d
have to go out of my way, but I’d use it. I am concerned that
sidewalks are part of this project. That needs to be included in
all.”

Daniels/Franklin • “I would be willing to discuss any option that does not directly
affect our Veterans, elderly, and disabled in a detrimental way.
I don’t want someone injured because they are trying to access
services they have earned.”
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Route Options Survey Results 

The project team collected feedback on the six route options through a survey. Paper copies of 

the survey were available at all public outreach events and an online survey was available on Be 

Heard Vancouver. Survey responses were collected between January 8 and February 21. In 

total, 262 surveys were submitted.

Survey Demographics 

Community members were asked a series of demographic questions. Results are listed below. 

What is the zip code where you live? 
Answer Choice Percentage Responses 

98660 55% 143 

98661 7% 18 

98662 1% 3 

98663 10% 27 

98664 4% 11 
98665 4% 10 

98666 0% 1 
98669 0% 1 

98674 0% 1 
98682 2% 5 

98683 0% 1 
98684 1% 2 

98685 2% 6 
98686 1% 3 

How do you identify your gender? 
Answer Choice Percentage Responses 

Female 48.28% 126 

Male 40.23% 105 
Other 2.68% 7 

What is your age? 
Answer Choice Percentage Responses 

17 or under 0.77% 2 

18-24 0.38% 1 

25-34 11.88% 31 

35-44 18.39% 48 
45-54 19.92% 52 

55-64 19.92 % 52 

65-74 16.48% 43 

75 or over 2.30% 6 
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How would you estimate your household income last year? 
Answer Choice Percentage Responses 

Less than $10,000 0.77% 2 

$10,000-$14,999 0.38% 1 
$15,000-$24,999 3.07% 8 

$25,000-$34,999 3.45% 9 
$35,000-$49,999 9.71% 20 

$50,000-$74,999 7.66% 37 
$75,000-$99,999 14.94% 39 
$100,000 or more 34.48% 90 

How do you identify your ethnicity? 
Answer Choice Percentage Responses 

American Indian or Alaska Native 0.77% 2 

Asian 3.07% 8 
Black or African American 0.77% 2 
Hispanic or Latino 2.30% 6 

Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific 
Islander 

1.53% 4 

Slavic/Eastern European 0.00% 0 
Middle Eastern 0.77% 2 

White/Caucasian  74.71% 195 
Other 4.98% 13 

Do you speak any languages at home other than English? 

Answer Choice Percentage Responses 

Spanish 4.60% 12 

Other 5.75% 15 
Russian 0.00% 0 

What is your primary mode of transportation? 

Answer Choice Percentage Responses 

Drive alone 47.13% 123 

Carpool 12.26% 32 

Public transportation 1.92% 5 

Bike 9.20% 24 

Walk 9.58% 25 
Uber/Lyft/Taxi 0.38% 1 

Work at home 0.89% 11 
Other 4.21% 8 

Mobility device 0.00% 0 
Motorcycle 0.00% 0 
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Rating Questions 

The survey asked community members to examine each route option and consider the 

following statements:  

• Overall, this route is a good fit for and benefits the community

• This route balances local resident/business desires for parking and access

• This route provides access to residents with limited or restricted transportation

options

• This route connects users to community destinations, bus stops, other bike

routes, and paths/trails

• This is a safe, visible route for people biking, driving, walking, and taking transit

Community members ranked their level of agreement with these statements on a five-point 

scale (5-strongly agree, 4-somewhat agree, 3-unsure, 2-somewhat disagree, 1-strongly 

disagree). The tables below summarize the results for each route option, including both paper 

and online responses. Open-ended responses to additional survey questions are available on 

page 20.  

118

136

103

65

89

15

30

29

20

13

102

68

103

152

134

T H I S  I S  A  S A F E ,  V I S I B L E  R O U T E  F O R  P E O P L E  
B I K I N G ,  D R I V I N G ,  W A L K I N G ,  A N D  T A K I N G  T R A N S I T

T H I S  R O U T E  C O N N E C T S  U S E R S  T O  C O M M U N I T Y  
D E S T I N A T I O N S ,  B U S  S T O P S ,  O T H E R  B I K E  R O U T E S ,  

A N D  P A T H S / T R A I L S

T H I S  R O U T E  P R O V I D E S  A C C E S S  T O  R E S I D E N T S  W I T H  
L I M I T E D  O R  R E S T R I C T E D  T R A N S P O R T A T I O N  

O P T I O N S

T H I S  R O U T E  B A L A N C E S  L O C A L  R E S I D E N T / B U S I N E S S  
D E S I R E S  F O R  P A R K I N G  A N D  A C C E S S

O V E R A L L ,  T H I S  R O U T E  I S  A  G O O D  F I T  A N D  
B E N E F I T S  T H E  C O M M U N I T Y  

COLUMBIA

Strongly/Somewhat Agree Unsure Somewhat/Strongly Disagree
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42

69

36

64

91

11

22

21

41

35

177

136

170

121

97

T H I S  I S  A  S A F E ,  V I S I B L E  R O U T E  F O R  P E O P L E  
B I K I N G ,  D R I V I N G ,  W A L K I N G ,  A N D  T A K I N G  T R A N S I T

T H I S  R O U T E  C O N N E C T S  U S E R S  T O  C O M M U N I T Y  
D E S T I N A T I O N S ,  B U S  S T O P S ,  O T H E R  B I K E  R O U T E S ,  

A N D  P A T H S / T R A I L S

T H I S  R O U T E  P R O V I D E S  A C C E S S  T O  R E S I D E N T S  W I T H  
L I M I T E D  O R  R E S T R I C T E D  T R A N S P O R T A T I O N  

O P T I O N S

T H I S  R O U T E  B A L A N C E S  L O C A L  R E S I D E N T / B U S I N E S S  
D E S I R E S  F O R  P A R K I N G  A N D  A C C E S S

O V E R A L L ,  T H I S  R O U T E  I S  A  G O O D  F I T  A N D  
B E N E F I T S  T H E  C O M M U N I T Y  

COLUMBIA/WASHINGTON

Strongly/Somewhat Agree Unsure Somewhat/Strongly Disagree

73

77

34

49

44

25

29

33

53

24

127

118

160

123

160

T H I S  I S  A  S A F E ,  V I S I B L E  R O U T E  F O R  P E O P L E  
B I K I N G ,  D R I V I N G ,  W A L K I N G ,  A N D  T A K I N G  T R A N S I T

T H I S  R O U T E  C O N N E C T S  U S E R S  T O  C O M M U N I T Y  
D E S T I N A T I O N S ,  B U S  S T O P S ,  O T H E R  B I K E  R O U T E S ,  

A N D  P A T H S / T R A I L S

T H I S  R O U T E  P R O V I D E S  A C C E S S  T O  R E S I D E N T S  W I T H  
L I M I T E D  O R  R E S T R I C T E D  T R A N S P O R T A T I O N  

O P T I O N S

T H I S  R O U T E  B A L A N C E S  L O C A L  R E S I D E N T / B U S I N E S S  
D E S I R E S  F O R  P A R K I N G  A N D  A C C E S S

O V E R A L L ,  T H I S  R O U T E  I S  A  G O O D  F I T  A N D  
B E N E F I T S  T H E  C O M M U N I T Y  

COLUMBIA/DANIELS

Strongly/Somewhat Agree Unsure Somewhat/Strongly Disagree
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113

111

87

101

112

26

34

56

26

33

89

82

82

100

83

T H I S  I S  A  S A F E ,  V I S I B L E  R O U T E  F O R  P E O P L E  
B I K I N G ,  D R I V I N G ,  W A L K I N G ,  A N D  T A K I N G  T R A N S I T

T H I S  R O U T E  C O N N E C T S  U S E R S  T O  C O M M U N I T Y  
D E S T I N A T I O N S ,  B U S  S T O P S ,  O T H E R  B I K E  R O U T E S ,  

A N D  P A T H S / T R A I L S

T H I S  R O U T E  P R O V I D E S  A C C E S S  T O  R E S I D E N T S  W I T H  
L I M I T E D  O R  R E S T R I C T E D  T R A N S P O R T A T I O N  

O P T I O N S

T H I S  R O U T E  B A L A N C E S  L O C A L  R E S I D E N T / B U S I N E S S  
D E S I R E S  F O R  P A R K I N G  A N D  A C C E S S

O V E R A L L ,  T H I S  R O U T E  I S  A  G O O D  F I T  A N D  
B E N E F I T S  T H E  C O M M U N I T Y  

DANIELS/WASHINGTON

Strongly/Somewhat Agree Unsure Somewhat/Strongly Disagree

101

92

98

105

81

29

32

40

29

53

95

103

87

90

88

T H I S  I S  A  S A F E ,  V I S I B L E  R O U T E  F O R  P E O P L E  
B I K I N G ,  D R I V I N G ,  W A L K I N G ,  A N D  T A K I N G  T R A N S I T

T H I S  R O U T E  C O N N E C T S  U S E R S  T O  C O M M U N I T Y  
D E S T I N A T I O N S ,  B U S  S T O P S ,  O T H E R  B I K E  R O U T E S ,  

A N D  P A T H S / T R A I L S

T H I S  R O U T E  P R O V I D E S  A C C E S S  T O  R E S I D E N T S  W I T H  
L I M I T E D  O R  R E S T R I C T E D  T R A N S P O R T A T I O N  

O P T I O N S

T H I S  R O U T E  B A L A N C E S  L O C A L  R E S I D E N T / B U S I N E S S  
D E S I R E S  F O R  P A R K I N G  A N D  A C C E S S

O V E R A L L ,  T H I S  R O U T E  I S  A  G O O D  F I T  A N D  
B E N E F I T S  T H E  C O M M U N I T Y  

DANIELS/FRANKLIN

Strongly/Somewhat Agree Unsure Somewhat/Strongly Disagree
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107

72

110

82

76

29

30

28

28

61

93

123

91

121

88

T H I S  I S  A  S A F E ,  V I S I B L E  R O U T E  F O R  P E O P L E  
B I K I N G ,  D R I V I N G ,  W A L K I N G ,  A N D  T A K I N G  T R A N S I T

T H I S  R O U T E  C O N N E C T S  U S E R S  T O  C O M M U N I T Y  
D E S T I N A T I O N S ,  B U S  S T O P S ,  O T H E R  B I K E  R O U T E S ,  

A N D  P A T H S / T R A I L S

T H I S  R O U T E  P R O V I D E S  A C C E S S  T O  R E S I D E N T S  W I T H  
L I M I T E D  O R  R E S T R I C T E D  T R A N S P O R T A T I O N  

O P T I O N S

T H I S  R O U T E  B A L A N C E S  L O C A L  R E S I D E N T / B U S I N E S S  
D E S I R E S  F O R  P A R K I N G  A N D  A C C E S S

O V E R A L L ,  T H I S  R O U T E  I S  A  G O O D  F I T  A N D  
B E N E F I T S  T H E  C O M M U N I T Y  

FRANKLIN

Strongly/Somewhat Agree Unsure Somewhat/Strongly Disagree
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Appendix A: Route Options Survey Comments 

The Route Options Survey asked the following question for each route option: “What do you 
like and/or dislike about this route?” Responses for each corridor are listed below and sorted by 
topic. The number shown in the heading indicates how many comments mentioned that topic. 
Comments that addressed multiple topics have been duplicated and placed under all relevant 
themes contained in the comment.  

Comments are presented as submitted without revision, except for the removal of expletives. 

Columbia (212 comments) 

Parking (120 comments) 

Columbia makes the most sense! While it may never have been planned it is now time to step up and 

plan for the future- NOW! Give the 393 &/or Legacy neighborhoods a tax break for 3-5 years so they 

can start thinking differently & get rid of their cars that sit parked! Or better yet, encourage them to 

get on their bike & ride! 

This routing is the cheapest of all the proposals and is, as well, the hands down the best for all modes 

of transportation. Too little has been discussed about the danger to pedestrians, cyclists and 

motorists who cross Columbia on their way, for example, to Hough Elementary school. Eliminating 

on-street parking eliminates the sight-line blockages which make this a treacherous street to cross. 

Perhaps that's why so few kids walk to school. I also haven't heard much talk about the inherent 

dangers and complications of cyclists making turns off a bike path which require crossing through-

travel vehicle traffic. Columbia, being a straight shot, renders this danger irrelevant. Motorists like 

bicycles in their own lane and not the unpredictability of sharing a roadway. This proposal solves all 

these issues. 

Of options, this is best direct n/s connector with downtown and seems most used by cyclists and 

close to transit. Like the existing signalized intersection at 39th/Columbia. Obvious concern is parking 

losses. If parking could be mitigated, this would be my top choice over the route options further 

west. 

Columbia Street is the only one that leads right down to the heart of the waterfront. It needs to be 

accessible to everyone - not just to those that choose to store their private vehicles (parking) on 

public property. 

I really like that this is a clear, obvious route. It provides easy access down an important 

transportation corridor and allows for multiple neighborhoods to utilize it. As someone who uses 

Columbia for biking, this is my preferred option. It is a shame that many parking spots would be 

eliminated, but based on available data, this would primarily only impact areas south of 4th Plain. I 

would like to see the city improve parking availability for businesses in the Uptown Village area as a 

compromise to this route option which would help ease pressure on the residents who would be 

most impacted by this. I understand the many concerns residents have and empathize with their loss 

of parking and concerns about access, but for the greater good, I feel that that may be a necessary 

sacrifice. In the long run, a bike lane on this route is the best solution. 
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This is by far the clearest choice for the bike route. The purpose of this project is to encourage more 

trips to be made by bike that otherwise would have been made by a car. This requires a direct, safe 

route, that is visible to the community. If we carefully bend and weave a bike route through the 

neighborhood, no one will even know it's there and will have failed on arrival. The purpose of roads 

first and foremost to move people and goods through the city, and for parking second. While parking 

is an issue on part of Colombia, most of it is empty. We should think of this project in terms of the 

100s of thousands of people that are potential beneficiaries of this infrastructure, and not the few 

hundred houses that will have to walk an extra 50 feet to their car. 

This is the most direct and safest route because it has the fewest amount of stops. It is great for 

riders of all ages and the loss of parking has been greatly exaggerated. Parking north of Fourth Plain 

is underutilized and Vancouver would have a parking issue regardless of a dedicated greenway. In 

fact, cycling helps alleviate the need for parking. Columbia will also be the cheapest because of the 

loss of funds form I-976 and the route connects 5 parks and 2 elementary schools and at 45th St & 

Columbia people are often coming from Hazel Dell. Also, why can't there be a loading zone at the 

northside of the VAC veterans building? 

Too many o street parking spots would be impacted. I’m sorry I don’t think these spaces should be 

lost. 

My neighbors won't like the change in parking, but its a good direct connection. I appreciate the 

separate bike lanes. I can't park on Columbia anyway and we get by. Change can be tough. 

I know there is a public outcry over the parking spaces but I feel that is due to a fear of change and 

perceived inconvenience greater than the actual inconvenience citizens will experience. I appreciate 

that this option takes into consideration the Complete Streets commitment Vancouver has publicly 

stated. 

Even though 393 parking spaces will be eliminated, you have to look at the far outweighing benefits 

of safe bike lanes. This is our future. Vote in favor of the bike lanes. 

Pretty much summed it up above. Sorry some might lose on-street parking, but providing safe spaces 

for bikers is planning for the future not hiding in the past. Bikers deserve at least one north-south 

safe thoroughfare and Columbia St. makes the most sense. 

Adding to congestion with removal of parking spaces and turn lanes. 

Dislike: Compromising an established vehicular route with bike lanes. Loss of street parking. 

This is a small business killer. Many of the businesses along this route do not have access to private 

parking. Remove the street parking and you'll not only lose current businesses but also dissuade 

potential new businesses from coming in. 

I can't support a project that disadvantages Veteran's or take >300 parking places from this heritage 

area. That's begging for trouble. I also won't support a straight line that privileges commuters over 

all over riders like families. This is an awful ride for 90 or so riders. 

Complete disregard for the Residents that are on or nearby Columbia Street that rely / need for 

parking. 

Like - cheap, straight shot Dislike - loss of parking, shared use path, removal of traffic circle 

Lower cost option but very high impact to existing homes and businesses, especially loss of parking 

and changes to vehicle travel lanes. 

Though it is the least expensive option, it has the largest impact on residents along Columbia. 

Between losing parking, and adding bikes to an already crowded street, vehicle wise, seems insane. If 

this route is chosen, and I had a business along Columbia, I'd be looking to relocate it. 
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(1) "Does not require people biking to travel out of direction"- from where? I live closer to Main

Street as it is one block closer to where I live, and don't use Columbia because it is out of the way.

Main Street is also 20 mph south of Fourth Plain from where I take it. (2) Entire length of what

corridor? Main Street goes across I-5 and continues, while Columbia does not. (3) I don't understand

the "access to residents with limited or restricted transportation options". If we mean non-cyclists

who can't afford a decent bike, then this solution does not address the other modes like CTRAN,

walking, etc. (4) I see existing traffic calming measures being removed and protected bike lanes

removing parking that also is traffic calming. How on earth is this even better for pedestrians? There

is no traffic circle on 41st street. Are you saying that the pedestrian island is being removed? My

personal experience is that implementations like these only ends up increasing speed and this is

through neighborhoods with children. Cyclists not sharing the lane with motorist also means that

motorist aren't as attentive to the cyclists anymore, and I question if this could cause an increase in

issues at the intersections, especially for all the existing driveways and roads that would cross these

cycle lanes. See the following link recently published by the Insurance Institute for Highway Safety:

https://www.iihs.org/news/detail/some-protected-bike-lanes-leave-cyclists-vulnerable-to-injury (5)

A lot of parking being removed Is the true cost of this solution inclusive of offsetting the impacts to

businesses and residents? I don't see how there is a net community benefit unless this is addressed.

Pros: - The route is direct and uncomplicated for cyclists; it doesn't force cyclists to meander to and 

fro to access downtown and the waterfront. - It consists of only protected/buffered bike lanes. - It is 

much more straightforward to implement than some of the other alternatives. Cons: - Some 

problematic spots along Columbia will have parking removed—the blocks between 18th and 21st (or 

maybe even 23rd), and the blocks in front of the Veterans Assistance Center. 

This seems an excellent route from a bicyclist's point of view as both a good north-south 

thoroughfare to I-5 Bridge South... w/ good connections on the northern end to Lincoln Ave, Hazel 

Dell Ave, and the Burnt Bridge Trail (at multiple locations)... and excellent access to the N-S 

commercial "spine" of Vancouver. However, without adding significant investments to offset the 

impacts to today's car-centric residential and business users for parking and transit impacts... this 

proposal seems too large a leap for the current time if the parking impacts cannot be reduced by 

100s of spaces through other "acceptable" investments scattered along the route. 

I like this route if it was only one north-south lane, affecting only one side of parking on Columbia, 

using another north-south-running street for the opposite bike lane. I like 4 & 5. I have a family 

member with limited mobility and two children. Parking a block or more away from our home is 

unsafe, inconvenient, and will decrease the value of my home on Columbia. Would you buy a house 

with no parking ability for family members, visitors, service providers? My children and I cycle on 

Columbia now. 

The ONLY good thing is this is a straight route. This route is NOT good for the residents (it takes 393 

parking spaces, doesn't improve the look and feel of the neighborhood, speeds traffic making it 

difficult for pedestrians to cross the road. Additionally, the lighting is bad and there is only one cross 

walk between Mill Plain and Fourth Plain. 

I like how this is a straight shot of a ride for bikers. There's pros and cons to taking away on street 

parking. Columbia is hard street to cross, even in the car, due to visibility being blocked by parked 

cars. So taking that away is great for safety, but it is unfortunate for those who live there and for the 

veteran's office. Hopefully, the residents have other options for parking 
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The route is direct. It allows for crossing arterials at signals which provide safety for the most 

vulnerable users (peds and bikes). The reduction of parking on Columbia may force existing 

commericial parking to relocate in residential neighborhoods, which may not be favorable. However, 

I think that is a small consideration for increased safety of bikes. 

I like the direct north south aspect. I wish it could continue straight north to connect to Burnt Bridge 

Trail closer to I 5 rather than jogging over to Lincoln ( I think that is what it was).As a bike rider, I love 

the protected and/or buffered bike lanes. As a driver and user of downtown Vancouver, I am not so 

sure I like the loss of 393 parking spaces, and I think the folks along that corridor would feel more 

strongly about losing them. It is true that with better path to downtown I would probably opt to ride 

a bike more often than I do now (reducing the need for parking and reducing congestion) 

This is the absolute worst option. Hugely detrimental for residents of Hough Neighborhood. Lowers 

property values. Reduces access to people's own home. I live on Columbia, and can go hours and 

hours without seeing a bike commuter, but neighbors must come and go, mostly by car, daily. 

Irresponsible of the city to decrease the quality of life for tax paying property owners, to 

hypothetically aid future bikers (they simply don't currently exist in high numbers). 

Do not remove parking on both sides of Columbia. Makes no sense. 

Do not want bike lanes on Columbia. It is for cars. Main route to downtown. Live between Columbia 

& Washington on 34th. No parking now in front of my house. 

does impact a LOT of parking which will continue to be a growing problem as Vancouver grows 

heavy car need and local need for parking it removes to many parking spaces that would be hard to 

accommandate on side streets 

I dislike this idea or any that negatively impacts the Clark County Veteran's Assistance Center. The 

VAC has shared the projected negative impact of losing their parking spaces in a parking-limited part 

of Vancouver. If there is any other options we must continue to serve our veteran's to the best of 

our ability and I believe this route interferes with an essential service. 

I like most of what is proposed here, and would use at least some of this route daily on my bike 

commute. The part that concerns me is that at least some of the displaced parking would need to be 

accounted for elsewhere. Suggestion: why not compromise the parking by extending the parking 

protected bike lane all the way to Fourth Plain. From a biking perspective, riding downhill in the lane 

with other vehicles is pretty easy. Having the protected lane on the northbound (uphill) side is where 

it is most beneficial and this could be a good compromise. 

It will create a bigger parking problem than what already exists 

Its already very difficult to find parking at night downtown especially on weekends. We can't lose 

Columbia parking spaces. 

Keep parking & allow protection for bikes. 

Narrow road, need for on road parking. Do a count on how many vehicle’s use on street parking on 

Columbia verses Washington or Daniels. 

Overall comments about putting in bike lanes: IMO it makes more sense to use the option of having 

"greenways" instead of protected or buffered. I do not believe in taking people's parking away. You 

have to find a balance that satisfies everyone, not just the bikers. Eg. you don't need to take out all 

the stop signs, only some. There will be some disadvantages to the bikes and some to the cars, that 

will be fair. Make sure you don't take parking away from the schools. Use traffic dividers to slow 

down traffic and limit semis/trucks going down the smaller roads such as Franklin. I personally think 
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Franklin is the best option. I don't think that pushing through with the Columbia option because it 

assures it happening faster, and taking peoples' parking away, would be fair. 

Parking is already a huge issue on this street. My grandchildren have to drive several blocks a lot of 

the time when I come to pick them up because there isn't any parking. The parking has already been 

taken away along 21st. I have a disabled placard, meaning I wouldn't be able to park a few blocks 

away and carry all their overnight necessities to my car. I need to be able to park in a safe place to 

get my grandkids into their carseats and to load overnight bags. this will be impossible if parking is 

taken away from Columbia St. 

Removal of parking spaces is a non-starter. 

Removes vital parking for the neighborhood 

Residential and veteran Parking should be a design option, however parking should be situated on 

the street side of the bike lanes if possible. 

Seems like a lot of parking spots to remove. 

Taking away residential parking and this is a main commuter route for people who work downtown 

or near the river. 

The only issue with this route is the loss of parking. The quantity of spots identified has a lot of shock 

value however many of these stalls are in low demand on the northern half of the route (north of 

Fourth Plain). If these stalls are removed from the calculation, the parking loss is much lower and in a 

similar range to any of the other route proposals. The primary parking issue will be between 21st and 

Fourth Plain, where there is already a challenge. This can be mitigated through permitted and zoned 

parking and better parking enforcement. 

This is the most short-sighted option. Please DO NOT ruin our city. We need parking. NO 

This route takes away parking in areas which it is already difficult to park. It caters to the few instead 

of the many. 

Too much impact on parking for residents. A much better solution would be to dedicate one street 

to northbound only and one to southbound only (one way streets are not a bad thing!) This would 

provide plenty of room for parking, car traffic, and bike traffic. 

You can be adding people and taking away parking at the same time. 

We lose parking we need for lanes we don't need. We lose money that can be used for better things. 

Like: more places to bike that are maybe safer. 

Personally, I find Columbia as currently configured to be perfectly safe for biking, much safer than 

many designated bike streets in Portland. In my experience Columbia has not been heavily used 

either by bikes or cars most hours of the day. I oppose the removal of any existing parking. 

I think taking out parking would be bad for the neighborhood and for uptown village businesses. I 

would like to see Columbia Street be a shared (greenway) road but keep the parking. Commuters by 

bike usually are used to riding with traffic. 

The removal of 393 parking spaces on Columbia Street would do a great disservice to people who 

live and work near Columbia, and removing parking in front of the Clark County Veterans Assistance 

Center would make it incredibly inconvenient for people who use those services. 

Too many parking spaces taken away - number of cyclists do not justify the full impact on the many 

residents living on this route Cost $$ 
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Removing close to 400 parking spots in this area is a horrible idea, especially for our veterans!! Many 

of these veterans are disabled and need close parking access and it's shameful to remove easy access 

for them. I live in the Hough Neighborhood and there are very few bikers to justify the removal of so 

many parking spaces! The vast majority of our houses do not have garages and rely on street 

parking. Let me reiterate: I hardly see any bikers in our area. The cost for this project AND the impact 

of removed parking has me voting a hard NO on this. 

Dislike disregard of strong demand for resident, guest, nearby business parking demands, also risk of 

business impacts and property devaluation. 

Highest on street parking reduction. VA parking significantly reduced. Community, disabled Vets and 

families would be better served with a route that offers compromise. This is a one sided plan for 

cyclists. 

There are too many people that drive / own cars on that street that depend on street parking. 

Removing street parking will cause a hardship for tenants and landowners 

I dislike the removal of on-street parking in neighborhoods without providing all residents with 

viable, convenient options and I dislike the removal of the the left-turn pockets at Fourth Plain 

Boulevard because it will cause traffic to backup at the intersection behind cars waiting to turn left. 

There are no bus routes that use Columbia Street anymore, so there is no transit connection. 

The impact of removing street parking for residents dis-proportionally impacts residents 24/7/365. It 

hurts the people that need the street-parking the most, (less able-bodied people, parents with small 

children, people experiencing medical events like recovering from major surgery or going through 

chemo therapy), and permanently impacts people who live there in favor of people who have other 

options for riding their bikes, and who are just passing through. Removing street/convenient/close-

to-home parking for folks after many have lived for years there, is taking the rug out from people. It 

takes the rug out in favor of 'solving' a problem that does not exist. Cyclists ride safely, motorists 

drive safely, and pedestrians walk safely along Columbia street already. This is a disproportionate 

burden to place on a large group of people for the convenience of an even smaller group of people. 

Lastly, the times when people would need to park closer to their homes the most (late at night, ice, 

snowy, extremely hot weather) are the very times that cyclists won't be using the space to cycle. This 

just isn't just, it's not equitable, and it's not right. Say it out loud: You are taking away people's place 

to park closest to their HOME in favor of people who don't live there, and are passing through. 

There is absolutely no justification for removing parking from people who live here and pay taxes 

just to serve the needs of a handful of entitled cyclists. Most people in these older neighborhoods do 

not have off street parking. The side streets are at or near parking capacity and will not be able to 

support the extra cars from Columbia. We really do not need a biking path of any kind, but should 

you choose to pursue that option, we should have a greenway on a quiet side street (such as Daniels) 

without removing parking and damaging the livability of the neighborhoods. Please, please, please 

DO NOT consider this route. It will do much more harm than good. CHOOSE OPTION #7 - SIMPLY 

PAVE COLUMBIA AND FORGET THIS WHOLE RIDICULOUS IDEA. 

This route is extremely one-sided; all in favor of bicyclists. I'm all for removing some parking to gain a 

bike lane, but not at the complete expense of complete parking removal and overload potential on 

side streets. This plan also does not include any traffic calming devices, which Columbia desperately 

needs with or without bike lanes added. Columbia is a commuter corridor already and residents 

along this street take the brunt of heavy traffic to and from downtown; adding bike access to the 
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already busy street just furthers that homeowners that live on and near Columbia are not being 

considered in the equation. 

This route, eliminates too many parking spaces! Side roads are already packed in the evenings. 

People with limited mobility/health issues will have to park further away from their homes. Many 

homes in the area, due to their size are shared dwellings or have or were planing to add an ADU, this 

is an affordable housing option that helps address our current crisis, reducing parking (adding 

pressure to the side streets) eliminates viable housing options. I for one would be less likely to visit 

businesses downtown as parking pressures increase. This is a year round improvement that will likely 

only be used by a small group when the sun is out, the rest of us must deal with the consequences all 

of the time (evenings, rains, ice & snow). 

We own on Columbia, it is a family home. Many homes on our street have no parking/driveway 

access and rely on parking on Columbia. Our corner does not allow us to park on the adjacent street 

because there is another home there that also has no access to parking elsewhere and utilizes that 

space. This project will greatly devalue our home, and its usability, if the only people who can live 

there are car-less. Much of the neighborhood is setup this way, with very few actual driveways and 

very little parking. This bike path will eliminate the majority of parking for our homes. 

Don't like that it takes away so much parking. Don't like that it takes away the left hand turn lane on 

4th Plain. Don't like that it impacts both north and south bound lanes. I regularly bike in the area, 

and would be happy biking one direction on Columbia and the opposite direction on a different 

street to mitigate impact. Don't like that although promoted as this directly links the waterfront to 

the Burnt Bridge Trail it does not. Absolutely hate that some of the path is "parking protected bike 

lane" - I have been in cities that do this and find it confusing as a driver and a bike rider. I do like the 

fact that it means Columbia will finally be paved. It is currently hard to bike on not because of cars, 

but because of potholes. 

Significantly negative impact on parking in the area of 21st and Columbia. However, best option of all 

the choices because of a straight line route on Columbia. Least of the evils. Would prefer to leave 

parking on one side of Columbia to minimize parking impact. 

This option would be a huge impact on street parking. This is the most direct route so if the decision 

is to screw up Columbia anyway, it is the best of the three. 

Too much parking loss when there are other options nearby that have less impact for businesses and 

residences. I can see why cyclists prefer this as the most direct route, but the cost to neighborhood 

livability is too high. 

Of all the options presented, this is my favorite. It is direct and safe. If possible, find ways to preserve 

some portion of on street parking and use this route. 

Takes away way too many parking spaces in an already congested area. Bus route was recently taken 

out so not a good fit in that sense either 

1. This route is already a main street for auto traffic while other roads are less trafficked and less 

affecting to parking 2. Uptown businesses use Columbia for worker parking 3. Upsets historical 

Hough neighborhood - few choices for off st. parking 4. Possible future route for light rail 5. Hurts 

businesses on Columbia - both present and future 6. 700 parking places eliminated 7. Will kill bus 

transit stops along the route 

Loss of parking; all you have to do for this option is repaint the sharrows and implement some 

traffic-calming. You don't need a dedicated bike lane here. 
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Parking is a major issue in this neighborhood because it is an old historic neighborhood; therefore, 

many residences do not have driveways or garages for parking. Thus on street parking is very 

important. Also the increase in density due to an explosion in new apartment buildings in the area 

has increased the demand for parking. I believe that bike safety is important, but let’s be realistic. 

How many people who own a bike, do not own a car? How many people ride their bike downtown in 

the rain? Another concern is property values. Lack of parking will negatively impact property values. 

Traffic on Columbia is a great concern especially when the freeway gets backed up. Removing the 

traffic circles will not slow down traffic. I think we need more traffic circles. Side streets are very 

congested now. Again parking needs are not going to disappear. 

This route takes 393 parking spaces from the businesses and residents on this street. As a resident of 

a house along this street I know how hard it is already to find parking along this street close to our 

houses making taking groceries into the house longer and more tiring. For elderly residents they 

have to trek back and forth between their house and car already but without parking they may have 

to walk multiple blocks between the two and for physically burdened residents this trek would be 

exhausting. Families with young children would have to worry about their child(ren) wandering into 

the road for the extended distance between the vehicle and home. 

Any removal of Parking in the Downtown Vancouver Area is an awful idea until more parking is 

provided. Don't try to emulate Portland. Their transportation system is a mess. Removes 393 on-

street parking spaces on Columbia Street Removes parking in front of the Clark County Veterans 

Assistance Center Removes the left hand turn lane at Fourth Plain Boulevard 

As a family of biking enthusiasts, I agree that we need bike lanes. But this is a terrible way to 

implement bike mobility. The downtown area already has parking issues. In addition, the left-hand 

turn land on Fourth Plain should not be removed. We use Columbia every day and see many vehicles 

use that turn lane (tho we, ourselves almost never use it). 

No left turn lane at 4th plain. No parking on Columbia. 

Reduces too many parking spots Removes the traffic calming circles near a elementary school 

Seems like this does more for autos accessing the Waterfront than cyclists, and leaves our streets 

less "complete" than before. Any project needs to simultaneously address parking, auto flow on 

Main, Columbia, and Broadway, and cyclist / pedestrian safety. This option just addresses auto flow 

on Main. No build is safer for cyclists. 

The removal of 393 parking spaces will transfur the parking burden to neighborhood streets that 

already have high parking demands. The removal of a left hand turn lane at 4th Plain Bvd. will 

increase congestion during high traffic periods, especially when I5 south bound is backed up. It is 

already hazardous for pedestrians to cross 4th Plain during the morning commute even with walk 

signals. How many residents lives will be impacted on a daily basis relative to the number of cyclists 

that will actually use this or any other route on a daily basis. 

This route between 4th plain and 12 st removes to many parking spots for residents and local 

businesses. It is also not the safest for bikes because of the high car traffic volume. Then there is 

more difficult access to the homes Columbia for emergency services( fire department and 

paramedics) because of the protected barriers. A route on a less busy street would be a better 

option 



Westside Bike Mobility Project Public Outreach Summary 28 

The route is ill-conceived because it removes 393 parking spaces and provides no other parking 

options. This is a highly pedestrian area and protected bike lanes are butted up next to crosswalks 

making it easy for pedestrians/joggers to step into the protected bike lane unaware. I am surprised 

there is little regard for the downtown/uptown neighborhoods and the parking situation, which has 

existed long before bike lanes were proposed. Businesses will fail because shoppers will abandon the 

area due to no parking. The waterfront has lots of parking and that's not even enough. Downtown 

Vancouver won't survive if the city council won't pay attention to the needs of residents and 

business owners in Downtown and Uptown Vancouver. 

I like that it is a simple route. I think Columbia is a busy road for cars and may be not as safe as a less 

busy street like Daniels. It is not clear if parking mitigation is included in cost estimate I think parking 

for the VA and downtown are important. 

I live along Columbia St in the northern blocks and am most familiar with that area. The traffic circle 

referred to at 41st St is actually a pedestrian refuge island, which was installed, along with the 

pedestrian islands at 44th and at 39th & Daniels to help pedestrian safety (particularly for school 

children) and to slow traffic. The Columbia Street Corridor option would serve commuters to the 

detriment of residents. It is a solution better suited for a wider street where there is less housing 

density. It ignores the scale of the house and lots on Columbia, it disregards the lack of alleys on 

some blocks and the fact that some blocks are extra long. It does not take into account that people 

live in the houses and they occasionally people move and need to have a moving van in front of their 

house, or they do home improvements and need to have access for a cement truck and contractors, 

or that they may have an emergency and need an ambulance or fire truck. It also ignores the real life 

issues of the high cost and scarcity of housing, which leads to more multi-generational homes and 

more people co-habitating. This makes the need for on-street very real. On a small lot like ours, 

adding off-street parking would mean parking on our front yard, like some homes on Hazel Dell 

Avenue (we have no alley). This also ignores community events of neighborhood garage sales and 

Halloween. This corridor option would visually open up (by removal of parked cars) the street which 

will attract even more cars and higher speeds. I cannot see how it will help pedestrians. I also cannot 

see how it will attract novice bicyclists because it will be like bicycling on a highway. Buffered lanes 

or bollards won't give enough protection where cars are barrelling through. While this option has a 

lower cost, I think there will be on-going mitigation into the future to try to reverse the negative 

impact. There would need to be 2 speed bumps per block southbound and 1 per block northbound 

(although this still wouldn't address safety needs of pedestrians). If this becomes the preferred route 

for bicyclists, there should be consideration to re-routing some of the car traffic. It should be noted 

that Columbia Street (and 39 St) are absorbing a great deal of traffic (and its impacts) because of the 

failing I-5. It will restrict access for those living on Columbia to CVAN because of bike lanes -

particularly when there are bollards. There should be a mobility study for pedestrians. It has become 

very difficult to cross 39th (except at Columbia with the traffic light - except when cars blast through 

the red light). Cars are so focused on getting from A to B that pedestrians are ignored and traffic is so 

heavy that you have to wait a long time for an opening. Columbia restricts where a pedestrian can 

safely walk. Anything that opens up Columbia to higher volumes and higher speeds will exacerbate 

this problem. 

I am concerned about parking impacts of this plan and its effects on Downtown Vancouver's small 

business community. 

Cars drive to fast. Ruins livability for the residents in the neighborhood -bike lanes are ugly with 

bollards -removes to much parking 
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Columbia is such a busy & narrow street. I do not think cyclists would be protected enough from 

vehicles on Columbia. I am also concerned about the safety of cyclists, even in bike lanes, when cars 

are backing out of driveways & unable to see cyclists coming. This takes away way too much parking. 

Dislike: -393 parking spaces removed/will hurt downtown -no left turn lane on Columbia @ 4th Plain 

-Costly mitigation Like: remove traffic circle. Comment - Southbound is downhill - sharrows would be

fine.

There is already too much traffic on this route! It can be dangerous for cars and bikes! Also there is 

parking pressure downtown and will get worse with the removal of spaces!! 

This route only serves a few. It is elitist. I wouldn't take my kids on this route. Make this sharrows 

reduce speed to 20. Keep parking. 

I have lived on Columbia for 27 years. It is not a safe street for pedestrians. If the city really cares 

about pedestrians, They would have installed more crosswalks or yellow flashing lights a long time 

ago. They would also make more speed bumps similar to the ones on E 5th St. to help slow traffic. 

Columbia has heavy traffic, making it unsafe for people, dogs+cats. Three of my pets have been hit 

on Columbia. Eighty percent of people who live on Columbia don't want their on-street parking 

removed. I am one of them. My home doesn't have anywhere else to park. Columbia. Columbia is 

not wide enough to accomodate bike lanes safely. 

I worry that removing traffic calming devices and cars parked on the sides of Columbia will cause 

higher speeds up and down Columbia, often by people traveling the street more to avoid Interstate 5 

backups and not for neighborhood uses. That will decrease safety for my children and I when walking 

in our neighborhood and when pulling in and out of driveways in the neighborhood. I also don't like 

that this proposed route removes parking in front of homes, some of which have no other parking 

alternative and would require people living in a home to walk from a block or more away. 

Homeowners in these Columbia-inclusive legacy neighborhoods with mobility issues or young 

children need parking out in front of their home for safety reasons. Heck. Safety for women and 

men, too, is compromised when you make them park a block away from their home. I won't feel 

comfortable staying out late any more. I am a single woman with kids who would have to walk a 

block or more to my car in the dark at times. Taking parking spaces away will likely tank property 

values along Columbia. Would you buy a family home with no parking access or limited access? My 

kids and I cycle Columbia Street as it is right now. We navigate it fine. I do think more signage is 

always good, making people aware of the shared road. The new law about having a three-feet buffer 

when appropriate is also welcome. For 20 years, I have been cycling up and down Columbia (to work 

in Vancouver and recreationally) and have not felt a bike lane needed. Most of the cyclists on 

Columbia are hobbyist cyclists and it is not a street with high bicycle use for commuting and getting 

people to and from Portland with ease, lessening the traffic woes we have over the bridge. This 

"solution" might make cyclists feel more comfortable using Columbia, but it comes at the expense of 

homeowners and pedestrians. It might make cars drive faster, too. Cars driven by folks not in 

Columbia-Street n-hoods might love the increased speed that is easier to maintain on a wide open 

road. 

Safest, most direct option for bike commuting that is presented for least direct cost. More info is 

needed to detail the impact of street parking, but if the goal is a project to promote bike mobility 

with safety being paramount, this is the best option. 

Currently the paving is so bad, particularly at edges, it is dangerous. Traffic lights at major arterial 

crossings ( Fourth Plain and Mill Plain couplet) are not conducive to bike travel. People who will lose 
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on street parking will loudly complain. I use this route now and would appreciate improved paving, 

but otherwise don’t think it is difficult as is. 

I disagree with providing access, but because it disadvantages people with mobility issues with close-

in parking. 

Even north of 4th Plain, there are businesses--dentists, restaurant--that already put a great deal of 

pressure on resident parking. Eliminating parking on Columbia would be disastrous for resident 

parking, increase danger for children and the many elderly, eliminate the possibility of bus route. 

Columbia is a street that everyone wants to use. If the concern is safety, why would you chose one of 

the busiest north/south streets and add bikes to it? The car volume is high and people tend to speed. 

Also it is a narrow street. This option makes no sense to me! I walk this street delivering 

neighborhood newsletters, among other reasons. It is not realistic to add bikes to the mix and 

assume that it will be safe. Even if traffic calming measures are added, it is not a realistic choice. We 

should be looking at the safest route for bikes with the least traffic! I live between Columbia and 

Daniels, and I see more bikes on Daniels than on Columbia. These are frequently families out 

exploring the city. I am concerned about the impact on businesses if this route becomes the choice. 

As part of that, I am also very concerned with the loss of local parking. 

Too much parking loss and interferes with veteran access to county vet svcs 

I know you will discount me because I’m old and you’ll think my opinion doesn’t matter, but I’ve 

lived long enough to know a bad idea when I see one. It’s extremely difficult to find a parking space 

as it is now. My daughter and I went to a business on Columbia and after driving around for 20 

minutes (using carbon fuel by the way) finally found parking that was for two hours, yet our 

appointment was for 3 hours, so naturally I had to send someone out to “plug” the meter. Which we 

received a ticket anyway because we are expected to move the car and find a different parking spot, 

so it doesn’t matter if we plug the meter for extra time, we have to move the car. (Again using 

carbon fuel) On what planet does this make sense? Now if you expect me to walk (the sidewalks 

have caused me to tumble a few times due to the uneven mess) or take transit ( walk to a bus, again 

hoping I don’t trip over the sidewalks in disarray) wait for a bus that goes two blocks, then doesn’t 

let me off close, so again, chance another walk in uneven sidewalks. My 3 hour appointment is now 5 

hours. Or maybe at my age I can ride my bike?? Again what planet does this make sense? I’m in my 

90’s. Think my biking days are behind me. Thinking of it from a business standpoint, why would I 

want to have a business downtown if there is no parking for my customers? Or my employees? Or 

deliveries? Again on what planet does this make sense? You really need to rethink this whole thing 

and look at it from every citizen and business point of view. I understand the need to have safe 

routes for the small majorities that MAY bike, but please use some common sense and think about 

those of us that WILL drive. Besides that, fix the darn sidewalks before you spend any money on this 

idea! 

There are no good reasons to make N & S lanes & eliminate on-street parking on Columbia. It places 

all residents in a difficult & untenable situation. There is not enough bike traffic 12 mon. of the year - 

even 3 months - to warrant this. These are older homes that frequently need repairs. Where will 

business repair men park their huge vans? Where will lawn maintenance park with their long trailers 

& vehicles. For what? A few bikers - mostly weekenders? And we lose access to our property!! This is 

such a bad idea - who thinks of these ideas?? 

It inconveniences the residents of Columbia by forcing parking off their street. There needs to be a 

plan for keeping parking convenient for those who own property on Columbia. 
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This will fill our residential neighborhood with cars. It cuts off access to the County Vets office and 

the protocathedral. Worse choice. 

It removes too much parking downtown on already crowded streets. It removes controlled turn 

lanes which drives commuter traffic onto neighboring streets to jump across major arterials. 

Columbia is a very busy, relatively narrow street already and I would prefer to bike on streets off of 

Columbia for safety reasons. 

The notion that 393 parking spaces will be lost is kind of silly since the vast majority of that parking is 

never used. At any rate Columbia St between 4th Plain and 13th is dangerous for drivers, pedestrians 

and cyclists. I don't like that this is a "bike" mobility project because it's really a lot more than that. 

Every time I try to drive across Columbia at 21st St, I am very anxious because parked cars are 

blocking my view of oncoming traffic. It's even worse walking or on a bike. It's just a matter of time 

before a pedestrian gets killed her, but no one seems to care about that. 

Columbia is not the best option for a dedicated bike route, especially when considering the impacts 

of: removing the turn lane for 4th Plain Blvd, the loss of on street parking (where residents have very 

few alternative options), and the high volume of North-South traffic that already utilizes this 

corridor. Daniels/Franklin makes WAY more sense. 

Taking away parking spaces from an already crowded parking debacle where an apartment building 

was allowed to be built with insufficient parking spots because residents could park on the streets. 

Where NOW?? 

The removal of street parking in a high traffic, high work, and high livable area. 

This project should incorporate protected handicap parking, closest to intersections that parking is 

removed. I am specifically impacted as a US Vet that uses the Clark County Veterans Assistance 

Center. The volunteers are generally elderly, they are losing close parking spots for those in 

wheelchairs or have difficulty walking distances. 

Taking away that huge number of parking spaces in addition to parking in front of the Veteran's 

Center would be detrimental to the community with how many residents depend on these spots to 

live and have close access to the center. Will force residents to park deeper into the neighborhood 

which will impact current residents in a negative way. 

I don't think it's needed, balanced or fair to remove all the residential/business parking spaces on 

Columbia street. The best option is not necessarily a direct north sough way either. Yes, protection 

for bikers is important, but it is not the only concern. Also, I think whatever is done in regards to 

biking should be done separately to paving Columbia street. That makes it a rushed solution. Overall 

I like the buffered lanes better than the protected. All options should include traffic calming 

measures such as lowering of speeds and limiting/prohibiting trucks going through. 

This route is hands down the best route if you are ONLY considering the biking community. It 

continues the bike lane that is already on Columbia and connects it to Fourth Plain's bike lane. It's 

also the road that connects to the 1-5 bridge for biking and pedestrians. However, I can't get behind 

this route because of the enormous impact it has on the residents and businesses of this area. I 

already have a hard time finding parking when I go to visit my friends and family that live on 

Columbia. 

Dislike: Trying to make Columbia a one-size-fits-all solution. (Instead, e.g., make Columbia the car 

solution and move other traffic - cycling, pedestrian, etc. - off of Columbia.) CAC feedback totally 

ignored Too narrow downtown Eliminates 393 parking spaces Eliminates 2 traffic circles installed at 
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resident request Eliminates left-hand turn lane at an already overly busy intersection Doesn't reduce 

speed limit to 20 MPH 

Bad choice. Pick a route on a quiet, less used street. Too busy, too fast, affects too many residents 

and businesses who would lose on-street parking. Lose left hand turn lane onto fourth plain from 

columbia. Bad choice! 

removing parking for hundreds of homes will create an unsafe situation for both the homeowners 

and the vehicles that are left where owners cannot see their cars. This is a terrible idea. 

This route presents multiple serious problems, with no apparent consideration of mitigations. The 

loss of parking is unacceptable. The bike lanes will be difficult to clean and maintain. Cars will drive 

faster on Columbia. This solution will leave drivers, bicyclists, and residents unhappy. 

5 small(2 medians, 1 roundabout, 2 speed bumps) and 1 large(on-street parked cars) traffic calming 

features will be removed. Only 2 small traffic calming features will be installed (2speed bumps). This 

WILL lead to higher speeds on Columbia, due to the wide open views. Restricted views are a LARGE 

natural calming factor, which currently exist on Columbia, but will be gone if this route is 

implemented. When the residents lose their parking spaces on Columbia, creativity will set in. They 

will begin to make more parking spaces on the alleys which have very low visibility of pedestrians 

when approaching the sidewalks. They will also begin parking in small garages which are TOO CLOSE 

to the sidewalks. This, paired with the facts that there are no other improvements for pedestrians, 

will put pedestrians at higher risk than they are today. During the city's traffic study, there were 3 

cyclists and 5 pedestrians involved in a crash with a vehicle on Columbia St. The injuries to the 

pedestrians were more severe than to the cyclists. Currently, pedestrians are at higher risk than 

cyclists. Upon implementation of this route, cyclists may or may not (the jury is still out) be safer on 

Columbia, but it will come at the cost of increasing the danger to pedestrians even further than it is 

today. The city missed an opportunity to increase safety for pedestrians by "bulbing out" the corner 

ramps into the street on Columbia. This would have increased traffic calming as well as reduced the 

distance that pedestrians need to be in the street while crossing Columbia. 

Not safe for walkers. Sidewalks/alleys/driveways are making it dangerous for people walking. Take 

the parked cars away and it will be a freeway! Nothing to slow down the cars from ripping through 

the neighborhood. Fix the sidewalks and leave the parked cars to slow down cars! Also, no way I'll 

ever take my kids on Columbia. Plastic wands don't keep anyone safe! 

This is the only route that fully meets safety needs for cyclists and pedestrians. It is the only route 

that connects key destinations, links together all of our west side neighborhoods, and provides 

access to business districts, the waterfront, and the I-5 bridge. It is the only route that is safe and 

buffered for novice rides and the only route that will let experienced riders be safe while traveling at 

speed. Currently most of the parking on Columbia is under-utilized except for a couple block stretch 

around 20th street. However, parking in that zone will already be impacted by increased density (in 

fill, ADUs, new condos, etc). If we don't carve out a spot for bikes and pedestrians, we will never 

have any safe options besides congested vehicle driving. 
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Safety (82 comments) 

(1) "Does not require people biking to travel out of direction"- from where? I live closer to Main

Street as it is one block closer to where I live, and don't use Columbia because it is out of the way.

Main Street is also 20 mph south of Fourth Plain from where I take it. (2) Entire length of what

corridor? Main Street goes across I-5 and continues, while Columbia does not. (3) I don't understand

the "access to residents with limited or restricted transportation options". If we mean non-cyclists

who can't afford a decent bike, then this solution does not address the other modes like CTRAN,

walking, etc. (4) I see existing traffic calming measures being removed and protected bike lanes

removing parking that also is traffic calming. How on earth is this even better for pedestrians? There

is no traffic circle on 41st street. Are you saying that the pedestrian island is being removed? My

personal experience is that implementations like these only ends up increasing speed and this is

through neighborhoods with children. Cyclists not sharing the lane with motorist also means that

motorist aren't as attentive to the cyclists anymore, and I question if this could cause an increase in

issues at the intersections, especially for all the existing driveways and roads that would cross these

cycle lanes. See the following link recently published by the Insurance Institute for Highway Safety:

https://www.iihs.org/news/detail/some-protected-bike-lanes-leave-cyclists-vulnerable-to-injury (5)

A lot of parking being removed Is the true cost of this solution inclusive of offsetting the impacts to

businesses and residents? I don't see how there is a net community benefit unless this is addressed.

The ONLY good thing is this is a straight route. This route is NOT good for the residents (it takes 393 

parking spaces, doesn't improve the look and feel of the neighborhood, speeds traffic making it 

difficult for pedestrians to cross the road. Additionally, the lighting is bad and there is only one cross 

walk between Mill Plain and Fourth Plain. 

We lose parking we need for lanes we don't need. We lose money that can be used for better things. 

Like: more places to bike that are maybe safer. 

Don't like that it takes away so much parking. Don't like that it takes away the left hand turn lane on 

4th Plain. Don't like that it impacts both north and south bound lanes. I regularly bike in the area, 

and would be happy biking one direction on Columbia and the opposite direction on a different 

street to mitigate impact. Don't like that although promoted as this directly links the waterfront to 

the Burnt Bridge Trail it does not. Absolutely hate that some of the path is "parking protected bike 

lane" - I have been in cities that do this and find it confusing as a driver and a bike rider. I do like the 

fact that it means Columbia will finally be paved. It is currently hard to bike on not because of cars, 

but because of potholes. 

This route takes 393 parking spaces from the businesses and residents on this street. As a resident of 

a house along this street I know how hard it is already to find parking along this street close to our 

houses making taking groceries into the house longer and more tiring. For elderly residents they 

have to trek back and forth between their house and car already but without parking they may have 

to walk multiple blocks between the two and for physically burdened residents this trek would be 

exhausting. Families with young children would have to worry about their child(ren) wandering into 

the road for the extended distance between the vehicle and home. 

Any removal of Parking in the Downtown Vancouver Area is an awful idea until more parking is 

provided. Don't try to emulate Portland. Their transportation system is a mess. Removes 393 on-

street parking spaces on Columbia Street Removes parking in front of the Clark County Veterans 

Assistance Center Removes the left hand turn lane at Fourth Plain Boulevard 
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As a family of biking enthusiasts, I agree that we need bike lanes. But this is a terrible way to 

implement bike mobility. The downtown area already has parking issues. In addition, the left-hand 

turn land on Fourth Plain should not be removed. We use Columbia every day and see many vehicles 

use that turn lane (tho we, ourselves almost never use it). 

No left turn lane at 4th plain. No parking on Columbia. 

Reduces too many parking spots Removes the traffic calming circles near a elementary school 

Seems like this does more for autos accessing the Waterfront than cyclists, and leaves our streets 

less "complete" than before. Any project needs to simultaneously address parking, auto flow on 

Main, Columbia, and Broadway, and cyclist / pedestrian safety. This option just addresses auto flow 

on Main. No build is safer for cyclists. 

The removal of 393 parking spaces will transfur the parking burden to neighborhood streets that 

already have high parking demands. The removal of a left hand turn lane at 4th Plain Bvd. will 

increase congestion during high traffic periods, especially when I5 south bound is backed up. It is 

already hazardous for pedestrians to cross 4th Plain during the morning commute even with walk 

signals. How many residents lives will be impacted on a daily basis relative to the number of cyclists 

that will actually use this or any other route on a daily basis. 

This route between 4th plain and 12 st removes to many parking spots for residents and local 

businesses. It is also not the safest for bikes because of the high car traffic volume. Then there is 

more difficult access to the homes Columbia for emergency services( fire department and 

paramedics) because of the protected barriers. A route on a less busy street would be a better 

option 

The route is ill-conceived because it removes 393 parking spaces and provides no other parking 

options. This is a highly pedestrian area and protected bike lanes are butted up next to crosswalks 

making it easy for pedestrians/joggers to step into the protected bike lane unaware. I am surprised 

there is little regard for the downtown/uptown neighborhoods and the parking situation, which has 

existed long before bike lanes were proposed. Businesses will fail because shoppers will abandon the 

area due to no parking. The waterfront has lots of parking and that's not even enough. Downtown 

Vancouver won't survive if the city council won't pay attention to the needs of residents and 

business owners in Downtown and Uptown Vancouver. 

I like that it is a simple route. I think Columbia is a busy road for cars and may be not as safe as a less 

busy street like Daniels. It is not clear if parking mitigation is included in cost estimate I think parking 

for the VA and downtown are important. 
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I live along Columbia St in the northern blocks and am most familiar with that area. The traffic circle 

referred to at 41st St is actually a pedestrian refuge island, which was installed, along with the 

pedestrian islands at 44th and at 39th & Daniels to help pedestrian safety (particularly for school 

children) and to slow traffic. The Columbia Street Corridor option would serve commuters to the 

detriment of residents. It is a solution better suited for a wider street where there is less housing 

density. It ignores the scale of the house and lots on Columbia, it disregards the lack of alleys on 

some blocks and the fact that some blocks are extra long. It does not take into account that people 

live in the houses and they occasionally people move and need to have a moving van in front of their 

house, or they do home improvements and need to have access for a cement truck and contractors, 

or that they may have an emergency and need an ambulance or fire truck. It also ignores the real life 

issues of the high cost and scarcity of housing, which leads to more multi-generational homes and 

more people co-habitating. This makes the need for on-street very real. On a small lot like ours, 

adding off-street parking would mean parking on our front yard, like some homes on Hazel Dell 

Avenue (we have no alley). This also ignores community events of neighborhood garage sales and 

Halloween. This corridor option would visually open up (by removal of parked cars) the street which 

will attract even more cars and higher speeds. I cannot see how it will help pedestrians. I also cannot 

see how it will attract novice bicyclists because it will be like bicycling on a highway. Buffered lanes 

or bollards won't give enough protection where cars are barrelling through. While this option has a 

lower cost, I think there will be on-going mitigation into the future to try to reverse the negative 

impact. There would need to be 2 speed bumps per block southbound and 1 per block northbound 

(although this still wouldn't address safety needs of pedestrians). If this becomes the preferred route 

for bicyclists, there should be consideration to re-routing some of the car traffic. It should be noted 

that Columbia Street (and 39 St) are absorbing a great deal of traffic (and its impacts) because of the 

failing I-5. It will restrict access for those living on Columbia to CVAN because of bike lanes -

particularly when there are bollards. There should be a mobility study for pedestrians. It has become 

very difficult to cross 39th (except at Columbia with the traffic light - except when cars blast through 

the red light). Cars are so focused on getting from A to B that pedestrians are ignored and traffic is so 

heavy that you have to wait a long time for an opening. Columbia restricts where a pedestrian can 

safely walk. Anything that opens up Columbia to higher volumes and higher speeds will exacerbate 

this problem. 

Cars drive to fast. Ruins livability for the residents in the neighborhood -bike lanes are ugly with 

bollards -removes to much parking 

Columbia is such a busy & narrow street. I do not think cyclists would be protected enough from 

vehicles on Columbia. I am also concerned about the safety of cyclists, even in bike lanes, when cars 

are backing out of driveways & unable to see cyclists coming. This takes away way too much parking. 

Dislike: -393 parking spaces removed/will hurt downtown -no left turn lane on Columbia @ 4th Plain 

-Costly mitigation Like: remove traffic circle. Comment - Southbound is downhill - sharrows would be

fine.

There is already too much traffic on this route! It can be dangerous for cars and bikes! Also there is 

parking pressure downtown and will get worse with the removal of spaces!! 

This route only serves a few. It is elitist. I wouldn't take my kids on this route. Make this sharrows 

reduce speed to 20. Keep parking. 
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I have lived on Columbia for 27 years. It is not a safe street for pedestrians. If the city really cares 

about pedestrians, They would have installed more crosswalks or yellow flashing lights a long time 

ago. They would also make more speed bumps similar to the ones on E 5th St. to help slow traffic. 

Columbia has heavy traffic, making it unsafe for people, dogs+cats. Three of my pets have been hit 

on Columbia. Eighty percent of people who live on Columbia don't want their on-street parking 

removed. I am one of them. My home doesn't have anywhere else to park. Columbia. Columbia is 

not wide enough to accomodate bike lanes safely. 

I worry that removing traffic calming devices and cars parked on the sides of Columbia will cause 

higher speeds up and down Columbia, often by people traveling the street more to avoid Interstate 5 

backups and not for neighborhood uses. That will decrease safety for my children and I when walking 

in our neighborhood and when pulling in and out of driveways in the neighborhood. I also don't like 

that this proposed route removes parking in front of homes, some of which have no other parking 

alternative and would require people living in a home to walk from a block or more away. 

Homeowners in these Columbia-inclusive legacy neighborhoods with mobility issues or young 

children need parking out in front of their home for safety reasons. Heck. Safety for women and 

men, too, is compromised when you make them park a block away from their home. I won't feel 

comfortable staying out late any more. I am a single woman with kids who would have to walk a 

block or more to my car in the dark at times. Taking parking spaces away will likely tank property 

values along Columbia. Would you buy a family home with no parking access or limited access? My 

kids and I cycle Columbia Street as it is right now. We navigate it fine. I do think more signage is 

always good, making people aware of the shared road. The new law about having a three-feet buffer 

when appropriate is also welcome. For 20 years, I have been cycling up and down Columbia (to work 

in Vancouver and recreationally) and have not felt a bike lane needed. Most of the cyclists on 

Columbia are hobbyist cyclists and it is not a street with high bicycle use for commuting and getting 

people to and from Portland with ease, lessening the traffic woes we have over the bridge. This 

"solution" might make cyclists feel more comfortable using Columbia, but it comes at the expense of 

homeowners and pedestrians. It might make cars drive faster, too. Cars driven by folks not in 

Columbia-Street n-hoods might love the increased speed that is easier to maintain on a wide open 

road. 

Columbia street is a very busy street for cars. I live in the neighborhood adjacent to the 4th plain to 

12th street section and the traffic is very heavy and Columbia is narrow. I ride a bike but this street is 

too busy even if it had protected lane for bikes. It is a main route for cars to get north south to the 

waterfront and I-5. 

This is a convenience for bike riders not a necessity. Everything about this project is for bikes. Cars 

will be more crowded and the likelihood of accidents will increase. Safety will not be enhanced and it 

will not result in an increase in the use of bicycles only ease of travel for present bicyclists. 

- I like that this is a straight route through but cars also like straight through. Lots of fast traffic. - The

intersections are not safe due to not having ADA accessible sidewalks and the amount of traffic.

Due to the high amount of traffic that uses Columbia street during the morning commute I think this 

is an unsafe option, the street is also pretty wide so with the added bike lanes there's still enough 

room for cars to pass the bicyclists which will make it easier for cars to drive faster. 
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I like that the route connects the street where I live to close to where I work, other downtown 

amenities, and to cross the river to Portland. When I currently ride my bike, I tend to avoid busier 

streets like 45th and Columbia, except when crossing Fourth Plain and Mill Plain, where I prefer to 

cross where there is a light. So, not sure about how safe the busier routes will feel. 

I like this route however feel additional lights are needed along Columbia Street to assure safety with 

bicyclists and traffic merging onto Columbia. As a pedestrian I've nearly been hit several times due to 

cars turning off of side streets. Impaired vision for drivers is also due to cars parked along the side 

streets and Columbia, and not too many street lamps in uptown & north of Fourth Plain 

Too much moving traffic. Too crowded for 2 way protected bike lane. 

Too much vehicle traffic/too many opportunities for conflict with drivers due to narrow street 

,parked cars, low speed of most bikes on the uphill sections. 

Eliminating the left turn lane at 4th plain will cause people to cut through side streets to get to 4th 

plain. These streets are not prepared for that level of traffic (and speed). They are single lane streets 

but allow 2 directional traffic 

Like: -Ability to implement in next couple years -direct Dislike: Columbia has heavy car traffic and 

aggressive drivers. Maybe that's not a problem if protected/buffered. 

Columbia benefits only those that which to commute via Columbia St in the fastest possible path. It 

will not benefit unskilled riders or youth, whose parents will not place their kids on Columbia as 

learners. Every other demographic, such as pedestrians, elderly, low income, families, veterens, etc. 

suffer under this plan. Complete Streets policy states: “One Size doesn’t fit all. Vancouver 

neighborhoods offer something for everyone, and that’s what makes the city great. Each 

neighborhood is different, therefore the application of Complete Streets will be unique to the 

neighborhood.” It also states “Street design shall be flexible and innovative rather than purely 

prescriptive”. The Columbia route shows no uniqueness. It is prescriptive. 

I like the centralized location and the protected bike lanes. I have two young sons and would like to 

bike to the waterfront and farmers market with them but can't imagine doing so without protected 

lanes. 

I like how this is a straight shot of a ride for bikers. There's pros and cons to taking away on street 

parking. Columbia is hard street to cross, even in the car, due to visibility being blocked by parked 

cars. So taking that away is great for safety, but it is unfortunate for those who live there and for the 

veteran's office. Hopefully, the residents have other options for parking 

The route is direct. It allows for crossing arterials at signals which provide safety for the most 

vulnerable users (peds and bikes). The reduction of parking on Columbia may force existing 

commericial parking to relocate in residential neighborhoods, which may not be favorable. However, 

I think that is a small consideration for increased safety of bikes. 

I like the direct north south aspect. I wish it could continue straight north to connect to Burnt Bridge 

Trail closer to I 5 rather than jogging over to Lincoln ( I think that is what it was).As a bike rider, I love 

the protected and/or buffered bike lanes. As a driver and user of downtown Vancouver, I am not so 

sure I like the loss of 393 parking spaces, and I think the folks along that corridor would feel more 

strongly about losing them. It is true that with better path to downtown I would probably opt to ride 

a bike more often than I do now (reducing the need for parking and reducing congestion) 

Of all the options presented, this is my favorite. It is direct and safe. If possible, find ways to preserve 

some portion of on street parking and use this route. 
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Safest, most direct option for bike commuting that is presented for least direct cost. More info is 

needed to detail the impact of street parking, but if the goal is a project to promote bike mobility 

with safety being paramount, this is the best option. 

Currently the paving is so bad, particularly at edges, it is dangerous. Traffic lights at major arterial 

crossings ( Fourth Plain and Mill Plain couplet) are not conducive to bike travel. People who will lose 

on street parking will loudly complain. I use this route now and would appreciate improved paving, 

but otherwise don’t think it is difficult as is. 

This routing is the cheapest of all the proposals and is, as well, the hands down the best for all modes 

of transportation. Too little has been discussed about the danger to pedestrians, cyclists and 

motorists who cross Columbia on their way, for example, to Hough Elementary school. Eliminating 

on-street parking eliminates the sight-line blockages which make this a treacherous street to cross. 

Perhaps that's why so few kids walk to school. I also haven't heard much talk about the inherent 

dangers and complications of cyclists making turns off a bike path which require crossing through-

travel vehicle traffic. Columbia, being a straight shot, renders this danger irrelevant. Motorists like 

bicycles in their own lane and not the unpredictability of sharing a roadway. This proposal solves all 

these issues. 

This is by far the clearest choice for the bike route. The purpose of this project is to encourage more 

trips to be made by bike that otherwise would have been made by a car. This requires a direct, safe 

route, that is visible to the community. If we carefully bend and weave a bike route through the 

neighborhood, no one will even know it's there and will have failed on arrival. The purpose of roads 

first and foremost to move people and goods through the city, and for parking second. While parking 

is an issue on part of Colombia, most of it is empty. We should think of this project in terms of the 

100s of thousands of people that are potential beneficiaries of this infrastructure, and not the few 

hundred houses that will have to walk an extra 50 feet to their car. 

This is the most direct and safest route because it has the fewest amount of stops. It is great for 

riders of all ages and the loss of parking has been greatly exaggerated. Parking north of Fourth Plain 

is underutilized and Vancouver would have a parking issue regardless of a dedicated greenway. In 

fact, cycling helps alleviate the need for parking. Columbia will also be the cheapest because of the 

loss of funds form I-976 and the route connects 5 parks and 2 elementary schools and at 45th St & 

Columbia people are often coming from Hazel Dell. Also, why can't there be a loading zone at the 

northside of the VAC veterans building? 

Even though 393 parking spaces will be eliminated, you have to look at the far outweighing benefits 

of safe bike lanes. This is our future. Vote in favor of the bike lanes. 

Pretty much summed it up above. Sorry some might lose on-street parking, but providing safe spaces 

for bikers is planning for the future not hiding in the past. Bikers deserve at least one north-south 

safe thoroughfare and Columbia St. makes the most sense. 

Bicycle safety. Direct route. A logical choice. 

Direct, convenient and safe for cyclists. 

I appreciate its directness and the idea of buffered lanes. I ride my bike with my kids sometimes and 

a route like this is something they can follow more easily and can understand its navigation. what I 

don't like is the hill, but that's for any route. 

Direct route Protected & buffered bike lanes. Having been up & down Columbia as it currently 

stands, it did not feel safe for bicycle/car mix sharing the road. I would like to bike more but don't 
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feel safe navigating the west side corridor today. Good bike access & safety will be a big plus for 

liveability in Vancouver. 

It is direct, safe and less costly 

Vancouver needs to plan ahead in regards to downtown's infrastructure. This route would offer safe, 

direct travel for bicyclists who are and will be a larger factor in coming years. Not only that, but it will 

be the most cost effective measure to take because their is already scheduled work to do along 

Columbia, and it is already a well it area. The fact that Columbia is already developed, with lighting 

and sidewalks, is part of what makes this a cost effective decision. A big benefit of this route is less 

turns are necessary to go all the way down to the waterfront, and any bicyclist knows less turning in 

traffic equals less danger. It is a cheaper, safer, more effective option, compared to the other options 

being proposed. 

I like this route the best because its the safest, most direct, and cheapest. 

A safe route to downtown Vancouver. 

By far the safest and best option for cyclists 

I currently use this route for commuting by bike and strongly support the cycling improvements 

proposed. Street pavement is very broken and rough so repaving would also be a great 

improvement. 

Provides maximum protection for cyclists-regardless of category of rider or destination that utilizes 

this route as a connector. 

This is the easiest route for all ages and abilities to ride from Salmon Creek/Hazel Dell to the I-5 

bridge -- it is well lit and there are no turns. 

This is the best route for all ages and abilities. All the other routes will not be used by most cyclists. 

Strava and anyone who really uses their bike (vs just has one in the garage) is very clear on that 

point. It's the only route we can implement now. Do we really want to put off safety (16 collisions/yr) 

until---whenever we can do something on another street? Our new motto for Vancouver: Move to 

Vancouver! Bring your car, store it at taxpayer expense on public streets, but don't bring your bike or 

shoes. Grrrrrr. 

it is the safest options for all modes of transportation and can be implemented immediately at the 

lowest cost 

This route is the safest option for cyclists and is also affordable. It's also already funded. 

Vancouver needs safe, accessible, interconnected and cost effective bike and pedestrian solutions. 

The Columbia route is our best choice. 

Dewey 

Only safe route. Only direct route. 

This puts the primary bike route all on one street. This might not be popular with people owning 

property on that street, but it would definitely make bike commuters navigation much easier. This 

also may be safer as drivers will become accustomed to bikes on that route. 

I would be thrilled if improvements were made on Columbia for bicycle and pedestrian traffic. As it 

currently is, street parking significantly reduces visibility for pedestrians attempting to cross the 

street at Columbia, as well as for drivers hoping to enter or cross traffic here. My daughters and I 

have nearly been hit multiple times when attempting to cross Columbia on foot (at 21st and 23rd 

particularly). This is a huge hazard given its proximity to Hough Elementary, where most students 

walk to and from school. Additionally, if we as a city are to respond responsibly to the growing 

threats of climate change, it is essential that we encourage and facilitate safe transportation 
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alternatives to fossil-fuel-burning vehicles. This certainly includes bicycle lanes, and it should also 

include incorporation of light rail (but I understand that we can only address one controversial facet 

at a time ;). 

Even north of 4th Plain, there are businesses--dentists, restaurant--that already put a great deal of 

pressure on resident parking. Eliminating parking on Columbia would be disastrous for resident 

parking, increase danger for children and the many elderly, eliminate the possibility of bus route. 

Columbia is a street that everyone wants to use. If the concern is safety, why would you chose one of 

the busiest north/south streets and add bikes to it? The car volume is high and people tend to speed. 

Also it is a narrow street. This option makes no sense to me! I walk this street delivering 

neighborhood newsletters, among other reasons. It is not realistic to add bikes to the mix and 

assume that it will be safe. Even if traffic calming measures are added, it is not a realistic choice. We 

should be looking at the safest route for bikes with the least traffic! I live between Columbia and 

Daniels, and I see more bikes on Daniels than on Columbia. These are frequently families out 

exploring the city. I am concerned about the impact on businesses if this route becomes the choice. 

As part of that, I am also very concerned with the loss of local parking. 

It removes too much parking downtown on already crowded streets. It removes controlled turn 

lanes which drives commuter traffic onto neighboring streets to jump across major arterials. 

Columbia is a very busy, relatively narrow street already and I would prefer to bike on streets off of 

Columbia for safety reasons. 

I confuse with description. Map don't show protection all description. Cost not right? Busy street is 

trouble if not protected enough. 

Dislike: that would be less safe for pedestrians crossing at Fourth Plain, as the left hand turn 

lane/light will be removed, making more chance a vehicle turning left on a green light could hit a 

pedestrian who would have a walk signal to cross at the same time. Like: that it is the only and most 

direct, main route, to waterfront and best option for bicycle commuters. Dislike making a complete 

street in a long standing neighborhood where there is really no room for. I live/work/walk here and 

know firsthand not a lot of bicycle traffic or bike commuters, especially in the cold and rainy seasons. 

This route is the safest route for cyclists and pedestrians, and is the only direct route. 

The notion that 393 parking spaces will be lost is kind of silly since the vast majority of that parking is 

never used. At any rate Columbia St between 4th Plain and 13th is dangerous for drivers, pedestrians 

and cyclists. I don't like that this is a "bike" mobility project because it's really a lot more than that. 

Every time I try to drive across Columbia at 21st St, I am very anxious because parked cars are 

blocking my view of oncoming traffic. It's even worse walking or on a bike. It's just a matter of time 

before a pedestrian gets killed her, but no one seems to care about that. 

this is the only viable option for true contiguous, multi-mode transportation. if Vancouver had two 

adjacent & contiguous one-way streets from hazel dell to the waterfront (like williams and 

vancouver in Portland), this would be the best option. we do not have (nor do I believe we can 

realistically expect) this. columbia is our best single street option. leaving columbia as is does not 

serve citizens in 2020. the street is dangerous and poorly designed for the kind of motor vehicle 

traffic it gets to say nothing of it's lack of features as a COMPLETE STREET. the city adopted 

COMPLETE STREETS many years ago now. it's time to see this vision take shape in a meaningful way. 

I like that this route will provide safe route for a variety of bicyclists. A healthy, safe non motorized 

route is good for adults, children and families. Thank you. 
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Bad choice. Pick a route on a quiet, less used street. Too busy, too fast, affects too many residents 

and businesses who would lose on-street parking. Lose left hand turn lane onto fourth plain from 

columbia. Bad choice! 

removing parking for hundreds of homes will create an unsafe situation for both the homeowners 

and the vehicles that are left where owners cannot see their cars. This is a terrible idea. 

This route presents multiple serious problems, with no apparent consideration of mitigations. The 

loss of parking is unacceptable. The bike lanes will be difficult to clean and maintain. Cars will drive 

faster on Columbia. This solution will leave drivers, bicyclists, and residents unhappy. 

5 small(2 medians, 1 roundabout, 2 speed bumps) and 1 large(on-street parked cars) traffic calming 

features will be removed. Only 2 small traffic calming features will be installed (2speed bumps). This 

WILL lead to higher speeds on Columbia, due to the wide open views. Restricted views are a LARGE 

natural calming factor, which currently exist on Columbia, but will be gone if this route is 

implemented. When the residents lose their parking spaces on Columbia, creativity will set in. They 

will begin to make more parking spaces on the alleys which have very low visibility of pedestrians 

when approaching the sidewalks. They will also begin parking in small garages which are TOO CLOSE 

to the sidewalks. This, paired with the facts that there are no other improvements for pedestrians, 

will put pedestrians at higher risk than they are today. During the city's traffic study, there were 3 

cyclists and 5 pedestrians involved in a crash with a vehicle on Columbia St. The injuries to the 

pedestrians were more severe than to the cyclists. Currently, pedestrians are at higher risk than 

cyclists. Upon implementation of this route, cyclists may or may not (the jury is still out) be safer on 

Columbia, but it will come at the cost of increasing the danger to pedestrians even further than it is 

today. The city missed an opportunity to increase safety for pedestrians by "bulbing out" the corner 

ramps into the street on Columbia. This would have increased traffic calming as well as reduced the 

distance that pedestrians need to be in the street while crossing Columbia. 

Not safe for walkers. Sidewalks/alleys/driveways are making it dangerous for people walking. Take 

the parked cars away and it will be a freeway! Nothing to slow down the cars from ripping through 

the neighborhood. Fix the sidewalks and leave the parked cars to slow down cars! Also, no way I'll 

ever take my kids on Columbia. Plastic wands don't keep anyone safe! 

This is the only route that fully meets safety needs for cyclists and pedestrians. It is the only route 

that connects key destinations, links together all of our west side neighborhoods, and provides 

access to business districts, the waterfront, and the I-5 bridge. It is the only route that is safe and 

buffered for novice rides and the only route that will let experienced riders be safe while traveling at 

speed. Currently most of the parking on Columbia is under-utilized except for a couple block stretch 

around 20th street. However, parking in that zone will already be impacted by increased density (in 

fill, ADUs, new condos, etc). If we don't carve out a spot for bikes and pedestrians, we will never 

have any safe options besides congested vehicle driving. 

This route is the ONLY route that can be implemented immediately, has funding already earmarked, 

and provides a cost-effective and safe route for cyclists. We would not need to add expensive, 

additional crossing signals or complicated bike infrastructure that would require a lot of community 

education for safe use. This is the best route our of the 6. 

This is the most direct route for cyclists. It is the least expensive and will be complete the soonest. It 

will provide much need traffic calming additions that are greatly needed on Columbia. This model 

also has the best modes to protect all travelers on Columbia, young and old, walkers, cyclists and 

motorized vehicles. 
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Cost, Feasibility, and Implementation (29) 

We lose parking we need for lanes we don't need. We lose money that can be used for better things. 

Like: more places to bike that are maybe safer. 

Lower cost option but very high impact to existing homes and businesses, especially loss of parking 

and changes to vehicle travel lanes. 

Removing close to 400 parking spots in this area is a horrible idea, especially for our veterans!! Many 

of these veterans are disabled and need close parking access and it's shameful to remove easy access 

for them. I live in the Hough Neighborhood and there are very few bikers to justify the removal of so 

many parking spaces! The vast majority of our houses do not have garages and rely on street 

parking. Let me reiterate: I hardly see any bikers in our area. The cost for this project AND the impact 

of removed parking has me voting a hard NO on this. 

There are too many people that drive / own cars on that street that depend on street parking. 

Removing street parking will cause a hardship for tenants and landowners 

There are better and less expensive options. 

I disagree with any bike route in our city; especially routes which cost me additional tax dollars. 

Additionally, I do not agree with the municipality encouraging cyclists to falsely believe they have 

right of way without reasonable thought or question. I've been yelled at, spit at and treated as 

subhuman on more than one occasion. 

Like: -Ability to implement in next couple years -direct Dislike: Columbia has heavy car traffic and 

aggressive drivers. Maybe that's not a problem if protected/buffered. 

Safest, most direct option for bike commuting that is presented for least direct cost. More info is 

needed to detail the impact of street parking, but if the goal is a project to promote bike mobility 

with safety being paramount, this is the best option. 

This routing is the cheapest of all the proposals and is, as well, the hands down the best for all modes 

of transportation. Too little has been discussed about the danger to pedestrians, cyclists and 

motorists who cross Columbia on their way, for example, to Hough Elementary school. Eliminating 

on-street parking eliminates the sight-line blockages which make this a treacherous street to cross. 

Perhaps that's why so few kids walk to school. I also haven't heard much talk about the inherent 

dangers and complications of cyclists making turns off a bike path which require crossing through-

travel vehicle traffic. Columbia, being a straight shot, renders this danger irrelevant. Motorists like 

bicycles in their own lane and not the unpredictability of sharing a roadway. This proposal solves all 

these issues. 

This is the most direct and safest route because it has the fewest amount of stops. It is great for 

riders of all ages and the loss of parking has been greatly exaggerated. Parking north of Fourth Plain 

is underutilized and Vancouver would have a parking issue regardless of a dedicated greenway. In 

fact, cycling helps alleviate the need for parking. Columbia will also be the cheapest because of the 

loss of funds form I-976 and the route connects 5 parks and 2 elementary schools and at 45th St & 

Columbia people are often coming from Hazel Dell. Also, why can't there be a loading zone at the 

northside of the VAC veterans building? 

It is direct, safe and less costly 
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Vancouver needs to plan ahead in regards to downtown's infrastructure. This route would offer safe, 

direct travel for bicyclists who are and will be a larger factor in coming years. Not only that, but it will 

be the most cost effective measure to take because their is already scheduled work to do along 

Columbia, and it is already a well it area. The fact that Columbia is already developed, with lighting 

and sidewalks, is part of what makes this a cost effective decision. A big benefit of this route is less 

turns are necessary to go all the way down to the waterfront, and any bicyclist knows less turning in 

traffic equals less danger. It is a cheaper, safer, more effective option, compared to the other options 

being proposed. 

I like this route the best because its the safest, most direct, and cheapest. 

it is the safest options for all modes of transportation and can be implemented immediately at the 

lowest cost 

This route is the safest option for cyclists and is also affordable. It's also already funded. 

Vancouver needs safe, accessible, interconnected and cost effective bike and pedestrian solutions. 

The Columbia route is our best choice. 

Like - cheap, straight shot Dislike - loss of parking, shared use path, removal of traffic circle 

Though it is the least expensive option, it has the largest impact on residents along Columbia. 

Between losing parking, and adding bikes to an already crowded street, vehicle wise, seems insane. If 

this route is chosen, and I had a business along Columbia, I'd be looking to relocate it. 

Pros: - The route is direct and uncomplicated for cyclists; it doesn't force cyclists to meander to and 

fro to access downtown and the waterfront. - It consists of only protected/buffered bike lanes. - It is 

much more straightforward to implement than some of the other alternatives. Cons: - Some 

problematic spots along Columbia will have parking removed—the blocks between 18th and 21st (or 

maybe even 23rd), and the blocks in front of the Veterans Assistance Center. 

It appears to be the most simple efficient and cost effective solution. 

This will cost too much money for very few using it. 

this is my least favorite of the options; far too polarizing for the community. The only good thing 

about it is that it might be less expensive than other options, but the costs do not outweigh the 

negatives in this case 

This is the simplest route, seemingly easiest to conceive and implement, and the most direct route 

for me to work. I commute every day on bike to Portland and this route would serve me perfectly I 

already take this route now, and will continue with or without this route being selected. 

This is by far the superior choice of all options presented. It is direct, cheap, and does the most good. 

This is the best route by far. It is direct, without useless detours. It is funded, inexpensive, and 

doesn't have complex impacts to traffic/future improvements. 

I confuse with description. Map don't show protection all description. Cost not right? Busy street is 
trouble if not protected enough. 

This route is the ONLY route that can be implemented immediately, has funding already earmarked, 
and provides a cost-effective and safe route for cyclists. We would not need to add expensive, 
additional crossing signals or complicated bike infrastructure that would require a lot of community 
education for safe use. This is the best route our of the 6. 

This is the most direct route for cyclists. It is the least expensive and will be complete the soonest. It 
will provide much need traffic calming additions that are greatly needed on Columbia. This model 
also has the best modes to protect all travelers on Columbia, young and old, walkers, cyclists and 
motorized vehicles. 
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This route is the ONLY route that can be implemented immediately, has funding already earmarked, 
and provides a cost-effective and safe route for cyclists. We would not need to add expensive, 
additional crossing signals or complicated bike infrastructure that would require a lot of community 
education for safe use. This is the best route our of the 6. 

This is the most direct route for cyclists. It is the least expensive and will be complete the soonest. It 
will provide much need traffic calming additions that are greatly needed on Columbia. This model 
also has the best modes to protect all travelers on Columbia, young and old, walkers, cyclists and 
motorized vehicles. 

 

Community Impacts (64 comments) 

Lower cost option but very high impact to existing homes and businesses, especially loss of parking 

and changes to vehicle travel lanes. 

Removing close to 400 parking spots in this area is a horrible idea, especially for our veterans!! Many 

of these veterans are disabled and need close parking access and it's shameful to remove easy access 

for them. I live in the Hough Neighborhood and there are very few bikers to justify the removal of so 

many parking spaces! The vast majority of our houses do not have garages and rely on street 

parking. Let me reiterate: I hardly see any bikers in our area. The cost for this project AND the impact 

of removed parking has me voting a hard NO on this. 

Though it is the least expensive option, it has the largest impact on residents along Columbia. 

Between losing parking, and adding bikes to an already crowded street, vehicle wise, seems insane. If 

this route is chosen, and I had a business along Columbia, I'd be looking to relocate it. 

this is my least favorite of the options; far too polarizing for the community. The only good thing 

about it is that it might be less expensive than other options, but the costs do not outweigh the 

negatives in this case 

(1) "Does not require people biking to travel out of direction"- from where? I live closer to Main 

Street as it is one block closer to where I live, and don't use Columbia because it is out of the way. 

Main Street is also 20 mph south of Fourth Plain from where I take it. (2) Entire length of what 

corridor? Main Street goes across I-5 and continues, while Columbia does not. (3) I don't understand 

the "access to residents with limited or restricted transportation options". If we mean non-cyclists 

who can't afford a decent bike, then this solution does not address the other modes like CTRAN, 

walking, etc. (4) I see existing traffic calming measures being removed and protected bike lanes 

removing parking that also is traffic calming. How on earth is this even better for pedestrians? There 

is no traffic circle on 41st street. Are you saying that the pedestrian island is being removed? My 

personal experience is that implementations like these only ends up increasing speed and this is 

through neighborhoods with children. Cyclists not sharing the lane with motorist also means that 

motorist aren't as attentive to the cyclists anymore, and I question if this could cause an increase in 

issues at the intersections, especially for all the existing driveways and roads that would cross these 

cycle lanes. See the following link recently published by the Insurance Institute for Highway Safety: 

https://www.iihs.org/news/detail/some-protected-bike-lanes-leave-cyclists-vulnerable-to-injury (5) 

A lot of parking being removed Is the true cost of this solution inclusive of offsetting the impacts to 

businesses and residents? I don't see how there is a net community benefit unless this is addressed. 

This route between 4th plain and 12 st removes to many parking spots for residents and local 

businesses. It is also not the safest for bikes because of the high car traffic volume. Then there is 
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more difficult access to the homes Columbia for emergency services( fire department and 

paramedics) because of the protected barriers. A route on a less busy street would be a better 

option 

The route is ill-conceived because it removes 393 parking spaces and provides no other parking 

options. This is a highly pedestrian area and protected bike lanes are butted up next to crosswalks 

making it easy for pedestrians/joggers to step into the protected bike lane unaware. I am surprised 

there is little regard for the downtown/uptown neighborhoods and the parking situation, which has 

existed long before bike lanes were proposed. Businesses will fail because shoppers will abandon the 

area due to no parking. The waterfront has lots of parking and that's not even enough. Downtown 

Vancouver won't survive if the city council won't pay attention to the needs of residents and 

business owners in Downtown and Uptown Vancouver. 

I live along Columbia St in the northern blocks and am most familiar with that area. The traffic circle 

referred to at 41st St is actually a pedestrian refuge island, which was installed, along with the 

pedestrian islands at 44th and at 39th & Daniels to help pedestrian safety (particularly for school 

children) and to slow traffic. The Columbia Street Corridor option would serve commuters to the 

detriment of residents. It is a solution better suited for a wider street where there is less housing 

density. It ignores the scale of the house and lots on Columbia, it disregards the lack of alleys on 

some blocks and the fact that some blocks are extra long. It does not take into account that people 

live in the houses and they occasionally people move and need to have a moving van in front of their 

house, or they do home improvements and need to have access for a cement truck and contractors, 

or that they may have an emergency and need an ambulance or fire truck. It also ignores the real life 

issues of the high cost and scarcity of housing, which leads to more multi-generational homes and 

more people co-habitating. This makes the need for on-street very real. On a small lot like ours, 

adding off-street parking would mean parking on our front yard, like some homes on Hazel Dell 

Avenue (we have no alley). This also ignores community events of neighborhood garage sales and 

Halloween. This corridor option would visually open up (by removal of parked cars) the street which 

will attract even more cars and higher speeds. I cannot see how it will help pedestrians. I also cannot 

see how it will attract novice bicyclists because it will be like bicycling on a highway. Buffered lanes 

or bollards won't give enough protection where cars are barrelling through. While this option has a 

lower cost, I think there will be on-going mitigation into the future to try to reverse the negative 

impact. There would need to be 2 speed bumps per block southbound and 1 per block northbound 

(although this still wouldn't address safety needs of pedestrians). If this becomes the preferred route 

for bicyclists, there should be consideration to re-routing some of the car traffic. It should be noted 

that Columbia Street (and 39 St) are absorbing a great deal of traffic (and its impacts) because of the 

failing I-5. It will restrict access for those living on Columbia to CVAN because of bike lanes -

particularly when there are bollards. There should be a mobility study for pedestrians. It has become 

very difficult to cross 39th (except at Columbia with the traffic light - except when cars blast through 

the red light). Cars are so focused on getting from A to B that pedestrians are ignored and traffic is so 

heavy that you have to wait a long time for an opening. Columbia restricts where a pedestrian can 

safely walk. Anything that opens up Columbia to higher volumes and higher speeds will exacerbate 

this problem. 

Cars drive to fast. Ruins livability for the residents in the neighborhood -bike lanes are ugly with 

bollards -removes to much parking 
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I worry that removing traffic calming devices and cars parked on the sides of Columbia will cause 

higher speeds up and down Columbia, often by people traveling the street more to avoid Interstate 5 

backups and not for neighborhood uses. That will decrease safety for my children and I when walking 

in our neighborhood and when pulling in and out of driveways in the neighborhood. I also don't like 

that this proposed route removes parking in front of homes, some of which have no other parking 

alternative and would require people living in a home to walk from a block or more away. 

Homeowners in these Columbia-inclusive legacy neighborhoods with mobility issues or young 

children need parking out in front of their home for safety reasons. Heck. Safety for women and 

men, too, is compromised when you make them park a block away from their home. I won't feel 

comfortable staying out late any more. I am a single woman with kids who would have to walk a 

block or more to my car in the dark at times. Taking parking spaces away will likely tank property 

values along Columbia. Would you buy a family home with no parking access or limited access? My 

kids and I cycle Columbia Street as it is right now. We navigate it fine. I do think more signage is 

always good, making people aware of the shared road. The new law about having a three-feet buffer 

when appropriate is also welcome. For 20 years, I have been cycling up and down Columbia (to work 

in Vancouver and recreationally) and have not felt a bike lane needed. Most of the cyclists on 

Columbia are hobbyist cyclists and it is not a street with high bicycle use for commuting and getting 

people to and from Portland with ease, lessening the traffic woes we have over the bridge. This 

"solution" might make cyclists feel more comfortable using Columbia, but it comes at the expense of 

homeowners and pedestrians. It might make cars drive faster, too. Cars driven by folks not in 

Columbia-Street n-hoods might love the increased speed that is easier to maintain on a wide open 

road. 

Columbia street is a very busy street for cars. I live in the neighborhood adjacent to the 4th plain to 

12th street section and the traffic is very heavy and Columbia is narrow. I ride a bike but this street is 

too busy even if it had protected lane for bikes. It is a main route for cars to get north south to the 

waterfront and I-5. 

This is a convenience for bike riders not a necessity. Everything about this project is for bikes. Cars 

will be more crowded and the likelihood of accidents will increase. Safety will not be enhanced and it 

will not result in an increase in the use of bicycles only ease of travel for present bicyclists. 

Eliminating the left turn lane at 4th plain will cause people to cut through side streets to get to 4th 

plain. These streets are not prepared for that level of traffic (and speed). They are single lane streets 

but allow 2 directional traffic 

Adding to congestion with removal of parking spaces and turn lanes. 

Dislike: Compromising an established vehicular route with bike lanes. Loss of street parking. 

This is a small business killer. Many of the businesses along this route do not have access to private 

parking. Remove the street parking and you'll not only lose current businesses but also dissuade 

potential new businesses from coming in. 

I can't support a project that disadvantages Veteran's or take >300 parking places from this heritage 

area. That's begging for trouble. I also won't support a straight line that privileges commuters over 

all over riders like families. This is an awful ride for 90 or so riders. 

Complete disregard for the Residents that are on or nearby Columbia Street that rely / need for 

parking. 
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This seems an excellent route from a bicyclist's point of view as both a good north-south 

thoroughfare to I-5 Bridge South... w/ good connections on the northern end to Lincoln Ave, Hazel 

Dell Ave, and the Burnt Bridge Trail (at multiple locations)... and excellent access to the N-S 

commercial "spine" of Vancouver. However, without adding significant investments to offset the 

impacts to today's car-centric residential and business users for parking and transit impacts... this 

proposal seems too large a leap for the current time if the parking impacts cannot be reduced by 

100s of spaces through other "acceptable" investments scattered along the route. 

I like this route if it was only one north-south lane, affecting only one side of parking on Columbia, 

using another north-south-running street for the opposite bike lane. I like 4 & 5. I have a family 

member with limited mobility and two children. Parking a block or more away from our home is 

unsafe, inconvenient, and will decrease the value of my home on Columbia. Would you buy a house 

with no parking ability for family members, visitors, service providers? My children and I cycle on 

Columbia now. 

I think taking out parking would be bad for the neighborhood and for uptown village businesses. I 

would like to see Columbia Street be a shared (greenway) road but keep the parking. Commuters by 

bike usually are used to riding with traffic. 

The removal of 393 parking spaces on Columbia Street would do a great disservice to people who 

live and work near Columbia, and removing parking in front of the Clark County Veterans Assistance 

Center would make it incredibly inconvenient for people who use those services. 

Too many parking spaces taken away - number of cyclists do not justify the full impact on the many 

residents living on this route Cost $$ 

Dislike disregard of strong demand for resident, guest, nearby business parking demands, also risk of 

business impacts and property devaluation. 

Highest on street parking reduction. VA parking significantly reduced. Community, disabled Vets and 

families would be better served with a route that offers compromise. This is a one sided plan for 

cyclists. 

I dislike the removal of on-street parking in neighborhoods without providing all residents with 

viable, convenient options and I dislike the removal of the the left-turn pockets at Fourth Plain 

Boulevard because it will cause traffic to backup at the intersection behind cars waiting to turn left. 

There are no bus routes that use Columbia Street anymore, so there is no transit connection. 

The impact of removing street parking for residents dis-proportionally impacts residents 24/7/365. It 

hurts the people that need the street-parking the most, (less able-bodied people, parents with small 

children, people experiencing medical events like recovering from major surgery or going through 

chemo therapy), and permanently impacts people who live there in favor of people who have other 

options for riding their bikes, and who are just passing through. Removing street/convenient/close-

to-home parking for folks after many have lived for years there, is taking the rug out from people. It 

takes the rug out in favor of 'solving' a problem that does not exist. Cyclists ride safely, motorists 

drive safely, and pedestrians walk safely along Columbia street already. This is a disproportionate 

burden to place on a large group of people for the convenience of an even smaller group of people. 

Lastly, the times when people would need to park closer to their homes the most (late at night, ice, 

snowy, extremely hot weather) are the very times that cyclists won't be using the space to cycle. This 

just isn't just, it's not equitable, and it's not right. Say it out loud: You are taking away people's place 

to park closest to their HOME in favor of people who don't live there, and are passing through. 
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There is absolutely no justification for removing parking from people who live here and pay taxes 

just to serve the needs of a handful of entitled cyclists. Most people in these older neighborhoods do 

not have off street parking. The side streets are at or near parking capacity and will not be able to 

support the extra cars from Columbia. We really do not need a biking path of any kind, but should 

you choose to pursue that option, we should have a greenway on a quiet side street (such as Daniels) 

without removing parking and damaging the livability of the neighborhoods. Please, please, please 

DO NOT consider this route. It will do much more harm than good. CHOOSE OPTION #7 - SIMPLY 

PAVE COLUMBIA AND FORGET THIS WHOLE RIDICULOUS IDEA. 

This route is extremely one-sided; all in favor of bicyclists. I'm all for removing some parking to gain a 

bike lane, but not at the complete expense of complete parking removal and overload potential on 

side streets. This plan also does not include any traffic calming devices, which Columbia desperately 

needs with or without bike lanes added. Columbia is a commuter corridor already and residents 

along this street take the brunt of heavy traffic to and from downtown; adding bike access to the 

already busy street just furthers that homeowners that live on and near Columbia are not being 

considered in the equation. 

This route, eliminates too many parking spaces! Side roads are already packed in the evenings. 

People with limited mobility/health issues will have to park further away from their homes. Many 

homes in the area, due to their size are shared dwellings or have or were planing to add an ADU, this 

is an affordable housing option that helps address our current crisis, reducing parking (adding 

pressure to the side streets) eliminates viable housing options. I for one would be less likely to visit 

businesses downtown as parking pressures increase. This is a year round improvement that will likely 

only be used by a small group when the sun is out, the rest of us must deal with the consequences all 

of the time (evenings, rains, ice & snow). 

We own on Columbia, it is a family home. Many homes on our street have no parking/driveway 

access and rely on parking on Columbia. Our corner does not allow us to park on the adjacent street 

because there is another home there that also has no access to parking elsewhere and utilizes that 

space. This project will greatly devalue our home, and its usability, if the only people who can live 

there are car-less. Much of the neighborhood is setup this way, with very few actual driveways and 

very little parking. This bike path will eliminate the majority of parking for our homes. 

This option would be a huge impact on street parking. This is the most direct route so if the decision 

is to screw up Columbia anyway, it is the best of the three. 

Too much parking loss when there are other options nearby that have less impact for businesses and 

residences. I can see why cyclists prefer this as the most direct route, but the cost to neighborhood 

livability is too high. 

1. This route is already a main street for auto traffic while other roads are less trafficked and less

affecting to parking 2. Uptown businesses use Columbia for worker parking 3. Upsets historical

Hough neighborhood - few choices for off st. parking 4. Possible future route for light rail 5. Hurts

businesses on Columbia - both present and future 6. 700 parking places eliminated 7. Will kill bus

transit stops along the route

Parking is a major issue in this neighborhood because it is an old historic neighborhood; therefore, 

many residences do not have driveways or garages for parking. Thus on street parking is very 

important. Also the increase in density due to an explosion in new apartment buildings in the area 

has increased the demand for parking. I believe that bike safety is important, but let’s be realistic. 

How many people who own a bike, do not own a car? How many people ride their bike downtown in 



Westside Bike Mobility Project Public Outreach Summary 49 

the rain? Another concern is property values. Lack of parking will negatively impact property values. 

Traffic on Columbia is a great concern especially when the freeway gets backed up. Removing the 

traffic circles will not slow down traffic. I think we need more traffic circles. Side streets are very 

congested now. Again parking needs are not going to disappear. 

I am concerned about parking impacts of this plan and its effects on Downtown Vancouver's small 

business community. 

It's morally wrong to displace veterans from the place they services 

This route causes the most damage to businesses, historic structures and our veterans. 

This route feels like it would create immense animosity between the neighbors & biking community. 

Many people I know are already worried about the value of their property and impact on their lives. 

Still showing route for 41st to 45, completely screwing those residence w/o side streets. I Bike a lot, 

only the large Groups use Columbia, us commuters Aual This roud 

This is currently the only north south car route that is relatively free of "extra" stuff. You need to 

reserve this street for cars only, bikes will just plug up this great route for cars. 

Who comes up with this stuff? Seriously? A main thoroughfare, constantly in use for residence who 

are traveling N-S, viable route for all types of transportation (including bikes, boarders, runners, 

walkers) is going to be eradicated for a designated bike route? Let’s get serious, stop wasting time 

and money, and select a reasonable solution/route for cyclists (who are grossly out numbered by 

motorists) not a main thoroughfare for motor traffic which already includes space for bikes, runners, 

boarders, walkers, etc. 

Safest, most direct option for bike commuting that is presented for least direct cost. More info is 

needed to detail the impact of street parking, but if the goal is a project to promote bike mobility 

with safety being paramount, this is the best option. 

This is by far the superior choice of all options presented. It is direct, cheap, and does the most good. 

I like the direct north south aspect. I wish it could continue straight north to connect to Burnt Bridge 

Trail closer to I 5 rather than jogging over to Lincoln ( I think that is what it was).As a bike rider, I love 

the protected and/or buffered bike lanes. As a driver and user of downtown Vancouver, I am not so 

sure I like the loss of 393 parking spaces, and I think the folks along that corridor would feel more 

strongly about losing them. It is true that with better path to downtown I would probably opt to ride 

a bike more often than I do now (reducing the need for parking and reducing congestion) 

Currently the paving is so bad, particularly at edges, it is dangerous. Traffic lights at major arterial 

crossings ( Fourth Plain and Mill Plain couplet) are not conducive to bike travel. People who will lose 

on street parking will loudly complain. I use this route now and would appreciate improved paving, 

but otherwise don’t think it is difficult as is. 

This is by far the clearest choice for the bike route. The purpose of this project is to encourage more 

trips to be made by bike that otherwise would have been made by a car. This requires a direct, safe 

route, that is visible to the community. If we carefully bend and weave a bike route through the 

neighborhood, no one will even know it's there and will have failed on arrival. The purpose of roads 

first and foremost to move people and goods through the city, and for parking second. While parking 

is an issue on part of Colombia, most of it is empty. We should think of this project in terms of the 

100s of thousands of people that are potential beneficiaries of this infrastructure, and not the few 

hundred houses that will have to walk an extra 50 feet to their car. 

Even though 393 parking spaces will be eliminated, you have to look at the far outweighing benefits 

of safe bike lanes. This is our future. Vote in favor of the bike lanes. 
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Direct route Protected & buffered bike lanes. Having been up & down Columbia as it currently 

stands, it did not feel safe for bicycle/car mix sharing the road. I would like to bike more but don't 

feel safe navigating the west side corridor today. Good bike access & safety will be a big plus for 

liveability in Vancouver. 

This is the best route for all ages and abilities. All the other routes will not be used by most cyclists. 

Strava and anyone who really uses their bike (vs just has one in the garage) is very clear on that 

point. It's the only route we can implement now. Do we really want to put off safety (16 collisions/yr) 

until---whenever we can do something on another street? Our new motto for Vancouver: Move to 

Vancouver! Bring your car, store it at taxpayer expense on public streets, but don't bring your bike or 

shoes. Grrrrrr. 

I would be thrilled if improvements were made on Columbia for bicycle and pedestrian traffic. As it 

currently is, street parking significantly reduces visibility for pedestrians attempting to cross the 

street at Columbia, as well as for drivers hoping to enter or cross traffic here. My daughters and I 

have nearly been hit multiple times when attempting to cross Columbia on foot (at 21st and 23rd 

particularly). This is a huge hazard given its proximity to Hough Elementary, where most students 

walk to and from school. Additionally, if we as a city are to respond responsibly to the growing 

threats of climate change, it is essential that we encourage and facilitate safe transportation 

alternatives to fossil-fuel-burning vehicles. This certainly includes bicycle lanes, and it should also 

include incorporation of light rail (but I understand that we can only address one controversial facet 

at a time ;). 

Columbia makes the most sense! While it may never have been planned it is now time to step up and 

plan for the future- NOW! Give the 393 &/or Legacy neighborhoods a tax break for 3-5 years so they 

can start thinking differently & get rid of their cars that sit parked! Or better yet, encourage them to 

get on their bike & ride! 

I really like that this is a clear, obvious route. It provides easy access down an important 

transportation corridor and allows for multiple neighborhoods to utilize it. As someone who uses 

Columbia for biking, this is my preferred option. It is a shame that many parking spots would be 

eliminated, but based on available data, this would primarily only impact areas south of 4th Plain. I 

would like to see the city improve parking availability for businesses in the Uptown Village area as a 

compromise to this route option which would help ease pressure on the residents who would be 

most impacted by this. I understand the many concerns residents have and empathize with their loss 

of parking and concerns about access, but for the greater good, I feel that that may be a necessary 

sacrifice. In the long run, a bike lane on this route is the best solution. 

I know you will discount me because I’m old and you’ll think my opinion doesn’t matter, but I’ve 

lived long enough to know a bad idea when I see one. It’s extremely difficult to find a parking space 

as it is now. My daughter and I went to a business on Columbia and after driving around for 20 

minutes (using carbon fuel by the way) finally found parking that was for two hours, yet our 

appointment was for 3 hours, so naturally I had to send someone out to “plug” the meter. Which we 

received a ticket anyway because we are expected to move the car and find a different parking spot, 

so it doesn’t matter if we plug the meter for extra time, we have to move the car. (Again using 

carbon fuel) On what planet does this make sense? Now if you expect me to walk (the sidewalks 

have caused me to tumble a few times due to the uneven mess) or take transit ( walk to a bus, again 

hoping I don’t trip over the sidewalks in disarray) wait for a bus that goes two blocks, then doesn’t 

let me off close, so again, chance another walk in uneven sidewalks. My 3 hour appointment is now 5 
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hours. Or maybe at my age I can ride my bike?? Again what planet does this make sense? I’m in my 

90’s. Think my biking days are behind me. Thinking of it from a business standpoint, why would I 

want to have a business downtown if there is no parking for my customers? Or my employees? Or 

deliveries? Again on what planet does this make sense? You really need to rethink this whole thing 

and look at it from every citizen and business point of view. I understand the need to have safe 

routes for the small majorities that MAY bike, but please use some common sense and think about 

those of us that WILL drive. Besides that, fix the darn sidewalks before you spend any money on this 

idea! 

Even north of 4th Plain, there are businesses--dentists, restaurant--that already put a great deal of 

pressure on resident parking. Eliminating parking on Columbia would be disastrous for resident 

parking, increase danger for children and the many elderly, eliminate the possibility of bus route. 

Columbia is a street that everyone wants to use. If the concern is safety, why would you chose one of 

the busiest north/south streets and add bikes to it? The car volume is high and people tend to speed. 

Also it is a narrow street. This option makes no sense to me! I walk this street delivering 

neighborhood newsletters, among other reasons. It is not realistic to add bikes to the mix and 

assume that it will be safe. Even if traffic calming measures are added, it is not a realistic choice. We 

should be looking at the safest route for bikes with the least traffic! I live between Columbia and 

Daniels, and I see more bikes on Daniels than on Columbia. These are frequently families out 

exploring the city. I am concerned about the impact on businesses if this route becomes the choice. 

As part of that, I am also very concerned with the loss of local parking. 

I disagree with providing access, but because it disadvantages people with mobility issues with close-

in parking. 

Too much parking loss and interferes with veteran access to county vet svcs 

This will fill our residential neighborhood with cars. It cuts off access to the County Vets office and 

the protocathedral. Worse choice. 

this is the only viable option for true contiguous, multi-mode transportation. if Vancouver had two 

adjacent & contiguous one-way streets from hazel dell to the waterfront (like williams and 

vancouver in Portland), this would be the best option. we do not have (nor do I believe we can 

realistically expect) this. columbia is our best single street option. leaving columbia as is does not 

serve citizens in 2020. the street is dangerous and poorly designed for the kind of motor vehicle 

traffic it gets to say nothing of it's lack of features as a COMPLETE STREET. the city adopted 

COMPLETE STREETS many years ago now. it's time to see this vision take shape in a meaningful way. 

I like that this route will provide safe route for a variety of bicyclists. A healthy, safe non motorized 

route is good for adults, children and families. Thank you. 
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I know you will discount me because I’m old and you’ll think my opinion doesn’t matter, but I’ve 

lived long enough to know a bad idea when I see one. It’s extremely difficult to find a parking space 

as it is now. My daughter and I went to a business on Columbia and after driving around for 20 

minutes (using carbon fuel by the way) finally found parking that was for two hours, yet our 

appointment was for 3 hours, so naturally I had to send someone out to “plug” the meter. Which we 

received a ticket anyway because we are expected to move the car and find a different parking spot, 

so it doesn’t matter if we plug the meter for extra time, we have to move the car. (Again using 

carbon fuel) On what planet does this make sense? Now if you expect me to walk (the sidewalks 

have caused me to tumble a few times due to the uneven mess) or take transit ( walk to a bus, again 

hoping I don’t trip over the sidewalks in disarray) wait for a bus that goes two blocks, then doesn’t 

let me off close, so again, chance another walk in uneven sidewalks. My 3 hour appointment is now 5 

hours. Or maybe at my age I can ride my bike?? Again what planet does this make sense? I’m in my 

90’s. Think my biking days are behind me. Thinking of it from a business standpoint, why would I 

want to have a business downtown if there is no parking for my customers? Or my employees? Or 

deliveries? Again on what planet does this make sense? You really need to rethink this whole thing 

and look at it from every citizen and business point of view. I understand the need to have safe 

routes for the small majorities that MAY bike, but please use some common sense and think about 

those of us that WILL drive. Besides that, fix the darn sidewalks before you spend any money on this 

idea! 

Taking away that huge number of parking spaces in addition to parking in front of the Veteran's 

Center would be detrimental to the community with how many residents depend on these spots to 

live and have close access to the center. Will force residents to park deeper into the neighborhood 

which will impact current residents in a negative way. 

I don't think we need to bow down to the Agenda 21 people who simply want to do away with our 

first choice for personal transportation, cars. If the green cyclists want their own street let them use 

one less traveled by the drivers in Vancouver. It is insane to sacrifice Columbia Street for this 

purpose. 

This route would serve Vancouver for many years, it would attract more bicyclists, encourage more 

pedestrians, make a safer neighborhood with less traffic. This route would show that Vancouver is 

serious about alternative transportation options. 

Multimodal Improvements (11 comments) 

I dislike the removal of on-street parking in neighborhoods without providing all residents with 

viable, convenient options and I dislike the removal of the the left-turn pockets at Fourth Plain 

Boulevard because it will cause traffic to backup at the intersection behind cars waiting to turn left. 

There are no bus routes that use Columbia Street anymore, so there is no transit connection. 

1. This route is already a main street for auto traffic while other roads are less trafficked and less

affecting to parking 2. Uptown businesses use Columbia for worker parking 3. Upsets historical

Hough neighborhood - few choices for off st. parking 4. Possible future route for light rail 5. Hurts

businesses on Columbia - both present and future 6. 700 parking places eliminated 7. Will kill bus

transit stops along the route

I have lived on Columbia for 27 years. It is not a safe street for pedestrians. If the city really cares 

about pedestrians, They would have installed more crosswalks or yellow flashing lights a long time 



Westside Bike Mobility Project Public Outreach Summary 53 

ago. They would also make more speed bumps similar to the ones on E 5th St. to help slow traffic. 

Columbia has heavy traffic, making it unsafe for people, dogs+cats. Three of my pets have been hit 

on Columbia. Eighty percent of people who live on Columbia don't want their on-street parking 

removed. I am one of them. My home doesn't have anywhere else to park. Columbia. Columbia is 

not wide enough to accomodate bike lanes safely. 

Takes away way too many parking spaces in an already congested area. Bus route was recently taken 

out so not a good fit in that sense either 

There is no bus running on this street so it’s unrealistic for residents to use public transport on this 

street. Why don’t you pave to mitigate the problems with potholes? 

I would be thrilled if improvements were made on Columbia for bicycle and pedestrian traffic. As it 

currently is, street parking significantly reduces visibility for pedestrians attempting to cross the 

street at Columbia, as well as for drivers hoping to enter or cross traffic here. My daughters and I 

have nearly been hit multiple times when attempting to cross Columbia on foot (at 21st and 23rd 

particularly). This is a huge hazard given its proximity to Hough Elementary, where most students 

walk to and from school. Additionally, if we as a city are to respond responsibly to the growing 

threats of climate change, it is essential that we encourage and facilitate safe transportation 

alternatives to fossil-fuel-burning vehicles. This certainly includes bicycle lanes, and it should also 

include incorporation of light rail (but I understand that we can only address one controversial facet 

at a time ;). 

This is the best route by far. It is direct, without useless detours. It is funded, inexpensive, and 

doesn't have complex impacts to traffic/future improvements. 

Even north of 4th Plain, there are businesses--dentists, restaurant--that already put a great deal of 

pressure on resident parking. Eliminating parking on Columbia would be disastrous for resident 

parking, increase danger for children and the many elderly, eliminate the possibility of bus route. 

this is the only viable option for true contiguous, multi-mode transportation. if Vancouver had two 

adjacent & contiguous one-way streets from hazel dell to the waterfront (like williams and 

vancouver in Portland), this would be the best option. we do not have (nor do I believe we can 

realistically expect) this. columbia is our best single street option. leaving columbia as is does not 

serve citizens in 2020. the street is dangerous and poorly designed for the kind of motor vehicle 

traffic it gets to say nothing of it's lack of features as a COMPLETE STREET. the city adopted 

COMPLETE STREETS many years ago now. it's time to see this vision take shape in a meaningful way. 

5 small(2 medians, 1 roundabout, 2 speed bumps) and 1 large(on-street parked cars) traffic calming 

features will be removed. Only 2 small traffic calming features will be installed (2speed bumps). This 

WILL lead to higher speeds on Columbia, due to the wide open views. Restricted views are a LARGE 

natural calming factor, which currently exist on Columbia, but will be gone if this route is 

implemented. When the residents lose their parking spaces on Columbia, creativity will set in. They 

will begin to make more parking spaces on the alleys which have very low visibility of pedestrians 

when approaching the sidewalks. They will also begin parking in small garages which are TOO CLOSE 

to the sidewalks. This, paired with the facts that there are no other improvements for pedestrians, 

will put pedestrians at higher risk than they are today. During the city's traffic study, there were 3 

cyclists and 5 pedestrians involved in a crash with a vehicle on Columbia St. The injuries to the 

pedestrians were more severe than to the cyclists. Currently, pedestrians are at higher risk than 

cyclists. Upon implementation of this route, cyclists may or may not (the jury is still out) be safer on 

Columbia, but it will come at the cost of increasing the danger to pedestrians even further than it is 
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today. The city missed an opportunity to increase safety for pedestrians by "bulbing out" the corner 

ramps into the street on Columbia. This would have increased traffic calming as well as reduced the 

distance that pedestrians need to be in the street while crossing Columbia. 

Not safe for walkers. Sidewalks/alleys/driveways are making it dangerous for people walking. Take 

the parked cars away and it will be a freeway! Nothing to slow down the cars from ripping through 

the neighborhood. Fix the sidewalks and leave the parked cars to slow down cars! Also, no way I'll 

ever take my kids on Columbia. Plastic wands don't keep anyone safe! 

 

Need (16 comments) 

Removing close to 400 parking spots in this area is a horrible idea, especially for our veterans!! Many 

of these veterans are disabled and need close parking access and it's shameful to remove easy access 

for them. I live in the Hough Neighborhood and there are very few bikers to justify the removal of so 

many parking spaces! The vast majority of our houses do not have garages and rely on street 

parking. Let me reiterate: I hardly see any bikers in our area. The cost for this project AND the impact 

of removed parking has me voting a hard NO on this. 

The impact of removing street parking for residents dis-proportionally impacts residents 24/7/365. It 

hurts the people that need the street-parking the most, (less able-bodied people, parents with small 

children, people experiencing medical events like recovering from major surgery or going through 

chemo therapy), and permanently impacts people who live there in favor of people who have other 

options for riding their bikes, and who are just passing through. Removing street/convenient/close-

to-home parking for folks after many have lived for years there, is taking the rug out from people. It 

takes the rug out in favor of 'solving' a problem that does not exist. Cyclists ride safely, motorists 

drive safely, and pedestrians walk safely along Columbia street already. This is a disproportionate 

burden to place on a large group of people for the convenience of an even smaller group of people. 

Lastly, the times when people would need to park closer to their homes the most (late at night, ice, 

snowy, extremely hot weather) are the very times that cyclists won't be using the space to cycle. This 

just isn't just, it's not equitable, and it's not right. Say it out loud: You are taking away people's place 

to park closest to their HOME in favor of people who don't live there, and are passing through. 

Parking is a major issue in this neighborhood because it is an old historic neighborhood; therefore, 

many residences do not have driveways or garages for parking. Thus on street parking is very 

important. Also the increase in density due to an explosion in new apartment buildings in the area 

has increased the demand for parking. I believe that bike safety is important, but let’s be realistic. 

How many people who own a bike, do not own a car? How many people ride their bike downtown in 

the rain? Another concern is property values. Lack of parking will negatively impact property values. 

Traffic on Columbia is a great concern especially when the freeway gets backed up. Removing the 

traffic circles will not slow down traffic. I think we need more traffic circles. Side streets are very 

congested now. Again parking needs are not going to disappear. 

Still showing route for 41st to 45, completely screwing those residence w/o side streets. I Bike a lot, 

only the large Groups use Columbia, us commuters Aual This roud 

I disagree with any bike route in our city; especially routes which cost me additional tax dollars. 

Additionally, I do not agree with the municipality encouraging cyclists to falsely believe they have 

right of way without reasonable thought or question. I've been yelled at, spit at and treated as 

subhuman on more than one occasion. 
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This is the absolute worst option. Hugely detrimental for residents of Hough Neighborhood. Lowers 

property values. Reduces access to people's own home. I live on Columbia, and can go hours and 

hours without seeing a bike commuter, but neighbors must come and go, mostly by car, daily. 

Irresponsible of the city to decrease the quality of life for tax paying property owners, to 

hypothetically aid future bikers (they simply don't currently exist in high numbers). 

Loss of parking; all you have to do for this option is repaint the sharrows and implement some 

traffic-calming. You don't need a dedicated bike lane here. 

Columbia already has bicycle use markers, and a left onto 4th Plain from Columbia WITHOUT a left 

turn lane will cause a huge traffic issue, this is a terrible idea... 

Everything, there is not enough bike traffic to warrant this project. We are not Portland and should 

never become Portland. We are a city of automobiles and should stay that way. Put money to 

improving the car lane of travel. Cars pay the bills. 

This route is the shortest and most direct route for cyclists. Already having crossings at fourth plain, 

33rd, and 39th st and the width of the road make it the best choice. Plus, people are going to ride 

down Columbia anyways. 

Columbia is a street that everyone wants to use. If the concern is safety, why would you chose one of 

the busiest north/south streets and add bikes to it? The car volume is high and people tend to speed. 

Also it is a narrow street. This option makes no sense to me! I walk this street delivering 

neighborhood newsletters, among other reasons. It is not realistic to add bikes to the mix and 

assume that it will be safe. Even if traffic calming measures are added, it is not a realistic choice. We 

should be looking at the safest route for bikes with the least traffic! I live between Columbia and 

Daniels, and I see more bikes on Daniels than on Columbia. These are frequently families out 

exploring the city. I am concerned about the impact on businesses if this route becomes the choice. 

As part of that, I am also very concerned with the loss of local parking. 

Dislike: that would be less safe for pedestrians crossing at Fourth Plain, as the left hand turn 

lane/light will be removed, making more chance a vehicle turning left on a green light could hit a 

pedestrian who would have a walk signal to cross at the same time. Like: that it is the only and most 

direct, main route, to waterfront and best option for bicycle commuters. Dislike making a complete 

street in a long standing neighborhood where there is really no room for. I live/work/walk here and 

know firsthand not a lot of bicycle traffic or bike commuters, especially in the cold and rainy seasons. 

There are no good reasons to make N & S lanes & eliminate on-street parking on Columbia. It places 

all residents in a difficult & untenable situation. There is not enough bike traffic 12 mon. of the year - 

even 3 months - to warrant this. These are older homes that frequently need repairs. Where will 

business repair men park their huge vans? Where will lawn maintenance park with their long trailers 

& vehicles. For what? A few bikers - mostly weekenders? And we lose access to our property!! This is 

such a bad idea - who thinks of these ideas?? 

I don't think we need to bow down to the Agenda 21 people who simply want to do away with our 

first choice for personal transportation, cars. If the green cyclists want their own street let them use 

one less traveled by the drivers in Vancouver. It is insane to sacrifice Columbia Street for this 

purpose. 

I don't think it's needed, balanced or fair to remove all the residential/business parking spaces on 

Columbia street. The best option is not necessarily a direct north sough way either. Yes, protection 

for bikers is important, but it is not the only concern. Also, I think whatever is done in regards to 

biking should be done separately to paving Columbia street. That makes it a rushed solution. Overall 
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I like the buffered lanes better than the protected. All options should include traffic calming 

measures such as lowering of speeds and limiting/prohibiting trucks going through. 

This route would serve Vancouver for many years, it would attract more bicyclists, encourage more 

pedestrians, make a safer neighborhood with less traffic. This route would show that Vancouver is 

serious about alternative transportation options. 

Neighborhood Context and Culture (22 comments) 

Parking is a major issue in this neighborhood because it is an old historic neighborhood; therefore, 

many residences do not have driveways or garages for parking. Thus on street parking is very 

important. Also the increase in density due to an explosion in new apartment buildings in the area 

has increased the demand for parking. I believe that bike safety is important, but let’s be realistic. 

How many people who own a bike, do not own a car? How many people ride their bike downtown in 

the rain? Another concern is property values. Lack of parking will negatively impact property values. 

Traffic on Columbia is a great concern especially when the freeway gets backed up. Removing the 

traffic circles will not slow down traffic. I think we need more traffic circles. Side streets are very 

congested now. Again parking needs are not going to disappear. 

I disagree with any bike route in our city; especially routes which cost me additional tax dollars. 

Additionally, I do not agree with the municipality encouraging cyclists to falsely believe they have 

right of way without reasonable thought or question. I've been yelled at, spit at and treated as 

subhuman on more than one occasion. 

This is the absolute worst option. Hugely detrimental for residents of Hough Neighborhood. Lowers 

property values. Reduces access to people's own home. I live on Columbia, and can go hours and 

hours without seeing a bike commuter, but neighbors must come and go, mostly by car, daily. 

Irresponsible of the city to decrease the quality of life for tax paying property owners, to 

hypothetically aid future bikers (they simply don't currently exist in high numbers). 

Everything, there is not enough bike traffic to warrant this project. We are not Portland and should 

never become Portland. We are a city of automobiles and should stay that way. Put money to 

improving the car lane of travel. Cars pay the bills. 

1. This route is already a main street for auto traffic while other roads are less trafficked and less

affecting to parking 2. Uptown businesses use Columbia for worker parking 3. Upsets historical

Hough neighborhood - few choices for off st. parking 4. Possible future route for light rail 5. Hurts

businesses on Columbia - both present and future 6. 700 parking places eliminated 7. Will kill bus

transit stops along the route

I have lived on Columbia for 27 years. It is not a safe street for pedestrians. If the city really cares 

about pedestrians, They would have installed more crosswalks or yellow flashing lights a long time 

ago. They would also make more speed bumps similar to the ones on E 5th St. to help slow traffic. 

Columbia has heavy traffic, making it unsafe for people, dogs+cats. Three of my pets have been hit 

on Columbia. Eighty percent of people who live on Columbia don't want their on-street parking 

removed. I am one of them. My home doesn't have anywhere else to park. Columbia. Columbia is 

not wide enough to accomodate bike lanes safely. 
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I live along Columbia St in the northern blocks and am most familiar with that area. The traffic circle 

referred to at 41st St is actually a pedestrian refuge island, which was installed, along with the 

pedestrian islands at 44th and at 39th & Daniels to help pedestrian safety (particularly for school 

children) and to slow traffic. The Columbia Street Corridor option would serve commuters to the 

detriment of residents. It is a solution better suited for a wider street where there is less housing 

density. It ignores the scale of the house and lots on Columbia, it disregards the lack of alleys on 

some blocks and the fact that some blocks are extra long. It does not take into account that people 

live in the houses and they occasionally people move and need to have a moving van in front of their 

house, or they do home improvements and need to have access for a cement truck and contractors, 

or that they may have an emergency and need an ambulance or fire truck. It also ignores the real life 

issues of the high cost and scarcity of housing, which leads to more multi-generational homes and 

more people co-habitating. This makes the need for on-street very real. On a small lot like ours, 

adding off-street parking would mean parking on our front yard, like some homes on Hazel Dell 

Avenue (we have no alley). This also ignores community events of neighborhood garage sales and 

Halloween. This corridor option would visually open up (by removal of parked cars) the street which 

will attract even more cars and higher speeds. I cannot see how it will help pedestrians. I also cannot 

see how it will attract novice bicyclists because it will be like bicycling on a highway. Buffered lanes 

or bollards won't give enough protection where cars are barrelling through. While this option has a 

lower cost, I think there will be on-going mitigation into the future to try to reverse the negative 

impact. There would need to be 2 speed bumps per block southbound and 1 per block northbound 

(although this still wouldn't address safety needs of pedestrians). If this becomes the preferred route 

for bicyclists, there should be consideration to re-routing some of the car traffic. It should be noted 

that Columbia Street (and 39 St) are absorbing a great deal of traffic (and its impacts) because of the 

failing I-5. It will restrict access for those living on Columbia to CVAN because of bike lanes -

particularly when there are bollards. There should be a mobility study for pedestrians. It has become 

very difficult to cross 39th (except at Columbia with the traffic light - except when cars blast through 

the red light). Cars are so focused on getting from A to B that pedestrians are ignored and traffic is so 

heavy that you have to wait a long time for an opening. Columbia restricts where a pedestrian can 

safely walk. Anything that opens up Columbia to higher volumes and higher speeds will exacerbate 

this problem. 

Cars drive to fast. Ruins livability for the residents in the neighborhood -bike lanes are ugly with 

bollards -removes to much parking 

I like this route if it was only one north-south lane, affecting only one side of parking on Columbia, 

using another north-south-running street for the opposite bike lane. I like 4 & 5. I have a family 

member with limited mobility and two children. Parking a block or more away from our home is 

unsafe, inconvenient, and will decrease the value of my home on Columbia. Would you buy a house 

with no parking ability for family members, visitors, service providers? My children and I cycle on 

Columbia now. 

There is absolutely no justification for removing parking from people who live here and pay taxes 

just to serve the needs of a handful of entitled cyclists. Most people in these older neighborhoods do 

not have off street parking. The side streets are at or near parking capacity and will not be able to 

support the extra cars from Columbia. We really do not need a biking path of any kind, but should 

you choose to pursue that option, we should have a greenway on a quiet side street (such as Daniels) 

without removing parking and damaging the livability of the neighborhoods. Please, please, please 
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DO NOT consider this route. It will do much more harm than good. CHOOSE OPTION #7 - SIMPLY 

PAVE COLUMBIA AND FORGET THIS WHOLE RIDICULOUS IDEA. 

This route is extremely one-sided; all in favor of bicyclists. I'm all for removing some parking to gain a 

bike lane, but not at the complete expense of complete parking removal and overload potential on 

side streets. This plan also does not include any traffic calming devices, which Columbia desperately 

needs with or without bike lanes added. Columbia is a commuter corridor already and residents 

along this street take the brunt of heavy traffic to and from downtown; adding bike access to the 

already busy street just furthers that homeowners that live on and near Columbia are not being 

considered in the equation. 

This route, eliminates too many parking spaces! Side roads are already packed in the evenings. 

People with limited mobility/health issues will have to park further away from their homes. Many 

homes in the area, due to their size are shared dwellings or have or were planing to add an ADU, this 

is an affordable housing option that helps address our current crisis, reducing parking (adding 

pressure to the side streets) eliminates viable housing options. I for one would be less likely to visit 

businesses downtown as parking pressures increase. This is a year round improvement that will likely 

only be used by a small group when the sun is out, the rest of us must deal with the consequences all 

of the time (evenings, rains, ice & snow). 

We own on Columbia, it is a family home. Many homes on our street have no parking/driveway 

access and rely on parking on Columbia. Our corner does not allow us to park on the adjacent street 

because there is another home there that also has no access to parking elsewhere and utilizes that 

space. This project will greatly devalue our home, and its usability, if the only people who can live 

there are car-less. Much of the neighborhood is setup this way, with very few actual driveways and 

very little parking. This bike path will eliminate the majority of parking for our homes. 

The ONLY good thing is this is a straight route. This route is NOT good for the residents (it takes 393 

parking spaces, doesn't improve the look and feel of the neighborhood, speeds traffic making it 

difficult for pedestrians to cross the road. Additionally, the lighting is bad and there is only one cross 

walk between Mill Plain and Fourth Plain. 

This route takes 393 parking spaces from the businesses and residents on this street. As a resident of 

a house along this street I know how hard it is already to find parking along this street close to our 

houses making taking groceries into the house longer and more tiring. For elderly residents they 

have to trek back and forth between their house and car already but without parking they may have 

to walk multiple blocks between the two and for physically burdened residents this trek would be 

exhausting. Families with young children would have to worry about their child(ren) wandering into 

the road for the extended distance between the vehicle and home. 

Columbia benefits only those that which to commute via Columbia St in the fastest possible path. It 

will not benefit unskilled riders or youth, whose parents will not place their kids on Columbia as 

learners. Every other demographic, such as pedestrians, elderly, low income, families, veterens, etc. 

suffer under this plan. Complete Streets policy states: “One Size doesn’t fit all. Vancouver 

neighborhoods offer something for everyone, and that’s what makes the city great. Each 

neighborhood is different, therefore the application of Complete Streets will be unique to the 

neighborhood.” It also states “Street design shall be flexible and innovative rather than purely 

prescriptive”. The Columbia route shows no uniqueness. It is prescriptive. 

I know there is a public outcry over the parking spaces but I feel that is due to a fear of change and 

perceived inconvenience greater than the actual inconvenience citizens will experience. I appreciate 
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that this option takes into consideration the Complete Streets commitment Vancouver has publicly 

stated. 

Columbia is a street that everyone wants to use. If the concern is safety, why would you chose one of 

the busiest north/south streets and add bikes to it? The car volume is high and people tend to speed. 

Also it is a narrow street. This option makes no sense to me! I walk this street delivering 

neighborhood newsletters, among other reasons. It is not realistic to add bikes to the mix and 

assume that it will be safe. Even if traffic calming measures are added, it is not a realistic choice. We 

should be looking at the safest route for bikes with the least traffic! I live between Columbia and 

Daniels, and I see more bikes on Daniels than on Columbia. These are frequently families out 

exploring the city. I am concerned about the impact on businesses if this route becomes the choice. 

As part of that, I am also very concerned with the loss of local parking. 

There are no good reasons to make N & S lanes & eliminate on-street parking on Columbia. It places 

all residents in a difficult & untenable situation. There is not enough bike traffic 12 mon. of the year - 

even 3 months - to warrant this. These are older homes that frequently need repairs. Where will 

business repair men park their huge vans? Where will lawn maintenance park with their long trailers 

& vehicles. For what? A few bikers - mostly weekenders? And we lose access to our property!! This is 

such a bad idea - who thinks of these ideas?? 

This will fill our residential neighborhood with cars. It cuts off access to the County Vets office and 

the protocathedral. Worse choice. 

It inconveniences the residents of Columbia by forcing parking off their street. There needs to be a 

plan for keeping parking convenient for those who own property on Columbia. 

This route is hands down the best route if you are ONLY considering the biking community. It 

continues the bike lane that is already on Columbia and connects it to Fourth Plain's bike lane. It's 

also the road that connects to the 1-5 bridge for biking and pedestrians. However, I can't get behind 

this route because of the enormous impact it has on the residents and businesses of this area. I 

already have a hard time finding parking when I go to visit my friends and family that live on 

Columbia. 

Directness of Route (56 comments) 

(1) "Does not require people biking to travel out of direction"- from where? I live closer to Main

Street as it is one block closer to where I live, and don't use Columbia because it is out of the way.

Main Street is also 20 mph south of Fourth Plain from where I take it. (2) Entire length of what

corridor? Main Street goes across I-5 and continues, while Columbia does not. (3) I don't understand

the "access to residents with limited or restricted transportation options". If we mean non-cyclists

who can't afford a decent bike, then this solution does not address the other modes like CTRAN,

walking, etc. (4) I see existing traffic calming measures being removed and protected bike lanes

removing parking that also is traffic calming. How on earth is this even better for pedestrians? There

is no traffic circle on 41st street. Are you saying that the pedestrian island is being removed? My

personal experience is that implementations like these only ends up increasing speed and this is

through neighborhoods with children. Cyclists not sharing the lane with motorist also means that

motorist aren't as attentive to the cyclists anymore, and I question if this could cause an increase in

issues at the intersections, especially for all the existing driveways and roads that would cross these

cycle lanes. See the following link recently published by the Insurance Institute for Highway Safety:
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https://www.iihs.org/news/detail/some-protected-bike-lanes-leave-cyclists-vulnerable-to-injury (5) 

A lot of parking being removed Is the true cost of this solution inclusive of offsetting the impacts to 

businesses and residents? I don't see how there is a net community benefit unless this is addressed. 

I can't support a project that disadvantages Veteran's or take >300 parking places from this heritage 

area. That's begging for trouble. I also won't support a straight line that privileges commuters over 

all over riders like families. This is an awful ride for 90 or so riders. 

Don't like that it takes away so much parking. Don't like that it takes away the left hand turn lane on 

4th Plain. Don't like that it impacts both north and south bound lanes. I regularly bike in the area, 

and would be happy biking one direction on Columbia and the opposite direction on a different 

street to mitigate impact. Don't like that although promoted as this directly links the waterfront to 

the Burnt Bridge Trail it does not. Absolutely hate that some of the path is "parking protected bike 

lane" - I have been in cities that do this and find it confusing as a driver and a bike rider. I do like the 

fact that it means Columbia will finally be paved. It is currently hard to bike on not because of cars, 

but because of potholes. 

I like this route if it was only one north-south lane, affecting only one side of parking on Columbia, 

using another north-south-running street for the opposite bike lane. I like 4 & 5. I have a family 

member with limited mobility and two children. Parking a block or more away from our home is 

unsafe, inconvenient, and will decrease the value of my home on Columbia. Would you buy a house 

with no parking ability for family members, visitors, service providers? My children and I cycle on 

Columbia now. 

The ONLY good thing is this is a straight route. This route is NOT good for the residents (it takes 393 

parking spaces, doesn't improve the look and feel of the neighborhood, speeds traffic making it 

difficult for pedestrians to cross the road. Additionally, the lighting is bad and there is only one cross 

walk between Mill Plain and Fourth Plain. 

This route is the shortest and most direct route for cyclists. Already having crossings at fourth plain, 

33rd, and 39th st and the width of the road make it the best choice. Plus, people are going to ride 

down Columbia anyways. 

This is the best route by far. It is direct, without useless detours. It is funded, inexpensive, and 

doesn't have complex impacts to traffic/future improvements. 

This seems an excellent route from a bicyclist's point of view as both a good north-south 

thoroughfare to I-5 Bridge South... w/ good connections on the northern end to Lincoln Ave, Hazel 

Dell Ave, and the Burnt Bridge Trail (at multiple locations)... and excellent access to the N-S 

commercial "spine" of Vancouver. However, without adding significant investments to offset the 

impacts to today's car-centric residential and business users for parking and transit impacts... this 

proposal seems too large a leap for the current time if the parking impacts cannot be reduced by 

100s of spaces through other "acceptable" investments scattered along the route. 

This option would be a huge impact on street parking. This is the most direct route so if the decision 

is to screw up Columbia anyway, it is the best of the three. 

Too much parking loss when there are other options nearby that have less impact for businesses and 

residences. I can see why cyclists prefer this as the most direct route, but the cost to neighborhood 

livability is too high. 

This is by far the superior choice of all options presented. It is direct, cheap, and does the most good. 

I like the direct north south aspect. I wish it could continue straight north to connect to Burnt Bridge 

Trail closer to I 5 rather than jogging over to Lincoln ( I think that is what it was).As a bike rider, I love 
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the protected and/or buffered bike lanes. As a driver and user of downtown Vancouver, I am not so 

sure I like the loss of 393 parking spaces, and I think the folks along that corridor would feel more 

strongly about losing them. It is true that with better path to downtown I would probably opt to ride 

a bike more often than I do now (reducing the need for parking and reducing congestion) 

This is by far the clearest choice for the bike route. The purpose of this project is to encourage more 

trips to be made by bike that otherwise would have been made by a car. This requires a direct, safe 

route, that is visible to the community. If we carefully bend and weave a bike route through the 

neighborhood, no one will even know it's there and will have failed on arrival. The purpose of roads 

first and foremost to move people and goods through the city, and for parking second. While parking 

is an issue on part of Colombia, most of it is empty. We should think of this project in terms of the 

100s of thousands of people that are potential beneficiaries of this infrastructure, and not the few 

hundred houses that will have to walk an extra 50 feet to their car. 

Direct route Protected & buffered bike lanes. Having been up & down Columbia as it currently 

stands, it did not feel safe for bicycle/car mix sharing the road. I would like to bike more but don't 

feel safe navigating the west side corridor today. Good bike access & safety will be a big plus for 

liveability in Vancouver. 

I really like that this is a clear, obvious route. It provides easy access down an important 

transportation corridor and allows for multiple neighborhoods to utilize it. As someone who uses 

Columbia for biking, this is my preferred option. It is a shame that many parking spots would be 

eliminated, but based on available data, this would primarily only impact areas south of 4th Plain. I 

would like to see the city improve parking availability for businesses in the Uptown Village area as a 

compromise to this route option which would help ease pressure on the residents who would be 

most impacted by this. I understand the many concerns residents have and empathize with their loss 

of parking and concerns about access, but for the greater good, I feel that that may be a necessary 

sacrifice. In the long run, a bike lane on this route is the best solution. 

This is the most direct and safest route because it has the fewest amount of stops. It is great for 

riders of all ages and the loss of parking has been greatly exaggerated. Parking north of Fourth Plain 

is underutilized and Vancouver would have a parking issue regardless of a dedicated greenway. In 

fact, cycling helps alleviate the need for parking. Columbia will also be the cheapest because of the 

loss of funds form I-976 and the route connects 5 parks and 2 elementary schools and at 45th St & 

Columbia people are often coming from Hazel Dell. Also, why can't there be a loading zone at the 

northside of the VAC veterans building? 

It is direct, safe and less costly 

Vancouver needs to plan ahead in regards to downtown's infrastructure. This route would offer safe, 

direct travel for bicyclists who are and will be a larger factor in coming years. Not only that, but it will 

be the most cost effective measure to take because their is already scheduled work to do along 

Columbia, and it is already a well it area. The fact that Columbia is already developed, with lighting 

and sidewalks, is part of what makes this a cost effective decision. A big benefit of this route is less 

turns are necessary to go all the way down to the waterfront, and any bicyclist knows less turning in 

traffic equals less danger. It is a cheaper, safer, more effective option, compared to the other options 

being proposed. 

I like this route the best because its the safest, most direct, and cheapest. 

Like - cheap, straight shot Dislike - loss of parking, shared use path, removal of traffic circle 
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Pros: - The route is direct and uncomplicated for cyclists; it doesn't force cyclists to meander to and 

fro to access downtown and the waterfront. - It consists of only protected/buffered bike lanes. - It is 

much more straightforward to implement than some of the other alternatives. Cons: - Some 

problematic spots along Columbia will have parking removed—the blocks between 18th and 21st (or 

maybe even 23rd), and the blocks in front of the Veterans Assistance Center. 

This is the simplest route, seemingly easiest to conceive and implement, and the most direct route 

for me to work. I commute every day on bike to Portland and this route would serve me perfectly I 

already take this route now, and will continue with or without this route being selected. 

I like that it is a simple route. I think Columbia is a busy road for cars and may be not as safe as a less 

busy street like Daniels. It is not clear if parking mitigation is included in cost estimate I think parking 

for the VA and downtown are important. 

- I like that this is a straight route through but cars also like straight through. Lots of fast traffic. - The 

intersections are not safe due to not having ADA accessible sidewalks and the amount of traffic. 

I like how this is a straight shot of a ride for bikers. There's pros and cons to taking away on street 

parking. Columbia is hard street to cross, even in the car, due to visibility being blocked by parked 

cars. So taking that away is great for safety, but it is unfortunate for those who live there and for the 

veteran's office. Hopefully, the residents have other options for parking 

The route is direct. It allows for crossing arterials at signals which provide safety for the most 

vulnerable users (peds and bikes). The reduction of parking on Columbia may force existing 

commericial parking to relocate in residential neighborhoods, which may not be favorable. However, 

I think that is a small consideration for increased safety of bikes. 

Of all the options presented, this is my favorite. It is direct and safe. If possible, find ways to preserve 

some portion of on street parking and use this route. 

Pretty much summed it up above. Sorry some might lose on-street parking, but providing safe spaces 

for bikers is planning for the future not hiding in the past. Bikers deserve at least one north-south 

safe thoroughfare and Columbia St. makes the most sense. 

Bicycle safety. Direct route. A logical choice. 

Direct, convenient and safe for cyclists. 

I appreciate its directness and the idea of buffered lanes. I ride my bike with my kids sometimes and 

a route like this is something they can follow more easily and can understand its navigation. what I 

don't like is the hill, but that's for any route. 

Dewey 

Only safe route. Only direct route. 

This puts the primary bike route all on one street. This might not be popular with people owning 

property on that street, but it would definitely make bike commuters navigation much easier. This 

also may be safer as drivers will become accustomed to bikes on that route. 

Significantly negative impact on parking in the area of 21st and Columbia. However, best option of all 

the choices because of a straight line route on Columbia. Least of the evils. Would prefer to leave 

parking on one side of Columbia to minimize parking impact. 

Of options, this is best direct n/s connector with downtown and seems most used by cyclists and 

close to transit. Like the existing signalized intersection at 39th/Columbia. Obvious concern is parking 

losses. If parking could be mitigated, this would be my top choice over the route options further 

west. 
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Columbia Street is the only one that leads right down to the heart of the waterfront. It needs to be 

accessible to everyone - not just to those that choose to store their private vehicles (parking) on 

public property. 

My neighbors won't like the change in parking, but its a good direct connection. I appreciate the 

separate bike lanes. I can't park on Columbia anyway and we get by. Change can be tough. 

A straight route that is safest for bike riders. 

Continuous route from North to south. 

I like the directness of this route 

Like: The straightforward path to the river. Dislike: There is a lot of traffic on Columbia St during 

normal commute times. Even with a bike lane I will be adverse to riding on this street when streets 

just to the west, such as Franklin, are much less crowded. 

Regardless of what you do I'm going to bike up Columbia ( The most divert route) Who wants to zig 

zag all over the place, on a bike, when try to get some where. Go Columbia! 

Sensible, logical choice for a north / south artery connecting the Waterfront to points north. 

That it is a direct route 

This is a great and easy to use route. It also demonstrates the commitment to bike safety in 

Vancouver. 

This is the most direct route, it is is a prime commuter route for cyclists from Hazel Dell as well as 

northern locations, and it currently has all traffic signalization for crossing 39th, 33rd, 4th plain, 

Mclouglin, 15th & Mill Plain, 13th, Evergreen, 8th street, 6th street. This route is also a direct 

connection to the 1-5 bridge crossing for cyclists. 

This is the only option that has a non-interrupted North-South route from the neighborhoods to the 

waterfront. It connects multiple neighborhoods, several public parks, several schools and the 

Columbia route is consistent with the natural flow pedestrian and bike traffic. 

This route is the best available. 

This route is the safest route for cyclists and pedestrians, and is the only direct route. 

Dislike: that would be less safe for pedestrians crossing at Fourth Plain, as the left hand turn 

lane/light will be removed, making more chance a vehicle turning left on a green light could hit a 

pedestrian who would have a walk signal to cross at the same time. Like: that it is the only and most 

direct, main route, to waterfront and best option for bicycle commuters. Dislike making a complete 

street in a long standing neighborhood where there is really no room for. I live/work/walk here and 

know firsthand not a lot of bicycle traffic or bike commuters, especially in the cold and rainy seasons. 

I don't think it's needed, balanced or fair to remove all the residential/business parking spaces on 

Columbia street. The best option is not necessarily a direct north sough way either. Yes, protection 

for bikers is important, but it is not the only concern. Also, I think whatever is done in regards to 

biking should be done separately to paving Columbia street. That makes it a rushed solution. Overall 

I like the buffered lanes better than the protected. All options should include traffic calming 

measures such as lowering of speeds and limiting/prohibiting trucks going through. 

This route is hands down the best route if you are ONLY considering the biking community. It 

continues the bike lane that is already on Columbia and connects it to Fourth Plain's bike lane. It's 

also the road that connects to the 1-5 bridge for biking and pedestrians. However, I can't get behind 

this route because of the enormous impact it has on the residents and businesses of this area. I 

already have a hard time finding parking when I go to visit my friends and family that live on 

Columbia. 
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This is the most direct route for cyclists. It is the least expensive and will be complete the soonest. It 

will provide much need traffic calming additions that are greatly needed on Columbia. This model 

also has the best modes to protect all travelers on Columbia, young and old, walkers, cyclists and 

motorized vehicles. 

This is the only route that fully meets safety needs for cyclists and pedestrians. It is the only route 

that connects key destinations, links together all of our west side neighborhoods, and provides 

access to business districts, the waterfront, and the I-5 bridge. It is the only route that is safe and 

buffered for novice rides and the only route that will let experienced riders be safe while traveling at 

speed. Currently most of the parking on Columbia is under-utilized except for a couple block stretch 

around 20th street. However, parking in that zone will already be impacted by increased density (in 

fill, ADUs, new condos, etc). If we don't carve out a spot for bikes and pedestrians, we will never 

have any safe options besides congested vehicle driving. 

Out of all the options, this Columbia Street Corridor option provides the most effective cycle transit 

route and is the most cost-conscious. 

Other Comments (15 comments) 

What about the residents who live on Columbia? What do they say? They would be the most 

affected. 

Columbia No 

last choice least valuable option 

No 

No 

NO!! 

This route sends a strong message that homeowners need to listen to the city--they know best. It 

tells those homeowners that they are not important. 

This road is already a cluster. Don't add a bike lane! 

Definitely the best option. 

Looks good 

Looks good! Great work, team! 

Please pick this one. 

This route seems to be the most logical and best choice. 

Very good for bicyclists. 

It's a mid point between I5 and Kauffman 
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Columbia/Washington (184 Comments) 

Parking (86 comments) 

While this route becomes more feasible than option #1, with less impact that cannot be mitigated, the 

Washington portion of the route is a bit less feasible financially, as well as logistically. This route will 

likely provide access in some locations to more inexperienced riders than route 1. It still neglects 

pedestrians, but allows parking for the veterans to remain. Elderly and families are moderately less 

affected by the removal of parking than route 1. 

Need safe bike lanes. You can't have it all. Far more important to have safe bike lanes and lose some 

parking. 

I like the creativity of this route option. The use of Washington is good as it is such a wide street. It 

also manages to still utilize some of Columbia which helps to balance parking loss. I do not like a few 

things about this route. 1. it is very complicated and would require a few more complex turns and 

major traffic flow changes on a few of the streets which would impact both bikers, pedestrians, and 

cars. 2. I just can't get over the cost. This seems to be a very expensive route. When comparing this to 

Columbia, I don't see this as a feasible route option at all. 

Parking on upper Columbia is a red herring. It's underutilized as you know. So losing parking no one 

uses is-- not a problem. Re: Washington--Requires complex signal modifications where Washington 

Street converts from a two-way street to a one-way street May impact future transportation 

improvements to Washington Street, making implementation more difficult and costly Requires 

people biking to travel out of direction several times, increasing overall trip time. It is not an easy sell 

to anyone trying to get somewhere or to new cyclists who wouldn't find this part easy to navigate. 

And therefore it is NOT AS SAFE. 

Same as before: this could massively impact some business ability to stay open. Many of the businesses 

along this route +A2:A68do not have access to private parking. Remove the street parking and you'll 

not only lose current businesses but also dissuade potential new businesses from coming in. 

Terrible option. Both expensive AND hurtful to the neighborhood. Columbia is not safe for bicycles. 

The way to fix this is to reduce through traffic, not reduce resident's access to their own homes. None 

of these options addresses this at all. 

The estimated cost is 70,000-1,000,000 where is this money coming from? 331 parking spaces being 

taken away from elderly people and families who are supposed to park where? Are we supposed to 

expect elderly people and families to walk blocks to get home with groceries? 

Seems more complex and expensive than option 1 with similar impacts to parking. 

High cost and removes street parking for buisnesses 

Most expensive option with very high impact to existing homes and businesses, including loss of 

parking and changes to vehicle travel lanes. 

This is one of the most expensive options, and removing 331 on-street parking spaces on Columbia 

Street is going to be incredibly disruptive for people who live and work along Columbia Street and at 

nearby businesses. 
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This proposal is the most costly, doesn't relieve much parking spot elimination and is quite hostile to 

the cyclist. The descent (SB) of Columbia connecting onto Washington and then re-connecting to 

Columbia is poor. Either a new signal with a dedicated cycle phase for the left turn onto 21st is needed, 

or a frightening cross-over-traffic-on-my-left-shoulder maneuver is required. Dedicated signalized bike 

phases for the right turn onto 8th and the left turn onto Columbia would also be required for any 

semblance of "low stress" cycling. Hindering future transportation improvements to Washington 

seems a really bad idea... 

To much $$$ and takes to much parking. Traffic is to fast. No parking for the residents and people 

visiting downtown. 

This plan is more expensive than the first and doesn't help with my primary concerns of parking and 

safety. 

Similar to option 1: (1) "Does not require people biking to travel out of direction"- from where? I live 

closer to Main Street as it is one block closer to where I live, and I don't use Columbia because it is out 

of the way. Main Street is also 20 mph south of Fourth Plain from where I take it. (2) Entire length of 

what corridor? Main Street goes across I-5 and continues, while Columbia does not. (3) I don't 

understand the "access to residents with limited or restricted transportation options." If we mean non-

cyclists who can't afford a decent bike, then this solution does not address the other modes like 

CTRAN, walking, etc. (4) I see existing traffic calming measures being removed and protected bike 

lanes removing parking that also is traffic calming. How on earth is this even better for pedestrians? 

There is no traffic circle on 41st street. Are you saying that the pedestrian island is being removed? 

My personal experience is that implementations like these only end up increasing speed, and this is 

through neighborhoods with children. Cyclists not sharing the lane with motorists also means that 

motorists aren't as attentive to the cyclists anymore, and I question if this could cause an increase in 

issues at the intersections, especially for all the existing driveways and roads that would cross these 

cycle lanes. See the following link recently published by the Insurance Institute for Highway Safety: 

https://www.iihs.org/news/detail/some-protected-bike-lanes-leave-cyclists-vulnerable-to-injury (5) 

A lot of parking being removed Is the true cost of this solution inclusive of offsetting the impacts to 

businesses and residents? I don't see how there is a net community benefit unless this is addressed. 

Pros: - A large portion runs along Columbia. - More direct than options 5/6. Cons: - More complicated 

than route 1. I find the directions of 1-way cycling lanes unintuitive (the reasons make sense, just 

seems off). - Southbound travel needs to turn left off Columbia onto 21st. - Bike lane on east side of 

Washington St downtown—what's the plan for cyclists who want to head west? - Veterans Center is 

still impacted, as is half of the busy 19th-21st blocks on Columbia. Route 1 is still better—the parking 

saved on this route is not offset by the additional complexities and cost required, in my opinion. 

This seems like it is taking a clear, safe, and direct route (Columbia), and watering it down for minimal 

benefit. While it slightly reduces the parking impact in the uptown area, it creates confusion in the 

bike route and several unsafe turns. For example, it seems like the northbound left turn from 8th onto 

Washington would be very hard for cyclists, especially during rush hour. 

Too much damage to historic neighborhood. Too many parking places removed. 

Same comment- wrong to remove parking on both sides of Columbia. 

This route takes away parking in areas which it is already difficult to park. It caters to the few instead 

of the many. 

Parking on Columbia Between 21st & 25th street is crucial to the neighborhood 
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I dislike this idea or any that negatively impacts the Clark County Veteran's Assistance Center. The VAC 

has shared the projected negative impact of losing their parking spaces in a parking-limited part of 

Vancouver. If there is any other options we must continue to serve our veteran's to the best of our 

ability and I believe this route interferes with an essential service. 

Kills almost as many spaces as #1 without any real benefit. 

High parking reduction. VA parking significantly reduced. A bit more compromise is needed. 

Still removes all the parking on Columbia in the busiest spots 

331 homes lose parking 

Columbia between 8th and Evergreen can NOT tolerate the loss of parking spaces. We have to much 

foot traffic and Heritage Place Condos has a garage to exit/enter. We already have problems. 

We need parking. Please do not take from the 98% for the 2% 

Do not ruin our city. We need our parking. This plan is so short-sighted. NO 

Better than Columbia only but still very negative and with unnecessary parking removal. The only 

advantage is added ROW width south of McLoughin, best of all downtown streets. 

It’s unacceptable to take out space in front of the Veterans center, because they deserve and need 

every convenience. Why don’t you pave to mitigate the problems with potholes? 

There is a lot going on here, seems overkill. Cons: Removes even more parking 

removes 331 parking not OK 

Removal of parking spaces is a flawed concept. 

Again, I dislike that it removes parking and access in various parts of the route. 

Again - takes to many parking spaces of residents in the neighborhoods 

It removes too much parking, which is already limited 

I like the general concept of spreading the cyclists onto a pair of roads. However 331 parking spaces 

lost is still a high number. 

Takes out way too many parking spaces that would impact elderly and disabled 

It appears all or most of these plans remove parking in front of the veterans center. Many of our 

veterans are disabled or elderly and require easy parking access with no walking. Why would we take 

away parking from some of our most vulnerable citizens? NOT a good idea. 

still disrupts a LOT of parking 

Takes too much parking from residents. Also, many people using the Veterans Assistance Center need 

to have convenient parking access. 

The removal of 331 parking spaces will transfur the parking burden to neighborhood streets that 

already have high parking demands. How many residents lives will be impacted on a daily basis relative 

to the number of cyclists that will actually use this or any other route on a daily basis. Are street 

improvements Columbia Street itself contingent upon bike lanes? 

This option seems like the most negative one of the six you have shown. This negatively impacts two 

different streets with the loss of many parking spaces. 

I strongly oppose removing any existing street parking on the proposed bike routes. Removing vehicle 

parking at this juncture diminishes quality of life for the affected neighborhoods, and addresses a 

bicycle mobility need that is years, possibly decades away. 

DISLIKE -331 parking spaces removed (could damage downtown) -High cost plus -High mitigation costs 

LIKE - remove traffic circles 
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This route also eliminates too many parking spaces! Side roads are already packed in the evenings. 

People with limited mobility/health issues will have to park further away from their homes. Many 

homes in the area, due to their size are shared dwellings or have or were planing to add an ADU, this 

is an affordable housing option that helps address our current crisis, reducing parking (adding pressure 

to the side streets) eliminates viable housing options. I for one would be less likely to visit businesses 

downtown as parking pressures increase. This is a year round improvement that will likely only be used 

by a small group when the sun is out, the rest of us must deal with the consequences all of the time 

(evenings, rains, ice & snow). This option is slightly better than option one. I am not concerned that 

the bike riders have to travel out of direction several times as the rest of us are having this project 

forced on us. 

Dislike: Compromising an established vehicular route (Columbia) with bike lanes. Loss of street 

parking. 

Damage to neighborhoods in parking constrained areas. 

Again, too many on street parking spaces are lost in this option. Between businesses and homeowners 

there is limited pRking as it is now. Many of the historic homes do not have garages to park in and rely 

on the o street option 

Again, removing parking from the people who live here and pay taxes is a bad idea. Most people in 

these older neighborhoods do not have off street parking. The side streets are at or near parking 

capacity and will not be able to support the extra cars from Columbia. This route will be extremely 

damaging to our community. I urge you NOT to consider it. CHOOSE OPTION #7 - SIMPLY PAVE 

COLUMBIA AND FORGET THIS WHOLE RIDICULOUS IDEA. 

More complex solution but does not mitigate neighborhood parking objections. 

Takes away parking for residents. The simplest, most economical and acceptable solution is one way 

streets. The city has appeared to ruling this out, but need to reconsider! 

This seems a more confusing and significantly more expensive cycling route vs. option #1 while still 

having a very large (unacceptably so) impact to current parking needs of residents and businesses... I 

like that it retains a route close to the "commercial spine" of Vancouver... but not sure its worth the 

price for the parking spots saved (or if those spots could be saved for similar investment as parking 

spots/lots in other ways along Option 1?) 

Not a lot of savings in terms of parking, unclear is Washington the South-bound or North-bound lane? 

If South-bound (matching the traffic flow), switching back at 8th seems difficult. 

Any removal of Parking in the Downtown Vancouver Area is an awful idea until more parking is 

provided. Don't try to emulate Portland. Their transportation system is a mess. Removes 331 on-street 

parking spaces, mostly on Columbia Street Removes one travel lane from Washington Street Removes 

parking in front of the Clark County Veterans Assistance Center Requires complex signal modifications 

where Washington Street converts from a two-way street to a one-way street May impact future 

transportation improvements to Washington Street, making implementation more difficult and costly 

Parking will always be the issue. Getting rid of 331 parking spaces will create a contentious atmosphere 

is the neighborhood. Bikes do not replace the need for parking. The great increase of apartments in 

the area has only increased the demand for parking and the side streets pay the price. Parents on the 

way to work are probably not biking their children to daycare and then on to work. So I really wonder 

who these bike lanes are catering to. 

Taking away residential parking from many more people than will ever bike down this route. 
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Removing parking from vital services where people with a known higher level of disabilities go for 

services in favor of more able-bodied people is wrong. You cannot force Vancouver into being a cycling 

community by removing parking. You need to serve the citizens as they are now, with gentle pushes 

in the direction of cycling and driving alternatives. This is too drastic. Forcing people into some kind of 

box by denying them the needed services they rely on isn't the right approach. 

This also removes too much parking for downtown residents, workers and visitors. When parking is 

removed, where are residents to park their cars when no other off-street parking is available? Hough 

and Arnada historic areas have grandfathered in homes that have no off-street parking. Also, there 

are still many older residents with mobility challenges. The city has to consider the needs of many, not 

just a few. The city replies to these questions have been, "Ok Boomer". 

This is not a good fit with the extreme lack of parking and general congestion 

Its already very difficult to find parking at night downtown especially on weekends. We can't lose 

Columbia parking spaces. In addition losing a lane on Washington will make traffic even worse than it 

is. Combine that with all the people that will be moving downtown with the new waterfront 

development and it will be unmanageable. 

Same as previous, you are removing our homes only parking options! Also the roundabouts help slow 

traffic in that area, removing them would have the opposite effect of safety. 

I like this one best; good balance of options w/ the Washington alternative. Again neighbors will 

lament parking loss. If you look down side streets there is always (almost?) additional parking 

available. No one laments no parking on 4th Plain. But again I understand change is tough. Can the 

City help the Vets Center with other parking options? Can striped crosswalks be added across Columbia 

to make sure cars are slowing and looking for peds? 

With no parking along Columbia I fear that cars will pick up speed's making it unsafe. 

This is for the convenience of bicyclists. It will disrupt motor vehicle traffic, place bicycles and cars into 

closer proximity, take away parking necessary for local businesses and homeowners, and possibly 

result in more accidents. 

Eliminates WAY too many parking spots. Makes left turns more difficult. Traffic too fast. Removes 

traffic circles which will increase traffic speed even more. North of 4th Plain, there are businesses--

dentists, restaurant--that already put a great deal of pressure on resident parking. Eliminating parking 

on Columbia would be disastrous for resident parking, increase danger for children and the many 

elderly, eliminate the possibility of bus route. 

to many parking spaces lost and do not want Columbia used at all, heavy traffic on Columbia 

I do not like this as well as Alternate #1. The bike lane on Washington seems to be going opposite 

traffic, the bike lane on Columbia appears to be between road traffic and the parking, increasing the 

chance of getting "doored" when on the bike. Seems more complex than Alt #1 and is much more 

costly. 

I like the 1-way protected bike lanes and would prefer that be done on the entire route, either a shared 

NB/SB buffered bike lane on one street or splitting the directions on multiple streets. I dislike the 

removal of on-street parking without providing viable, commensurate options for residents; and I 

dislike the (likely) removal of the left turn pockets at Columbia and Fourth Plain (this is not mentioned 

in the description, but I assume it would happen with this option as well). 
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1. Columbia is a major highway for commuting cars & people wanting to bypass downtown traffic -

why make it more congested? 2. This route has lot more traffic than Daniels/Franklin making it

inherently more dangerous for bikes 3. 700 parking places lost 4. Possible future route for light rail 5.

Eliminates bus stops on Columbia 6. Businesses use Columbia for worker parking 7. Limits future

business use along Columbia 8. Few parking alternatives for houses along route

Parking - too many spaces eliminated. 

Too much parking going away. Plus it still will turn Columbia into a freeway 

The removal of street parking in a high traffic, high work, and high livable area. 

Again, in what real world does REMOVING parking from an already crowded area make sense??? So 

that a few people can ride their bikes you are willing to lay hardship on the people who live and work 

in the area. Not a great idea! 

This takes it off Columbia for neighborhoods with more serious parking issues, but does not address 

the pavement defect issues much better. And the Carter park neighborhood would still be missing its 

parking spots. 

Residents of historic area don't have a realistic option for off street parking eliminating left hand turn 

on 4th plain doesn't make traffic flow sense 

Too many parking spaces are being sacrificed for a small amount of bike riders. Really bad idea, and 

will negatively impact property value. 

This project should incorporate protected handicap parking, closest to intersections that parking is 

removed. I am specifically impacted as a US Vet that uses the Clark County Veterans Assistance Center. 

The volunteers are generally elderly, they are losing close parking spots for those in wheelchairs or 

have difficulty walking distances. 

I know you will discount me because I’m old and you’ll think my opinion doesn’t matter, but I’ve lived 

long enough to know a bad idea when I see one. It’s extremely difficult to find a parking space as it is 

now. My daughter and I went to a business on Columbia and after driving around for 20 minutes (using 

carbon fuel by the way) finally found parking that was for two hours, yet our appointment was for 3 

hours, so naturally I had to send someone out to “plug” the meter. Which we received a ticket anyway 

because we are expected to move the car and find a different parking spot, so it doesn’t matter if we 

plug the meter for extra time, we have to move the car. (Again using carbon fuel) On what planet does 

this make sense? Now if you expect me to walk (the sidewalks have caused me to tumble a few times 

due to the uneven mess) or take transit ( walk to a bus, again hoping I don’t trip over the sidewalks in 

disarray) wait for a bus that goes two blocks, then doesn’t let me off close, so again, chance another 

walk in uneven sidewalks. My 3 hour appointment is now 5 hours. Or maybe at my age I can ride my 

bike?? Again what planet does this make sense? I’m in my 90’s. Think my biking days are behind me. 

Thinking of it from a business standpoint, why would I want to have a business downtown if there is 

no parking for my customers? Or my employees? Or deliveries? Again on what planet does this make 

sense? You really need to rethink this whole thing and look at it from every citizen and business point 

of view. I understand the need to have safe routes for the small majorities that MAY bike, but please 

use some common sense and think about those of us that WILL drive. Besides that, fix the darn 

sidewalks before you spend any money on this idea! 
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The costs on this one is the highest and is the one with the potential to create future problems for 

improvement. Unwise for that reason alone. But it also is taking away a huge number of parking spaces 

in addition to parking in front of the Veteran's Center would be detrimental to the community with 

how many residents depend on these spots to live and have close access to the center. Will force 

residents to park deeper into the neighborhood which will impact current residents in a negative way. 

Dislike: Trying to make Columbia a one-size-fits-all solution. (Instead, e.g., make Columbia the car 

solution and move other traffic - cycling, pedestrian, etc. - off of Columbia.) CAC feedback totally 

ignored Columbia too narrow downtown Eliminates 331 parking spaces Eliminates a car lane from 

Washington St. Eliminates 2 traffic circles installed at resident request Eliminates left-hand turn lane 

at an already overly busy intersection Too expensive Doesn't reduce speed limit to 20 MPH 

This route is not as good as the Columbia route for bikes and still takes over 300 parking spaces. 

While slightly better than the Columbia-only route, this option presents additional problems. The 

added complexities presented for bikers are not counterbalanced by benefits. Parking loss is still 

unacceptably high. 

Interfere with too much parking and washington st is unsafe and a cluster close to downtown and i5 

access 

I don't think the best option is Columbia street. Removes too many parking spots. I don't think the 

traffic circles should be removed. Parking should not be removed from the Veterans' center. I think 

the paving of Columbia should be done separately to the biking solutions. Overall I like the buffered 

options better than the protected. All options should include traffic calming measures such as lowering 

of speeds and limiting/prohibiting trucks going through. 

Safety (46 comments) 

Terrible option. Both expensive AND hurtful to the neighborhood. Columbia is not safe for bicycles. 

The way to fix this is to reduce through traffic, not reduce resident's access to their own homes. 

None of these options addresses this at all. 

This proposal is the most costly, doesn't relieve much parking spot elimination and is quite hostile 

to the cyclist. The descent (SB) of Columbia connecting onto Washington and then re-connecting to 

Columbia is poor. Either a new signal with a dedicated cycle phase for the left turn onto 21st is 

needed, or a frightening cross-over-traffic-on-my-left-shoulder maneuver is required. Dedicated 

signalized bike phases for the right turn onto 8th and the left turn onto Columbia would also be 

required for any semblance of "low stress" cycling. Hindering future transportation improvements 

to Washington seems a really bad idea... 

To much $$$ and takes to much parking. Traffic is to fast. No parking for the residents and people 

visiting downtown. 

This plan is more expensive than the first and doesn't help with my primary concerns of parking and 

safety. 
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Similar to option 1: (1) "Does not require people biking to travel out of direction"- from where? I live 

closer to Main Street as it is one block closer to where I live, and I don't use Columbia because it is 

out of the way. Main Street is also 20 mph south of Fourth Plain from where I take it. (2) Entire length 

of what corridor? Main Street goes across I-5 and continues, while Columbia does not. (3) I don't 

understand the "access to residents with limited or restricted transportation options." If we mean 

non-cyclists who can't afford a decent bike, then this solution does not address the other modes like 

CTRAN, walking, etc. (4) I see existing traffic calming measures being removed and protected bike 

lanes removing parking that also is traffic calming. How on earth is this even better for pedestrians? 

There is no traffic circle on 41st street. Are you saying that the pedestrian island is being removed? 

My personal experience is that implementations like these only end up increasing speed, and this is 

through neighborhoods with children. Cyclists not sharing the lane with motorists also means that 

motorists aren't as attentive to the cyclists anymore, and I question if this could cause an increase 

in issues at the intersections, especially for all the existing driveways and roads that would cross 

these cycle lanes. See the following link recently published by the Insurance Institute for Highway 

Safety: https://www.iihs.org/news/detail/some-protected-bike-lanes-leave-cyclists-vulnerable-to-

injury (5) A lot of parking being removed Is the true cost of this solution inclusive of offsetting the 

impacts to businesses and residents? I don't see how there is a net community benefit unless this is 

addressed. 

This seems like it is taking a clear, safe, and direct route (Columbia), and watering it down for 

minimal benefit. While it slightly reduces the parking impact in the uptown area, it creates confusion 

in the bike route and several unsafe turns. For example, it seems like the northbound left turn from 

8th onto Washington would be very hard for cyclists, especially during rush hour. 

Same as previous, you are removing our homes only parking options! Also the roundabouts help 

slow traffic in that area, removing them would have the opposite effect of safety. 

I like this one best; good balance of options w/ the Washington alternative. Again neighbors will 

lament parking loss. If you look down side streets there is always (almost?) additional parking 

available. No one laments no parking on 4th Plain. But again I understand change is tough. Can the 

City help the Vets Center with other parking options? Can striped crosswalks be added across 

Columbia to make sure cars are slowing and looking for peds? 

With no parking along Columbia I fear that cars will pick up speed's making it unsafe. 

This is for the convenience of bicyclists. It will disrupt motor vehicle traffic, place bicycles and cars 

into closer proximity, take away parking necessary for local businesses and homeowners, and 

possibly result in more accidents. 

Eliminates WAY too many parking spots. Makes left turns more difficult. Traffic too fast. Removes 

traffic circles which will increase traffic speed even more. North of 4th Plain, there are businesses--

dentists, restaurant--that already put a great deal of pressure on resident parking. Eliminating 

parking on Columbia would be disastrous for resident parking, increase danger for children and the 

many elderly, eliminate the possibility of bus route. 

to many parking spaces lost and do not want Columbia used at all, heavy traffic on Columbia 

I do not like this as well as Alternate #1. The bike lane on Washington seems to be going opposite 

traffic, the bike lane on Columbia appears to be between road traffic and the parking, increasing the 

chance of getting "doored" when on the bike. Seems more complex than Alt #1 and is much more 

costly. 
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I like the 1-way protected bike lanes and would prefer that be done on the entire route, either a 

shared NB/SB buffered bike lane on one street or splitting the directions on multiple streets. I dislike 

the removal of on-street parking without providing viable, commensurate options for residents; and 

I dislike the (likely) removal of the left turn pockets at Columbia and Fourth Plain (this is not 

mentioned in the description, but I assume it would happen with this option as well). 

1. Columbia is a major highway for commuting cars & people wanting to bypass downtown traffic -

why make it more congested? 2. This route has lot more traffic than Daniels/Franklin making it

inherently more dangerous for bikes 3. 700 parking places lost 4. Possible future route for light rail

5. Eliminates bus stops on Columbia 6. Businesses use Columbia for worker parking 7. Limits future

business use along Columbia 8. Few parking alternatives for houses along route

Parking on upper Columbia is a red herring. It's underutilized as you know. So losing parking no one 

uses is-- not a problem. Re: Washington--Requires complex signal modifications where Washington 

Street converts from a two-way street to a one-way street May impact future transportation 

improvements to Washington Street, making implementation more difficult and costly Requires 

people biking to travel out of direction several times, increasing overall trip time. It is not an easy 

sell to anyone trying to get somewhere or to new cyclists who wouldn't find this part easy to 

navigate. And therefore it is NOT AS SAFE. 

This will have the same negative impacts to those living on Columbia Street. It will still encourage 

faster car traffic. 

This route is more expensive and provides less protection for cyclists. It is too steep of a price to 

preserve 60 parking spaces. Option 1 is the better option. 

Pro: -Able to implement in next couple of years. -direct Cons: -jog will require clear signage -traffic 

on Columbia - I wouldn't likely use southbound sharrow unless car traffic calmed. 

Changing any direction on Washington and utilizing it for cycling would be dangerous and 

confusing. 

Unnecessary detours. Only partly protected route. 

Routing a bit confusing. Seem similar to option 1, but with less protection. 

Not contiguous or safe for cyclists. Expensive. 

Turning off Columbia when it is the most common ending destination doesn't make sense. 

Especially when those turns add to the commuting dangers of bicyclists, and additional costs. 

Transferring from Columbia southbound to 21st will require left turns against oncoming traffic 

unless a signal is installed. 

I think the part without the dedicated bike lane that's not buffered will be somewhat confusing and 

less hospitable for rides. Also the challenge with greenways is I don't feel comfortable having my 

kids ride on those without me but I feel the opposite with buffered dedicated bike lane. 

Shared lane between 8th & 21st on Columbia dangerous for cyclists. 

Due to the high amount of traffic during the morning commute on Columbia I think it's very unsafe 

to have bicyclists and cars mixed together on Columbia. The street is also pretty wide so even with 

added bike lanes it will invite drivers to speed because there is enough room to do so. 

Washington Street is wide and has lots of potential, however combining it with Columbia Street 

north of 21st Street is a huge problem. Columbia is not a safe street for bikes, as it has a high volume 

of car traffic, it is a narrow street and people speed on this downhill street. This is not a good option. 
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not safe for bikers and very expensive 

The complexity seems like it will create greater hazards to riders and more confusion for drivers. The 

option for this route is significantly more expensive. 

Drivers like to cut through Washington at high speed making it more dangerous for cyclists. Also, 

making cyclists go out of their way is confusing and dangerous and will end up with cyclists just 

going straight down Columbia anyway. Plus, converting Washington from two to one way will be 

confusing and could increase traffic accidents. 

Yikes, this map is confusing and it only saves a few parking places so not worth the additional costs. 

Also, I really dislike protected bike lanes with "bumps" to keep cars away. I am a regular bike rider - 

but a slow one. Right now when I bike on Columbia, other bike riders pass me. If we were all forced 

to be in a lane like in the photo, I would NOT bike on it as faster riders would have no easy way to 

pass me and if they tried I would be scared and be a danger to myself and them. If you go with 

"protected" bike lanes as in the photo, I will most like bike down other neighborhood streets. I 

dislike that the "neighborhood greenway" is only 3 blocks. If it was a nice long stretch then maybe, 

but would not bother for 3 blocks. 

This is a good secondary alternative to the Columbia route, maintaining the safety of protected bike 

lanes and a fairly continuous route (limiting interchanges that can become dangerous for both 

bikers and drivers). More detail would be helpful on how Washington St would change. This reduces 

parking impacts slightly but is the highest of cost. Would be good to know if the marginal cost of this 

option could be used to mediate any of the impacts from the Columbia option. 

Seems like a lot of compromising. Not enough protected bike lanes downtown in my opinion. That 

is where they are needed most. 

This route is better for bikers because Washington is a very wide street you would still have the short 

section on Columbia that is narrow between 4th plain and 21st street. Taking away the left turn lane 

on 4th plain from Columbia will still be a difficult situation for cars. With our weather there are many 

months of the year that the general public will not be riding bikes. 

Eliminates traffic calming circles- Not good for residential neighborhood and near an elementary 

school 

Need safe bike lanes. You can't have it all. Far more important to have safe bike lanes and lose some 

parking. 

Direct route Protected & buffered bike lanes. Having been up & down Columbia as it currently 

stands, it did not feel safe for bicycle/car mix sharing the road. I would like to bike more but don't 

feel safe navigating the west side corridor today. Good bike access & safety will be a big plus for 

liveability in Vancouver. 

Even as a bicyclist, it seems ridiculous to impact the many for the few. Do I want safety & bike lanes? 

Yes. Do I want to massively hinder residents and motorists? No. 

Interfere with too much parking and washington st is unsafe and a cluster close to downtown and i5 

access 

I don't think the best option is Columbia street. Removes too many parking spots. I don't think the 

traffic circles should be removed. Parking should not be removed from the Veterans' center. I think 

the paving of Columbia should be done separately to the biking solutions. Overall I like the buffered 

options better than the protected. All options should include traffic calming measures such as lowering 

of speeds and limiting/prohibiting trucks going through. 
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It is not the safest option. 

We don't know what is in store for future improvements to the I5 bridge, making this route a poor 

choice for longevity. Mixing cyclists with pedestrians on a shared use path and with cars in sharrows 

is dangerous and would be a waste of money if the goal is to provide a safe route for cyclists. This is a 

poor choice. 

This route is not as safe as Columbia and is not as direct. 

The left hand turn to get onto WA will be unsafe for cyclists. The shared lane south bound is not within 

proper design standards due to the high speed and high density of vehicle traffic. This is less 

satisfactory to having Columbia being treated as a proper buffered bike corridor. We should base our 

decisions on real design standards, safety, meeting needs of all road users, and projecting needs into 

the future. having a safe and efficient bike route on the west side that connects north - south is one 

of those key needs. 

 

Cost, Feasibility, and Implementation (46 comments) 

Terrible option. Both expensive AND hurtful to the neighborhood. Columbia is not safe for bicycles. 

The way to fix this is to reduce through traffic, not reduce resident's access to their own homes. 

None of these options addresses this at all. 

This proposal is the most costly, doesn't relieve much parking spot elimination and is quite hostile 

to the cyclist. The descent (SB) of Columbia connecting onto Washington and then re-connecting to 

Columbia is poor. Either a new signal with a dedicated cycle phase for the left turn onto 21st is 

needed, or a frightening cross-over-traffic-on-my-left-shoulder maneuver is required. Dedicated 

signalized bike phases for the right turn onto 8th and the left turn onto Columbia would also be 

required for any semblance of "low stress" cycling. Hindering future transportation improvements 

to Washington seems a really bad idea... 

To much $$$ and takes to much parking. Traffic is to fast. No parking for the residents and people 

visiting downtown. 

This plan is more expensive than the first and doesn't help with my primary concerns of parking and 

safety. 

I do not like this as well as Alternate #1. The bike lane on Washington seems to be going opposite 

traffic, the bike lane on Columbia appears to be between road traffic and the parking, increasing the 

chance of getting "doored" when on the bike. Seems more complex than Alt #1 and is much more 

costly. 

Parking on upper Columbia is a red herring. It's underutilized as you know. So losing parking no one 

uses is-- not a problem. Re: Washington--Requires complex signal modifications where Washington 

Street converts from a two-way street to a one-way street May impact future transportation 

improvements to Washington Street, making implementation more difficult and costly Requires 

people biking to travel out of direction several times, increasing overall trip time. It is not an easy 

sell to anyone trying to get somewhere or to new cyclists who wouldn't find this part easy to 

navigate. And therefore it is NOT AS SAFE. 

This route is more expensive and provides less protection for cyclists. It is too steep of a price to 

preserve 60 parking spaces. Option 1 is the better option. 
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Not contiguous or safe for cyclists. Expensive. 

Turning off Columbia when it is the most common ending destination doesn't make sense. 

Especially when those turns add to the commuting dangers of bicyclists, and additional costs. 

not safe for bikers and very expensive 

The complexity seems like it will create greater hazards to riders and more confusion for drivers. The 

option for this route is significantly more expensive. 

Yikes, this map is confusing and it only saves a few parking places so not worth the additional costs. 

Also, I really dislike protected bike lanes with "bumps" to keep cars away. I am a regular bike rider - 

but a slow one. Right now when I bike on Columbia, other bike riders pass me. If we were all forced 

to be in a lane like in the photo, I would NOT bike on it as faster riders would have no easy way to 

pass me and if they tried I would be scared and be a danger to myself and them. If you go with 

"protected" bike lanes as in the photo, I will most like bike down other neighborhood streets. I 

dislike that the "neighborhood greenway" is only 3 blocks. If it was a nice long stretch then maybe, 

but would not bother for 3 blocks. 

This is a good secondary alternative to the Columbia route, maintaining the safety of protected bike 

lanes and a fairly continuous route (limiting interchanges that can become dangerous for both 

bikers and drivers). More detail would be helpful on how Washington St would change. This reduces 

parking impacts slightly but is the highest of cost. Would be good to know if the marginal cost of this 

option could be used to mediate any of the impacts from the Columbia option. 

The estimated cost is 70,000-1,000,000 where is this money coming from? 331 parking spaces being 

taken away from elderly people and families who are supposed to park where? Are we supposed to 

expect elderly people and families to walk blocks to get home with groceries? 

Seems more complex and expensive than option 1 with similar impacts to parking. 

High cost and removes street parking for buisnesses 

Most expensive option with very high impact to existing homes and businesses, including loss of 

parking and changes to vehicle travel lanes. 

This is one of the most expensive options, and removing 331 on-street parking spaces on Columbia 

Street is going to be incredibly disruptive for people who live and work along Columbia Street and 

at nearby businesses. 

Pros: - A large portion runs along Columbia. - More direct than options 5/6. Cons: - More complicated 

than route 1. I find the directions of 1-way cycling lanes unintuitive (the reasons make sense, just 

seems off). - Southbound travel needs to turn left off Columbia onto 21st. - Bike lane on east side of 

Washington St downtown—what's the plan for cyclists who want to head west? - Veterans Center is 

still impacted, as is half of the busy 19th-21st blocks on Columbia. Route 1 is still better—the parking 

saved on this route is not offset by the additional complexities and cost required, in my opinion. 

DISLIKE -331 parking spaces removed (could damage downtown) -High cost plus -High mitigation 

costs LIKE - remove traffic circles 

More complex solution but does not mitigate neighborhood parking objections. 

Takes away parking for residents. The simplest, most economical and acceptable solution is one 

way streets. The city has appeared to ruling this out, but need to reconsider! 
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This seems a more confusing and significantly more expensive cycling route vs. option #1 while still 

having a very large (unacceptably so) impact to current parking needs of residents and businesses... 

I like that it retains a route close to the "commercial spine" of Vancouver... but not sure its worth the 

price for the parking spots saved (or if those spots could be saved for similar investment as parking 

spots/lots in other ways along Option 1?) 

Any removal of Parking in the Downtown Vancouver Area is an awful idea until more parking is 

provided. Don't try to emulate Portland. Their transportation system is a mess. Removes 331 on-

street parking spaces, mostly on Columbia Street Removes one travel lane from Washington Street 

Removes parking in front of the Clark County Veterans Assistance Center Requires complex signal 

modifications where Washington Street converts from a two-way street to a one-way street May 

impact future transportation improvements to Washington Street, making implementation more 

difficult and costly 

I like the creativity of this route option. The use of Washington is good as it is such a wide street. It 

also manages to still utilize some of Columbia which helps to balance parking loss. I do not like a 

few things about this route. 1. it is very complicated and would require a few more complex turns 

and major traffic flow changes on a few of the streets which would impact both bikers, pedestrians, 

and cars. 2. I just can't get over the cost. This seems to be a very expensive route. When comparing 

this to Columbia, I don't see this as a feasible route option at all. 

Far too expensive for what it offers. 

Seems expensive 

don’t see the advantage of this option as compared to first option that uses Columbia and this 

option is more expensive. 

Again...the above cost of this route indicates clearly that you are [expletive] high. 

Dislike - reliance on use of Columbia, shared use path, expensive 

Most costly! 2nd to last choice 

In addition to being the most expensive option, it has a big impact on both Columbia & Washington 

streets. This is easily the worst choice of the six options presented. 

Seeing the price tag on this route is discouraging. This route still affects Columbia St. residents 

heavily, while adding more confusing traffic changes for pedestrians and motorists alike. 

Expensive and Confusing 

This seems like a better route than the first one, taking into consideration more of the overall needs 

of the community, but that comes with a much more expensive price tag. If the city can fund this I 

think it is a better solution, but in the end I would rather see the first one built than wait for 

something that may never happen. 

This is too expensive for the benefits and is also confusing to navigate. 

Pro: -Able to implement in next couple of years. -direct Cons: -jog will require clear signage -traffic 

on Columbia - I wouldn't likely use southbound sharrow unless car traffic calmed. 

While this route becomes more feasible than option #1, with less impact that cannot be mitigated, 

the Washington portion of the route is a bit less feasible financially, as well as logistically. This route 

will likely provide access in some locations to more inexperienced riders than route 1. It still neglects 

pedestrians, but allows parking for the veterans to remain. Elderly and families are moderately less 

affected by the removal of parking than route 1. 
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We don't know what is in store for future improvements to the I5 bridge, making this route a poor 

choice for longevity. Mixing cyclists with pedestrians on a shared use path and with cars in sharrows 

is dangerous and would be a waste of money if the goal is to provide a safe route for cyclists. This is a 

poor choice. 

I know you will discount me because I’m old and you’ll think my opinion doesn’t matter, but I’ve lived 

long enough to know a bad idea when I see one. It’s extremely difficult to find a parking space as it is 

now. My daughter and I went to a business on Columbia and after driving around for 20 minutes (using 

carbon fuel by the way) finally found parking that was for two hours, yet our appointment was for 3 

hours, so naturally I had to send someone out to “plug” the meter. Which we received a ticket anyway 

because we are expected to move the car and find a different parking spot, so it doesn’t matter if we 

plug the meter for extra time, we have to move the car. (Again using carbon fuel) On what planet does 

this make sense? Now if you expect me to walk (the sidewalks have caused me to tumble a few times 

due to the uneven mess) or take transit ( walk to a bus, again hoping I don’t trip over the sidewalks in 

disarray) wait for a bus that goes two blocks, then doesn’t let me off close, so again, chance another 

walk in uneven sidewalks. My 3 hour appointment is now 5 hours. Or maybe at my age I can ride my 

bike?? Again what planet does this make sense? I’m in my 90’s. Think my biking days are behind me. 

Thinking of it from a business standpoint, why would I want to have a business downtown if there is 

no parking for my customers? Or my employees? Or deliveries? Again on what planet does this make 

sense? You really need to rethink this whole thing and look at it from every citizen and business point 

of view. I understand the need to have safe routes for the small majorities that MAY bike, but please 

use some common sense and think about those of us that WILL drive. Besides that, fix the darn 

sidewalks before you spend any money on this idea! 

The costs on this one is the highest and is the one with the potential to create future problems for 

improvement. Unwise for that reason alone. But it also is taking away a huge number of parking spaces 

in addition to parking in front of the Veteran's Center would be detrimental to the community with 

how many residents depend on these spots to live and have close access to the center. Will force 

residents to park deeper into the neighborhood which will impact current residents in a negative way. 

Dislike: Trying to make Columbia a one-size-fits-all solution. (Instead, e.g., make Columbia the car 

solution and move other traffic - cycling, pedestrian, etc. - off of Columbia.) CAC feedback totally 

ignored Columbia too narrow downtown Eliminates 331 parking spaces Eliminates a car lane from 

Washington St. Eliminates 2 traffic circles installed at resident request Eliminates left-hand turn lane 

at an already overly busy intersection Too expensive Doesn't reduce speed limit to 20 MPH 

Not much different to the first route. And cost more. 

By having cyclists on two different streets you are causing more disruption with in the city and have 

to maintain twice as much infrastructure. This is too costly and will take too long to implement when 

we have a better solution on Columbia. 

This is as stupid as the first option. And more costly to boot. 

this is a complete waste of taxpayer money for the small number of people who would benefit from 

this bike mobility project. 
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Community Impacts (40 comments) 

Terrible option. Both expensive AND hurtful to the neighborhood. Columbia is not safe for bicycles. 

The way to fix this is to reduce through traffic, not reduce resident's access to their own homes. 

None of these options addresses this at all. 

High cost and removes street parking for buisnesses 

Most expensive option with very high impact to existing homes and businesses, including loss of 

parking and changes to vehicle travel lanes. 

This is one of the most expensive options, and removing 331 on-street parking spaces on Columbia 

Street is going to be incredibly disruptive for people who live and work along Columbia Street and 

at nearby businesses. 

DISLIKE -331 parking spaces removed (could damage downtown) -High cost plus -High mitigation 

costs LIKE - remove traffic circles 

Any removal of Parking in the Downtown Vancouver Area is an awful idea until more parking is 

provided. Don't try to emulate Portland. Their transportation system is a mess. Removes 331 on-

street parking spaces, mostly on Columbia Street Removes one travel lane from Washington Street 

Removes parking in front of the Clark County Veterans Assistance Center Requires complex signal 

modifications where Washington Street converts from a two-way street to a one-way street May 

impact future transportation improvements to Washington Street, making implementation more 

difficult and costly 

I like the creativity of this route option. The use of Washington is good as it is such a wide street. It 

also manages to still utilize some of Columbia which helps to balance parking loss. I do not like a 

few things about this route. 1. it is very complicated and would require a few more complex turns 

and major traffic flow changes on a few of the streets which would impact both bikers, pedestrians, 

and cars. 2. I just can't get over the cost. This seems to be a very expensive route. When comparing 

this to Columbia, I don't see this as a feasible route option at all. 

In addition to being the most expensive option, it has a big impact on both Columbia & Washington 

streets. This is easily the worst choice of the six options presented. 

Seeing the price tag on this route is discouraging. This route still affects Columbia St. residents 

heavily, while adding more confusing traffic changes for pedestrians and motorists alike. 

Similar to option 1: (1) "Does not require people biking to travel out of direction"- from where? I live 

closer to Main Street as it is one block closer to where I live, and I don't use Columbia because it is 

out of the way. Main Street is also 20 mph south of Fourth Plain from where I take it. (2) Entire length 

of what corridor? Main Street goes across I-5 and continues, while Columbia does not. (3) I don't 

understand the "access to residents with limited or restricted transportation options." If we mean 

non-cyclists who can't afford a decent bike, then this solution does not address the other modes like 

CTRAN, walking, etc. (4) I see existing traffic calming measures being removed and protected bike 

lanes removing parking that also is traffic calming. How on earth is this even better for pedestrians? 

There is no traffic circle on 41st street. Are you saying that the pedestrian island is being removed? 

My personal experience is that implementations like these only end up increasing speed, and this is 

through neighborhoods with children. Cyclists not sharing the lane with motorists also means that 

motorists aren't as attentive to the cyclists anymore, and I question if this could cause an increase 

in issues at the intersections, especially for all the existing driveways and roads that would cross 
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these cycle lanes. See the following link recently published by the Insurance Institute for Highway 

Safety: https://www.iihs.org/news/detail/some-protected-bike-lanes-leave-cyclists-vulnerable-to-

injury (5) A lot of parking being removed Is the true cost of this solution inclusive of offsetting the 

impacts to businesses and residents? I don't see how there is a net community benefit unless this is 

addressed. 

This is for the convenience of bicyclists. It will disrupt motor vehicle traffic, place bicycles and cars 

into closer proximity, take away parking necessary for local businesses and homeowners, and 

possibly result in more accidents. 

Eliminates WAY too many parking spots. Makes left turns more difficult. Traffic too fast. Removes 

traffic circles which will increase traffic speed even more. North of 4th Plain, there are businesses--

dentists, restaurant--that already put a great deal of pressure on resident parking. Eliminating 

parking on Columbia would be disastrous for resident parking, increase danger for children and the 

many elderly, eliminate the possibility of bus route. 

to many parking spaces lost and do not want Columbia used at all, heavy traffic on Columbia 

1. Columbia is a major highway for commuting cars & people wanting to bypass downtown traffic -

why make it more congested? 2. This route has lot more traffic than Daniels/Franklin making it

inherently more dangerous for bikes 3. 700 parking places lost 4. Possible future route for light rail

5. Eliminates bus stops on Columbia 6. Businesses use Columbia for worker parking 7. Limits future

business use along Columbia 8. Few parking alternatives for houses along route

This will have the same negative impacts to those living on Columbia Street. It will still encourage 

faster car traffic. 

Even as a bicyclist, it seems ridiculous to impact the many for the few. Do I want safety & bike lanes? 

Yes. Do I want to massively hinder residents and motorists? No. 

Same as before: this could massively impact some business ability to stay open. Many of the 

businesses along this route +A2:A68do not have access to private parking. Remove the street 

parking and you'll not only lose current businesses but also dissuade potential new businesses from 

coming in. 

The removal of 331 parking spaces will transfur the parking burden to neighborhood streets that 

already have high parking demands. How many residents lives will be impacted on a daily basis 

relative to the number of cyclists that will actually use this or any other route on a daily basis. Are 

street improvements Columbia Street itself contingent upon bike lanes? 

This option seems like the most negative one of the six you have shown. This negatively impacts two 

different streets with the loss of many parking spaces. 

I strongly oppose removing any existing street parking on the proposed bike routes. Removing 

vehicle parking at this juncture diminishes quality of life for the affected neighborhoods, and 

addresses a bicycle mobility need that is years, possibly decades away. 
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This route also eliminates too many parking spaces! Side roads are already packed in the evenings. 

People with limited mobility/health issues will have to park further away from their homes. Many 

homes in the area, due to their size are shared dwellings or have or were planing to add an ADU, this 

is an affordable housing option that helps address our current crisis, reducing parking (adding 

pressure to the side streets) eliminates viable housing options. I for one would be less likely to visit 

businesses downtown as parking pressures increase. This is a year round improvement that will 

likely only be used by a small group when the sun is out, the rest of us must deal with the 

consequences all of the time (evenings, rains, ice & snow). This option is slightly better than option 

one. I am not concerned that the bike riders have to travel out of direction several times as the rest 

of us are having this project forced on us. 

Dislike: Compromising an established vehicular route (Columbia) with bike lanes. Loss of street 

parking. 

Damage to neighborhoods in parking constrained areas. 

Again, too many on street parking spaces are lost in this option. Between businesses and 

homeowners there is limited pRking as it is now. Many of the historic homes do not have garages to 

park in and rely on the o street option 

Again, removing parking from the people who live here and pay taxes is a bad idea. Most people in 

these older neighborhoods do not have off street parking. The side streets are at or near parking 

capacity and will not be able to support the extra cars from Columbia. This route will be extremely 

damaging to our community. I urge you NOT to consider it. CHOOSE OPTION #7 - SIMPLY PAVE 

COLUMBIA AND FORGET THIS WHOLE RIDICULOUS IDEA. 

As my previous comment, adding more bikes to an already heavily used street (Columbia) makes no 

sense to me. If (when) I ride my bike, I avoid Columbia because of the car volume. This will have the 

largest impact to residents & businesses along Columbia. 

Is phasing intended to provide people time to move out? Perhaps all of the remaining owner-

occupied homes along this stretch will simply become rental units. Not really sure how that is a pro 

when considering all of the cons. 

Dislike: The traffic will increase 200% Like: Nothing 

to many one ways my be bad for business 

Better balance for parking & transit but still too much traffic. Washington North of Fourth Plain 

should be used in place of Daniels or Columbia. North it is low traffic and wide. 

Many more negative impacts than the Columbia Street option. 

Takes away a much needed travel lane on Washington. It is heavily traveled already and to remove 

a lane is not a viable option. 

Good, but not as direct and more impacts than the Columbia St. option. 

Transitioning bikers to Washington on 8th street will be a nightmare. This area already has some of 

the worst traffic in our City, and adding a bike element too it will create further chaos. Ideally new 

bike routes will not be impacted by car traffic when it backs up. Biking should not be bogged down 

by our existing congestion. 

I live at 21st and Daniels. This option is the most disruptive for our neighborhood. 
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While this route becomes more feasible than option #1, with less impact that cannot be mitigated, 

the Washington portion of the route is a bit less feasible financially, as well as logistically. This route 

will likely provide access in some locations to more inexperienced riders than route 1. It still neglects 

pedestrians, but allows parking for the veterans to remain. Elderly and families are moderately less 

affected by the removal of parking than route 1. 

I know you will discount me because I’m old and you’ll think my opinion doesn’t matter, but I’ve lived 

long enough to know a bad idea when I see one. It’s extremely difficult to find a parking space as it is 

now. My daughter and I went to a business on Columbia and after driving around for 20 minutes (using 

carbon fuel by the way) finally found parking that was for two hours, yet our appointment was for 3 

hours, so naturally I had to send someone out to “plug” the meter. Which we received a ticket anyway 

because we are expected to move the car and find a different parking spot, so it doesn’t matter if we 

plug the meter for extra time, we have to move the car. (Again using carbon fuel) On what planet does 

this make sense? Now if you expect me to walk (the sidewalks have caused me to tumble a few times 

due to the uneven mess) or take transit ( walk to a bus, again hoping I don’t trip over the sidewalks in 

disarray) wait for a bus that goes two blocks, then doesn’t let me off close, so again, chance another 

walk in uneven sidewalks. My 3 hour appointment is now 5 hours. Or maybe at my age I can ride my 

bike?? Again what planet does this make sense? I’m in my 90’s. Think my biking days are behind me. 

Thinking of it from a business standpoint, why would I want to have a business downtown if there is 

no parking for my customers? Or my employees? Or deliveries? Again on what planet does this make 

sense? You really need to rethink this whole thing and look at it from every citizen and business point 

of view. I understand the need to have safe routes for the small majorities that MAY bike, but please 

use some common sense and think about those of us that WILL drive. Besides that, fix the darn 

sidewalks before you spend any money on this idea! 

The costs on this one is the highest and is the one with the potential to create future problems for 

improvement. Unwise for that reason alone. But it also is taking away a huge number of parking spaces 

in addition to parking in front of the Veteran's Center would be detrimental to the community with 

how many residents depend on these spots to live and have close access to the center. Will force 

residents to park deeper into the neighborhood which will impact current residents in a negative way. 

Dislike: Trying to make Columbia a one-size-fits-all solution. (Instead, e.g., make Columbia the car 

solution and move other traffic - cycling, pedestrian, etc. - off of Columbia.) CAC feedback totally 

ignored Columbia too narrow downtown Eliminates 331 parking spaces Eliminates a car lane from 

Washington St. Eliminates 2 traffic circles installed at resident request Eliminates left-hand turn lane 

at an already overly busy intersection Too expensive Doesn't reduce speed limit to 20 MPH 

This project should incorporate protected handicap parking, closest to intersections that parking is 

removed. I am specifically impacted as a US Vet that uses the Clark County Veterans Assistance Center. 

The volunteers are generally elderly, they are losing close parking spots for those in wheelchairs or 

have difficulty walking distances. 
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Multimodal Improvements (9 comments) 

Any removal of Parking in the Downtown Vancouver Area is an awful idea until more parking is 

provided. Don't try to emulate Portland. Their transportation system is a mess. Removes 331 on-

street parking spaces, mostly on Columbia Street Removes one travel lane from Washington Street 

Removes parking in front of the Clark County Veterans Assistance Center Requires complex signal 

modifications where Washington Street converts from a two-way street to a one-way street May 

impact future transportation improvements to Washington Street, making implementation more 

difficult and costly 

Similar to option 1: (1) "Does not require people biking to travel out of direction"- from where? I live 

closer to Main Street as it is one block closer to where I live, and I don't use Columbia because it is 

out of the way. Main Street is also 20 mph south of Fourth Plain from where I take it. (2) Entire length 

of what corridor? Main Street goes across I-5 and continues, while Columbia does not. (3) I don't 

understand the "access to residents with limited or restricted transportation options." If we mean 

non-cyclists who can't afford a decent bike, then this solution does not address the other modes like 

CTRAN, walking, etc. (4) I see existing traffic calming measures being removed and protected bike 

lanes removing parking that also is traffic calming. How on earth is this even better for pedestrians? 

There is no traffic circle on 41st street. Are you saying that the pedestrian island is being removed? 

My personal experience is that implementations like these only end up increasing speed, and this is 

through neighborhoods with children. Cyclists not sharing the lane with motorists also means that 

motorists aren't as attentive to the cyclists anymore, and I question if this could cause an increase 

in issues at the intersections, especially for all the existing driveways and roads that would cross 

these cycle lanes. See the following link recently published by the Insurance Institute for Highway 

Safety: https://www.iihs.org/news/detail/some-protected-bike-lanes-leave-cyclists-vulnerable-to-

injury (5) A lot of parking being removed Is the true cost of this solution inclusive of offsetting the 

impacts to businesses and residents? I don't see how there is a net community benefit unless this is 

addressed. 

Eliminates WAY too many parking spots. Makes left turns more difficult. Traffic too fast. Removes 

traffic circles which will increase traffic speed even more. North of 4th Plain, there are businesses--

dentists, restaurant--that already put a great deal of pressure on resident parking. Eliminating 

parking on Columbia would be disastrous for resident parking, increase danger for children and the 

many elderly, eliminate the possibility of bus route. 

1. Columbia is a major highway for commuting cars & people wanting to bypass downtown traffic -

why make it more congested? 2. This route has lot more traffic than Daniels/Franklin making it

inherently more dangerous for bikes 3. 700 parking places lost 4. Possible future route for light rail

5. Eliminates bus stops on Columbia 6. Businesses use Columbia for worker parking 7. Limits future

business use along Columbia 8. Few parking alternatives for houses along route

While this route becomes more feasible than option #1, with less impact that cannot be mitigated, 

the Washington portion of the route is a bit less feasible financially, as well as logistically. This route 

will likely provide access in some locations to more inexperienced riders than route 1. It still neglects 

pedestrians, but allows parking for the veterans to remain. Elderly and families are moderately less 

affected by the removal of parking than route 1. 
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This proposal is the most costly, doesn't relieve much parking spot elimination and is quite hostile 

to the cyclist. The descent (SB) of Columbia connecting onto Washington and then re-connecting to 

Columbia is poor. Either a new signal with a dedicated cycle phase for the left turn onto 21st is 

needed, or a frightening cross-over-traffic-on-my-left-shoulder maneuver is required. Dedicated 

signalized bike phases for the right turn onto 8th and the left turn onto Columbia would also be 

required for any semblance of "low stress" cycling. Hindering future transportation improvements 

to Washington seems a really bad idea... 

Parking on upper Columbia is a red herring. It's underutilized as you know. So losing parking no one 

uses is-- not a problem. Re: Washington--Requires complex signal modifications where Washington 

Street converts from a two-way street to a one-way street May impact future transportation 

improvements to Washington Street, making implementation more difficult and costly Requires 

people biking to travel out of direction several times, increasing overall trip time. It is not an easy 

sell to anyone trying to get somewhere or to new cyclists who wouldn't find this part easy to 

navigate. And therefore it is NOT AS SAFE. 

I don't think the best option is Columbia street. Removes too many parking spots. I don't think the 

traffic circles should be removed. Parking should not be removed from the Veterans' center. I think 

the paving of Columbia should be done separately to the biking solutions. Overall I like the buffered 

options better than the protected. All options should include traffic calming measures such as 

lowering of speeds and limiting/prohibiting trucks going through. 

Need (11 comments) 

This route also eliminates too many parking spaces! Side roads are already packed in the evenings. 

People with limited mobility/health issues will have to park further away from their homes. Many 

homes in the area, due to their size are shared dwellings or have or were planing to add an ADU, this 

is an affordable housing option that helps address our current crisis, reducing parking (adding 

pressure to the side streets) eliminates viable housing options. I for one would be less likely to visit 

businesses downtown as parking pressures increase. This is a year round improvement that will 

likely only be used by a small group when the sun is out, the rest of us must deal with the 

consequences all of the time (evenings, rains, ice & snow). This option is slightly better than option 

one. I am not concerned that the bike riders have to travel out of direction several times as the rest 

of us are having this project forced on us. 

Seems like a lot of compromising. Not enough protected bike lanes downtown in my opinion. That 

is where they are needed most. 

This route is better for bikers because Washington is a very wide street you would still have the short 

section on Columbia that is narrow between 4th plain and 21st street. Taking away the left turn lane 

on 4th plain from Columbia will still be a difficult situation for cars. With our weather there are many 

months of the year that the general public will not be riding bikes. 

Parking will always be the issue. Getting rid of 331 parking spaces will create a contentious 

atmosphere is the neighborhood. Bikes do not replace the need for parking. The great increase of 

apartments in the area has only increased the demand for parking and the side streets pay the price. 

Parents on the way to work are probably not biking their children to daycare and then on to work. 

So I really wonder who these bike lanes are catering to. 
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Taking away residential parking from many more people than will ever bike down this route. 

The majority of people do not want these bike lanes 

this route feels like it makes no sense; neither the neighborhood nor biking community gets much 

benefit 

This seems like a better route than the first one, taking into consideration more of the overall needs 

of the community, but that comes with a much more expensive price tag. If the city can fund this I 

think it is a better solution, but in the end I would rather see the first one built than wait for 

something that may never happen. 

Need safe bike lanes. You can't have it all. Far more important to have safe bike lanes and lose some 

parking. 

this is a complete waste of taxpayer money for the small number of people who would benefit from 

this bike mobility project. 

It does not benift the people living and voters in the community 

Neighborhood Context and Culture (11 comments) 

I live at 21st and Daniels. This option is the most disruptive for our neighborhood. 

Eliminates traffic calming circles- Not good for residential neighborhood and near an elementary 

school 

Too much damage to historic neighborhood. Too many parking places removed. 

Removing parking from vital services where people with a known higher level of disabilities go for 

services in favor of more able-bodied people is wrong. You cannot force Vancouver into being a 

cycling community by removing parking. You need to serve the citizens as they are now, with gentle 

pushes in the direction of cycling and driving alternatives. This is too drastic. Forcing people into 

some kind of box by denying them the needed services they rely on isn't the right approach. 

This also removes too much parking for downtown residents, workers and visitors. When parking is 

removed, where are residents to park their cars when no other off-street parking is available? Hough 

and Arnada historic areas have grandfathered in homes that have no off-street parking. Also, there 

are still many older residents with mobility challenges. The city has to consider the needs of many, 

not just a few. The city replies to these questions have been, "Ok Boomer". 

This is not a good fit with the extreme lack of parking and general congestion 

Its already very difficult to find parking at night downtown especially on weekends. We can't lose 

Columbia parking spaces. In addition losing a lane on Washington will make traffic even worse than 

it is. Combine that with all the people that will be moving downtown with the new waterfront 

development and it will be unmanageable. 

Same as route 1 this is not a good option for anyone but the bikers. 

This seems like a better route than the first one, taking into consideration more of the overall needs 

of the community, but that comes with a much more expensive price tag. If the city can fund this I 

think it is a better solution, but in the end I would rather see the first one built than wait for 

something that may never happen. 

This route also fulfills the commitment the city has made to the 2017 Complete Streets ordinance. 

It does not benift the people living and voters in the community 
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Directness of Route (39 comments) 

Similar to option 1: (1) "Does not require people biking to travel out of direction"- from where? I live 

closer to Main Street as it is one block closer to where I live, and I don't use Columbia because it is 

out of the way. Main Street is also 20 mph south of Fourth Plain from where I take it. (2) Entire length 

of what corridor? Main Street goes across I-5 and continues, while Columbia does not. (3) I don't 

understand the "access to residents with limited or restricted transportation options." If we mean 

non-cyclists who can't afford a decent bike, then this solution does not address the other modes like 

CTRAN, walking, etc. (4) I see existing traffic calming measures being removed and protected bike 

lanes removing parking that also is traffic calming. How on earth is this even better for pedestrians? 

There is no traffic circle on 41st street. Are you saying that the pedestrian island is being removed? 

My personal experience is that implementations like these only end up increasing speed, and this is 

through neighborhoods with children. Cyclists not sharing the lane with motorists also means that 

motorists aren't as attentive to the cyclists anymore, and I question if this could cause an increase 

in issues at the intersections, especially for all the existing driveways and roads that would cross 

these cycle lanes. See the following link recently published by the Insurance Institute for Highway 

Safety: https://www.iihs.org/news/detail/some-protected-bike-lanes-leave-cyclists-vulnerable-to-

injury (5) A lot of parking being removed Is the true cost of this solution inclusive of offsetting the 

impacts to businesses and residents? I don't see how there is a net community benefit unless this is 

addressed. 

This proposal is the most costly, doesn't relieve much parking spot elimination and is quite hostile 

to the cyclist. The descent (SB) of Columbia connecting onto Washington and then re-connecting to 

Columbia is poor. Either a new signal with a dedicated cycle phase for the left turn onto 21st is 

needed, or a frightening cross-over-traffic-on-my-left-shoulder maneuver is required. Dedicated 

signalized bike phases for the right turn onto 8th and the left turn onto Columbia would also be 

required for any semblance of "low stress" cycling. Hindering future transportation improvements 

to Washington seems a really bad idea... 

Parking on upper Columbia is a red herring. It's underutilized as you know. So losing parking no one 

uses is-- not a problem. Re: Washington--Requires complex signal modifications where Washington 

Street converts from a two-way street to a one-way street May impact future transportation 

improvements to Washington Street, making implementation more difficult and costly Requires 

people biking to travel out of direction several times, increasing overall trip time. It is not an easy 

sell to anyone trying to get somewhere or to new cyclists who wouldn't find this part easy to 

navigate. And therefore it is NOT AS SAFE. 

I like the creativity of this route option. The use of Washington is good as it is such a wide street. It 

also manages to still utilize some of Columbia which helps to balance parking loss. I do not like a 

few things about this route. 1. it is very complicated and would require a few more complex turns 

and major traffic flow changes on a few of the streets which would impact both bikers, pedestrians, 

and cars. 2. I just can't get over the cost. This seems to be a very expensive route. When comparing 

this to Columbia, I don't see this as a feasible route option at all. 

Good, but not as direct and more impacts than the Columbia St. option. 
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Transitioning bikers to Washington on 8th street will be a nightmare. This area already has some of 

the worst traffic in our City, and adding a bike element too it will create further chaos. Ideally new 

bike routes will not be impacted by car traffic when it backs up. Biking should not be bogged down 

by our existing congestion. 

Not contiguous or safe for cyclists. Expensive. 

Turning off Columbia when it is the most common ending destination doesn't make sense. 

Especially when those turns add to the commuting dangers of bicyclists, and additional costs. 

The complexity seems like it will create greater hazards to riders and more confusion for drivers. The 

option for this route is significantly more expensive. 

Yikes, this map is confusing and it only saves a few parking places so not worth the additional costs. 

Also, I really dislike protected bike lanes with "bumps" to keep cars away. I am a regular bike rider - 

but a slow one. Right now when I bike on Columbia, other bike riders pass me. If we were all forced 

to be in a lane like in the photo, I would NOT bike on it as faster riders would have no easy way to 

pass me and if they tried I would be scared and be a danger to myself and them. If you go with 

"protected" bike lanes as in the photo, I will most like bike down other neighborhood streets. I 

dislike that the "neighborhood greenway" is only 3 blocks. If it was a nice long stretch then maybe, 

but would not bother for 3 blocks. 

Pros: - A large portion runs along Columbia. - More direct than options 5/6. Cons: - More complicated 

than route 1. I find the directions of 1-way cycling lanes unintuitive (the reasons make sense, just 

seems off). - Southbound travel needs to turn left off Columbia onto 21st. - Bike lane on east side of 

Washington St downtown—what's the plan for cyclists who want to head west? - Veterans Center is 

still impacted, as is half of the busy 19th-21st blocks on Columbia. Route 1 is still better—the parking 

saved on this route is not offset by the additional complexities and cost required, in my opinion. 

This seems a more confusing and significantly more expensive cycling route vs. option #1 while still 

having a very large (unacceptably so) impact to current parking needs of residents and businesses... 

I like that it retains a route close to the "commercial spine" of Vancouver... but not sure its worth the 

price for the parking spots saved (or if those spots could be saved for similar investment as parking 

spots/lots in other ways along Option 1?) 

Expensive and Confusing 

This is too expensive for the benefits and is also confusing to navigate. 

This seems like it is taking a clear, safe, and direct route (Columbia), and watering it down for 

minimal benefit. While it slightly reduces the parking impact in the uptown area, it creates confusion 

in the bike route and several unsafe turns. For example, it seems like the northbound left turn from 

8th onto Washington would be very hard for cyclists, especially during rush hour. 

Changing any direction on Washington and utilizing it for cycling would be dangerous and 

confusing. 

Unnecessary detours. Only partly protected route. 

Routing a bit confusing. Seem similar to option 1, but with less protection. 

Drivers like to cut through Washington at high speed making it more dangerous for cyclists. Also, 

making cyclists go out of their way is confusing and dangerous and will end up with cyclists just 

going straight down Columbia anyway. Plus, converting Washington from two to one way will be 

confusing and could increase traffic accidents. 



Westside Bike Mobility Project Public Outreach Summary 88 

Not a lot of savings in terms of parking, unclear is Washington the South-bound or North-bound 

lane? If South-bound (matching the traffic flow), switching back at 8th seems difficult. 

This is not a direct route. I think a direct route is beneficial for riders and vehicles. All community 

members can expect bicyclists or walkers on one route, instead of trying to remember which streets 

maybe protected. 

I think the shift to Washington is unnecessary 

Cyclists, like drivers, tend toward the straightest route possible. They will just push straight 

up/down Columbia and disregard this unnecessary jog over to Washington. 

Requires bike travel out of direction several times. 

As stated before, even with bike lanes on Columbia St, I doubt that I will choose that route to get 

downtow or across the bridge. I will navigate on quieter streets as much as possible, ALWAYS, even 

if those avenues are a bit off the most direct route. 

The detour off Columbia street adds extra turns. Cyclists will be unlikely to detour over a block just 

to detour. 

More complicated to understand. Harder to figure out. 

That it is not a direct route 

Seems overly complex and has potential real problems for cyclists on Washington. 

This route also eliminates too many parking spaces! Side roads are already packed in the evenings. 

People with limited mobility/health issues will have to park further away from their homes. Many 

homes in the area, due to their size are shared dwellings or have or were planing to add an ADU, this 

is an affordable housing option that helps address our current crisis, reducing parking (adding 

pressure to the side streets) eliminates viable housing options. I for one would be less likely to visit 

businesses downtown as parking pressures increase. This is a year round improvement that will 

likely only be used by a small group when the sun is out, the rest of us must deal with the 

consequences all of the time (evenings, rains, ice & snow). This option is slightly better than option 

one. I am not concerned that the bike riders have to travel out of direction several times as the rest 

of us are having this project forced on us. 

This route is better for bikers because Washington is a very wide street you would still have the short 

section on Columbia that is narrow between 4th plain and 21st street. Taking away the left turn lane 

on 4th plain from Columbia will still be a difficult situation for cars. With our weather there are many 

months of the year that the general public will not be riding bikes. 

While this route becomes more feasible than option #1, with less impact that cannot be mitigated, 

the Washington portion of the route is a bit less feasible financially, as well as logistically. This route 

will likely provide access in some locations to more inexperienced riders than route 1. It still neglects 

pedestrians, but allows parking for the veterans to remain. Elderly and families are moderately less 

affected by the removal of parking than route 1. 

This is a good secondary alternative to the Columbia route, maintaining the safety of protected bike 

lanes and a fairly continuous route (limiting interchanges that can become dangerous for both 

bikers and drivers). More detail would be helpful on how Washington St would change. This reduces 

parking impacts slightly but is the highest of cost. Would be good to know if the marginal cost of this 

option could be used to mediate any of the impacts from the Columbia option. 
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I like the 1-way protected bike lanes and would prefer that be done on the entire route, either a 

shared NB/SB buffered bike lane on one street or splitting the directions on multiple streets. I dislike 

the removal of on-street parking without providing viable, commensurate options for residents; and 

I dislike the (likely) removal of the left turn pockets at Columbia and Fourth Plain (this is not 

mentioned in the description, but I assume it would happen with this option as well). 

Direct route Protected & buffered bike lanes. Having been up & down Columbia as it currently 

stands, it did not feel safe for bicycle/car mix sharing the road. I would like to bike more but don't 

feel safe navigating the west side corridor today. Good bike access & safety will be a big plus for 

liveability in Vancouver. 

This route is not as safe as Columbia and is not as direct. 

The left hand turn to get onto WA will be unsafe for cyclists. The shared lane south bound is not within 

proper design standards due to the high speed and high density of vehicle traffic. This is less 

satisfactory to having Columbia being treated as a proper buffered bike corridor. We should base our 

decisions on real design standards, safety, meeting needs of all road users, and projecting needs into 

the future. having a safe and efficient bike route on the west side that connects north - south is one 

of those key needs. 

This route is not as good as the Columbia route for bikes and still takes over 300 parking spaces. 

While slightly better than the Columbia-only route, this option presents additional problems. The 

added complexities presented for bikers are not counterbalanced by benefits. Parking loss is still 

unacceptably high. 

Other Comments (30 comments) 

Still the 41st to 45th 

see 1st answer 

Same as 1 but slightly more scenic 

It’s does not include Franklin St. 

Same reasons for a Columbia only route, stay away from Columbia. 

Columbia is the wrong street for this. 

NO! 

loser! 

Columbia No 

No 

Didn't like the tow different N-S methods of separation 

Leave Columbia St alone. It's already a mess. 

Like #1, this is too limiting for residents who've invested in old Vancouver. 

It looks like this route was only added to make option 1 look better. My dog could do a better design 

job than this. 

Again. Stay off Columbia. Bad idea. 

The city needs to address the problems in the community before adding barriered bike lanes. Some 

of the city doesn't even have sidewalks. 

Same as before stop this madness. spend money on the streets that cars pay for. 

Can't see the point of this route. 
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Are you addressing Columbia OR Washington? Good alternative for cycling. 

While this is a good option that I am not opposed to, the Columbia options provides a safer 

environment for bikes because of the buffered bike lane. 

This seems silly but could work. 

Not the best, but pretty good. 3rd choice of 5 options, I think 

Balance of ped/bike/car w/ enough parking & lanes. 

This is also a good and easy to use option. 

This route will have similar effects as the Columbia Route. 

Any route that uses columbia is BAD! Read my comments on route 1. 

It appears that this version only takes away on-street parking from ONE side of Columbia, as opposed 

to BOTH sides, for a section of the route. This has the same problems as the Columbia-Only option. 

Same as #1 
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Columbia/Daniels (179 Comments)  

Parking (82 comments) 

Requires bike travel OUT of direction. We do not ask people about safe/short car routes. This is about 

bike/ped. Again why is car parking more important than people. 

This route only improves connectivity by connecting directly to Hough Elementary, however, is further 

from Main St. and its amenities. It also does not improve connection to the Waterfront or Farmers 

Market. This route will likely provide access in some locations to more inexperienced riders than route 

1. It still largely neglects pedestrians. It still removes parking for the veterans. Elderly and families are 

moderately less affected by the removal of parking than route 1. This route is more feasible, with less 

impact that will probably not be mitigated. 

This is a better option, as the protected bike lanes (removed street parking) only happens where the 

majority of cyclists use Columbia, and not on the entire street from 8th to 45th, where cyclist use 

drops off significantly. The traffic calming on Daniels is needed. 

This does not seem like a reasonable option in that you are screwing up Columbia and then screwing 

up Daniels as well. It does not impact street parking as much as option 1 but it would create more 

negative impact than any of the options that do NOT involve Columbia 

This route is a bit better option. Daniels is by far the safest. Save our parking. 

It displaces people's parking issues to Daniels? Doesn't address the vets center parking issue. Probably 

peaceful along Daniels. Works for me but selfishly I like the Columbia route b/c I live on Columbia and 

don't like how fast cars drive on it. 

We're on Columbia in this route for 12 blocks or so through some of the most hotly debated areas - 

vet center, around Hough, etc. I am fine with that because I think the vets will move anyway and feel 

it's mostly about the volunteers who want to park, not the vets. Hough has parking. All houses on 

Columbia except the one where the owner planted a tree in the parking pad have off-street parking. 

To take us off Columbia above Fourth Plain is again - pointless. Nobody parks there now, so why save 

it? Last, please travel Daniels at night. When it rains. Dark. Narrow. Crowded with parked cars. Difficult 

for experienced riders. During the day the vehicle traffic is low likely due to the 24 stop signs in 2.5 

miles. Remove them and likely the traffic aps will find Daniels more attractive. There are still enough 

cars parked in the daytime that might send new riders bobbing in and out between them. That 

behavior is natural when a 4K lb metal friend is on your tail. It reads as unpredictable for drivers, 

however. Sharrows are less safe. Period. 

Same: This will hurt small business and impede downtown's commercial growth. Many of the 

businesses along this route do not have access to private parking. Remove the street parking and you'll 

not only lose current businesses but also dissuade potential new businesses from coming in. 

To much traffic and removes to many parking spaces from the residents. 

Like: the Greenway approach for a bike lane. Dislike: compromise of established vehicular route 

(Columbia) and loss of on street parking. 

This option is more expensive than the Columbia option w negligible impact on parking, and reduced 

safety by limiting the protected bike lane. The Daniels greenway is nice that it is a continuous lane, but 

will be problematic w drivers in these areas, especially near Lincoln elementary. 
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Similar to option 1: (1) What about folks who live on Daniels by this route? Wouldn't it be closer to 

them? I don't understand why one block is a big enough deal to be commented upon as noteworthy 

about trip time. I can still use the routes I use now. (2) "Does not require people biking to travel out of 

direction"- from where? I live closer to Main Street as it is one block closer to where I live, and I don't 

use Columbia because it is out of the way. Main Street is also 20 mph south of Fourth Plain from where 

I take it. (3) Entire length of what corridor? Main Street goes across I-5 and continues, while Columbia 

does not. (4) I don't understand the "access to residents with limited or restricted transportation 

options." If we mean non-cyclists who can't afford a decent bike, then this solution does not address 

the other modes like CTRAN, walking, etc. (5) I see existing traffic calming measures being removed 

and protected bike lanes removing parking that also is traffic calming. How on earth is this even better 

for pedestrians? There is no traffic circle on 41st street. Are you saying that the pedestrian island is 

being removed? My personal experience is that implementations like these only end up increasing 

speed, and this is through neighborhoods with children. Cyclists not sharing the lane with motorists 

also means that motorists aren't as attentive to the cyclists anymore, and I question if this could cause 

an increase in issues at the intersections, especially for all the existing driveways and roads that would 

cross these cycle lanes. See the following link recently published by the Insurance Institute for Highway 

Safety: https://www.iihs.org/news/detail/some-protected-bike-lanes-leave-cyclists-vulnerable-to-

injury (6) A lot of parking is still being removed Is the true cost of this solution inclusive of offsetting 

the impacts to businesses and residents? I don't see how there is a net community benefit unless this 

is addressed. 

I don't like the switch to Daniels St, or the parking removal for the. Veterans assistance center. I like 

the straightforward path. 

1. Eliminates bus stops along route 2. 700 parking spaces gone 3. Hough neighborhood will be hobbled

w/o street parking 4. Future use of Columbia for light rail 5. Columbia is a major road & downtown

bypass 6. Columbia has lots of traffic which makes it a dangerous road to squeeze bikers on.

Hough Elementary has limited enough parking for the school as is. Homes along Columbia and her side 

streets have extremely limited or no parking available at all. Although I want the bike project to take 

foot in Vancouver, I feel this route is not a best fit. Daniels Street is far too narrow to accommodate 

this change. 

Daniels is a good choice, like SE Salmon in Portland on a lightly traveled street. Why is school parking 

removed if Route shifts to Columbia south of 23rd? I favor pushing down Daniels thru Millplain wall to 

Esther Short with no loss of parking. 

Same comment- don't want to remove parking on both sides or even any side of Columbia. 

This route takes away parking in areas which it is already difficult to park. It caters to the few instead 

of the many. Also, parking is vital in front of our elementary schools for parents who require other 

parties who aren’t in walking distance to pick up their children. 

Any route that takes parking/access away from vets is a nonstarter. You are putting the able-bodied 

above the disabled. 

No parking on Columbia should be removed between 21st street and 25th Street 

I dislike this idea or any that negatively impacts the Clark County Veteran's Assistance Center. The VAC 

has shared the projected negative impact of losing their parking spaces in a parking-limited part of 

Vancouver. If there is any other options we must continue to serve our veteran's to the best of our 

ability and I believe this route interferes with an essential service. 
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Its already very difficult to find parking at night downtown especially on weekends. We can't lose 

Columbia parking spaces. Combine that with all the people that will be moving downtown with the 

new waterfront development and it will be unmanageable. 

This route has all the *real* parking issues of Route 1. Though it removes less parking spaces, the 

parking utilization of Columbia north of Fourth Plain is really low, and the side streets in this area have 

greater capacity than those in Hough. I'm totally on board for a neighborhood greenway, but this 

doesn't address the greatest concerns raised to Route 1. 

334 parking spaces being taken away including spaces in front of the Veterans Assistance Center how 

are the veterans supposed to get to the center without parking? 

As with routes 1&2 too much on street parking removal, VA parking reduction is very concerning. Just 

don't see this as a compromise for "all" residents. 

This plan causes 334 homes to lose their parking. 

Columbia between 8th and Evergreen cannot tolerate the loss of parking spaces. WE NEED more... I 

believe the safety of cyclists will be @ risk because Daniels dead ends on 9th. 

Parking impact 

Please do not take parking away for only 2% of the people. 

Another awful proposal for the local community. This negatively impacts home owners. As a property 

owner with an infant, removing >300 parking spots in front of people's homes is irresponsible and 

ridiculous. 

removal of parking 

If the route could switch over to Daniels earlier and reduce the number of spaces lost on Columbia, I 

would like this option better. 

Takes away to much parking from the community. Only slightly better than the First two routes. No 

for this one. 

There has to be a better way to add bike lanes than taking away this many parking spaces, especially 

in areas where disabled or elderly citizens require them. The city needs to readjust their priorities. 

Again my issue is parking spots!! 334 ?? Are you out of your mind? 

Too great of an impact on parking 

Removes too many residential parking spaces. 

Better than some of the other options (although have not seen all of them yet.) I regularly bike/jog on 

Daniels in the Carter Park and Lincoln area - I like it and think it is a nice option. I don't like that both 

directions are on the same street. Why not have one direction on Columbia and one on Daniels so one 

street is not completely impacted. Also, why in those areas are you just doing a greenway, and not a 

designated bike lane. Does not need to have a barrier, but a painted bike lane and not just chevrons 

in the middle of the road would be better. I don't like the fact that it cuts back to Columbia street so 

soon. Why not stick on Daniels until 16th? That would keep a lot more parking then cutting over on 

23rd. Or why not in the Carter Park area cut over to Franklin and go all the way down that one to 8th 

street? When I bike to Esther Short park I usually go south on Columbia, and North on Franklin. Please, 

consider an option that does NOT take away 300+ parking spots. That will impact Uptown Village 

businesses way too much. So, what I DISLIKE about this is that it has two directions on Columbia and 

takes away so much parking. NO!! Also, wondering why in the waterfront area you age going with 

"shared use paths". If the purpose of this entire thing is to get people to bike to the waterfront, then 

you need bike lanes at the waterfront going both ways. And if you decide we can have NB+SP together 

down there, why not have that be the entire way? 
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Loss of parking on Columbia. Also, if you remove too many stop signs along Daniels, it will become a 

vehicular drag strip like Lincoln and Franklin. 

The removal of 334 parking spaces will transfur the parking burden to neighborhood streets that 

already have high parking demands. How many residents lives will be impacted on a daily basis relative 

to the number of cyclists that will actually use this or any other route on a daily basis. 

Again this proposal removes too many parking spaces to accommodate those who live, work and shop 

downtown and uptown Vancouver. This will drive businesses out of existence because patrons will just 

give up and go to the waterfront, (which has parking) to dine at one of those chain restaurants. We 

can say goodbye to small business owners and entrepreneurs in the Couve. 

The parking impacts on small businesses in downtown Vancouver seem unacceptable. 

Neighborhood greenway on Daniels Street is preferable to protected bike lanes but impact to homes 

and businesses on Columbia Street is too high, especially the loss of parking. 

It still removes too much parking. As someone who owns a business downtown, I already have trouble 

finding parking and often park on Columbia because it is around the corner from my business. I also 

need parking for those coming to do business. This will greatly impact us 

Again, parking. Too close to main St which would impact businesses and residents 

DISLIKE -removes 334 parking spaces (don't kill downtown re-development) -costly -plus costly 

mitigation LIKE -DANIELS - much better quieter st. for bikes and walkers. WASH ST even better - wider. 

-Remove traffic circles Why remove parking in front of Hough Elem. when route doesn't go by the

school?

It does address the most restricted access to homes on Columbia, however what ensures that these 

home owners actually get to use these spots? I imagine these spots become even more coveted. It still 

will impact downtown parking and I will most likely visit businesses less as parking pressures increase. 

I am not concerned about bikers having to change direction as the bike community must compromise 

in areas just as the rest of us are being forced to do. 

takes away too much parking expensive 

Takes away residential parking and the cost, increase my tabs and take away my commuter route. 

This is an expensive option and removing 334 on-street parking spaces will have too much of a negative 

impact on people who live and work along and near Columbia Street. 

Keeps a fairly simple bicycle route N-S that stays close to the commercial spine of Vancouver south of 

4th Plain... but still "costs" too much in lost parking south of 4th Plain to be acceptable w/o offsetting 

100s of the parking impacts (with associated uncertain viability and cost). 

Removes 331 on-street parking spaces, mostly on Columbia Street Removes one travel lane from 

Washington Street Removes parking in front of the Clark County Veterans Assistance Center Requires 

complex signal modifications where Washington Street converts from a two-way street to a one-way 

street Requires installing three new bicycle/pedestrian crossings on major arterial streets May impact 

future transportation improvements to Washington Street, making implementation more difficult and 

costly 

This proposal is not cheap and does not solve the removal of parking space issue to any significant 

degree. Neither cyclists nor motorists like greenways - yet most of the route consists of this scheme. 

Takes some pressure off Columbia St., although impacted parking is about the same so might as well 

keep a straight Columbia St. route. 

The parking stalls preserved in this route are not critical stalls. Currently the parking north of Fourth 

Plain is underutilized. Looking purely at parking counts this seems like an improvement off of the 
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Columbia route, put if you look at utilization rates it does nothing at the pinch points. Meanwhile, 

bikers no longer have a direct route and are subjected to stop signs, and less safe conditions. This 

route also adds additional costs and traffic impacts on Fourth Plain (EW) because of the added signal. 

Same as the others, removes too much parking for residents. How may people are actually riding the 

bikes during the normal work year, not during the summer months? 

Removing 334 parking spaces on Columbia is not acceptable. Again, I must ask who are these lanes 

being created for? How many individuals will be riding their bike? What neighborhoods are they biking 

from? Do they also own a car and where do they park? What is best for the community downtown is 

maintaining property values down town. A more important issue is to help minimize traffic on the 

Columbia corridor, and enforce the law regarding semi trucks going down 39th Street to Fruit Valley. 

Maybe we need some traffic circles on 39th st. 

While this reduces the parking impact numbers, it does so in the areas that don't matter. Columbia 

near uptown is where the parking issues are, not north of fourth plain. Additionally, this will require 

the removal of the stop signs that were just added on Daniels at the request of the neighborhood. 

There is absolutely no justification for removing parking. Most people in these older neighborhoods 

do not have off street parking. The side streets are at or near parking capacity and will not be able to 

support the extra cars from Columbia. If this route were exclusively greenway, I would support it. 

CHOOSE OPTION #7 - SIMPLY PAVE COLUMBIA AND FORGET THIS WHOLE RIDICULOUS IDEA. 

Anything on Columbia is a bad idea, period. Between the parking situation (lost spaces downtown), 

the volume of cars already on Columbia, who would be "competing" with bikes, this is a bad route. 

Already narrow between 8th and 23rd! Dislike the decrease of access for drop-off parking for Veterans 

at their community center. 

This is only for the convenience of bicyclists, a very small minority of street users. These older 

neighborhoods do not have enough space to allow bike only lanes! It will disrupt motor vehicle traffic, 

place bicycles and cars into closer proximity, take away parking necessary for local businesses and 

homeowners, and possibly result in more accidents. 

Loss of parking, turn lanes. I travel Columbia every day, a few times a day and rarely see more than a 

few cyclists. As a cyclist, it’s not so much the streets, but the turns that end up knocking us off of our 

bikes/potentially injuring us. Motorists making right- or left-hand turns and not looking for bicyclists 

seem to be the most common dangers. When I’m driving my e-golf and a cyclist is going too slowly, I 

just wait for a safe opportunity to pass them. 

I like this option a lot better than the previous two. I like the use of Daniels Street as a greenway and 

the installation of the HAWK crossings. However, I still dislike the removal of on-street parking on 

Columbia Street south of 23rd Street, which is a high demand parking area due to the growing 

popularity of the downtown and Uptown Village areas. 

I like this more than the first tow options even though it has the same "score" statements above. Still 

have parking concerns in the most critical areas VA and downtown. I do think the section down Daniels 

will be safer. 

A)There should be a bicycle signal at Fourth Plain regardless of design choice. B)Neighborhood

greenways are the handjob of bicycle infrastructure. We deserve lanes and routes that are not shared.

C) This doesn’t solve any of the lower Columbia St. residential parking issues. You might as well go

Columbia.

Daniels is too narrow and has multiple crossings that are unsafe and has its own parking issues. 

Again my issue is parking, especially impacting people with mobility issues. 
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The removal of street parking in a high traffic, high work, and high livable area. 

Getting closer, but still takes a LOT of parking away from Columbia Street where people can least 

afford that loss. Daniels St - connected to Frankin (around 23rd St) is the option I am (hopefully) going 

to see in a future survey question. 

overall, I like this better than the full Columbia route, and it looks like there will be a better way to 

cross Fourth Plain. Lower Columbia is still going to be unhappy about the parking issues. 

Hurts parking at the church on Columbia Makes bus transit stops and postal trucks unrealistic on 

Columbia Columbia is a main byway for vehicle traffic avoiding Uptown and Downtown 

The safety impact to the Hough elementary school is reason alone to not move on this one. Taking 

away that huge number of resident parking spaces in addition to parking in front of the Veteran's 

Center and to the grade school would be detrimental to the community. Many residents depend on 

these spots to live and the Veteran's need to have close access to the center. Will force residents to 

park deeper into the neighborhood which will impact current residents in a negative way. 

This plan does very little to mitigate the parking problems evident in the Columbia-only plan. 

Numerous residents will be left without any viable parking options. Most egregiously, the Veterans' 

Assistance Center will have parking removed. 

Not only takes away residential parking spots. also impacts school pickups/drop offs and parking for 

veterans. Again not enough bike riders to justify this loss of parking for residents. 

I know you will discount me because I’m old and you’ll think my opinion doesn’t matter, but I’ve lived 

long enough to know a bad idea when I see one. It’s extremely difficult to find a parking space as it is 

now. My daughter and I went to a business on Columbia and after driving around for 20 minutes (using 

carbon fuel by the way) finally found parking that was for two hours, yet our appointment was for 3 

hours, so naturally I had to send someone out to “plug” the meter. Which we received a ticket anyway 

because we are expected to move the car and find a different parking spot, so it doesn’t matter if we 

plug the meter for extra time, we have to move the car. (Again using carbon fuel) On what planet does 

this make sense? Now if you expect me to walk (the sidewalks have caused me to tumble a few times 

due to the uneven mess) or take transit ( walk to a bus, again hoping I don’t trip over the sidewalks in 

disarray) wait for a bus that goes two blocks, then doesn’t let me off close, so again, chance another 

walk in uneven sidewalks. My 3 hour appointment is now 5 hours. Or maybe at my age I can ride my 

bike?? Again what planet does this make sense? I’m in my 90’s. Think my biking days are behind me. 

Thinking of it from a business standpoint, why would I want to have a business downtown if there is 

no parking for my customers? Or my employees? Or deliveries? Again on what planet does this make 

sense? You really need to rethink this whole thing and look at it from every citizen and business point 

of view. I understand the need to have safe routes for the small majorities that MAY bike, but please 

use some common sense and think about those of us that WILL drive. Besides that, fix the darn 

sidewalks before you spend any money on this idea! 

Description say school impacted by parking. Map shows route not close to school. Same Columbia 

issues. Cost more 

This seems like a less effective solution. This project should incorporate protected handicap parking, 

closest to intersections that parking is removed. I am specifically impacted as a US Vet that uses the 

Clark County Veterans Assistance Center. The volunteers are generally elderly, they are losing close 

parking spots for those in wheelchairs or have difficulty walking distances. 

Too many parking spots taken away. I don't like Columbia as the main focus in so many of the options. 

Parking should not be taken away from the Veterans' center. And it should DEFINITELY not be taken 
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away from Hough Elementary school (on the map it actually doesn't look like the path goes in front of 

the school anyway???), as there is already limited and always full parking spots there, and that area is 

very busy with school buses, drop off and pick ups. Overall, I like the buffered lanes better than the 

protected. All options should include traffic calming measures such as lowering of speeds and 

limiting/prohibiting trucks going through. 

Like: Use of Daniels St. Dislike: Trying to make Columbia a one-size-fits-all solution. (Instead, e.g., make 

Columbia the car solution and move other traffic - cycling, pedestrian, etc. - off of Columbia.) CAC 

feedback totally ignored Columbia too narrow downtown Eliminates 334 parking spaces Eliminates 1 

traffic circle installed at resident request Requires installing 3 new crossings Too expensive Doesn't 

reduce speed limit to 20 MPH 

While the parking impact for this route is still high, this is my second favorite of the options for the 

relatively efficient commuting route and only slightly higher cost the Columbia Street Corridor. 

This route is less direct than the Columbia one, but is less expensive that option #2, is only 1 road out 

of the way if you're going for the I-5 bridge, and goes by an elementary school. This route would be 

better if it was able to go on to Daniels street at 16th street so it could pass by 2 elementary schools- 

but I don't know if that is possible at that intersection. This route still is taking more parking that I 

would ask my neighbors to give up. 

 

Safety (44 comments) 

This option is more expensive than the Columbia option w negligible impact on parking, and reduced 

safety by limiting the protected bike lane. The Daniels greenway is nice that it is a continuous lane, but 

will be problematic w drivers in these areas, especially near Lincoln elementary. 

Similar to option 1: (1) What about folks who live on Daniels by this route? Wouldn't it be closer to 

them? I don't understand why one block is a big enough deal to be commented upon as noteworthy 

about trip time. I can still use the routes I use now. (2) "Does not require people biking to travel out of 

direction"- from where? I live closer to Main Street as it is one block closer to where I live, and I don't 

use Columbia because it is out of the way. Main Street is also 20 mph south of Fourth Plain from where 

I take it. (3) Entire length of what corridor? Main Street goes across I-5 and continues, while Columbia 

does not. (4) I don't understand the "access to residents with limited or restricted transportation 

options." If we mean non-cyclists who can't afford a decent bike, then this solution does not address 

the other modes like CTRAN, walking, etc. (5) I see existing traffic calming measures being removed 

and protected bike lanes removing parking that also is traffic calming. How on earth is this even better 

for pedestrians? There is no traffic circle on 41st street. Are you saying that the pedestrian island is 

being removed? My personal experience is that implementations like these only end up increasing 

speed, and this is through neighborhoods with children. Cyclists not sharing the lane with motorists 

also means that motorists aren't as attentive to the cyclists anymore, and I question if this could cause 

an increase in issues at the intersections, especially for all the existing driveways and roads that would 

cross these cycle lanes. See the following link recently published by the Insurance Institute for Highway 

Safety: https://www.iihs.org/news/detail/some-protected-bike-lanes-leave-cyclists-vulnerable-to-

injury (6) A lot of parking is still being removed Is the true cost of this solution inclusive of offsetting 

the impacts to businesses and residents? I don't see how there is a net community benefit unless this 

is addressed. 
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1. Eliminates bus stops along route 2. 700 parking spaces gone 3. Hough neighborhood will be hobbled

w/o street parking 4. Future use of Columbia for light rail 5. Columbia is a major road & downtown

bypass 6. Columbia has lots of traffic which makes it a dangerous road to squeeze bikers on.

The parking stalls preserved in this route are not critical stalls. Currently the parking north of Fourth 

Plain is underutilized. Looking purely at parking counts this seems like an improvement off of the 

Columbia route, put if you look at utilization rates it does nothing at the pinch points. Meanwhile, 

bikers no longer have a direct route and are subjected to stop signs, and less safe conditions. This 

route also adds additional costs and traffic impacts on Fourth Plain (EW) because of the added signal. 

Anything on Columbia is a bad idea, period. Between the parking situation (lost spaces downtown), 

the volume of cars already on Columbia, who would be "competing" with bikes, this is a bad route. 

Already narrow between 8th and 23rd! Dislike the decrease of access for drop-off parking for Veterans 

at their community center. 

This is only for the convenience of bicyclists, a very small minority of street users. These older 

neighborhoods do not have enough space to allow bike only lanes! It will disrupt motor vehicle traffic, 

place bicycles and cars into closer proximity, take away parking necessary for local businesses and 

homeowners, and possibly result in more accidents. 

Loss of parking, turn lanes. I travel Columbia every day, a few times a day and rarely see more than a 

few cyclists. As a cyclist, it’s not so much the streets, but the turns that end up knocking us off of our 

bikes/potentially injuring us. Motorists making right- or left-hand turns and not looking for bicyclists 

seem to be the most common dangers. When I’m driving my e-golf and a cyclist is going too slowly, I 

just wait for a safe opportunity to pass them. 

A)There should be a bicycle signal at Fourth Plain regardless of design choice. B)Neighborhood

greenways are the handjob of bicycle infrastructure. We deserve lanes and routes that are not shared.

C) This doesn’t solve any of the lower Columbia St. residential parking issues. You might as well go

Columbia.

Daniels is too narrow and has multiple crossings that are unsafe and has its own parking issues. 

We're on Columbia in this route for 12 blocks or so through some of the most hotly debated areas - 

vet center, around Hough, etc. I am fine with that because I think the vets will move anyway and feel 

it's mostly about the volunteers who want to park, not the vets. Hough has parking. All houses on 

Columbia except the one where the owner planted a tree in the parking pad have off-street parking. 

To take us off Columbia above Fourth Plain is again - pointless. Nobody parks there now, so why save 

it? Last, please travel Daniels at night. When it rains. Dark. Narrow. Crowded with parked cars. Difficult 

for experienced riders. During the day the vehicle traffic is low likely due to the 24 stop signs in 2.5 

miles. Remove them and likely the traffic aps will find Daniels more attractive. There are still enough 

cars parked in the daytime that might send new riders bobbing in and out between them. That 

behavior is natural when a 4K lb metal friend is on your tail. It reads as unpredictable for drivers, 

however. Sharrows are less safe. Period. 

Too expensive and Daniels is too narrow 

Again, this option increases cost and decreases safety measures for cyclists to preserve 60 parking 

spaces. It is a poor choice compared to option 1. 

Unnecessary detours. Only partly protected route. 

Again, requiring people to travel out of direction doesn't make sense. It is less effective, more 

dangerous, and more expensive. 
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Again, I have a problem with Columbia Street as it has high traffic volume, it is a narrow street and 

people speed. Daniels is a good option, but not coupled with Columbia Street. It is a quiet street, with 

low traffic volume. It is already used by familiies for biking and could greatly benefit from the 

Greenway Concept. 

I can't believe this is even an option. Daniels sucks to ride down. The roads are narrow and unsafe and 

the crossings are a nightmare. 

Turning left from Columbia northbound to 23rd will be dangerous against oncoming southbound 

traffic without a signal. 

Neighborhood greenways attract cars looking for a shortcut making them unsafe for cyclists. 

Some concern if neighborhood greenways will be safe for cyclists. 

Need bike lanes 

puts bikers in& out of school traffic, creates unnecessary traffic changes/confusions 

The Daniels portion of this route will have greatly complicated street crossings. Columbia is already a 

through street so it is easy for bikes to flow with traffic. Daniels is a side street so bikes will be 

intersecting traffic more often. This may turn into a safety issue. 

The greenway's make me feel less safe and less safe for my kids, especially when they're riding without 

me. I do like the HAWKs but that feels independent to biking, that's for when I walk. 

Daniels from 23rd to 4th Plain is barely suitable for cars let alone bikes. My bet is bikers would avoid 

this stretch. 

Pardions on Daniels are a better riding experience but taking families or less experienced riders on 

Columbia is dangerous, not fun, and boring. 

Daniels street has parking on both sides making the street incredibly narrow where even a single car 

can have trouble getting by. Its a little dangerous and would be dangerous for bikers. I would not feel 

comfortable with this being the main path to bike on 

I like this option a lot better than the previous two. I like the use of Daniels Street as a greenway and 

the installation of the HAWK crossings. However, I still dislike the removal of on-street parking on 

Columbia Street south of 23rd Street, which is a high demand parking area due to the growing 

popularity of the downtown and Uptown Village areas. 

I like this more than the first tow options even though it has the same "score" statements above. Still 

have parking concerns in the most critical areas VA and downtown. I do think the section down Daniels 

will be safer. 

This route only improves connectivity by connecting directly to Hough Elementary, however, is further 

from Main St. and its amenities. It also does not improve connection to the Waterfront or Farmers 

Market. This route will likely provide access in some locations to more inexperienced riders than route 

1. It still largely neglects pedestrians. It still removes parking for the veterans. Elderly and families are

moderately less affected by the removal of parking than route 1. This route is more feasible, with less

impact that will probably not be mitigated.

This route is a bit better option. Daniels is by far the safest. Save our parking. 

It displaces people's parking issues to Daniels? Doesn't address the vets center parking issue. Probably 

peaceful along Daniels. Works for me but selfishly I like the Columbia route b/c I live on Columbia and 

don't like how fast cars drive on it. 
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As a biker i like that this route offers protected lanes through the busiest parts of Columbia, but don't 

think this balances out the needs of all users as well as some of the others. I appreciate the Idea of a 

neighborhood Greenway down Daniels instead of running all the way up Columbia. This could be a 

more pleasant experience if the stop signs were minimized. Again, i like some of the ideas shown here, 

but the bottom line comes down to whether it can be funded and built without significant delay. 

Daniels is a quieter street for cars so it is a more comfortable route for bikers, not riding with a lot of 

cars driving past. The section of Columbia from 4th plain south is still problematic because of the 

narrow street section. 

Protects vulnerable users in area I perceive as most dangerous to them. 

Safer for bikes. Less conflict with drivers. 

I do think there is more room on Daniels Street for bike infrastructure with less impact on residents 

(who have larger lots). It would be a better option for novice bicyclists. However, Daniels Street at 

44th is very busy at 8:30-9:30 and 3-4 because of school traffic (both cars and pedestrians.) It may be 

worth looking at Washington Street instead (in the enhanced bicycle/pedestrian crossings are 

desperately needed on north blocks). 39th Street regardless of which option is chosen. This should 

also be installed at Kauffman and 39th. 

I like that this route is still able to create protected bike lanes on some of the more busy areas of 

Columbia, south of 23rd. A greenway also seems like a good option for bikers who are less confident. 

I dislike that this route option forgoes the use of the north part of Columbia. This seems to be where 

parking would be least impacted based on usage that I've seen and therefore would be relatively easier 

to remove parking in this area. When considering this and the use of Columbia, I really wonder if there 

is an "all of the above" option. Daniels as a community greenway would seem to have little impact on 

the character of the neighborhood and allow for expansion of more nervous bikers, but at the same 

time, the use protected bike lanes on Columbia is still very valuable for bikers who need to move more 

quickly. If Columbia bike lanes are installed on all of Columbia (option 1), I would advocate for also still 

turning Daniels into a greenway! To use a car analogy, some people don't like using the highway 

(Columbia in this case) and will use slower streets even though it takes longer (Daniels). We don't 

remove highways just because these people don't like them, but we have many options for people to 

get where they need to go. Developing Columbia and Daniels for bikes would cater to both of these 

types of bikers. 

It's definitely the safest option, not so much cars on Daniels and its a very nice street to ride you bike 

on, nice tall trees and overall much more scenic than Columbia. A bike lane on Daniels will invite more 

people to ride their bikes I think! 

This route is not as direct or as safe as Columbia St 

compromises safety for bicyclists and pedestrians 

Fruit valley and 39th is dangerous this route makes no sence 

creates an unsafe environment for homeowners, and it's a waste of taxpayer money. A completely 

terrible idea. 

Daniels is a poor street for moving bicycles in quantity at transportation speeds. There are too many 

blocked site lines. There are no intersection treatments at the major crossings (4th, 33, 39th, etc) as 

there are on Columbia. It makes no sense when there is a much better equipped street right next to 

it. It also does not meet the needs of all users (8-80) - it may not really meet the needs of ANY users. 
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Young riders would not be safe to ride alone, proficient riders in a hurry to cover long miles to get to 

work would not be able to ride at speed, older riders would have issues making crossings without 

adequate signals. This route make no sense. 

 

Cost, Feasibility, and Implementation (29 comments) 

This option is more expensive than the Columbia option w negligible impact on parking, and reduced 

safety by limiting the protected bike lane. The Daniels greenway is nice that it is a continuous lane, but 

will be problematic w drivers in these areas, especially near Lincoln elementary. 

The parking stalls preserved in this route are not critical stalls. Currently the parking north of Fourth 

Plain is underutilized. Looking purely at parking counts this seems like an improvement off of the 

Columbia route, put if you look at utilization rates it does nothing at the pinch points. Meanwhile, 

bikers no longer have a direct route and are subjected to stop signs, and less safe conditions. This 

route also adds additional costs and traffic impacts on Fourth Plain (EW) because of the added signal. 

Too expensive and Daniels is too narrow 

Again, this option increases cost and decreases safety measures for cyclists to preserve 60 parking 

spaces. It is a poor choice compared to option 1. 

Again, requiring people to travel out of direction doesn't make sense. It is less effective, more 

dangerous, and more expensive. 

As a biker i like that this route offers protected lanes through the busiest parts of Columbia, but don't 

think this balances out the needs of all users as well as some of the others. I appreciate the Idea of a 

neighborhood Greenway down Daniels instead of running all the way up Columbia. This could be a 

more pleasant experience if the stop signs were minimized. Again, i like some of the ideas shown here, 

but the bottom line comes down to whether it can be funded and built without significant delay. 

Better than some of the other options (although have not seen all of them yet.) I regularly bike/jog on 

Daniels in the Carter Park and Lincoln area - I like it and think it is a nice option. I don't like that both 

directions are on the same street. Why not have one direction on Columbia and one on Daniels so one 

street is not completely impacted. Also, why in those areas are you just doing a greenway, and not a 

designated bike lane. Does not need to have a barrier, but a painted bike lane and not just chevrons 

in the middle of the road would be better. I don't like the fact that it cuts back to Columbia street so 

soon. Why not stick on Daniels until 16th? That would keep a lot more parking then cutting over on 

23rd. Or why not in the Carter Park area cut over to Franklin and go all the way down that one to 8th 

street? When I bike to Esther Short park I usually go south on Columbia, and North on Franklin. Please, 

consider an option that does NOT take away 300+ parking spots. That will impact Uptown Village 

businesses way too much. So, what I DISLIKE about this is that it has two directions on Columbia and 

takes away so much parking. NO!! Also, wondering why in the waterfront area you age going with 

"shared use paths". If the purpose of this entire thing is to get people to bike to the waterfront, then 

you need bike lanes at the waterfront going both ways. And if you decide we can have NB+SP together 

down there, why not have that be the entire way? 

DISLIKE -removes 334 parking spaces (don't kill downtown re-development) -costly -plus costly 

mitigation LIKE -DANIELS - much better quieter st. for bikes and walkers. WASH ST even better - wider. 

-Remove traffic circles Why remove parking in front of Hough Elem. when route doesn't go by the 

school? 

takes away too much parking expensive 
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Takes away residential parking and the cost, increase my tabs and take away my commuter route. 

This is an expensive option and removing 334 on-street parking spaces will have too much of a negative 

impact on people who live and work along and near Columbia Street. 

Keeps a fairly simple bicycle route N-S that stays close to the commercial spine of Vancouver south of 

4th Plain... but still "costs" too much in lost parking south of 4th Plain to be acceptable w/o offsetting 

100s of the parking impacts (with associated uncertain viability and cost). 

Removes 331 on-street parking spaces, mostly on Columbia Street Removes one travel lane from 

Washington Street Removes parking in front of the Clark County Veterans Assistance Center Requires 

complex signal modifications where Washington Street converts from a two-way street to a one-way 

street Requires installing three new bicycle/pedestrian crossings on major arterial streets May impact 

future transportation improvements to Washington Street, making implementation more difficult and 

costly 

This proposal is not cheap and does not solve the removal of parking space issue to any significant 

degree. Neither cyclists nor motorists like greenways - yet most of the route consists of this scheme. 

A little better than two, but still expensive and less effective than 1. 

I don't think I need to even repeat myself on this question...the cost is rediculious and completely 

unnecessary...let alone the additional traffic issues you will be causing! No...No and no! 

Not contiguous, more expensive. 

We need more roads not more bike lanes. Costs too much. 

This route only improves connectivity by connecting directly to Hough Elementary, however, is further 

from Main St. and its amenities. It also does not improve connection to the Waterfront or Farmers 

Market. This route will likely provide access in some locations to more inexperienced riders than route 

1. It still largely neglects pedestrians. It still removes parking for the veterans. Elderly and families are

moderately less affected by the removal of parking than route 1. This route is more feasible, with less

impact that will probably not be mitigated.

Better than option 2. Less costly, seems clearer, more direct. Maybe not as good as Alt #1. More 

expensive and does make folks jog over a bit. Close second it appears. 

Pro: -implement soon -direct -need to explain how greenway would be implemented - could be done 

to make neighborhood nicer overall. Cons: -Traffic on Columbia concerns me, but if protected could 

be fine. 

creates an unsafe environment for homeowners, and it's a waste of taxpayer money. A completely 

terrible idea. 

I know you will discount me because I’m old and you’ll think my opinion doesn’t matter, but I’ve lived 

long enough to know a bad idea when I see one. It’s extremely difficult to find a parking space as it is 

now. My daughter and I went to a business on Columbia and after driving around for 20 minutes (using 

carbon fuel by the way) finally found parking that was for two hours, yet our appointment was for 3 

hours, so naturally I had to send someone out to “plug” the meter. Which we received a ticket anyway 

because we are expected to move the car and find a different parking spot, so it doesn’t matter if we 

plug the meter for extra time, we have to move the car. (Again using carbon fuel) On what planet does 

this make sense? Now if you expect me to walk (the sidewalks have caused me to tumble a few times 

due to the uneven mess) or take transit ( walk to a bus, again hoping I don’t trip over the sidewalks in 

disarray) wait for a bus that goes two blocks, then doesn’t let me off close, so again, chance another 

walk in uneven sidewalks. My 3 hour appointment is now 5 hours. Or maybe at my age I can ride my 
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bike?? Again what planet does this make sense? I’m in my 90’s. Think my biking days are behind me. 

Thinking of it from a business standpoint, why would I want to have a business downtown if there is 

no parking for my customers? Or my employees? Or deliveries? Again on what planet does this make 

sense? You really need to rethink this whole thing and look at it from every citizen and business point 

of view. I understand the need to have safe routes for the small majorities that MAY bike, but please 

use some common sense and think about those of us that WILL drive. Besides that, fix the darn 

sidewalks before you spend any money on this idea! 

Description say school impacted by parking. Map shows route not close to school. Same Columbia 

issues. Cost more 

Like: Use of Daniels St. Dislike: Trying to make Columbia a one-size-fits-all solution. (Instead, e.g., make 

Columbia the car solution and move other traffic - cycling, pedestrian, etc. - off of Columbia.) CAC 

feedback totally ignored Columbia too narrow downtown Eliminates 334 parking spaces Eliminates 1 

traffic circle installed at resident request Requires installing 3 new crossings Too expensive Doesn't 

reduce speed limit to 20 MPH 

Enhanced crossing signals seems unnecessary given the small amount of vehicle traffic on Daniels at 

those intersections, and thus an unnecessary cost. Not direct like Columbia, so don't think serious bike 

commuters will use it. 

This is not a direct route for cyclists. This is also not focusing on one street that is already being 

repaved. 

While the parking impact for this route is still high, this is my second favorite of the options for the 

relatively efficient commuting route and only slightly higher cost the Columbia Street Corridor. 

This route is less direct than the Columbia one, but is less expensive that option #2, is only 1 road out 

of the way if you're going for the I-5 bridge, and goes by an elementary school. This route would be 

better if it was able to go on to Daniels street at 16th street so it could pass by 2 elementary schools- 

but I don't know if that is possible at that intersection. This route still is taking more parking that I 

would ask my neighbors to give up. 

Community Impacts (41 comments) 

The parking stalls preserved in this route are not critical stalls. Currently the parking north of Fourth 

Plain is underutilized. Looking purely at parking counts this seems like an improvement off of the 

Columbia route, put if you look at utilization rates it does nothing at the pinch points. Meanwhile, 

bikers no longer have a direct route and are subjected to stop signs, and less safe conditions. This 

route also adds additional costs and traffic impacts on Fourth Plain (EW) because of the added signal. 

DISLIKE -removes 334 parking spaces (don't kill downtown re-development) -costly -plus costly 

mitigation LIKE -DANIELS - much better quieter st. for bikes and walkers. WASH ST even better - wider. 

-Remove traffic circles Why remove parking in front of Hough Elem. when route doesn't go by the

school?

Takes away residential parking and the cost, increase my tabs and take away my commuter route. 

This is an expensive option and removing 334 on-street parking spaces will have too much of a negative 

impact on people who live and work along and near Columbia Street. 

I don't think I need to even repeat myself on this question...the cost is rediculious and completely 

unnecessary...let alone the additional traffic issues you will be causing! No...No and no! 
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This route only improves connectivity by connecting directly to Hough Elementary, however, is further 

from Main St. and its amenities. It also does not improve connection to the Waterfront or Farmers 

Market. This route will likely provide access in some locations to more inexperienced riders than route 

1. It still largely neglects pedestrians. It still removes parking for the veterans. Elderly and families are

moderately less affected by the removal of parking than route 1. This route is more feasible, with less

impact that will probably not be mitigated.

Similar to option 1: (1) What about folks who live on Daniels by this route? Wouldn't it be closer to 

them? I don't understand why one block is a big enough deal to be commented upon as noteworthy 

about trip time. I can still use the routes I use now. (2) "Does not require people biking to travel out of 

direction"- from where? I live closer to Main Street as it is one block closer to where I live, and I don't 

use Columbia because it is out of the way. Main Street is also 20 mph south of Fourth Plain from where 

I take it. (3) Entire length of what corridor? Main Street goes across I-5 and continues, while Columbia 

does not. (4) I don't understand the "access to residents with limited or restricted transportation 

options." If we mean non-cyclists who can't afford a decent bike, then this solution does not address 

the other modes like CTRAN, walking, etc. (5) I see existing traffic calming measures being removed 

and protected bike lanes removing parking that also is traffic calming. How on earth is this even better 

for pedestrians? There is no traffic circle on 41st street. Are you saying that the pedestrian island is 

being removed? My personal experience is that implementations like these only end up increasing 

speed, and this is through neighborhoods with children. Cyclists not sharing the lane with motorists 

also means that motorists aren't as attentive to the cyclists anymore, and I question if this could cause 

an increase in issues at the intersections, especially for all the existing driveways and roads that would 

cross these cycle lanes. See the following link recently published by the Insurance Institute for Highway 

Safety: https://www.iihs.org/news/detail/some-protected-bike-lanes-leave-cyclists-vulnerable-to-

injury (6) A lot of parking is still being removed Is the true cost of this solution inclusive of offsetting 

the impacts to businesses and residents? I don't see how there is a net community benefit unless this 

is addressed. 

This is only for the convenience of bicyclists, a very small minority of street users. These older 

neighborhoods do not have enough space to allow bike only lanes! It will disrupt motor vehicle traffic, 

place bicycles and cars into closer proximity, take away parking necessary for local businesses and 

homeowners, and possibly result in more accidents. 

Same: This will hurt small business and impede downtown's commercial growth. Many of the 

businesses along this route do not have access to private parking. Remove the street parking and you'll 

not only lose current businesses but also dissuade potential new businesses from coming in. 

To much traffic and removes to many parking spaces from the residents. 

Like: the Greenway approach for a bike lane. Dislike: compromise of established vehicular route 

(Columbia) and loss of on street parking. 

Loss of parking on Columbia. Also, if you remove too many stop signs along Daniels, it will become a 

vehicular drag strip like Lincoln and Franklin. 

The removal of 334 parking spaces will transfur the parking burden to neighborhood streets that 

already have high parking demands. How many residents lives will be impacted on a daily basis relative 

to the number of cyclists that will actually use this or any other route on a daily basis. 
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Again this proposal removes too many parking spaces to accommodate those who live, work and shop 

downtown and uptown Vancouver. This will drive businesses out of existence because patrons will just 

give up and go to the waterfront, (which has parking) to dine at one of those chain restaurants. We 

can say goodbye to small business owners and entrepreneurs in the Couve. 

The parking impacts on small businesses in downtown Vancouver seem unacceptable. 

Neighborhood greenway on Daniels Street is preferable to protected bike lanes but impact to homes 

and businesses on Columbia Street is too high, especially the loss of parking. 

It still removes too much parking. As someone who owns a business downtown, I already have trouble 

finding parking and often park on Columbia because it is around the corner from my business. I also 

need parking for those coming to do business. This will greatly impact us 

Again, parking. Too close to main St which would impact businesses and residents 

It does address the most restricted access to homes on Columbia, however what ensures that these 

home owners actually get to use these spots? I imagine these spots become even more coveted. It still 

will impact downtown parking and I will most likely visit businesses less as parking pressures increase. 

I am not concerned about bikers having to change direction as the bike community must compromise 

in areas just as the rest of us are being forced to do. 

Removing 334 parking spaces on Columbia is not acceptable. Again, I must ask who are these lanes 

being created for? How many individuals will be riding their bike? What neighborhoods are they biking 

from? Do they also own a car and where do they park? What is best for the community downtown is 

maintaining property values down town. A more important issue is to help minimize traffic on the 

Columbia corridor, and enforce the law regarding semi trucks going down 39th Street to Fruit Valley. 

Maybe we need some traffic circles on 39th st. 

This does not seem like a reasonable option in that you are screwing up Columbia and then screwing 

up Daniels as well. It does not impact street parking as much as option 1 but it would create more 

negative impact than any of the options that do NOT involve Columbia 

Too much damage. Hurts Veterans. 

Again, primarily using Columbia Street will have too many negative consequences! 

More negative impacts than Columbia. 

This will limit accessibility for some users - to the route, to the school, to the food bank hosted at the 

Foursquare Church. It also seems to create the potential for unnecessary confusion in traffic patterns 

and direction, for the sake of few parking spaces. 

Removing access to the Veterans 

Less fun no act removing a travel lane on Washington. 

Complicated and no significant change to neighborhood impact. 

Adding any street to Columbia is overkill in my estimation. As it is bike traffic on Columbia is currently 

under utilized. The proposed changes are detrimental to the existing residents of the affected 

neighborhoods. 

With increase traffic/ people /bike congestion on Daniels especially if left turn light at Columbia and 

4th plain is removed. People will use Daniels as a cut through. Daniels is already narrow and only allows 

for single car to pass through. 

Pro: -implement soon -direct -need to explain how greenway would be implemented - could be done 

to make neighborhood nicer overall. Cons: -Traffic on Columbia concerns me, but if protected could 

be fine. 

This proposal supports the 2017 Complete Streets Ordinance that city council adopted. 
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I know you will discount me because I’m old and you’ll think my opinion doesn’t matter, but I’ve lived 

long enough to know a bad idea when I see one. It’s extremely difficult to find a parking space as it is 

now. My daughter and I went to a business on Columbia and after driving around for 20 minutes (using 

carbon fuel by the way) finally found parking that was for two hours, yet our appointment was for 3 

hours, so naturally I had to send someone out to “plug” the meter. Which we received a ticket anyway 

because we are expected to move the car and find a different parking spot, so it doesn’t matter if we 

plug the meter for extra time, we have to move the car. (Again using carbon fuel) On what planet does 

this make sense? Now if you expect me to walk (the sidewalks have caused me to tumble a few times 

due to the uneven mess) or take transit ( walk to a bus, again hoping I don’t trip over the sidewalks in 

disarray) wait for a bus that goes two blocks, then doesn’t let me off close, so again, chance another 

walk in uneven sidewalks. My 3 hour appointment is now 5 hours. Or maybe at my age I can ride my 

bike?? Again what planet does this make sense? I’m in my 90’s. Think my biking days are behind me. 

Thinking of it from a business standpoint, why would I want to have a business downtown if there is 

no parking for my customers? Or my employees? Or deliveries? Again on what planet does this make 

sense? You really need to rethink this whole thing and look at it from every citizen and business point 

of view. I understand the need to have safe routes for the small majorities that MAY bike, but please 

use some common sense and think about those of us that WILL drive. Besides that, fix the darn 

sidewalks before you spend any money on this idea! 

Description say school impacted by parking. Map shows route not close to school. Same Columbia 

issues. Cost more 

Like: Use of Daniels St. Dislike: Trying to make Columbia a one-size-fits-all solution. (Instead, e.g., make 

Columbia the car solution and move other traffic - cycling, pedestrian, etc. - off of Columbia.) CAC 

feedback totally ignored Columbia too narrow downtown Eliminates 334 parking spaces Eliminates 1 

traffic circle installed at resident request Requires installing 3 new crossings Too expensive Doesn't 

reduce speed limit to 20 MPH 

This route is less direct than the Columbia one, but is less expensive that option #2, is only 1 road out 

of the way if you're going for the I-5 bridge, and goes by an elementary school. This route would be 

better if it was able to go on to Daniels street at 16th street so it could pass by 2 elementary schools- 

but I don't know if that is possible at that intersection. This route still is taking more parking that I 

would ask my neighbors to give up. 

The safety impact to the Hough elementary school is reason alone to not move on this one. Taking 

away that huge number of resident parking spaces in addition to parking in front of the Veteran's 

Center and to the grade school would be detrimental to the community. Many residents depend on 

these spots to live and the Veteran's need to have close access to the center. Will force residents to 

park deeper into the neighborhood which will impact current residents in a negative way. 

This plan does very little to mitigate the parking problems evident in the Columbia-only plan. 

Numerous residents will be left without any viable parking options. Most egregiously, the Veterans' 

Assistance Center will have parking removed. 

Not only takes away residential parking spots. also impacts school pickups/drop offs and parking for 

veterans. Again not enough bike riders to justify this loss of parking for residents. 

This seems like a less effective solution. This project should incorporate protected handicap parking, 

closest to intersections that parking is removed. I am specifically impacted as a US Vet that uses the 

Clark County Veterans Assistance Center. The volunteers are generally elderly, they are losing close 

parking spots for those in wheelchairs or have difficulty walking distances. 
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Too many parking spots taken away. I don't like Columbia as the main focus in so many of the options. 

Parking should not be taken away from the Veterans' center. And it should DEFINITELY not be taken 

away from Hough Elementary school (on the map it actually doesn't look like the path goes in front of 

the school anyway???), as there is already limited and always full parking spots there, and that area is 

very busy with school buses, drop off and pick ups. Overall, I like the buffered lanes better than the 

protected. All options should include traffic calming measures such as lowering of speeds and 

limiting/prohibiting trucks going through. 

Columbia or Columbia/Washington plans sound better but I trust the urban planners to make the 

correct decision. More bike lanes = healthier community! 

 

Multimodal Improvements (9 comments) 

This route only improves connectivity by connecting directly to Hough Elementary, however, is further 

from Main St. and its amenities. It also does not improve connection to the Waterfront or Farmers 

Market. This route will likely provide access in some locations to more inexperienced riders than route 

1. It still largely neglects pedestrians. It still removes parking for the veterans. Elderly and families are 

moderately less affected by the removal of parking than route 1. This route is more feasible, with less 

impact that will probably not be mitigated. 

Similar to option 1: (1) What about folks who live on Daniels by this route? Wouldn't it be closer to 

them? I don't understand why one block is a big enough deal to be commented upon as noteworthy 

about trip time. I can still use the routes I use now. (2) "Does not require people biking to travel out of 

direction"- from where? I live closer to Main Street as it is one block closer to where I live, and I don't 

use Columbia because it is out of the way. Main Street is also 20 mph south of Fourth Plain from where 

I take it. (3) Entire length of what corridor? Main Street goes across I-5 and continues, while Columbia 

does not. (4) I don't understand the "access to residents with limited or restricted transportation 

options." If we mean non-cyclists who can't afford a decent bike, then this solution does not address 

the other modes like CTRAN, walking, etc. (5) I see existing traffic calming measures being removed 

and protected bike lanes removing parking that also is traffic calming. How on earth is this even better 

for pedestrians? There is no traffic circle on 41st street. Are you saying that the pedestrian island is 

being removed? My personal experience is that implementations like these only end up increasing 

speed, and this is through neighborhoods with children. Cyclists not sharing the lane with motorists 

also means that motorists aren't as attentive to the cyclists anymore, and I question if this could cause 

an increase in issues at the intersections, especially for all the existing driveways and roads that would 

cross these cycle lanes. See the following link recently published by the Insurance Institute for Highway 

Safety: https://www.iihs.org/news/detail/some-protected-bike-lanes-leave-cyclists-vulnerable-to-

injury (6) A lot of parking is still being removed Is the true cost of this solution inclusive of offsetting 

the impacts to businesses and residents? I don't see how there is a net community benefit unless this 

is addressed. 

Removes 331 on-street parking spaces, mostly on Columbia Street Removes one travel lane from 

Washington Street Removes parking in front of the Clark County Veterans Assistance Center Requires 

complex signal modifications where Washington Street converts from a two-way street to a one-way 

street Requires installing three new bicycle/pedestrian crossings on major arterial streets May impact 

future transportation improvements to Washington Street, making implementation more difficult and 

costly 
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1. Eliminates bus stops along route 2. 700 parking spaces gone 3. Hough neighborhood will be hobbled 

w/o street parking 4. Future use of Columbia for light rail 5. Columbia is a major road & downtown 

bypass 6. Columbia has lots of traffic which makes it a dangerous road to squeeze bikers on. 

has acres to all trasportation. 

This route still doesn’t account for there not being public transport on this part of Columbia. Why don’t 

you pave to mitigate the problems with potholes? 

The greenway's make me feel less safe and less safe for my kids, especially when they're riding without 

me. I do like the HAWKs but that feels independent to biking, that's for when I walk. 

I am a proponent of direct routes for bikes and pedestrians. We need to design walkable 

neighborhoods with what is the least complication. 

like the enhanced crossings at the three identified intersections on Daniels, but otherwise, not much 

different than option #1. Don’t like the crossing of 39th at Daniels since impedes traffic on 39th. 

 

Need (8 comments) 

Removing 334 parking spaces on Columbia is not acceptable. Again, I must ask who are these lanes 

being created for? How many individuals will be riding their bike? What neighborhoods are they biking 

from? Do they also own a car and where do they park? What is best for the community downtown is 

maintaining property values down town. A more important issue is to help minimize traffic on the 

Columbia corridor, and enforce the law regarding semi trucks going down 39th Street to Fruit Valley. 

Maybe we need some traffic circles on 39th st. 

This proposal is not cheap and does not solve the removal of parking space issue to any significant 

degree. Neither cyclists nor motorists like greenways - yet most of the route consists of this scheme. 

We need more roads not more bike lanes. Costs too much. 

Loss of parking, turn lanes. I travel Columbia every day, a few times a day and rarely see more than a 

few cyclists. As a cyclist, it’s not so much the streets, but the turns that end up knocking us off of our 

bikes/potentially injuring us. Motorists making right- or left-hand turns and not looking for bicyclists 

seem to be the most common dangers. When I’m driving my e-golf and a cyclist is going too slowly, I 

just wait for a safe opportunity to pass them. 

Same as the others, removes too much parking for residents. How may people are actually riding the 

bikes during the normal work year, not during the summer months? 

The majority of people do not want these bike lanes 

Stop, stop stop. Go back to Portland if you want to ride your bike. 

Hough Elementary has limited enough parking for the school as is. Homes along Columbia and her side 

streets have extremely limited or no parking available at all. Although I want the bike project to take 

foot in Vancouver, I feel this route is not a best fit. Daniels Street is far too narrow to accommodate 

this change. 

 

Neighborhood Context and Culture (22 comments) 

Hough Elementary has limited enough parking for the school as is. Homes along Columbia and her side 

streets have extremely limited or no parking available at all. Although I want the bike project to take 

foot in Vancouver, I feel this route is not a best fit. Daniels Street is far too narrow to accommodate 

this change. 
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Adding any street to Columbia is overkill in my estimation. As it is bike traffic on Columbia is currently 

under utilized. The proposed changes are detrimental to the existing residents of the affected 

neighborhoods. 

With increase traffic/ people /bike congestion on Daniels especially if left turn light at Columbia and 

4th plain is removed. People will use Daniels as a cut through. Daniels is already narrow and only allows 

for single car to pass through. 

Daniels from 23rd to 4th Plain is barely suitable for cars let alone bikes. My bet is bikers would avoid 

this stretch. 

Pardions on Daniels are a better riding experience but taking families or less experienced riders on 

Columbia is dangerous, not fun, and boring. 

Daniels street has parking on both sides making the street incredibly narrow where even a single car 

can have trouble getting by. Its a little dangerous and would be dangerous for bikers. I would not feel 

comfortable with this being the main path to bike on 

I don't like the switch to Daniels St, or the parking removal for the. Veterans assistance center. I like 

the straightforward path. 

While this reduces the parking impact numbers, it does so in the areas that don't matter. Columbia 

near uptown is where the parking issues are, not north of fourth plain. Additionally, this will require 

the removal of the stop signs that were just added on Daniels at the request of the neighborhood. 

There is absolutely no justification for removing parking. Most people in these older neighborhoods 

do not have off street parking. The side streets are at or near parking capacity and will not be able to 

support the extra cars from Columbia. If this route were exclusively greenway, I would support it. 

CHOOSE OPTION #7 - SIMPLY PAVE COLUMBIA AND FORGET THIS WHOLE RIDICULOUS IDEA. 

The crossover for bicyclists on 23rd to get back to Columbia seems completely unfeasible. Traffic flow 

on this side street is basically one-lane car, one-lane parking. 

This route makes sense, but will make just as many homeowners angry. This would serve no one 

ultimately. 

Columbia is the wrong street for this project. 

Daniels is a pretty good less-trafficked road, but there is still much of Columbia St in this option. 

Columbia south of Mill Plain, south to Evergreen, is still much more crowded with vehicles than I like. 

I will continue to use C Street, McLaughlin St, and F Street as my primary North-South bike roads. 

DISLIKE -removes 334 parking spaces (don't kill downtown re-development) -costly -plus costly 

mitigation LIKE -DANIELS - much better quieter st. for bikes and walkers. WASH ST even better - wider. 

-Remove traffic circles Why remove parking in front of Hough Elem. when route doesn't go by the

school?

Like: the Greenway approach for a bike lane. Dislike: compromise of established vehicular route 

(Columbia) and loss of on street parking. 

As a biker i like that this route offers protected lanes through the busiest parts of Columbia, but don't 

think this balances out the needs of all users as well as some of the others. I appreciate the Idea of a 

neighborhood Greenway down Daniels instead of running all the way up Columbia. This could be a 

more pleasant experience if the stop signs were minimized. Again, i like some of the ideas shown here, 

but the bottom line comes down to whether it can be funded and built without significant delay. 



Westside Bike Mobility Project Public Outreach Summary 110 

Again, I have a problem with Columbia Street as it has high traffic volume, it is a narrow street and 

people speed. Daniels is a good option, but not coupled with Columbia Street. It is a quiet street, with 

low traffic volume. It is already used by familiies for biking and could greatly benefit from the 

Greenway Concept. 

I do think there is more room on Daniels Street for bike infrastructure with less impact on residents 

(who have larger lots). It would be a better option for novice bicyclists. However, Daniels Street at 

44th is very busy at 8:30-9:30 and 3-4 because of school traffic (both cars and pedestrians.) It may be 

worth looking at Washington Street instead (in the enhanced bicycle/pedestrian crossings are 

desperately needed on north blocks). 39th Street regardless of which option is chosen. This should 

also be installed at Kauffman and 39th. 

I like that this route is still able to create protected bike lanes on some of the more busy areas of 

Columbia, south of 23rd. A greenway also seems like a good option for bikers who are less confident. 

I dislike that this route option forgoes the use of the north part of Columbia. This seems to be where 

parking would be least impacted based on usage that I've seen and therefore would be relatively easier 

to remove parking in this area. When considering this and the use of Columbia, I really wonder if there 

is an "all of the above" option. Daniels as a community greenway would seem to have little impact on 

the character of the neighborhood and allow for expansion of more nervous bikers, but at the same 

time, the use protected bike lanes on Columbia is still very valuable for bikers who need to move more 

quickly. If Columbia bike lanes are installed on all of Columbia (option 1), I would advocate for also still 

turning Daniels into a greenway! To use a car analogy, some people don't like using the highway 

(Columbia in this case) and will use slower streets even though it takes longer (Daniels). We don't 

remove highways just because these people don't like them, but we have many options for people to 

get where they need to go. Developing Columbia and Daniels for bikes would cater to both of these 

types of bikers. 

It's definitely the safest option, not so much cars on Daniels and its a very nice street to ride you bike 

on, nice tall trees and overall much more scenic than Columbia. A bike lane on Daniels will invite more 

people to ride their bikes I think! 

Daniels is a good choice, like SE Salmon in Portland on a lightly traveled street. Why is school parking 

removed if Route shifts to Columbia south of 23rd? I favor pushing down Daniels thru Millplain wall to 

Esther Short with no loss of parking. 

This is a better option, as the protected bike lanes (removed street parking) only happens where the 

majority of cyclists use Columbia, and not on the entire street from 8th to 45th, where cyclist use 

drops off significantly. The traffic calming on Daniels is needed. 

Directness of Route (30 comments) 

The crossover for bicyclists on 23rd to get back to Columbia seems completely unfeasible. Traffic flow 

on this side street is basically one-lane car, one-lane parking. 

This route only improves connectivity by connecting directly to Hough Elementary, however, is further 

from Main St. and its amenities. It also does not improve connection to the Waterfront or Farmers 

Market. This route will likely provide access in some locations to more inexperienced riders than route 

1. It still largely neglects pedestrians. It still removes parking for the veterans. Elderly and families are

moderately less affected by the removal of parking than route 1. This route is more feasible, with less

impact that will probably not be mitigated.
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Similar to option 1: (1) What about folks who live on Daniels by this route? Wouldn't it be closer to 

them? I don't understand why one block is a big enough deal to be commented upon as noteworthy 

about trip time. I can still use the routes I use now. (2) "Does not require people biking to travel out of 

direction"- from where? I live closer to Main Street as it is one block closer to where I live, and I don't 

use Columbia because it is out of the way. Main Street is also 20 mph south of Fourth Plain from where 

I take it. (3) Entire length of what corridor? Main Street goes across I-5 and continues, while Columbia 

does not. (4) I don't understand the "access to residents with limited or restricted transportation 

options." If we mean non-cyclists who can't afford a decent bike, then this solution does not address 

the other modes like CTRAN, walking, etc. (5) I see existing traffic calming measures being removed 

and protected bike lanes removing parking that also is traffic calming. How on earth is this even better 

for pedestrians? There is no traffic circle on 41st street. Are you saying that the pedestrian island is 

being removed? My personal experience is that implementations like these only end up increasing 

speed, and this is through neighborhoods with children. Cyclists not sharing the lane with motorists 

also means that motorists aren't as attentive to the cyclists anymore, and I question if this could cause 

an increase in issues at the intersections, especially for all the existing driveways and roads that would 

cross these cycle lanes. See the following link recently published by the Insurance Institute for Highway 

Safety: https://www.iihs.org/news/detail/some-protected-bike-lanes-leave-cyclists-vulnerable-to-

injury (6) A lot of parking is still being removed Is the true cost of this solution inclusive of offsetting 

the impacts to businesses and residents? I don't see how there is a net community benefit unless this 

is addressed. 

The parking stalls preserved in this route are not critical stalls. Currently the parking north of Fourth 

Plain is underutilized. Looking purely at parking counts this seems like an improvement off of the 

Columbia route, put if you look at utilization rates it does nothing at the pinch points. Meanwhile, 

bikers no longer have a direct route and are subjected to stop signs, and less safe conditions. This 

route also adds additional costs and traffic impacts on Fourth Plain (EW) because of the added signal. 

Complicated and no significant change to neighborhood impact. 

Again, requiring people to travel out of direction doesn't make sense. It is less effective, more 

dangerous, and more expensive. 

Not contiguous, more expensive. 

Unnecessary detours. Only partly protected route. 

puts bikers in& out of school traffic, creates unnecessary traffic changes/confusions 

The Daniels portion of this route will have greatly complicated street crossings. Columbia is already a 

through street so it is easy for bikes to flow with traffic. Daniels is a side street so bikes will be 

intersecting traffic more often. This may turn into a safety issue. 

Takes some pressure off Columbia St., although impacted parking is about the same so might as well 

keep a straight Columbia St. route. 

Requires bike travel OUT of direction. We do not ask people about safe/short car routes. This is about 

bike/ped. Again why is car parking more important than people. 

Too many stops on route. Cuts out section of Columbia where on street parking is not used. Definitely 

less desirable than the pure Columbia option 

The detour off Columbia is an unnatural flow that will not be followed by cyclists traveling the route. 

Dumb idea. Just keep us on Columbia with the bike lanes, not sharing on Daniels. 

It is not convenient 
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I don't like the switch to Daniels St, or the parking removal for the. Veterans assistance center. I like 

the straightforward path. 

I am a proponent of direct routes for bikes and pedestrians. We need to design walkable 

neighborhoods with what is the least complication. 

It does address the most restricted access to homes on Columbia, however what ensures that these 

home owners actually get to use these spots? I imagine these spots become even more coveted. It still 

will impact downtown parking and I will most likely visit businesses less as parking pressures increase. 

I am not concerned about bikers having to change direction as the bike community must compromise 

in areas just as the rest of us are being forced to do. 

Pro: -implement soon -direct -need to explain how greenway would be implemented - could be done 

to make neighborhood nicer overall. Cons: -Traffic on Columbia concerns me, but if protected could 

be fine. 

This option is more expensive than the Columbia option w negligible impact on parking, and reduced 

safety by limiting the protected bike lane. The Daniels greenway is nice that it is a continuous lane, but 

will be problematic w drivers in these areas, especially near Lincoln elementary. 

Keeps a fairly simple bicycle route N-S that stays close to the commercial spine of Vancouver south of 

4th Plain... but still "costs" too much in lost parking south of 4th Plain to be acceptable w/o offsetting 

100s of the parking impacts (with associated uncertain viability and cost). 

Better than option 2. Less costly, seems clearer, more direct. Maybe not as good as Alt #1. More 

expensive and does make folks jog over a bit. Close second it appears. 

I like the directness of the route 

This route is less direct than the Columbia one, but is less expensive that option #2, is only 1 road out 

of the way if you're going for the I-5 bridge, and goes by an elementary school. This route would be 

better if it was able to go on to Daniels street at 16th street so it could pass by 2 elementary schools- 

but I don't know if that is possible at that intersection. This route still is taking more parking that I 

would ask my neighbors to give up. 

Enhanced crossing signals seems unnecessary given the small amount of vehicle traffic on Daniels at 

those intersections, and thus an unnecessary cost. Not direct like Columbia, so don't think serious bike 

commuters will use it. 

This is not a direct route for cyclists. This is also not focusing on one street that is already being 

repaved. 

This route is not as direct or as safe as Columbia St 

Daniels is a poor street for moving bicycles in quantity at transportation speeds. There are too many 

blocked site lines. There are no intersection treatments at the major crossings (4th, 33, 39th, etc) as 

there are on Columbia. It makes no sense when there is a much better equipped street right next to 

it. It also does not meet the needs of all users (8-80) - it may not really meet the needs of ANY users. 

Young riders would not be safe to ride alone, proficient riders in a hurry to cover long miles to get to 

work would not be able to ride at speed, older riders would have issues making crossings without 

adequate signals. This route make no sense. 

While the parking impact for this route is still high, this is my second favorite of the options for the 

relatively efficient commuting route and only slightly higher cost the Columbia Street Corridor. 
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Other Comments (35 comments) 

Why make the jog at 23rd? Why not 20th or 21st? Per Jennifer Dill's studies 

(https://jenniferdill.net/2019/06/27/a-case-for-bike-boulevards/) let's prioritize separated paths 

above bike boulevards. Not my first choice, but I could live with it. 

Still 

Same reasons as the first two choices. 

see first answer 

It does not include Franklin St. 

I would like to see my tax dollars spent wisely by the city. 

this route feels like the 'okay' version. 

This seems equivalent to the Columbia only option, except with an extra turn for the bicyclists. 

Like - uses Daniel for part of route dislike - still dominates Columbia, shared use path 

Only for a few. Stay off Columbia. 

NO!! 

loser! 

Columbia No 

No 

No 

Like the first option, this limits too much for residents. 

It looks like this route was only added to make option 1 look better. My dog could do a better design 

job than this. 

Columbia is a no. 

Columbia is our best choice 

A little better but Washington north of fourth plain is still a better option not being considered. 

I live on Daniels and this would be a nice improvement as well. 

Second best option from what I can discern from the haps. 

My favorite of C/O plans 

I like the idea of biking down Daniels with lights for crossing major streets. 

This seems like a good option. 

Thumbs up 

If you get rid of all the stop signs on Daniels, it's fine. This is actually the route I usually take because I 

am a cautious rider. 

Columbia will still be a freeway 

Any route that uses columbia is bad! Only consider routes on quieter streets. 

This is at least not as destructive as the first two options. Need to eliminate the remaining impact on 

Columbia Street. 
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Daniels/Washington (175 Comments) 

Parking (65 comments) 

This idea would work for most of the area residents and have limited parking impact for the downtown 

businesses. A green-way on Columbia could be a solution to 2 problems, (1) Access for bikers and (2) 

slow down traffic on Columbia. Would you consider speed humps to help discourage fast travel in the 

area? 

I like this route the best. It beautifies the neighborhood and protects the cyclists. It lowers the amount 

of parking taken from the residents and puts the bikers in a more central area of downtown. 

This plan is not cheap. The same comments made earlier about dedicated signalized cycle phases at 

Columbia/8th and Washington/8th are applicable. The sharrows are getting worse than previous plans 

due to the requirement of the cyclists to navigate four turns. The only good feature of this plan is that 

the parking reduction in Hough is eliminated. 

Options 4 & 5 seem to offer the most acceptable balance of "cost" (in project cost and lost parking 

cost)... and I like that Option 4 retains a route south of Fourth Plain that is near the N-S commercial 

spine of Vancouver for access to businesses, cafes, etc. I would like to see some better estimate of the 

"future costs" associated w/ changes to Washington Street were a route along Washington chosen 

though (its an abstractly noted concern as of today...). 

I don't like anything about this route I recognize I previously stated I like the Daniels greenway option, 

but only in the context of also developing Columbia. I do not like the use of Washington due to how 

complex the transitions are. This now spreads the route over 3 north-south roads which just seems 

unnecessarily complex, and I still can't get over the cost. While I recognize it doesn't impact parking 

hardly at all, I would rather have no changes to the current system than this. 

Not as good as a straight shot down Daniels and through the Millplain wall but a possible 2nd best 

alternative. Favor minimal parking removal. 

1. Nice neighborhood along school/parks 2. Fewer people park on street 3. Much less auto traffic

WOW, finally a good option. I really like this one! Like - biking on Daniels in Lincoln and Carter Park 

neighborhoods. I regularly job/bike in these areas and often use Daniels. It is a nice quiet street and I 

feel safe on it. I also like the fact that unlike an earlier option, you do not loose the turn lane on 

Columbia/4th Plain. I also like the enhanced crossing on 39th, 33rd, 4th Plain - as someone that is a 

regular pedestrian at these intersections these will help! I love the fact that this takes us bike riders 

over to Washington in a relatively easy fashion. And Washington is a great option for us to bike down. 

I also really like the 2-way protected lane on Washington. I am a slow bike rider and having separate 

NB and SB lanes makes me nervous, as I worry that if I am in one and a faster rider comes up behind 

me, they will not be able to easily pass me. Having the lanes together, means they should safely be 

able to pass me. Yippee! I like the fact that it cuts back to Columbia at 8th. Not sure why you don't 

show on this map how people will then get to the waterfront, but I personally know there are several 

easy options as I have biked it. I really like the fact that less than 30 parking spaces are lost. This is 

crucial to Uptown Village businesses. People need to park to go to businesses, and yes some people 

will bike, but many more will drive and the cars need to go someplace. Without parking, they will go 

to other neighborhoods where they can park. 

More scenic, low parking impact, less costly. Families can easily use this, residents aren't 

dispriportionately impacted (though not preset) and people will actually use this without fear and 

trepidation. This will benefit the most riders, not just the 20 or so who only want to get to PDX. 
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Best option with the least on parking and vets. 

This option appears the least restrictive in regard to parking. So it gets my top vote. 

The low number of parking spaces that will be removed is a plus. 

As the map is currently drawn it does not remove any parking in front of Hough elementary school. 

This would work on Washington because most of the lanes are not used all the time. 

This plan causes fewer people (22) to lose their parking 

Best of the plans presented. Least impact on parking. 

I like options that retain the most parking for residents of old Vancouver. 

I like that it saves parking for our veterans. Lower #s of parking spaces removed is good for the 

neighborhood. 

The lack of lost parking spaces 

Only 22 parking spaces are impacted.still unsure but better than losing 334!! 

This option requires only removing 22 parking spaces. 

Best choice removes least amount of parking 

Significantly fewer parking spaces are removed. 

Granted, this plan reduces the least amount of parking spaces, but Columbia, the current designated 

bike street, is under-utilized as a bike street. Residents of Washington and Daniels are negatively 

impacted by this plan, which is unnecessary in my estimation. 

Only removes 22 parking spaces. I don't like that it requires complex signal mods or that it removes 

one lane of traffic for cars. 

This is a great option! Washington Street between 8th and 19th streets isn't as residential as Columbia 

Street and removing parking would be less impactful to residents, although I'm sure some of the 

businesses on Washington Street south of Mill Plain Boulevard might be upset. 

#4 is a better option than any of the others for the following reasons: 1. least amount of parking spaces 

lost (we are already in need of more spaces). 2. Veterans do not lose parking. 3. Daniels is a block or 2 

from the farmers market and Heritage Place Condos East parking garage on Columbia for enter/exit. 

We ALREADY have issues with in and out. 

This option is better than impacting Columbia Street but is still not as good as option 5 or 6. It loses 

the least amount of street parking which should benefit downtown businesses. 

This seems like the best option. I love the 2 way lane. It does not remove much parking. Parking is 

secondary in my opinion, but if this gets the whiners to shut up...... 

This keeps the parking in front of the VAC. Mitigates residential street parking loss for residents. 

Requiring cyclists to travel a couple streets over is not a huge concern when you factor in it's their 

choice to be cycling, they have 100% control of their route choice regardless of what is or isn't in place, 

and that cycling is a temporary activity in the course of day, unlike someone's ability to safely park and 

access their home on a daily basis. 

this route still leaves parking for the veteran's assistance and impacts to the neighborhood feel much 

more mitigated. feels better for the relationship between the biking community and the neighborhood 

and the positives brought by this plan feel like they might outweigh the losses. still have questions 

about bus routes and connections to them 
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I like the part about not losing the parking but still don't like losing a lane on Washington. However, 

this tends to make more sense than tearing up two streets like Option 2. I am concerned about the 

impact on future transportation improvements on Washington street - we don't want to paint 

ourselves into a corner - always think long term. Don't like all of the jogs in the path between 20th and 

24th - could confuse folks unless it is clearly marked. 

This is currently the best plan of the 6 you've proposed. It mitigates impact on residential parking 

which is good for homeowners like myself. It is a direct, simple, fairly safe route for bikes. Washington 

is a wide street which is good for safety. 

Protects VA parking, minimal on street parking impact. While cost is not the lowest, does provide 

compromise. Realize that cyclists will not have the most direct route, yet, this is what compromise is. 

LIKE -removes fewer parking spaces esp. on Columbia -nothing on Columbia north of 8th -Low 

mitigation costs -Greenway-quiet; good for walkers as well as bikes. -Keeps parking in front of the 

Veterans Ctr. ?) Why need to alter parking in front of Hough Elem. school - route doesn't go by school!! 

Although not as direct a route as Columbia, the reduction in loss of parking makes it more politically 

feasible. 

This one solves the vets center question but I wouldn't use it with all the left/rights. Makes bikes 2nd 

tier. I prefer the routes that elevate bikes to an equal transportation option as cars by having them on 

primary, direct routes. 

This route seems like it would impact the parking situation the least and seems like a viable 

compromise (residents lose a little parking, bicyclists have a little less of a direct route). The median 

cost is also a factor. I really hope the consideration of impact on Hough Elementary has been 

thoroughly considered though. It's hard to tell how this will affect morning drop off congestion if 

bicyclists are flowing through the area as part of their route. 

Gets people downtown without the removal of parking. 

This route is good in that it avoids the parking concerns of the Veterans Center and the 19th-23rd 

blocks of Columbia. It's simpler than Route 2 (2-way protected lanes on Washington). It's a good 

compromise solution, I think. At least on paper—it remains to see if using Washington St is viable with 

future considerations taken into account. What might be considered is keeping the Daniels greenway 

(or rolling it out later) but re-instituting the protected bike lanes on Columbia from 45th St south to 

21st St, then jogging over on 21st with the greenway to Washington, and proceeding accordingly. Even 

though this would take some parking on Columbia north of Fourth Plain, that parking is low-utilization, 

and there's a lot of parking available on side streets in this area. 

Overall, this is the best option offered for all modes of transportation with minimal impact to current 

parking and vehicle travel, provided that the narrowed lanes on Washington Street from 15th to 8th 

are wide enough for C-Tran buses. 

This route only removes 22 parking spaces. Washinton Street is wide and less used by cars and 

pedestrians, providing safety for bikers and pedestrians. For concern on impacting future 

transportation planning, NOW IS THE TIME TO PLAN AND INCLUDE THIS OPTION. All it took to make it 

two way at 17th Street was new paint and signage. If properly planned now and in the future, bikes 

should be part of that plan. Possibly there would be no need for the unsightly, protected bike lanes on 

Washington because of low car and pedestrian traffic, which saves money now. 

I like the reduced impact on parking. Some bus routes may need change, but this seems workable, and 

Daniels is a nice street to bike on. 
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This is probably the best fit for cyclists who don’t want to ride in traffic and removes the fewest parking 

spaces. Residents on Daniels May be unhappy and need to be alerted to this proposal so you can get 

their buy in. 

This plan introduces at least 4 conflict points for cyclists that negates the whole purpose of the project. 

This plan is a token suggestion to appease the outspoken drivers who fear the loss of parking (which 

they may or may not use and potentially feel exaggerated effects of the actual inconvenience this 

would introduce). 

Daniels is far less used than Columbia by cars. If (when) I ride I will use Daniels rather than Columbia. 

Too many cars on Columbia already, adding bikes to the mix is increasing the danger on Columbia. This 

route has one of the least impacts to parking in Downtown, and parking is already tight at certain 

times. 

This route is much safer for all modes of travel. Speeds on Columbia will decrease, due to the non-

removal of the existing traffic calming. It also adds a lighted crossing across Columbia on 21st, which 

would slow vehicle travel. This also places the cyclists on streets that are significantly slower and less 

traveled. Because very few parking spaces are removed, vision clearance issues will not be increased 

by residents finding more creative places to park their cars. The only reason this route does not receive 

a 5 is due to the fact that the route returns to Columbia at 8th St. This is not a good location to place 

inexperienced riders and children. This route leaves very little impact unable to be mitigated. This 

route does not place one user’s needs over the others. This route will minimally impact elderly, 

families, veterans, etc. This route provides a safe route for all users. 

This seems like a decent route. However, it still removes too much parking. CHOOSE OPTION #7 - 

SIMPLY PAVE COLUMBIA AND FORGET THIS WHOLE RIDICULOUS IDEA. 

i feel like you already have your answers. Close more parking? 

Removes parking along Columbia between Fourth Plain and 21st - which is needed. 

Taking 23 if you must is the only!! leave the Veterans parking alone!! 

The school needs parking so this won’t work. Why don’t you pave to mitigate the problems with 

potholes? 

Removes 22 on-street parking spaces Removes one travel lane from Washington Street Requires 

complex signal modifications where Washington Street converts from a two-way to a one-way street 

May impact future transportation improvements on Washington Street, making implementation more 

difficult and costly Requires installing three new bicycle/pedestrian crossings on major arterial streets 

Reconfigures and removes some parking in front of Hough Elementary School 

There is hardly any parking in front of Hough Elementary right now -- why would we take what little is 

left away? Also, removing a travel lane from Washington is not a good idea. Cars are required to get 

through downtown and there are rarely enough cyclists to justify these types of changes. 

Washington is a very busy street - a good south road for traffic. New apartments going up - probably 

needs parking. 

This is so short-sighted Save our parking Daniels is by far the safest. 

MUCH less impact on residents and workers in the area. But again. Why take away parking along an 

already congested route. Boggles my mind. 

I know you will discount me because I’m old and you’ll think my opinion doesn’t matter, but I’ve lived 

long enough to know a bad idea when I see one. It’s extremely difficult to find a parking space as it is 

now. My daughter and I went to a business on Columbia and after driving around for 20 minutes (using 
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carbon fuel by the way) finally found parking that was for two hours, yet our appointment was for 3 

hours, so naturally I had to send someone out to “plug” the meter. Which we received a ticket anyway 

because we are expected to move the car and find a different parking spot, so it doesn’t matter if we 

plug the meter for extra time, we have to move the car. (Again using carbon fuel) On what planet does 

this make sense? Now if you expect me to walk (the sidewalks have caused me to tumble a few times 

due to the uneven mess) or take transit ( walk to a bus, again hoping I don’t trip over the sidewalks in 

disarray) wait for a bus that goes two blocks, then doesn’t let me off close, so again, chance another 

walk in uneven sidewalks. My 3 hour appointment is now 5 hours. Or maybe at my age I can ride my 

bike?? Again what planet does this make sense? I’m in my 90’s. Think my biking days are behind me. 

Thinking of it from a business standpoint, why would I want to have a business downtown if there is 

no parking for my customers? Or my employees? Or deliveries? Again on what planet does this make 

sense? You really need to rethink this whole thing and look at it from every citizen and business point 

of view. I understand the need to have safe routes for the small majorities that MAY bike, but please 

use some common sense and think about those of us that WILL drive. Besides that, fix the darn 

sidewalks before you spend any money on this idea! 

Better than the Daniels Columbia option from a parking and traffic flow for cars point of view. The 

minor course deviations should not be a problem for bikes, if there are protected crossings at Fourth 

Plain. 

This is best because does not eliminate too many parking spaces. 

Protects street parking for residents and businesses. (which makes the city money as well). 

MUCH much, better. I don't see how you can say, 'requires people biking to travel out of direction, 

increasing overall trip time' when you are literally talking about a SINGLE block in either direction? This 

is NOT a barrier for cyclists. Preserves parking on Columbia St. 

It removes less parking and these streets are not major arterials so the traffic modications would not 

be hard to adapt to, Washington is/was already partially 1 way . 

Eliminates the fewest parking spaces, and runs thru the least residential areas 

This is my second favorite route. Once again, it seems ideal if the route was able to pass by Hough 

Elementary school. As a confident biker that is okay with slightly riskier roads, I would still bike on 

Columbia if this route was picked. However, if I was biking with my seven year old that is just learning, 

I would take this route. Please, please, please make sure it is VERY well labeled and there are signs 

galore so people who are using this route for the first time know where the route goes. Turning left 

across traffic is both intimidating and sometimes hard. Make sure there are adequate signals, sensors, 

and signs to make having to make so many turns easier for a bike. I would definitely be okay asking 

my neighbors to give up 22 parking spots for a bike route safe for beginning or timid bikers. 

Like: Removes only 22 on-street parking spaces Little impact to Columbia St. Recommendation: Push 

car traffic to Columbia St., making Daniels and Washington safer for cyclists and pedestrians Dislike: 

Removes one travel lane from Washington Street Requires complex signal modifications where 

Washington Street converts from a two-way to a one-way street May impact future transportation 

improvements on Washington Street, making implementation more difficult and costly Requires 

installing three new bicycle/pedestrian crossings on major arterial streets Too expensive Doesn't 

reduce speed limit to 20 MPH 
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Safety (40 comments) 

This is so short-sighted Save our parking Daniels is by far the safest. 

This plan introduces at least 4 conflict points for cyclists that negates the whole purpose of the project. 

This plan is a token suggestion to appease the outspoken drivers who fear the loss of parking (which 

they may or may not use and potentially feel exaggerated effects of the actual inconvenience this 

would introduce). 

Daniels is far less used than Columbia by cars. If (when) I ride I will use Daniels rather than Columbia. 

Too many cars on Columbia already, adding bikes to the mix is increasing the danger on Columbia. This 

route has one of the least impacts to parking in Downtown, and parking is already tight at certain 

times. 

The impact statements above state it well. Details: sharing a street with school bus traffic (and parents) 

3 x a day is a bad, bad idea. Washington: again not easy for people to figure this plan out. I've watched 

the Vine turn onto Washington at Shanahan's. It's not easy now. Add a cycle track to that street? 

Maybe, but surely there's something easier...Columbia! 

This is a patchwork plan that does a little for bicyclists and nothing for the majority of street users. It 

will disrupt motor vehicle traffic, place bicycles and cars into closer proximity, take away parking 

necessary for local businesses and homeowners, and possibly result in more accidents. 

Unnecessary expenses related to improvements. Strongly dislike two-way bike facilities. Two way bike 

facilities are dangerous, cars don't expect bikes from other direction. Large detour from route. 

This route makes little sense to me - I don’t see why we would remove Columbia in any option. This 

Daniels/Washington option is more costly and less safe - this will not succeed in promoting safe, low 

cost bike mobility. The increase in interchanges (non direct routes) leave more room for accidents and 

will prompt bikers to take alternative routes that are more direct. This will not serve anyone besides 

folks on Columbia that want parking, and will ultimately be costly, ineffective, and potentially 

dangerous. 

Horrible. Would you design a highway like this? It wouldn’t get used, because it’s too confusing, and 

unsafe for inexperienced riders. 

The 23rd to 20th street connection requires extra turns and lane switching , forcing cyclists into extra 

conflict with motor vehicle traffic. 

Quite a lot of turning & out of direction travel. Additional intersections to manage while turning 

possibly less safe. Circuitous route. I strongly discourage shared lanes. I strongly oppose = too 

vulnerable for cyclists and peds. 

Like: Greenway for bike lane Dislike: putting bikes on Washington south of 17th street. I feel like this 

is a dangerous area for bikers due to vehicular traffic on Washington in this area. 

I live on the corner of 8th & Columbia. Visibility is not the best for exiting the parking garage. 

Should use Washington north of Fourth Plain as well. Much better transit option. How do you safely 

go 2 directions where Washington is one way? 

I disagree with the prioritization of parking over the safest cycling option. 

not safe. Has bikes going opposite direction on one way street. Too many stops. 

Daniels is too narrow, this route is too expensive and drivers often attempt to avoid Columbia and 

speed through Washington making it unsafe as a greenway. 

not safe - requires traffic changes (one to two way routings etc.) that would be confusing and not 

necessary 
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Same with #3 the greenway makes me feel less safe biking especially with my family. I do like the 

HAWKs for walking. This jog over to Daniels feels awfully inefficient. A more direct route is preferred. 

I like this route the best. It beautifies the neighborhood and protects the cyclists. It lowers the amount 

of parking taken from the residents and puts the bikers in a more central area of downtown. 

WOW, finally a good option. I really like this one! Like - biking on Daniels in Lincoln and Carter Park 

neighborhoods. I regularly job/bike in these areas and often use Daniels. It is a nice quiet street and I 

feel safe on it. I also like the fact that unlike an earlier option, you do not loose the turn lane on 

Columbia/4th Plain. I also like the enhanced crossing on 39th, 33rd, 4th Plain - as someone that is a 

regular pedestrian at these intersections these will help! I love the fact that this takes us bike riders 

over to Washington in a relatively easy fashion. And Washington is a great option for us to bike down. 

I also really like the 2-way protected lane on Washington. I am a slow bike rider and having separate 

NB and SB lanes makes me nervous, as I worry that if I am in one and a faster rider comes up behind 

me, they will not be able to easily pass me. Having the lanes together, means they should safely be 

able to pass me. Yippee! I like the fact that it cuts back to Columbia at 8th. Not sure why you don't 

show on this map how people will then get to the waterfront, but I personally know there are several 

easy options as I have biked it. I really like the fact that less than 30 parking spaces are lost. This is 

crucial to Uptown Village businesses. People need to park to go to businesses, and yes some people 

will bike, but many more will drive and the cars need to go someplace. Without parking, they will go 

to other neighborhoods where they can park. 

More scenic, low parking impact, less costly. Families can easily use this, residents aren't 

dispriportionately impacted (though not preset) and people will actually use this without fear and 

trepidation. This will benefit the most riders, not just the 20 or so who only want to get to PDX. 

This is currently the best plan of the 6 you've proposed. It mitigates impact on residential parking 

which is good for homeowners like myself. It is a direct, simple, fairly safe route for bikes. Washington 

is a wide street which is good for safety. 

This is probably the best fit for cyclists who don’t want to ride in traffic and removes the fewest parking 

spaces. Residents on Daniels May be unhappy and need to be alerted to this proposal so you can get 

their buy in. 

This route is much safer for all modes of travel. Speeds on Columbia will decrease, due to the non-

removal of the existing traffic calming. It also adds a lighted crossing across Columbia on 21st, which 

would slow vehicle travel. This also places the cyclists on streets that are significantly slower and less 

traveled. Because very few parking spaces are removed, vision clearance issues will not be increased 

by residents finding more creative places to park their cars. The only reason this route does not receive 

a 5 is due to the fact that the route returns to Columbia at 8th St. This is not a good location to place 

inexperienced riders and children. This route leaves very little impact unable to be mitigated. This 

route does not place one user’s needs over the others. This route will minimally impact elderly, 

families, veterans, etc. This route provides a safe route for all users. 

I'm concerned about the removal of a lane on Washington & the impacts on traffic - especially further 

south where people are headed to I-5 & SR14. I think it's safer & a better balance than the first 3 

options though. 

I think this route makes sense and will be safer. 

Safer bike access . 
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I ride my bike this way, it’s much safer and I believe would have a minimal impact on the community 

that lives and works along this route. 

Like the protected crossing but same problems with daniels as cut through from Columbia to 4th plain 

as mentioned earlier 

This would be a safer route for bikes, it will take a lot of changes as far as stop signs. The loss of parking 

in front of Hough could be a problem for the school. Daniels is a much quieter street as far as traffic 

and safer for bikers both avid riders and occasional riders. Washington street is very wide and 

accommodating both to cars and bikes, and not a major traffic route for cars. 

WA & Daniels Streets do have less motor traffic and are safer, in general, compared to Columbia. It’s 

only 1-2 street over in either direction, so the “increased travel time” for cyclists is minimal. Less 

impact on residents and motorists and the protected 2-way bike lane is safest, tho it would be nice to 

do street art on those ugly black barrier posts. HOWEVER, tho we live north of 39th, and have no 

connection to Hough Neighborhood (other than an appreciation for our historic neighborhoods), I 

STRONGLY URGE the City to leave the historic Hough Neighborhoods untouched spring as to preserve 

their historic character and to put only street paint indicating that cyclists share the main road (the 

bike with a directional arrow). 

This is my second favorite route. Once again, it seems ideal if the route was able to pass by Hough 

Elementary school. As a confident biker that is okay with slightly riskier roads, I would still bike on 

Columbia if this route was picked. However, if I was biking with my seven year old that is just learning, 

I would take this route. Please, please, please make sure it is VERY well labeled and there are signs 

galore so people who are using this route for the first time know where the route goes. Turning left 

across traffic is both intimidating and sometimes hard. Make sure there are adequate signals, sensors, 

and signs to make having to make so many turns easier for a bike. I would definitely be okay asking 

my neighbors to give up 22 parking spots for a bike route safe for beginning or timid bikers. 

Like: Removes only 22 on-street parking spaces Little impact to Columbia St. Recommendation: Push 

car traffic to Columbia St., making Daniels and Washington safer for cyclists and pedestrians Dislike: 

Removes one travel lane from Washington Street Requires complex signal modifications where 

Washington Street converts from a two-way to a one-way street May impact future transportation 

improvements on Washington Street, making implementation more difficult and costly Requires 

installing three new bicycle/pedestrian crossings on major arterial streets Too expensive Doesn't 

reduce speed limit to 20 MPH 

Not a direct route, more turns, not as safe. 

Washington Street is a cluster and unsafe. Better less partying impact 

Too many turns on this route to stay safe, would not keep bicyclists on route. 

This route combines the worst of the previous options. It has the unsafe left hand turn onto 

Washington. It has the 'shared' road way on a narrow congested road (Daniels) with poor sight lines 

and un-signaled intersections. It does not provide a proper connection for the many neighborhoods 

nor does it provide commuters a safe, buffered pathway. The downtown / I-5 bound commuters again 

have to ride with traffic on a street with excessive vehicle density (which will only grow as waterfront 

develops more) and high speeds. Bad idea. 

creates an unsafe environment for homeowners, and it's a waste of taxpayer money. A completely 

terrible idea. 
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Stay away from taking away parking from Hough Elementary School, as it is already busy and full there. 

I like options 4 and 5 better than the Columbia options. Overall I like buffered lanes better than 

protected. All options should include traffic calming measures such as lowering of speeds and 

limiting/prohibiting trucks going through, increasing safety for everyone. 

opens bike and pedestrian access to school and park is more scenic than Columbia Is much more quiet 

and inherently safer residential area than Columbia way less auto and transit issues 

 

Cost, Feasibility, and Implementation (33 comments) 

Unnecessary expenses related to improvements. Strongly dislike two-way bike facilities. Two way bike 

facilities are dangerous, cars don't expect bikes from other direction. Large detour from route. 

This route makes little sense to me - I don’t see why we would remove Columbia in any option. This 

Daniels/Washington option is more costly and less safe - this will not succeed in promoting safe, low 

cost bike mobility. The increase in interchanges (non direct routes) leave more room for accidents and 

will prompt bikers to take alternative routes that are more direct. This will not serve anyone besides 

folks on Columbia that want parking, and will ultimately be costly, ineffective, and potentially 

dangerous. 

Daniels is too narrow, this route is too expensive and drivers often attempt to avoid Columbia and 

speed through Washington making it unsafe as a greenway. 

Removes 22 on-street parking spaces Removes one travel lane from Washington Street Requires 

complex signal modifications where Washington Street converts from a two-way to a one-way street 

May impact future transportation improvements on Washington Street, making implementation more 

difficult and costly Requires installing three new bicycle/pedestrian crossings on major arterial streets 

Reconfigures and removes some parking in front of Hough Elementary School 

This plan is not cheap. The same comments made earlier about dedicated signalized cycle phases at 

Columbia/8th and Washington/8th are applicable. The sharrows are getting worse than previous plans 

due to the requirement of the cyclists to navigate four turns. The only good feature of this plan is that 

the parking reduction in Hough is eliminated. 

I don't like anything about this route I recognize I previously stated I like the Daniels greenway option, 

but only in the context of also developing Columbia. I do not like the use of Washington due to how 

complex the transitions are. This now spreads the route over 3 north-south roads which just seems 

unnecessarily complex, and I still can't get over the cost. While I recognize it doesn't impact parking 

hardly at all, I would rather have no changes to the current system than this. 

Only removes 22 parking spaces. I don't like that it requires complex signal mods or that it removes 

one lane of traffic for cars. 

less impact although more expensive and a bit less convenient for bikers 

"May impact future transportation improvements on Washington Street, making implementation 

more difficult and costly." I've heard that Columbia is the cheapest option. 

Costly and obnoxious 

Dislike additional cost for not much benefit. 

Costs too much Removes a needed road lane Makes driving longer 
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It's better than Columbia, but until your bikers actually follow the laws of the road, I am not keen on 

spending tax money on special lanes just for a small percentage of the community. But, your going to 

do what your going to do, so this is a far better option than Columbia. 

Expensive and confusing 

Washington is not a viable route due to cost and traffic congestion. Similar to my other Washington 

route comments, adding bikes to the mix at the I-5 and 14 on ramps is a huge issue. This will only make 

congestion for cars worse and won't create a viable commuting route for cyclists. Having bicyclist jog 

around the neighborhood will not meet the needs of the community nor the intent of adding a N-S 

bike route. 

Very disjointed, more expensive than 1st option. 

Con: won't be implemented for many years so it seems like a long range plan not something that will 

happen on a meaningful timeline. 

I like this option. The downside to this route is that we don't know what the future holds for 

Washington Street when/if light rail and the new bridge are built. It would be a shame to invest in the 

road only to find out that it had to be taken out in a few years. This is also one of the most costly 

options to implement, and it is questionable if the city has funds for it. 

More scenic, low parking impact, less costly. Families can easily use this, residents aren't 

dispriportionately impacted (though not preset) and people will actually use this without fear and 

trepidation. This will benefit the most riders, not just the 20 or so who only want to get to PDX. 

Options 4 & 5 seem to offer the most acceptable balance of "cost" (in project cost and lost parking 

cost)... and I like that Option 4 retains a route south of Fourth Plain that is near the N-S commercial 

spine of Vancouver for access to businesses, cafes, etc. I would like to see some better estimate of the 

"future costs" associated w/ changes to Washington Street were a route along Washington chosen 

though (its an abstractly noted concern as of today...). 

Protects VA parking, minimal on street parking impact. While cost is not the lowest, does provide 

compromise. Realize that cyclists will not have the most direct route, yet, this is what compromise is. 

LIKE -removes fewer parking spaces esp. on Columbia -nothing on Columbia north of 8th -Low 

mitigation costs -Greenway-quiet; good for walkers as well as bikes. -Keeps parking in front of the 

Veterans Ctr. ?) Why need to alter parking in front of Hough Elem. school - route doesn't go by school!! 

This route seems like it would impact the parking situation the least and seems like a viable 

compromise (residents lose a little parking, bicyclists have a little less of a direct route). The median 

cost is also a factor. I really hope the consideration of impact on Hough Elementary has been 

thoroughly considered though. It's hard to tell how this will affect morning drop off congestion if 

bicyclists are flowing through the area as part of their route. 

This route only removes 22 parking spaces. Washinton Street is wide and less used by cars and 

pedestrians, providing safety for bikers and pedestrians. For concern on impacting future 

transportation planning, NOW IS THE TIME TO PLAN AND INCLUDE THIS OPTION. All it took to make it 

two way at 17th Street was new paint and signage. If properly planned now and in the future, bikes 

should be part of that plan. Possibly there would be no need for the unsightly, protected bike lanes on 

Washington because of low car and pedestrian traffic, which saves money now. 
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Like: Removes only 22 on-street parking spaces Little impact to Columbia St. Recommendation: Push 

car traffic to Columbia St., making Daniels and Washington safer for cyclists and pedestrians Dislike: 

Removes one travel lane from Washington Street Requires complex signal modifications where 

Washington Street converts from a two-way to a one-way street May impact future transportation 

improvements on Washington Street, making implementation more difficult and costly Requires 

installing three new bicycle/pedestrian crossings on major arterial streets Too expensive Doesn't 

reduce speed limit to 20 MPH 

creates an unsafe environment for homeowners, and it's a waste of taxpayer money. A completely 

terrible idea. 

I know you will discount me because I’m old and you’ll think my opinion doesn’t matter, but I’ve lived 

long enough to know a bad idea when I see one. It’s extremely difficult to find a parking space as it is 

now. My daughter and I went to a business on Columbia and after driving around for 20 minutes (using 

carbon fuel by the way) finally found parking that was for two hours, yet our appointment was for 3 

hours, so naturally I had to send someone out to “plug” the meter. Which we received a ticket anyway 

because we are expected to move the car and find a different parking spot, so it doesn’t matter if we 

plug the meter for extra time, we have to move the car. (Again using carbon fuel) On what planet does 

this make sense? Now if you expect me to walk (the sidewalks have caused me to tumble a few times 

due to the uneven mess) or take transit ( walk to a bus, again hoping I don’t trip over the sidewalks in 

disarray) wait for a bus that goes two blocks, then doesn’t let me off close, so again, chance another 

walk in uneven sidewalks. My 3 hour appointment is now 5 hours. Or maybe at my age I can ride my 

bike?? Again what planet does this make sense? I’m in my 90’s. Think my biking days are behind me. 

Thinking of it from a business standpoint, why would I want to have a business downtown if there is 

no parking for my customers? Or my employees? Or deliveries? Again on what planet does this make 

sense? You really need to rethink this whole thing and look at it from every citizen and business point 

of view. I understand the need to have safe routes for the small majorities that MAY bike, but please 

use some common sense and think about those of us that WILL drive. Besides that, fix the darn 

sidewalks before you spend any money on this idea! 

Although this route "scores" somewhat high, cost, complexity and the fact that we don't know what 

uses will demand from Washington in the future make this a no go. 

Any plan that foresees to create a position where improvements in the future to be more costly and 

difficult is a bad one. The impact on the elementary school parking also creates a safety issue. 

Not necessary, waste of tax dollars. 

Disjoined, not direct like Columbia. Enhanced crossing signals on Daniels unnecessary and an 

unnecessary cost given the small amount of vehicle traffic at those intersections. Don't think serious 

bike commuters will use it. 

This is my second favorite route. Once again, it seems ideal if the route was able to pass by Hough 

Elementary school. As a confident biker that is okay with slightly riskier roads, I would still bike on 

Columbia if this route was picked. However, if I was biking with my seven year old that is just learning, 

I would take this route. Please, please, please make sure it is VERY well labeled and there are signs 

galore so people who are using this route for the first time know where the route goes. Turning left 
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across traffic is both intimidating and sometimes hard. Make sure there are adequate signals, sensors, 

and signs to make having to make so many turns easier for a bike. I would definitely be okay asking 

my neighbors to give up 22 parking spots for a bike route safe for beginning or timid bikers. 

This allows all pedestrians and cyclists to be provided a path that would be viewed as considerate to 

their needs. I also see while minimizing impact it could possibly increase business exposure to more 

traffic. As a regular pedestrian and cyclist downtown, I find it much easier to become accustomed to 

a one-way street. Compared to the other options I believe this is the most advantageous to all. The 

city will also be perceived as considerate to all commuters. 

Community Impacts (50 comments) 

This route makes little sense to me - I don’t see why we would remove Columbia in any option. This 

Daniels/Washington option is more costly and less safe - this will not succeed in promoting safe, low 

cost bike mobility. The increase in interchanges (non direct routes) leave more room for accidents and 

will prompt bikers to take alternative routes that are more direct. This will not serve anyone besides 

folks on Columbia that want parking, and will ultimately be costly, ineffective, and potentially 

dangerous. 

This plan is not cheap. The same comments made earlier about dedicated signalized cycle phases at 

Columbia/8th and Washington/8th are applicable. The sharrows are getting worse than previous plans 

due to the requirement of the cyclists to navigate four turns. The only good feature of this plan is that 

the parking reduction in Hough is eliminated. 

Only removes 22 parking spaces. I don't like that it requires complex signal mods or that it removes 

one lane of traffic for cars. 

Dislike additional cost for not much benefit. 

Costs too much Removes a needed road lane Makes driving longer 

Washington is not a viable route due to cost and traffic congestion. Similar to my other Washington 

route comments, adding bikes to the mix at the I-5 and 14 on ramps is a huge issue. This will only make 

congestion for cars worse and won't create a viable commuting route for cyclists. Having bicyclist jog 

around the neighborhood will not meet the needs of the community nor the intent of adding a N-S 

bike route. 

The impact statements above state it well. Details: sharing a street with school bus traffic (and parents) 

3 x a day is a bad, bad idea. Washington: again not easy for people to figure this plan out. I've watched 

the Vine turn onto Washington at Shanahan's. It's not easy now. Add a cycle track to that street? 

Maybe, but surely there's something easier...Columbia! 

This is a patchwork plan that does a little for bicyclists and nothing for the majority of street users. It 

will disrupt motor vehicle traffic, place bicycles and cars into closer proximity, take away parking 

necessary for local businesses and homeowners, and possibly result in more accidents. 

There is hardly any parking in front of Hough Elementary right now -- why would we take what little is 

left away? Also, removing a travel lane from Washington is not a good idea. Cars are required to get 

through downtown and there are rarely enough cyclists to justify these types of changes. 

Granted, this plan reduces the least amount of parking spaces, but Columbia, the current designated 

bike street, is under-utilized as a bike street. Residents of Washington and Daniels are negatively 

impacted by this plan, which is unnecessary in my estimation. 
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Losing a lane on Washington will make traffic even worse than it is. Combine that with all the people 

that will be moving downtown with the new waterfront development and it will be unmanageable. 

Sounds good except for removing a travel lane on Washington. 

less impact although more expensive and a bit less convenient for bikers 

It's better than Columbia, but until your bikers actually follow the laws of the road, I am not keen on 

spending tax money on special lanes just for a small percentage of the community. But, your going to 

do what your going to do, so this is a far better option than Columbia. 

Options 4 & 5 seem to offer the most acceptable balance of "cost" (in project cost and lost parking 

cost)... and I like that Option 4 retains a route south of Fourth Plain that is near the N-S commercial 

spine of Vancouver for access to businesses, cafes, etc. I would like to see some better estimate of the 

"future costs" associated w/ changes to Washington Street were a route along Washington chosen 

though (its an abstractly noted concern as of today...). 

Daniels is far less used than Columbia by cars. If (when) I ride I will use Daniels rather than Columbia. 

Too many cars on Columbia already, adding bikes to the mix is increasing the danger on Columbia. This 

route has one of the least impacts to parking in Downtown, and parking is already tight at certain 

times. 

I like this route the best. It beautifies the neighborhood and protects the cyclists. It lowers the amount 

of parking taken from the residents and puts the bikers in a more central area of downtown. 

WOW, finally a good option. I really like this one! Like - biking on Daniels in Lincoln and Carter Park 

neighborhoods. I regularly job/bike in these areas and often use Daniels. It is a nice quiet street and I 

feel safe on it. I also like the fact that unlike an earlier option, you do not loose the turn lane on 

Columbia/4th Plain. I also like the enhanced crossing on 39th, 33rd, 4th Plain - as someone that is a 

regular pedestrian at these intersections these will help! I love the fact that this takes us bike riders 

over to Washington in a relatively easy fashion. And Washington is a great option for us to bike down. 

I also really like the 2-way protected lane on Washington. I am a slow bike rider and having separate 

NB and SB lanes makes me nervous, as I worry that if I am in one and a faster rider comes up behind 

me, they will not be able to easily pass me. Having the lanes together, means they should safely be 

able to pass me. Yippee! I like the fact that it cuts back to Columbia at 8th. Not sure why you don't 

show on this map how people will then get to the waterfront, but I personally know there are several 

easy options as I have biked it. I really like the fact that less than 30 parking spaces are lost. This is 

crucial to Uptown Village businesses. People need to park to go to businesses, and yes some people 

will bike, but many more will drive and the cars need to go someplace. Without parking, they will go 

to other neighborhoods where they can park. 

This is currently the best plan of the 6 you've proposed. It mitigates impact on residential parking 

which is good for homeowners like myself. It is a direct, simple, fairly safe route for bikes. Washington 

is a wide street which is good for safety. 

This route is much safer for all modes of travel. Speeds on Columbia will decrease, due to the non-

removal of the existing traffic calming. It also adds a lighted crossing across Columbia on 21st, which 

would slow vehicle travel. This also places the cyclists on streets that are significantly slower and less 

traveled. Because very few parking spaces are removed, vision clearance issues will not be increased 

by residents finding more creative places to park their cars. The only reason this route does not receive 

a 5 is due to the fact that the route returns to Columbia at 8th St. This is not a good location to place 

inexperienced riders and children. This route leaves very little impact unable to be mitigated. This 
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route does not place one user’s needs over the others. This route will minimally impact elderly, 

families, veterans, etc. This route provides a safe route for all users. 

I'm concerned about the removal of a lane on Washington & the impacts on traffic - especially further 

south where people are headed to I-5 & SR14. I think it's safer & a better balance than the first 3 

options though. 

I ride my bike this way, it’s much safer and I believe would have a minimal impact on the community 

that lives and works along this route. 

WA & Daniels Streets do have less motor traffic and are safer, in general, compared to Columbia. It’s 

only 1-2 street over in either direction, so the “increased travel time” for cyclists is minimal. Less 

impact on residents and motorists and the protected 2-way bike lane is safest, tho it would be nice to 

do street art on those ugly black barrier posts. HOWEVER, tho we live north of 39th, and have no 

connection to Hough Neighborhood (other than an appreciation for our historic neighborhoods), I 

STRONGLY URGE the City to leave the historic Hough Neighborhoods untouched spring as to preserve 

their historic character and to put only street paint indicating that cyclists share the main road (the 

bike with a directional arrow). 

This idea would work for most of the area residents and have limited parking impact for the downtown 

businesses. A green-way on Columbia could be a solution to 2 problems, (1) Access for bikers and (2) 

slow down traffic on Columbia. Would you consider speed humps to help discourage fast travel in the 

area? 

1. Nice neighborhood along school/parks 2. Fewer people park on street 3. Much less auto traffic 

This is a great option! Washington Street between 8th and 19th streets isn't as residential as Columbia 

Street and removing parking would be less impactful to residents, although I'm sure some of the 

businesses on Washington Street south of Mill Plain Boulevard might be upset. 

#4 is a better option than any of the others for the following reasons: 1. least amount of parking spaces 

lost (we are already in need of more spaces). 2. Veterans do not lose parking. 3. Daniels is a block or 2 

from the farmers market and Heritage Place Condos East parking garage on Columbia for enter/exit. 

We ALREADY have issues with in and out. 

This option is better than impacting Columbia Street but is still not as good as option 5 or 6. It loses 

the least amount of street parking which should benefit downtown businesses. 

This seems like the best option. I love the 2 way lane. It does not remove much parking. Parking is 

secondary in my opinion, but if this gets the whiners to shut up...... 

This keeps the parking in front of the VAC. Mitigates residential street parking loss for residents. 

Requiring cyclists to travel a couple streets over is not a huge concern when you factor in it's their 

choice to be cycling, they have 100% control of their route choice regardless of what is or isn't in place, 

and that cycling is a temporary activity in the course of day, unlike someone's ability to safely park and 

access their home on a daily basis. 

this route still leaves parking for the veteran's assistance and impacts to the neighborhood feel much 

more mitigated. feels better for the relationship between the biking community and the neighborhood 

and the positives brought by this plan feel like they might outweigh the losses. still have questions 

about bus routes and connections to them 

I like the part about not losing the parking but still don't like losing a lane on Washington. However, 

this tends to make more sense than tearing up two streets like Option 2. I am concerned about the 

impact on future transportation improvements on Washington street - we don't want to paint 
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ourselves into a corner - always think long term. Don't like all of the jogs in the path between 20th and 

24th - could confuse folks unless it is clearly marked. 

This route is good in that it avoids the parking concerns of the Veterans Center and the 19th-23rd 

blocks of Columbia. It's simpler than Route 2 (2-way protected lanes on Washington). It's a good 

compromise solution, I think. At least on paper—it remains to see if using Washington St is viable with 

future considerations taken into account. What might be considered is keeping the Daniels greenway 

(or rolling it out later) but re-instituting the protected bike lanes on Columbia from 45th St south to 

21st St, then jogging over on 21st with the greenway to Washington, and proceeding accordingly. Even 

though this would take some parking on Columbia north of Fourth Plain, that parking is low-utilization, 

and there's a lot of parking available on side streets in this area. 

Overall, this is the best option offered for all modes of transportation with minimal impact to current 

parking and vehicle travel, provided that the narrowed lanes on Washington Street from 15th to 8th 

are wide enough for C-Tran buses. 

This is the least disruptive for residents, children, traffic & bicyclists 

This feels like the best option; it gives the biking community what they need but has the least impact 

on the neighbors/neighborhood and value on people's property. I feel this would cause less anxiety 

and bad feelings between the community and bikers. 

Less impacts to local businesses and community services. 

The school should not be affected by any new route 

like the three enhanced intersections on Daniels. Don’t like the cyclist jog over to Washington or 

intersection with 39th. 

like - although lots of turns, impacts Columbia the least, lots of greenway, dislike - shared use path 

Although I am not in favor of this bike lane at all, and feel like “mobility project” should be renamed 

“bike lane” as there is no focus on anything but a bike lane, this seems to have the least amount of 

impact over all to our downtown area, while still having a bike lane that will be forced on us either 

way. 

I like using Daniels as part of the route and the flash beacons for crossing busy streets. Washington is 

wider then Columbia and I am supportive of making it more multimodal. There are potential good 

connections to the Vine on Washington. 

I like the crosswalk signaling along Daniels at major intersections and know that these are very 

effective. I also like the use of a two way protected lane on Washington. In general Daniels and 

Washington seem better suited for biking and I would support this plan if it were feasible to get funding 

in a timely manner versus the first one (Columbia only) As mentioned before, if the first plan can be 

built, i'm all for that too. 

Like: Removes only 22 on-street parking spaces Little impact to Columbia St. Recommendation: Push 

car traffic to Columbia St., making Daniels and Washington safer for cyclists and pedestrians Dislike: 

Removes one travel lane from Washington Street Requires complex signal modifications where 

Washington Street converts from a two-way to a one-way street May impact future transportation 

improvements on Washington Street, making implementation more difficult and costly Requires 

installing three new bicycle/pedestrian crossings on major arterial streets Too expensive Doesn't 

reduce speed limit to 20 MPH 
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I know you will discount me because I’m old and you’ll think my opinion doesn’t matter, but I’ve lived 

long enough to know a bad idea when I see one. It’s extremely difficult to find a parking space as it is 

now. My daughter and I went to a business on Columbia and after driving around for 20 minutes (using 

carbon fuel by the way) finally found parking that was for two hours, yet our appointment was for 3 

hours, so naturally I had to send someone out to “plug” the meter. Which we received a ticket anyway 

because we are expected to move the car and find a different parking spot, so it doesn’t matter if we 

plug the meter for extra time, we have to move the car. (Again using carbon fuel) On what planet does 

this make sense? Now if you expect me to walk (the sidewalks have caused me to tumble a few times 

due to the uneven mess) or take transit ( walk to a bus, again hoping I don’t trip over the sidewalks in 

disarray) wait for a bus that goes two blocks, then doesn’t let me off close, so again, chance another 

walk in uneven sidewalks. My 3 hour appointment is now 5 hours. Or maybe at my age I can ride my 

bike?? Again what planet does this make sense? I’m in my 90’s. Think my biking days are behind me. 

Thinking of it from a business standpoint, why would I want to have a business downtown if there is 

no parking for my customers? Or my employees? Or deliveries? Again on what planet does this make 

sense? You really need to rethink this whole thing and look at it from every citizen and business point 

of view. I understand the need to have safe routes for the small majorities that MAY bike, but please 

use some common sense and think about those of us that WILL drive. Besides that, fix the darn 

sidewalks before you spend any money on this idea! 

Any plan that foresees to create a position where improvements in the future to be more costly and 

difficult is a bad one. The impact on the elementary school parking also creates a safety issue. 

Stay away from taking away parking from Hough Elementary School, as it is already busy and full there. 

I like options 4 and 5 better than the Columbia options. Overall I like buffered lanes better than 

protected. All options should include traffic calming measures such as lowering of speeds and 

limiting/prohibiting trucks going through, increasing safety for everyone. 

138th has schools they need this especially with the bus barn between shools 

Again this is not a direct pathway for cyclists. Unfortunately, riding by the school during certain times 

of the day can be very dangerous. Parents are quickly dropping off and picking up students and many 

times are distracted. Do not force more vulnerable traffic (cyclists) into this equation. 

opens bike and pedestrian access to school and park is more scenic than Columbia Is much more quiet 

and inherently safer residential area than Columbia way less auto and transit issues 

Multimodal Improvements (19 comments) 

This route makes little sense to me - I don’t see why we would remove Columbia in any option. This 

Daniels/Washington option is more costly and less safe - this will not succeed in promoting safe, low 

cost bike mobility. The increase in interchanges (non direct routes) leave more room for accidents and 

will prompt bikers to take alternative routes that are more direct. This will not serve anyone besides 

folks on Columbia that want parking, and will ultimately be costly, ineffective, and potentially 

dangerous. 

this route still leaves parking for the veteran's assistance and impacts to the neighborhood feel much 

more mitigated. feels better for the relationship between the biking community and the neighborhood 

and the positives brought by this plan feel like they might outweigh the losses. still have questions 

about bus routes and connections to them 
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I like the part about not losing the parking but still don't like losing a lane on Washington. However, 

this tends to make more sense than tearing up two streets like Option 2. I am concerned about the 

impact on future transportation improvements on Washington street - we don't want to paint 

ourselves into a corner - always think long term. Don't like all of the jogs in the path between 20th and 

24th - could confuse folks unless it is clearly marked. 

Although I am not in favor of this bike lane at all, and feel like “mobility project” should be renamed 

“bike lane” as there is no focus on anything but a bike lane, this seems to have the least amount of 

impact over all to our downtown area, while still having a bike lane that will be forced on us either 

way. 

Removes 22 on-street parking spaces Removes one travel lane from Washington Street Requires 

complex signal modifications where Washington Street converts from a two-way to a one-way street 

May impact future transportation improvements on Washington Street, making implementation more 

difficult and costly Requires installing three new bicycle/pedestrian crossings on major arterial streets 

Reconfigures and removes some parking in front of Hough Elementary School 

I like this option. The downside to this route is that we don't know what the future holds for 

Washington Street when/if light rail and the new bridge are built. It would be a shame to invest in the 

road only to find out that it had to be taken out in a few years. This is also one of the most costly 

options to implement, and it is questionable if the city has funds for it. 

Quite a lot of turning & out of direction travel. Additional intersections to manage while turning 

possibly less safe. Circuitous route. I strongly discourage shared lanes. I strongly oppose = too 

vulnerable for cyclists and peds. 

NO. This one is stupid. It is like a T&F switchback & it's insulting to bike/peds. Ridiculous! Requires bike 

travel way out of direction! 

Some concern about impact to bus stops along Washington, if bike lanes on the West side of street. If 

bike lanes on the East side of street, seems like a good choice. 

Didn't they talk about the bridge or the bus or something on Washington? Sorry but this is a no-starter 

for me. 

WOW, finally a good option. I really like this one! Like - biking on Daniels in Lincoln and Carter Park 

neighborhoods. I regularly job/bike in these areas and often use Daniels. It is a nice quiet street and I 

feel safe on it. I also like the fact that unlike an earlier option, you do not loose the turn lane on 

Columbia/4th Plain. I also like the enhanced crossing on 39th, 33rd, 4th Plain - as someone that is a 

regular pedestrian at these intersections these will help! I love the fact that this takes us bike riders 

over to Washington in a relatively easy fashion. And Washington is a great option for us to bike down. 

I also really like the 2-way protected lane on Washington. I am a slow bike rider and having separate 

NB and SB lanes makes me nervous, as I worry that if I am in one and a faster rider comes up behind 

me, they will not be able to easily pass me. Having the lanes together, means they should safely be 

able to pass me. Yippee! I like the fact that it cuts back to Columbia at 8th. Not sure why you don't 

show on this map how people will then get to the waterfront, but I personally know there are several 

easy options as I have biked it. I really like the fact that less than 30 parking spaces are lost. This is 

crucial to Uptown Village businesses. People need to park to go to businesses, and yes some people 

will bike, but many more will drive and the cars need to go someplace. Without parking, they will go 

to other neighborhoods where they can park. 
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Overall, this is the best option offered for all modes of transportation with minimal impact to current 

parking and vehicle travel, provided that the narrowed lanes on Washington Street from 15th to 8th 

are wide enough for C-Tran buses. 

I like using Daniels as part of the route and the flash beacons for crossing busy streets. Washington is 

wider then Columbia and I am supportive of making it more multimodal. There are potential good 

connections to the Vine on Washington. 

I like the crosswalk signaling along Daniels at major intersections and know that these are very 

effective. I also like the use of a two way protected lane on Washington. In general Daniels and 

Washington seem better suited for biking and I would support this plan if it were feasible to get funding 

in a timely manner versus the first one (Columbia only) As mentioned before, if the first plan can be 

built, i'm all for that too. 

This route only removes 22 parking spaces. Washinton Street is wide and less used by cars and 

pedestrians, providing safety for bikers and pedestrians. For concern on impacting future 

transportation planning, NOW IS THE TIME TO PLAN AND INCLUDE THIS OPTION. All it took to make it 

two way at 17th Street was new paint and signage. If properly planned now and in the future, bikes 

should be part of that plan. Possibly there would be no need for the unsightly, protected bike lanes on 

Washington because of low car and pedestrian traffic, which saves money now. 

Same with #3 the greenway makes me feel less safe biking especially with my family. I do like the 

HAWKs for walking. This jog over to Daniels feels awfully inefficient. A more direct route is preferred. 

I like the reduced impact on parking. Some bus routes may need change, but this seems workable, and 

Daniels is a nice street to bike on. 

Stay away from taking away parking from Hough Elementary School, as it is already busy and full there. 

I like options 4 and 5 better than the Columbia options. Overall I like buffered lanes better than 

protected. All options should include traffic calming measures such as lowering of speeds and 

limiting/prohibiting trucks going through, increasing safety for everyone. 

opens bike and pedestrian access to school and park is more scenic than Columbia Is much more quiet 

and inherently safer residential area than Columbia way less auto and transit issues 

Need (9 comments) 

There is hardly any parking in front of Hough Elementary right now -- why would we take what little is 

left away? Also, removing a travel lane from Washington is not a good idea. Cars are required to get 

through downtown and there are rarely enough cyclists to justify these types of changes. 

This a route for people who don't bike, "but support bike lanes". No cyclist would use this convoluted 

route. The commuters are just going to use the direct route, and families on a Sunday ride aren't going 

to even know that this snaking route even exists. 

Wooo! What is this route? Only good part is stopping traffic on Fourth Plain, which other routes do as 

well. Who does this help? 

-Not many cars on Columbia anyway -Why create a separate bike lane when cars don't use?

The majority of people do not want these bike lanes 

Columbia is the WORST idea, so this is better, but still--why??? There isn't a real problem to solve. At 

least not one that has been convincingly explained to us at the community meeting. 
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I like that this is much closer to a route that can accommodate the many needs and wants in the 

community. 

Need bike lanes 

Not necessary, waste of tax dollars. 

Neighborhood Context and Culture (18 comments) 

Washington is not a viable route due to cost and traffic congestion. Similar to my other Washington 

route comments, adding bikes to the mix at the I-5 and 14 on ramps is a huge issue. This will only make 

congestion for cars worse and won't create a viable commuting route for cyclists. Having bicyclist jog 

around the neighborhood will not meet the needs of the community nor the intent of adding a N-S 

bike route. 

WA & Daniels Streets do have less motor traffic and are safer, in general, compared to Columbia. It’s 

only 1-2 street over in either direction, so the “increased travel time” for cyclists is minimal. Less 

impact on residents and motorists and the protected 2-way bike lane is safest, tho it would be nice to 

do street art on those ugly black barrier posts. HOWEVER, tho we live north of 39th, and have no 

connection to Hough Neighborhood (other than an appreciation for our historic neighborhoods), I 

STRONGLY URGE the City to leave the historic Hough Neighborhoods untouched spring as to preserve 

their historic character and to put only street paint indicating that cyclists share the main road (the 

bike with a directional arrow). 

Washington is a very busy street - a good south road for traffic. New apartments going up - probably 

needs parking. 

Daniels from 21st to 4th Plain is extremely congested now. 

Washington downtown during morning commute is already a disaster and can come to a complete 

stop. 

Because the city gave away street to developers this would be tight for everyone. The route is a bit 

out of the way for bikers. I am unsure the effect on pedestrians. 

WOW, finally a good option. I really like this one! Like - biking on Daniels in Lincoln and Carter Park 

neighborhoods. I regularly job/bike in these areas and often use Daniels. It is a nice quiet street and I 

feel safe on it. I also like the fact that unlike an earlier option, you do not loose the turn lane on 

Columbia/4th Plain. I also like the enhanced crossing on 39th, 33rd, 4th Plain - as someone that is a 

regular pedestrian at these intersections these will help! I love the fact that this takes us bike riders 

over to Washington in a relatively easy fashion. And Washington is a great option for us to bike down. 

I also really like the 2-way protected lane on Washington. I am a slow bike rider and having separate 

NB and SB lanes makes me nervous, as I worry that if I am in one and a faster rider comes up behind 

me, they will not be able to easily pass me. Having the lanes together, means they should safely be 

able to pass me. Yippee! I like the fact that it cuts back to Columbia at 8th. Not sure why you don't 

show on this map how people will then get to the waterfront, but I personally know there are several 

easy options as I have biked it. I really like the fact that less than 30 parking spaces are lost. This is 

crucial to Uptown Village businesses. People need to park to go to businesses, and yes some people 

will bike, but many more will drive and the cars need to go someplace. Without parking, they will go 

to other neighborhoods where they can park. 



Westside Bike Mobility Project Public Outreach Summary 133 

I like the reduced impact on parking. Some bus routes may need change, but this seems workable, and 

Daniels is a nice street to bike on. 

This route is much safer for all modes of travel. Speeds on Columbia will decrease, due to the non-

removal of the existing traffic calming. It also adds a lighted crossing across Columbia on 21st, which 

would slow vehicle travel. This also places the cyclists on streets that are significantly slower and less 

traveled. Because very few parking spaces are removed, vision clearance issues will not be increased 

by residents finding more creative places to park their cars. The only reason this route does not receive 

a 5 is due to the fact that the route returns to Columbia at 8th St. This is not a good location to place 

inexperienced riders and children. This route leaves very little impact unable to be mitigated. This 

route does not place one user’s needs over the others. This route will minimally impact elderly, 

families, veterans, etc. This route provides a safe route for all users. 

This idea would work for most of the area residents and have limited parking impact for the downtown 

businesses. A green-way on Columbia could be a solution to 2 problems, (1) Access for bikers and (2) 

slow down traffic on Columbia. Would you consider speed humps to help discourage fast travel in the 

area? 

1. Nice neighborhood along school/parks 2. Fewer people park on street 3. Much less auto traffic 

More scenic, low parking impact, less costly. Families can easily use this, residents aren't 

dispriportionately impacted (though not preset) and people will actually use this without fear and 

trepidation. This will benefit the most riders, not just the 20 or so who only want to get to PDX. 

LIKE -removes fewer parking spaces esp. on Columbia -nothing on Columbia north of 8th -Low 

mitigation costs -Greenway-quiet; good for walkers as well as bikes. -Keeps parking in front of the 

Veterans Ctr. ?) Why need to alter parking in front of Hough Elem. school - route doesn't go by school!! 

This would be a safer route for bikes, it will take a lot of changes as far as stop signs. The loss of parking 

in front of Hough could be a problem for the school. Daniels is a much quieter street as far as traffic 

and safer for bikers both avid riders and occasional riders. Washington street is very wide and 

accommodating both to cars and bikes, and not a major traffic route for cars. 

 

Directness of Route (51 comments) 

Because the city gave away street to developers this would be tight for everyone. The route is a bit 

out of the way for bikers. I am unsure the effect on pedestrians. 

This a route for people who don't bike, "but support bike lanes". No cyclist would use this convoluted 

route. The commuters are just going to use the direct route, and families on a Sunday ride aren't going 

to even know that this snaking route even exists. 

This route makes little sense to me - I don’t see why we would remove Columbia in any option. This 

Daniels/Washington option is more costly and less safe - this will not succeed in promoting safe, low 

cost bike mobility. The increase in interchanges (non direct routes) leave more room for accidents and 

will prompt bikers to take alternative routes that are more direct. This will not serve anyone besides 

folks on Columbia that want parking, and will ultimately be costly, ineffective, and potentially 

dangerous. 

I like the part about not losing the parking but still don't like losing a lane on Washington. However, 

this tends to make more sense than tearing up two streets like Option 2. I am concerned about the 
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impact on future transportation improvements on Washington street - we don't want to paint 

ourselves into a corner - always think long term. Don't like all of the jogs in the path between 20th and 

24th - could confuse folks unless it is clearly marked. 

Quite a lot of turning & out of direction travel. Additional intersections to manage while turning 

possibly less safe. Circuitous route. I strongly discourage shared lanes. I strongly oppose = too 

vulnerable for cyclists and peds. 

NO. This one is stupid. It is like a T&F switchback & it's insulting to bike/peds. Ridiculous! Requires bike 

travel way out of direction! 

Same with #3 the greenway makes me feel less safe biking especially with my family. I do like the 

HAWKs for walking. This jog over to Daniels feels awfully inefficient. A more direct route is preferred. 

This plan is not cheap. The same comments made earlier about dedicated signalized cycle phases at 

Columbia/8th and Washington/8th are applicable. The sharrows are getting worse than previous plans 

due to the requirement of the cyclists to navigate four turns. The only good feature of this plan is that 

the parking reduction in Hough is eliminated. 

The impact statements above state it well. Details: sharing a street with school bus traffic (and parents) 

3 x a day is a bad, bad idea. Washington: again not easy for people to figure this plan out. I've watched 

the Vine turn onto Washington at Shanahan's. It's not easy now. Add a cycle track to that street? 

Maybe, but surely there's something easier...Columbia! 

less impact although more expensive and a bit less convenient for bikers 

like the three enhanced intersections on Daniels. Don’t like the cyclist jog over to Washington or 

intersection with 39th. 

like - although lots of turns, impacts Columbia the least, lots of greenway, dislike - shared use path 

Unnecessary expenses related to improvements. Strongly dislike two-way bike facilities. Two way bike 

facilities are dangerous, cars don't expect bikes from other direction. Large detour from route. 

I don't like anything about this route I recognize I previously stated I like the Daniels greenway option, 

but only in the context of also developing Columbia. I do not like the use of Washington due to how 

complex the transitions are. This now spreads the route over 3 north-south roads which just seems 

unnecessarily complex, and I still can't get over the cost. While I recognize it doesn't impact parking 

hardly at all, I would rather have no changes to the current system than this. 

Expensive and confusing 

Very disjointed, more expensive than 1st option. 

This route seems like it would impact the parking situation the least and seems like a viable 

compromise (residents lose a little parking, bicyclists have a little less of a direct route). The median 

cost is also a factor. I really hope the consideration of impact on Hough Elementary has been 

thoroughly considered though. It's hard to tell how this will affect morning drop off congestion if 

bicyclists are flowing through the area as part of their route. 

Horrible. Would you design a highway like this? It wouldn’t get used, because it’s too confusing, and 

unsafe for inexperienced riders. 

The 23rd to 20th street connection requires extra turns and lane switching , forcing cyclists into extra 

conflict with motor vehicle traffic. 

not safe - requires traffic changes (one to two way routings etc.) that would be confusing and not 

necessary 

Like the protected crossing but same problems with daniels as cut through from Columbia to 4th plain 

as mentioned earlier 
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Not as good as a straight shot down Daniels and through the Millplain wall but a possible 2nd best 

alternative. Favor minimal parking removal. 

Although not as direct a route as Columbia, the reduction in loss of parking makes it more politically 

feasible. 

This one solves the vets center question but I wouldn't use it with all the left/rights. Makes bikes 2nd 

tier. I prefer the routes that elevate bikes to an equal transportation option as cars by having them on 

primary, direct routes. 

the change from daniels to washington seems far 

This is the most indirect route of all suggested routes. It is the most complicated and confusing. 

Far too complicated to be effective. 

This route has too many turns 

Way too many directional changes; cyclists will just tend toward the straightest path possible and 

disregard the greenway. 

I don't care for this route. It's indirect and confusing to the user. An automobile can use the most direct 

route, why shouldn't a biker be afforded the same option. 

I am a commuter, and would not use this route. I would continue to use Columbia St. The jogs to other 

streets are inconvenient and not straightforward. 

Too many street changes for a main route. As I mentioned in the past comment, Daniels isn't the safest 

road to bike on. Too narrow of a street. 

It’s unnecessarily complex, and creates excess travel for cyclists for the sake of parking. 

WA & Daniels Streets do have less motor traffic and are safer, in general, compared to Columbia. It’s 

only 1-2 street over in either direction, so the “increased travel time” for cyclists is minimal. Less 

impact on residents and motorists and the protected 2-way bike lane is safest, tho it would be nice to 

do street art on those ugly black barrier posts. HOWEVER, tho we live north of 39th, and have no 

connection to Hough Neighborhood (other than an appreciation for our historic neighborhoods), I 

STRONGLY URGE the City to leave the historic Hough Neighborhoods untouched spring as to preserve 

their historic character and to put only street paint indicating that cyclists share the main road (the 

bike with a directional arrow). 

I like that this is much closer to a route that can accommodate the many needs and wants in the 

community. 

This is currently the best plan of the 6 you've proposed. It mitigates impact on residential parking 

which is good for homeowners like myself. It is a direct, simple, fairly safe route for bikes. Washington 

is a wide street which is good for safety. 

This keeps the parking in front of the VAC. Mitigates residential street parking loss for residents. 

Requiring cyclists to travel a couple streets over is not a huge concern when you factor in it's their 

choice to be cycling, they have 100% control of their route choice regardless of what is or isn't in place, 

and that cycling is a temporary activity in the course of day, unlike someone's ability to safely park and 

access their home on a daily basis. 

This route is good in that it avoids the parking concerns of the Veterans Center and the 19th-23rd 

blocks of Columbia. It's simpler than Route 2 (2-way protected lanes on Washington). It's a good 

compromise solution, I think. At least on paper—it remains to see if using Washington St is viable with 

future considerations taken into account. What might be considered is keeping the Daniels greenway 

(or rolling it out later) but re-instituting the protected bike lanes on Columbia from 45th St south to 
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21st St, then jogging over on 21st with the greenway to Washington, and proceeding accordingly. Even 

though this would take some parking on Columbia north of Fourth Plain, that parking is low-utilization, 

and there's a lot of parking available on side streets in this area. 

Protects VA parking, minimal on street parking impact. While cost is not the lowest, does provide 

compromise. Realize that cyclists will not have the most direct route, yet, this is what compromise is. 

This seems like a decent route. However, it still removes too much parking. CHOOSE OPTION #7 - 

SIMPLY PAVE COLUMBIA AND FORGET THIS WHOLE RIDICULOUS IDEA. 

Gets people downtown without the removal of parking. 

Close to Uptown 

It removes less parking and these streets are not major arterials so the traffic modications would not 

be hard to adapt to, Washington is/was already partially 1 way . 

This allows all pedestrians and cyclists to be provided a path that would be viewed as considerate to 

their needs. I also see while minimizing impact it could possibly increase business exposure to more 

traffic. As a regular pedestrian and cyclist downtown, I find it much easier to become accustomed to 

a one-way street. Compared to the other options I believe this is the most advantageous to all. The 

city will also be perceived as considerate to all commuters. 

Eliminates the fewest parking spaces, and runs thru the least residential areas 

Description say school impacted by parking. Map shows route not close to school. Option better than 

Columbia-Washington. 

 

Other Comments (26 comments) 

(1) "May impact future transportation improvements on Washington Street." I get that. However, why 

are we not clarifying the other alternatives as well? If we are taking future planning into this 

consideration, can more information be provided overall to help me understand the impacts of any of 

these solutions? For example, I heard that rapid transit is planned for part of Columbia, and this is one 

reason for not wanting to have a Columbia alternative of lower speed to benefit all modes of 

transportation (not just addressing cycling). It feels like we are asked to provide feedback on very little 

information besides drawing on a map. Kind of like trying to get the sense of a room by looking through 

a keyhole. (2) This option is better, but it requires more design work to flesh out details. Why do we 

jog on particular streets? 21st Avenue is already quite narrow. As it stands now, parking for residents 

is limited to one side of the road. Do we have enough space? Will that parking be removed, or that 

street will become one way? Could there be other streets better to jog over? This information would 

be helpful. 

Columbia is our best choice 

No, No, NO, pave streets for cars. Add more lanes for CARS. 

Neighborhood greenways attract cars looking for a shortcut. 

Big loser! 

Not the best option for bikes. 

No 

No 
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Not a fan 

There is no reason to put more bike traffic on Washington St! 

It looks like this route was only added to make option 1 look better. My dog could do a better design 

job than this. 

I don’t like that it does not use Franklin St in a major way! 

Like North bound, not Washington on South bound 

It provides a bike lane without impacting veteran's services. 

Much much better, avoids the main north south route of Columbia. 

Better 

Would be better than Columbia st. 

In reading the descriptions I feel this option has the best interest of all considered. 

I feel that this approach can work, although to date I rarely use this path. 

Better, much better than the previous options. 

This will have problems at Daniels between 45th and 41st due to school traffic and congestion (safety 

issues). The crossing signals are needed regardless of which option is chosen. This appears to be the 

best option in my opinion. 

I strongly support the concept of a greenway on Daniels Street. Daniels is a safe street. The traffic 

volumes are low. There would need to be some stop sign revision, and other adjustments, however 

these are minor. I live between Columbia and Daniels and see more bikes (especially families and kids) 

on Daniels already. Washington St is wide and has lots of potential. I think there is wisdom in taking 

an incremental approach. Phase in streets for different populations ( commuters and families on bikes 

have different needs). Instead of trying to do everything at once, build a greenway, access the usage 

and the the next phase depending on the date and usage. Do not let the loudest, squeaky wheel, 

control your decision. Be planful, in incremental steps. Consider all the populations the streets serve. 

I believe bicyclists will find the Washington segment awkward to navigate, which is sub-optimal. 

However, this route is far preferable to the routes that use Columbia above 8th St. 

Better but still not good enough. 

Better choice. 
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Daniels/Franklin (169 Comments) 

Parking (51 comments) 

Veterans Center street parking intact, Neighborhood parking impact low, downtown impact low. 

Of all the options, this one is my favorite. Adding the pedestrian/bike crossing signals at the three 

arterial streets would be an excellent improvement in my opinion. Whether biking or riding, those 

streets can be tough and scary to cross. The signals would greatly improve safety. I also like that it 

removes only 45 parking spaces compared to the 300+ of the different Columbia Street options. 

This plan is essentially, "do nothing" - save for installing 3 expensive HAWKs. Anyone who has cycled 

this route would never ride up Daniels by the post office. Esther is better. No cyclist would ever ride 

in front of Hough Elementary during beginning or end of day. The contra-flow of cycle traffic on Mill 

Plain is, simply, baffling. Better to use 14th. The only benefit of this idea is that parking is not 

impacted. A better version of this plan would be to add a HAWK at 4th Plain and acknowledge that 

parking convenience is more important that than cycling/pedestrian safety. 

this route has the benefit of possibly being less expensive than #4 but still keeping many of the same 

benefits. the biking route, while less direct, might be a more pleasant experience. moving mailboxes 

doesn't seem too terrible and retains parking for veterans who need assistance overall, a good fit 

for the community with many positives 

This is one of the least expensive options and requires removing only 45 parking spaces, as opposed 

to more than 300. 

This is my #1 choice - low cost, minimal parking implications, and like the neighborhood greenway. 

Negative is not the most direct route for cyclists and possibly not as convenient to public transit. 

(would prefer option #1 on columbia if parking could be mitigated). 

Options 4 & 5 seem the most viable choices in terms of balancing bicycle improvements vs. cost (in 

project cost and lost parking cost).... but I feel Option 5 disappointingly separates the route further 

from Vancouver's N-S commercial spine while relying more heavily on neighborhood greenways 

that may feel less "bike safe". 

DISLIKE -THE JOGS 16th-13th COMPLEX but they aren't mandatory if some users prefer to jog over 

to Columbia to get across Mill P/15th. LIKE -Nothing on Columbia N of 8th - preserves parking 

desperately needed for downtown workers, shoppers & residents. -BEST FOR ALL TYPES OF 

USERS/ALL ABILITIES!! (GONZO BIKERS can use Columbia is they want - pleasure bikers w/kids don't 

mix well w/ aggressive bikers (GONZO) -Lowest cost PLUS. Lowest mitigation. -Creates pleasant 

route for users all modes & abilities -Keeps parking in front of Vet Ctr. Comment - how about 

pedestrian/bike bridge over Mill Plain/15th? from 16th to 13th 

I like that this is a bit more direct than the Daniels- WA option. It also preserves parking for most, 

which is nice. I dislike that this route is still unnecessarily complex and requires quite a bit of out of 

direction travel. I also agree with the con listed above that the number of transitions for bikers may 

be unsafe. As a compromise though, I do wonder if this is the better option? It could be better for 

more nervous bikers, but I think you would still want at least some sort of facility on Columbia (at 

least one lane) to allow for more confident bikers to go more quickly. I don't get the sense that this 

would get the current (read: confident) biker community who has to deal with the unsafe conditions 
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on Columbia to move over. If I had the option of all this out of direction travel or just continuing to 

use Columbia, I would probably just keep using Columbia as it's faster and more direct. 

This is another confusing one. Popping over to Franklin only to cross 15th/Mill Plain will not work. 

Especially then biking along Mill Plain. No thank you. I am a regular bike rider in the area, and when 

downtown, I sometimes choose to bike all the way NB or SB on Franklin. It is a nice street to bike on. 

But to cut over there and back, too many people won't do that. And as an insecure bike rider, I most 

definitely do not want to ride on Mill Plain even for a couple blocks. I do like that you taking away 

less than 50 parking spots, but prefer by far the option on Washington. That one takes away even 

less parking spots, and as a bike rider I would bike on Washington and feel comfortable. 

Get people downtown without the removal of parking 

Like: VAC parking retained. 

This route is my second choice because it only removes 45 parking spaces. 

Low number of parking spaces removed is a plus. 

Only 45 homes will lose their parking 

2nd Best choices saves some parking 

I really like this option. I would love this option if the crossing of Mill Plain could be at Ester and not 

Franklin; but I understand why Franklin is more logical. I live on Daniels and currently have parking 

in front of my house. I would welcome replacing the parking with bike lanes. 

like - less parking loss, reduces impact on Columbia, cheap 

Protects VA parking, minimal on street parking impact. While cost is the lowest, does provide 

compromise. Realize that cyclists will not have the most direct route, yet, this is what compromise 

is. 

Not as user friendly for cyclists, but doesn’t affect parking spaces or travel lanes. 

This is a great choice with limited impact on parking. It is presented as the lowest cost option which 

is also a plus to this option. 

This route also seems like a viable option in removing LESS parking to appease as many people as 

possible. The cost factor is also greater than plan 4, so that's also a positive. 

I like this option because it removes very little on-street parking, but I dislike how indirect it is 

(thanks to the Mill Plain/15th Street couplet). 

Better plan in that fewer parking spaces are lost, but I don't like the less direct bicycle route. 

Like: keeps bikes off the established vehicle routes on Columbia and Washington. Low loss of on-

street parking Dislikes: The jog at Mill Plain/15th Ave 

This plan has quiet streets and does not take a ton of parking. The only down sides (per a biker) is it 

takes bikers our of their way a couple of blocks and there is the issue with the elementary school not 

having a parking lot for dropping off the children. 

Like how it has less impact on parking spaces and had protected crossings 

Daniels is never a very busy street so this route will be safer due to less traffic, removes minimum 

parking and won't impact Washington traffic. Impact is pretty minimal. 
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This route is much safer for all modes of travel. This also places the cyclists on streets that are 

significantly slower and less traveled. Because very few parking spaces are removed, vision 

clearance issues will not be increased by residents finding more creative places to park their cars. 

The only reason this route does not receive a 5 is due to the fact that the route returns to Columbia 

at 8th St. This is not a good location to place inexperienced riders and children. This route only 

improves connectivity by connecting directly to Hough Elementary, however, is further from Main 

St. and its amenities. It also does not improve connection to the Waterfront. This route leaves very 

little impact unable to be mitigated. This route does not place one user’s needs over the others. This 

route will minimally impact elderly, families, veterans, etc. This route provides a safe route for all 

users. This route leaves very little impact that cannot be mitigated. It is also logistically and 

financially feasible. 

What a terrible hodge podge of disruptions to streets. This is only for the convenience of bicyclists. 

It will disrupt motor vehicle traffic, place bicycles and cars into closer proximity, take away parking 

necessary for local businesses and homeowners, and possibly result in more accidents. 

This route checks of lot of needs for bikers and residents but the jig jag from Daniels to Franklin 

seems difficult for bikers-a much less direct route. It also still takes out parking for Hough 

Elementary which has limited parking. 

A convoluted route and unnecessarily removes parking needed by multiple users of Hough school. 

Favor minimal parking removal. Get it to zero net loss. 

This route takes away parking in areas which it is already difficult to park. It caters to the few instead 

of the many. 

It’s unacceptable to take out parking for the school. Why don’t you pave to mitigate the problems 

with potholes? 

This is closer to balancing needs and wants, but the Hough parking limitations I think unwise. 

Removes 45 on-street parking spaces Requires relocating post office boxes between 12th Street and 

13th Street Reconfigures and removes some parking in front of Hough Elementary School 

I'm not sure about all cross streets but I do know for some off of Daniels, only one side of the 

neighborhood have driveways while the other half is restricted to on-street parking. Some have 

driveways connected to the alley but not all of us. Taking parking away from Daniels is going to make 

parking on the cross streets more frustrating then it already is. If parking is not taken away, Daniels 

is way too narrow for both bikers and parking. Too dangerous. Not a good plan 

Overall, this route seems to best balance the needs of the community with the vocal demands of the 

few cyclists. I would prefer if we could save those 45 parking spots, but this route at least protects 

parking and still provides a path for those few people who would like to bike. CHOOSE OPTION #7 - 

SIMPLY PAVE COLUMBIA AND FORGET THIS WHOLE RIDICULOUS IDEA. 

Less parking Waste of workers time and tax dollars Less safe for us bikers 

Stop pooping in your own nest! I know you will discount me because I’m old and you’ll think my opinion 

doesn’t matter, but I’ve lived long enough to know a bad idea when I see one. It’s extremely difficult 

to find a parking space as it is now. My daughter and I went to a business on Columbia and after driving 

around for 20 minutes (using carbon fuel by the way) finally found parking that was for two hours, yet 

our appointment was for 3 hours, so naturally I had to send someone out to “plug” the meter. Which 

we received a ticket anyway because we are expected to move the car and find a different parking 

spot, so it doesn’t matter if we plug the meter for extra time, we have to move the car. (Again using 
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carbon fuel) On what planet does this make sense? Now if you expect me to walk (the sidewalks have 

caused me to tumble a few times due to the uneven mess) or take transit ( walk to a bus, again hoping 

I don’t trip over the sidewalks in disarray) wait for a bus that goes two blocks, then doesn’t let me off 

close, so again, chance another walk in uneven sidewalks. My 3 hour appointment is now 5 hours. Or 

maybe at my age I can ride my bike?? Again what planet does this make sense? I’m in my 90’s. Think 

my biking days are behind me. Thinking of it from a business standpoint, why would I want to have a 

business downtown if there is no parking for my customers? Or my employees? Or deliveries? Again 

on what planet does this make sense? You really need to rethink this whole thing and look at it from 

every citizen and business point of view. I understand the need to have safe routes for the small 

majorities that MAY bike, but please use some common sense and think about those of us that WILL 

drive. Besides that, fix the darn sidewalks before you spend any money on this idea! 

Worst yet - takes more residential parking. There will be a new apartment complex at the end of 

Daniels with a 30-40 parking space deficit - those cars will go in the street and the displaced cars will 

go in the street too. Big mess. 

There is going to be senior housing on Daniels and 15th which is going to be short by I believe at least 

20-25 parking spaces below the number of units. Parking in this neighborhood is already an issue and 

eliminating more spaces will create problems in a neighborhood with older residents myself and my 

handicapped son & husband included. 

I honestly don't know about this one, other than still losing parking spots, but now you've added 

relocating post boxes. 

Protects street parking for residents and businesses. People already bike on mill plain. 

By far, my least favorite route. The longest commute route for cyclists. That said, the impact on parking 

and overall cost is very low on this route. 

I vote for this plan. It lightly impacts parking while giving cyclists a solid route to ride. It will have low 

impact on the residents but still provide the progressive movement in welcoming cyclists. It also is the 

lowest in the budget which will keep taxpayers happy. I have seen it where taxpayers get road rage 

against cyclists because they are resentful with the huge impact these new paths create. So any way 

to minimize that, it is moving in the right direction. 

I believe this route is the best option. The 2-block jog to cross Mill Plain is not overly burdensome to 

someone who is already traveling by bicycle. This plan's impacts on parking are minimal, which is great. 

I believe an optimal solution would implement the Daniels-Franklin plan, while retaining parking and 

"sharrows" on a re-paved, 20-mph Columbia St route for faster bicyclists. 

Pleasant and scenic neighborhood less parking impact less auto and transit traffic making it safer 

Like: Best of the 6 options 1 of the least expensive of the 6 options, and can be rendered even less 

expensive Removes only 45 on-street parking spaces Little impact to Columbia St. Recommendation: 

Push car traffic to Columbia St., making Daniels safer for cyclists and pedestrians Eliminate the 

protected bike lanes and create a neighborhood greenway all the way from 45th to 8th Reduce cost 

by eliminating the 3 new bicycle/pedestrian crossings Dislike: Requires people biking to switch back 

and forth between different bike facility types, increasing risk of collisions Requires installing three 

new bicycle/pedestrian crossings on major arterial streets Doesn't reduce speed limit to 20 MPH 

This is my favorite route. Despite the one big jog in the route, this one would be the easiest route to 

navigate besides using Columbia, but removes a more reasonable amount of parking. I love that this 

route goes by two elementary schools. The number one people that need protecting are children. They 

don't have the parts of their brain completely developed for critical thinking and having the ability to 
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bike to school sets up kids of all economic levels for an active life of good health. If this is the route 

you pick, I would probably bike on it instead of Columbia even though it is more direct. 

Good route. Still some issues that need to be addressed, but mitigation IS possible on this route, 

whereas it is NOT possible to mitigate the parking/safety impacts on Columbia 

 

Safety (49 comments) 

What a terrible hodge podge of disruptions to streets. This is only for the convenience of bicyclists. 

It will disrupt motor vehicle traffic, place bicycles and cars into closer proximity, take away parking 

necessary for local businesses and homeowners, and possibly result in more accidents. 

I'm not sure about all cross streets but I do know for some off of Daniels, only one side of the 

neighborhood have driveways while the other half is restricted to on-street parking. Some have 

driveways connected to the alley but not all of us. Taking parking away from Daniels is going to make 

parking on the cross streets more frustrating then it already is. If parking is not taken away, Daniels 

is way too narrow for both bikers and parking. Too dangerous. Not a good plan 

Less parking Waste of workers time and tax dollars Less safe for us bikers 

This plan is essentially, "do nothing" - save for installing 3 expensive HAWKs. Anyone who has cycled 

this route would never ride up Daniels by the post office. Esther is better. No cyclist would ever ride 

in front of Hough Elementary during beginning or end of day. The contra-flow of cycle traffic on Mill 

Plain is, simply, baffling. Better to use 14th. The only benefit of this idea is that parking is not 

impacted. A better version of this plan would be to add a HAWK at 4th Plain and acknowledge that 

parking convenience is more important that than cycling/pedestrian safety. 

Options 4 & 5 seem the most viable choices in terms of balancing bicycle improvements vs. cost (in 

project cost and lost parking cost).... but I feel Option 5 disappointingly separates the route further 

from Vancouver's N-S commercial spine while relying more heavily on neighborhood greenways 

that may feel less "bike safe". 

I like that this is a bit more direct than the Daniels- WA option. It also preserves parking for most, 

which is nice. I dislike that this route is still unnecessarily complex and requires quite a bit of out of 

direction travel. I also agree with the con listed above that the number of transitions for bikers may 

be unsafe. As a compromise though, I do wonder if this is the better option? It could be better for 

more nervous bikers, but I think you would still want at least some sort of facility on Columbia (at 

least one lane) to allow for more confident bikers to go more quickly. I don't get the sense that this 

would get the current (read: confident) biker community who has to deal with the unsafe conditions 

on Columbia to move over. If I had the option of all this out of direction travel or just continuing to 

use Columbia, I would probably just keep using Columbia as it's faster and more direct. 

This is another confusing one. Popping over to Franklin only to cross 15th/Mill Plain will not work. 

Especially then biking along Mill Plain. No thank you. I am a regular bike rider in the area, and when 

downtown, I sometimes choose to bike all the way NB or SB on Franklin. It is a nice street to bike on. 

But to cut over there and back, too many people won't do that. And as an insecure bike rider, I most 

definitely do not want to ride on Mill Plain even for a couple blocks. I do like that you taking away 

less than 50 parking spots, but prefer by far the option on Washington. That one takes away even 

less parking spots, and as a bike rider I would bike on Washington and feel comfortable. 



Westside Bike Mobility Project Public Outreach Summary 143 

This negatively impacts affected neighborhoods on Daniels and Franklin. Columbia, as currently 

configured, is more than adequate for existing bike traffic, and I would assert, Columbia is currently 

much safer than most Portland bike streets, and Columbia is currently underutilized, I rarely see 

bikers on this street, and almost never in groups or large numbers. 

Lower cost option with neighborhood greenway is desirable but impact by Hough Elementary 

School and adjacent apartments and church is too high, and I'm concerned about mixing school 

buses, bicycles, and small children in the same block. 

Very disjointed. Not cyclist friendly. 

So complicated. Car drivers would never be forced to navigate so many changes of type and 

direction. Unsafe. 

Again let's (you the city council) force bikes to go WAY out of direction. This put us at risk and it 

makes our commute L O N G E R 

This is mostly good, but the switching back and forth may be problematic for some riders. And for 

some drivers, too. Allow bicyclists to navigate through town on the quietest streets possible, even if 

they must occasionally go off-course a bit. Safety trumps convenience when it comes to automobile 

- bicycle interactions.

Convoluted route with too many stops. Back street intersections can be dangerous as people run 

stop signs and intersection visibility is limited. 

A bike route should not look like a EKG. The inexcusable 15th street area turn is so bizarre as to 

mandate checking the planners for drugs in their system. The high-risk nature of that design will 

likely be cited by any future liability lawsuits against the city. 

Daniels does not connect to Mill Plain. What are you thinking? Riding on Mill Plain between Daniels 

and Franklin sounds scary. Why not connect Daniels and Franklin via 13th Street? 

Completely unfeasible riding through Farmers Market/festivals. Unusable. 

Crazy route. Not adequately protecting vulnerable users 

More space for cars/emergency vehicles/add protection for bikes b/c more cars use. 

Increased collision risk is unacceptable. 

not safe! why would we do anything when a noted implication is "increased risk of collisions" !!!! 

If there is a possibility of an increase in bicycle collisions that is not good 

If you remove too many stop signs along Daniels, it will become a vehicular drag strip like Lincoln 

and Franklin. Also, the dog-leg on 16th and Mill Plain is something that no cyclist will ever bother 

with. Just punch a pedestrian-cyclist-only path along Daniels straight through Mill Plain, with a 

traffic device for safety. 

The back and forth between bike facility types is truly dangerous. I've personally suffered the 

consequences of this kind of danger and do not wish it upon anyone else. 

Daniels is too narrow and has too many stops and dangerous intersections plus Franklin takes 

cyclists so out of the way they will just take Columbia anyways. 

I do not like the out and back between Daniels & Franklin. Many bike users will self divert to 

Columbia, affecting safety. 
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This is the worst option for the goals of this project. This option has effectively limited the safety of 

protected bike lanes - the small stretches proposed here don’t make a lot of sense to me - this 

negates the purpose of this project, which is improved safety around bike mobility. Increased 

interchanges (nondirect routes) will be less safe and prompy bikers to seek alternative route, all of 

which will exacerbate the safety of bike mobility in Vancouver. Again, I don’t see why we would 

remove Columbia as an option. I would propose the current path on Columbia over this option. 

This route will still have safety/congestion issues near Lincoln Elementary. The jog to Franklin looks 

more complicated. 

Potentially dangerously complex route for cyclists; irregular pattern may not demand drivers’ 

attention to cyclists. 

Of all the options, this one is my favorite. Adding the pedestrian/bike crossing signals at the three 

arterial streets would be an excellent improvement in my opinion. Whether biking or riding, those 

streets can be tough and scary to cross. The signals would greatly improve safety. I also like that it 

removes only 45 parking spaces compared to the 300+ of the different Columbia Street options. 

DISLIKE -THE JOGS 16th-13th COMPLEX but they aren't mandatory if some users prefer to jog over 

to Columbia to get across Mill P/15th. LIKE -Nothing on Columbia N of 8th - preserves parking 

desperately needed for downtown workers, shoppers & residents. -BEST FOR ALL TYPES OF 

USERS/ALL ABILITIES!! (GONZO BIKERS can use Columbia is they want - pleasure bikers w/kids don't 

mix well w/ aggressive bikers (GONZO) -Lowest cost PLUS. Lowest mitigation. -Creates pleasant 

route for users all modes & abilities -Keeps parking in front of Vet Ctr. Comment - how about 

pedestrian/bike bridge over Mill Plain/15th? from 16th to 13th 

Like how it has less impact on parking spaces and had protected crossings 

Daniels is never a very busy street so this route will be safer due to less traffic, removes minimum 

parking and won't impact Washington traffic. Impact is pretty minimal. 

This route is much safer for all modes of travel. This also places the cyclists on streets that are 

significantly slower and less traveled. Because very few parking spaces are removed, vision 

clearance issues will not be increased by residents finding more creative places to park their cars. 

The only reason this route does not receive a 5 is due to the fact that the route returns to Columbia 

at 8th St. This is not a good location to place inexperienced riders and children. This route only 

improves connectivity by connecting directly to Hough Elementary, however, is further from Main 

St. and its amenities. It also does not improve connection to the Waterfront. This route leaves very 

little impact unable to be mitigated. This route does not place one user’s needs over the others. This 

route will minimally impact elderly, families, veterans, etc. This route provides a safe route for all 

users. This route leaves very little impact that cannot be mitigated. It is also logistically and 

financially feasible. 

This seems like the best balance between drivers, cyclists, residents, businesses, etc. It also seems 

like a safer option for everyone because Daniels isn't as busy/congested/narrow as Columbia. 

1. Less auto traffic 2. Quiet neighborhood 2. School kids at Hough could use this 4. Bike to park

Daniels and Franklin are less busy than Columbia making the area already more safe for bikers 

Daniels is by far the safest save our parking. 

Mostly Neighborhood Greenway improves safety for bikes and pedestrians and beautifies the 

neighborhood. Only slightly out of the way for cyclists. 
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This seems like a relatively good option except for those who live on Daniels Street. However, it 

seems like a good option for cyclists and even casual bike riders. The safety of bike riders must be 

taken into account as there will be casualties if you put folks on already very busy streets. 

Like: Best of the 6 options 1 of the least expensive of the 6 options, and can be rendered even less 

expensive Removes only 45 on-street parking spaces Little impact to Columbia St. Recommendation: 

Push car traffic to Columbia St., making Daniels safer for cyclists and pedestrians Eliminate the 

protected bike lanes and create a neighborhood greenway all the way from 45th to 8th Reduce cost 

by eliminating the 3 new bicycle/pedestrian crossings Dislike: Requires people biking to switch back 

and forth between different bike facility types, increasing risk of collisions Requires installing three 

new bicycle/pedestrian crossings on major arterial streets Doesn't reduce speed limit to 20 MPH 

Would be better if routed on Franklin instead of in front of Hough Elementary School. You should not 

take parking away from Hough Elementary School, since it's already full and busy there. Overall I like 

buffered lanes better than protected. All options should include traffic calming measures such as 

lowering of speeds and limiting/prohibiting trucks going through. 

creates an unsafe environment for homeowners, and it's a waste of taxpayer money. A completely 

terrible idea. 

A direct route on Columbia would be safer for cyclists at night. 

This route provides zero buffered bike lanes. It weaves over to Franklin to navigate over Mill Plain- this 

is a sketchy intersection for bicycles! North bound you are subject to right hook. South bound there is 

a weird bump out that makes cars behind you almost hit you. Bad idea. Again, no protection for cyclists 

on south bound Columbia is dangerous and will get MORE dangerous over time. Daniels is a terrible 

street for all ages/ all abilities. Young people would not be able to navigate it alone - there is no buffer 

and poor site lines. It is very dark and night, leaving riders at risk of an injury to bad pavement or 

debris. Proficient riders with long commutes would not be able to navigate Daniels at any kind of 

speed. This is overall a poor idea that meets no one's needs. 

This is my favorite route. Despite the one big jog in the route, this one would be the easiest route to 

navigate besides using Columbia, but removes a more reasonable amount of parking. I love that this 

route goes by two elementary schools. The number one people that need protecting are children. They 

don't have the parts of their brain completely developed for critical thinking and having the ability to 

bike to school sets up kids of all economic levels for an active life of good health. If this is the route 

you pick, I would probably bike on it instead of Columbia even though it is more direct. 

Good route. Still some issues that need to be addressed, but mitigation IS possible on this route, 

whereas it is NOT possible to mitigate the parking/safety impacts on Columbia 

This route is much safer and going across mill plain at franklin is a safer option as well. 

This keeps the kids off Columbia, which will NEVER be safe for young children. The hard core bike 

people can still zip up and down Columbia if they chose. 
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Cost, Feasibility, and Implementation (31 comments) 

Less parking Waste of workers time and tax dollars Less safe for us bikers 

This plan is essentially, "do nothing" - save for installing 3 expensive HAWKs. Anyone who has cycled 

this route would never ride up Daniels by the post office. Esther is better. No cyclist would ever ride 

in front of Hough Elementary during beginning or end of day. The contra-flow of cycle traffic on Mill 

Plain is, simply, baffling. Better to use 14th. The only benefit of this idea is that parking is not 

impacted. A better version of this plan would be to add a HAWK at 4th Plain and acknowledge that 

parking convenience is more important that than cycling/pedestrian safety. 

Lower cost option with neighborhood greenway is desirable but impact by Hough Elementary 

School and adjacent apartments and church is too high, and I'm concerned about mixing school 

buses, bicycles, and small children in the same block. 

Do not like the cost, however of all options it is the one I hate the least. 

Expensive and doesn't connect cyclists with the whole downtown area 

Again, this is a confusing route for pedestrians and bicyclists. It also is very expensive. 

This would be a waste of money. I would rather do nothing than pick this route. It would not be used, 

as the huge jog in the middle is inconvenient. 

This route seems convoluted and too much back and forth - People won't follow it and ride blocks 

out of the way only to double back again. Also more expensive or as expensive as other alternatives 

which appear better. 

Con: -4 block diversion -timeline - see comment on previous page. If it isn't something that can 

happen in next 5 years I don't really want to push for it. 

This is a thoughtful option, to balance community concerns but it seems complex to orchestrate 

and communicate to riders. I think it would be confusing for someone unfamiliar to figure out. I 

would support this but it is not my first pick. 

Options 4 & 5 seem the most viable choices in terms of balancing bicycle improvements vs. cost (in 

project cost and lost parking cost).... but I feel Option 5 disappointingly separates the route further 

from Vancouver's N-S commercial spine while relying more heavily on neighborhood greenways 

that may feel less "bike safe". 

DISLIKE -THE JOGS 16th-13th COMPLEX but they aren't mandatory if some users prefer to jog over 

to Columbia to get across Mill P/15th. LIKE -Nothing on Columbia N of 8th - preserves parking 

desperately needed for downtown workers, shoppers & residents. -BEST FOR ALL TYPES OF 

USERS/ALL ABILITIES!! (GONZO BIKERS can use Columbia is they want - pleasure bikers w/kids don't 

mix well w/ aggressive bikers (GONZO) -Lowest cost PLUS. Lowest mitigation. -Creates pleasant 

route for users all modes & abilities -Keeps parking in front of Vet Ctr. Comment - how about 

pedestrian/bike bridge over Mill Plain/15th? from 16th to 13th 
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This route is much safer for all modes of travel. This also places the cyclists on streets that are 

significantly slower and less traveled. Because very few parking spaces are removed, vision 

clearance issues will not be increased by residents finding more creative places to park their cars. 

The only reason this route does not receive a 5 is due to the fact that the route returns to Columbia 

at 8th St. This is not a good location to place inexperienced riders and children. This route only 

improves connectivity by connecting directly to Hough Elementary, however, is further from Main 

St. and its amenities. It also does not improve connection to the Waterfront. This route leaves very 

little impact unable to be mitigated. This route does not place one user’s needs over the others. This 

route will minimally impact elderly, families, veterans, etc. This route provides a safe route for all 

users. This route leaves very little impact that cannot be mitigated. It is also logistically and 

financially feasible. 

this route has the benefit of possibly being less expensive than #4 but still keeping many of the same 

benefits. the biking route, while less direct, might be a more pleasant experience. moving mailboxes 

doesn't seem too terrible and retains parking for veterans who need assistance overall, a good fit 

for the community with many positives 

This is one of the least expensive options and requires removing only 45 parking spaces, as opposed 

to more than 300. 

This is my #1 choice - low cost, minimal parking implications, and like the neighborhood greenway. 

Negative is not the most direct route for cyclists and possibly not as convenient to public transit. 

(would prefer option #1 on columbia if parking could be mitigated). 

like - less parking loss, reduces impact on Columbia, cheap 

Protects VA parking, minimal on street parking impact. While cost is the lowest, does provide 

compromise. Realize that cyclists will not have the most direct route, yet, this is what compromise 

is. 

This is a great choice with limited impact on parking. It is presented as the lowest cost option which 

is also a plus to this option. 

This route also seems like a viable option in removing LESS parking to appease as many people as 

possible. The cost factor is also greater than plan 4, so that's also a positive. 

Second best option. Pros: low cost, lower impact on residents, safe (lower traffic) route for bikes. 

The "bump out" at Franklin make this less direct and less desirable as a bike route, but still better 

than most other proposals. 

Looks like this route has the least cost, only painting, signals, short stretch of protected barriers. 

Less expensive than #4 might be the best alternative if cost is taken into account. 

While cheap, it basically just maintains the status quo with a weird and ineffective route. 

creates an unsafe environment for homeowners, and it's a waste of taxpayer money. A completely 

terrible idea. 

Stop pooping in your own nest! I know you will discount me because I’m old and you’ll think my opinion 

doesn’t matter, but I’ve lived long enough to know a bad idea when I see one. It’s extremely difficult 

to find a parking space as it is now. My daughter and I went to a business on Columbia and after driving 

around for 20 minutes (using carbon fuel by the way) finally found parking that was for two hours, yet 

our appointment was for 3 hours, so naturally I had to send someone out to “plug” the meter. Which 

we received a ticket anyway because we are expected to move the car and find a different parking 
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spot, so it doesn’t matter if we plug the meter for extra time, we have to move the car. (Again using 

carbon fuel) On what planet does this make sense? Now if you expect me to walk (the sidewalks have 

caused me to tumble a few times due to the uneven mess) or take transit ( walk to a bus, again hoping 

I don’t trip over the sidewalks in disarray) wait for a bus that goes two blocks, then doesn’t let me off 

close, so again, chance another walk in uneven sidewalks. My 3 hour appointment is now 5 hours. Or 

maybe at my age I can ride my bike?? Again what planet does this make sense? I’m in my 90’s. Think 

my biking days are behind me. Thinking of it from a business standpoint, why would I want to have a 

business downtown if there is no parking for my customers? Or my employees? Or deliveries? Again 

on what planet does this make sense? You really need to rethink this whole thing and look at it from 

every citizen and business point of view. I understand the need to have safe routes for the small 

majorities that MAY bike, but please use some common sense and think about those of us that WILL 

drive. Besides that, fix the darn sidewalks before you spend any money on this idea! 

Disjoined, not direct like Columbia. Enhanced crossing signals on Daniels unnecessary and an 

unnecessary cost given the small amount of vehicle traffic at those intersections. Don't think serious 

bike commuters will take that route. 

Like: Best of the 6 options 1 of the least expensive of the 6 options, and can be rendered even less 

expensive Removes only 45 on-street parking spaces Little impact to Columbia St. Recommendation: 

Push car traffic to Columbia St., making Daniels safer for cyclists and pedestrians Eliminate the 

protected bike lanes and create a neighborhood greenway all the way from 45th to 8th Reduce cost 

by eliminating the 3 new bicycle/pedestrian crossings Dislike: Requires people biking to switch back 

and forth between different bike facility types, increasing risk of collisions Requires installing three 

new bicycle/pedestrian crossings on major arterial streets Doesn't reduce speed limit to 20 MPH 

Good route. Still some issues that need to be addressed, but mitigation IS possible on this route, 

whereas it is NOT possible to mitigate the parking/safety impacts on Columbia 

By far, my least favorite route. The longest commute route for cyclists. That said, the impact on parking 

and overall cost is very low on this route. 

I vote for this plan. It lightly impacts parking while giving cyclists a solid route to ride. It will have low 

impact on the residents but still provide the progressive movement in welcoming cyclists. It also is the 

lowest in the budget which will keep taxpayers happy. I have seen it where taxpayers get road rage 

against cyclists because they are resentful with the huge impact these new paths create. So any way 

to minimize that, it is moving in the right direction. 

Community Impacts (33 comments) 

What a terrible hodge podge of disruptions to streets. This is only for the convenience of bicyclists. 

It will disrupt motor vehicle traffic, place bicycles and cars into closer proximity, take away parking 

necessary for local businesses and homeowners, and possibly result in more accidents. 

I'm not sure about all cross streets but I do know for some off of Daniels, only one side of the 

neighborhood have driveways while the other half is restricted to on-street parking. Some have 

driveways connected to the alley but not all of us. Taking parking away from Daniels is going to make 

parking on the cross streets more frustrating then it already is. If parking is not taken away, Daniels 

is way too narrow for both bikers and parking. Too dangerous. Not a good plan 

This negatively impacts affected neighborhoods on Daniels and Franklin. Columbia, as currently 

configured, is more than adequate for existing bike traffic, and I would assert, Columbia is currently 
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much safer than most Portland bike streets, and Columbia is currently underutilized, I rarely see 

bikers on this street, and almost never in groups or large numbers. 

Removes 45 on-street parking spaces Requires relocating post office boxes between 12th Street and 

13th Street Reconfigures and removes some parking in front of Hough Elementary School 

Meh. It’s very obtrusive. Seems like it would be better to have residential greenway NB&SB the whole 

way. 

As I continue seeing the summary points on these routes, I can't help to think that one of the 

overriding design principles is to minimize parking as much as possible with these street jogs. No 

explanation is given in the summary. I like the Daniels/Franklin the best BUT WHY ON EARTH DID WE 

DIVERT TO FRANKLIN TO THEN JOG RIGHT BACK TO DANIELS IN FRONT of the Hough Elementary 

School with a loss of that parking??? Do the engineers making design proposals even know how 

these streets are being used and why this specific routing would be best? There are a lot of little kids 

for drop-off and pick-up at that school. Constraining the front of the school access by this route 

when we could go around the back instead doesn’t make any sense to me. It is also obnoxious to 

see this route proposal as a cyclist as I wouldn't do this tight jog on and off of Franklin. I would 

probably stay on Franklin just a bit further and then reconnect further up on 21st-23rd back to 

Daniels anyway. Heck, we may not even need to do protection on the Franklin portion (see 

comments on #6). I am over at that school a lot with my 6-year-old, and besides some traffic on 

Franklin during rush hour, I see hardly any traffic. We also ride a lot using that street. I'm giving this 

option a higher score assuming more design work will help the engineers come to a better variation. 

Daniels overall is a better option if done as a greenway. 

I do not like the mail boxes moved. I often use that post office because it is close to work and the 

convenience of dropping the mail after work would greatly affect us in our business 

I don't understand how the transition at Mill Plain will work. This will take cyclists well out of their 

way and will create a block in the route if it is not well executed or maintained. I don't see this as a 

viable option because it is so indirect. 

Do not like the cost, however of all options it is the one I hate the least. 

This is a thoughtful option, to balance community concerns but it seems complex to orchestrate 

and communicate to riders. I think it would be confusing for someone unfamiliar to figure out. I 

would support this but it is not my first pick. 

DISLIKE -THE JOGS 16th-13th COMPLEX but they aren't mandatory if some users prefer to jog over 

to Columbia to get across Mill P/15th. LIKE -Nothing on Columbia N of 8th - preserves parking 

desperately needed for downtown workers, shoppers & residents. -BEST FOR ALL TYPES OF 

USERS/ALL ABILITIES!! (GONZO BIKERS can use Columbia is they want - pleasure bikers w/kids don't 

mix well w/ aggressive bikers (GONZO) -Lowest cost PLUS. Lowest mitigation. -Creates pleasant 

route for users all modes & abilities -Keeps parking in front of Vet Ctr. Comment - how about 

pedestrian/bike bridge over Mill Plain/15th? from 16th to 13th 
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This route is much safer for all modes of travel. This also places the cyclists on streets that are 

significantly slower and less traveled. Because very few parking spaces are removed, vision 

clearance issues will not be increased by residents finding more creative places to park their cars. 

The only reason this route does not receive a 5 is due to the fact that the route returns to Columbia 

at 8th St. This is not a good location to place inexperienced riders and children. This route only 

improves connectivity by connecting directly to Hough Elementary, however, is further from Main 

St. and its amenities. It also does not improve connection to the Waterfront. This route leaves very 

little impact unable to be mitigated. This route does not place one user’s needs over the others. This 

route will minimally impact elderly, families, veterans, etc. This route provides a safe route for all 

users. This route leaves very little impact that cannot be mitigated. It is also logistically and 

financially feasible. 

this route has the benefit of possibly being less expensive than #4 but still keeping many of the same 

benefits. the biking route, while less direct, might be a more pleasant experience. moving mailboxes 

doesn't seem too terrible and retains parking for veterans who need assistance overall, a good fit 

for the community with many positives 

This is my #1 choice - low cost, minimal parking implications, and like the neighborhood greenway. 

Negative is not the most direct route for cyclists and possibly not as convenient to public transit. 

(would prefer option #1 on columbia if parking could be mitigated). 

like - less parking loss, reduces impact on Columbia, cheap 

Protects VA parking, minimal on street parking impact. While cost is the lowest, does provide 

compromise. Realize that cyclists will not have the most direct route, yet, this is what compromise 

is. 

Second best option. Pros: low cost, lower impact on residents, safe (lower traffic) route for bikes. 

The "bump out" at Franklin make this less direct and less desirable as a bike route, but still better 

than most other proposals. 

Of all the options, this one is my favorite. Adding the pedestrian/bike crossing signals at the three 

arterial streets would be an excellent improvement in my opinion. Whether biking or riding, those 

streets can be tough and scary to cross. The signals would greatly improve safety. I also like that it 

removes only 45 parking spaces compared to the 300+ of the different Columbia Street options. 

Daniels is never a very busy street so this route will be safer due to less traffic, removes minimum 

parking and won't impact Washington traffic. Impact is pretty minimal. 

This seems like the best balance between drivers, cyclists, residents, businesses, etc. It also seems 

like a safer option for everyone because Daniels isn't as busy/congested/narrow as Columbia. 

Mostly Neighborhood Greenway improves safety for bikes and pedestrians and beautifies the 

neighborhood. Only slightly out of the way for cyclists. 

Overall, this route seems to best balance the needs of the community with the vocal demands of the 

few cyclists. I would prefer if we could save those 45 parking spots, but this route at least protects 

parking and still provides a path for those few people who would like to bike. CHOOSE OPTION #7 - 

SIMPLY PAVE COLUMBIA AND FORGET THIS WHOLE RIDICULOUS IDEA. 

Veterans Center street parking intact, Neighborhood parking impact low, downtown impact low. 
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I really like this option. I would love this option if the crossing of Mill Plain could be at Ester and not 

Franklin; but I understand why Franklin is more logical. I live on Daniels and currently have parking 

in front of my house. I would welcome replacing the parking with bike lanes. 

Not as user friendly for cyclists, but doesn’t affect parking spaces or travel lanes. 

It provides access to bicycles without impacting veteran's services. 

I believe this to be the best route, impact minimal and ease of access. 

While this has many positive aspects, I think the jog to Franklin is awkward. I doubt if people will do 

it. I support the concept of a greenway for bikes. It is family friendly and an asset for the 

neighborhoods. 

This route is the most direct route to Downtown, and stays mostly on a relatively low traffic street. 

Low impact on parking downtown is a huge plus. If I ride to town, I will take Daniels mostly because 

of the low traffic volume, and its a nice ride with nice houses. This is my choice of routes!! This route 

also impacts only one street, for the most part. And stays off Columbia! 

Stop pooping in your own nest! I know you will discount me because I’m old and you’ll think my opinion 

doesn’t matter, but I’ve lived long enough to know a bad idea when I see one. It’s extremely difficult 

to find a parking space as it is now. My daughter and I went to a business on Columbia and after driving 

around for 20 minutes (using carbon fuel by the way) finally found parking that was for two hours, yet 

our appointment was for 3 hours, so naturally I had to send someone out to “plug” the meter. Which 

we received a ticket anyway because we are expected to move the car and find a different parking 

spot, so it doesn’t matter if we plug the meter for extra time, we have to move the car. (Again using 

carbon fuel) On what planet does this make sense? Now if you expect me to walk (the sidewalks have 

caused me to tumble a few times due to the uneven mess) or take transit ( walk to a bus, again hoping 

I don’t trip over the sidewalks in disarray) wait for a bus that goes two blocks, then doesn’t let me off 

close, so again, chance another walk in uneven sidewalks. My 3 hour appointment is now 5 hours. Or 

maybe at my age I can ride my bike?? Again what planet does this make sense? I’m in my 90’s. Think 

my biking days are behind me. Thinking of it from a business standpoint, why would I want to have a 

business downtown if there is no parking for my customers? Or my employees? Or deliveries? Again 

on what planet does this make sense? You really need to rethink this whole thing and look at it from 

every citizen and business point of view. I understand the need to have safe routes for the small 

majorities that MAY bike, but please use some common sense and think about those of us that WILL 

drive. Besides that, fix the darn sidewalks before you spend any money on this idea! 

Would be better if routed on Franklin instead of in front of Hough Elementary School. You should not 

take parking away from Hough Elementary School, since it's already full and busy there. Overall I like 

buffered lanes better than protected. All options should include traffic calming measures such as 

lowering of speeds and limiting/prohibiting trucks going through. 

I honestly don't know about this one, other than still losing parking spots, but now you've added 

relocating post boxes. 

This is my favorite route. Despite the one big jog in the route, this one would be the easiest route to 

navigate besides using Columbia, but removes a more reasonable amount of parking. I love that this 

route goes by two elementary schools. The number one people that need protecting are children. They 

don't have the parts of their brain completely developed for critical thinking and having the ability to 
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bike to school sets up kids of all economic levels for an active life of good health. If this is the route 

you pick, I would probably bike on it instead of Columbia even though it is more direct. 

Multimodal Improvements (3 comments) 

This is the best option. Similar to 4, especially in terms of pleasure to ride. But may be to far 
removed from mass transits and there may be more accessibility issues in general. This applies to 

rte #6 

Would be better if routed on Franklin instead of in front of Hough Elementary School. You should not 

take parking away from Hough Elementary School, since it's already full and busy there. Overall I like 

buffered lanes better than protected. All options should include traffic calming measures such as 

lowering of speeds and limiting/prohibiting trucks going through. 

Pleasant and scenic neighborhood less parking impact less auto and transit traffic making it safer 

Need (4 comments) 

The route is good for my commute, but if you want to bike to other amenities downtown, or work 

east of Columbia, it seems likely bikers will end up off the route quite a bit. 

The majority of people do not want these bike lanes 

This route provides zero buffered bike lanes. It weaves over to Franklin to navigate over Mill Plain- this 

is a sketchy intersection for bicycles! North bound you are subject to right hook. South bound there is 

a weird bump out that makes cars behind you almost hit you. Bad idea. Again, no protection for cyclists 

on south bound Columbia is dangerous and will get MORE dangerous over time. Daniels is a terrible 

street for all ages/ all abilities. Young people would not be able to navigate it alone - there is no buffer 

and poor site lines. It is very dark and night, leaving riders at risk of an injury to bad pavement or 

debris. Proficient riders with long commutes would not be able to navigate Daniels at any kind of 

speed. This is overall a poor idea that meets no one's needs. 

This does not add any value or benefit to the residents of the neighborhood, I don't know how this 

project was ever approved. 

Neighborhood Context and Culture (14 comments) 

This plan is essentially, "do nothing" - save for installing 3 expensive HAWKs. Anyone who has cycled 

this route would never ride up Daniels by the post office. Esther is better. No cyclist would ever ride 

in front of Hough Elementary during beginning or end of day. The contra-flow of cycle traffic on Mill 

Plain is, simply, baffling. Better to use 14th. The only benefit of this idea is that parking is not 

impacted. A better version of this plan would be to add a HAWK at 4th Plain and acknowledge that 

parking convenience is more important that than cycling/pedestrian safety. 

Washington North of Fourth Plain would be better than Daniels. It avoids school traffic & is wider w/ 

fewer stop signs. Or use Grant north of Fourth Plain if on Franklin. 

This is the best option. Similar to 4, especially in terms of pleasure to ride. But may be to far removed 

from mass transits and there may be more accessibility issues in general. This applies to rte #6 

1. Less auto traffic 2. Quiet neighborhood 2. School kids at Hough could use this 4. Bike to park
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This seems like a relatively good option except for those who live on Daniels Street. However, it 

seems like a good option for cyclists and even casual bike riders. The safety of bike riders must be 

taken into account as there will be casualties if you put folks on already very busy streets. 

Like: keeps bikes off the established vehicle routes on Columbia and Washington. Low loss of on-

street parking Dislikes: The jog at Mill Plain/15th Ave 

This plan has quiet streets and does not take a ton of parking. The only down sides (per a biker) is it 

takes bikers our of their way a couple of blocks and there is the issue with the elementary school not 

having a parking lot for dropping off the children. 

Least aggressive/intrusive favorite of mine. Daniels is a good fit. Kinda don't like the E/W jogs 

though. Defeats the purpose of quick trips. 

This route is more neighborhood friendly 

Best option. Streets are residential with low vehicle traffic. 

Worst yet - takes more residential parking. There will be a new apartment complex at the end of 

Daniels with a 30-40 parking space deficit - those cars will go in the street and the displaced cars will 

go in the street too. Big mess. 

There is going to be senior housing on Daniels and 15th which is going to be short by I believe at least 

20-25 parking spaces below the number of units. Parking in this neighborhood is already an issue and 

eliminating more spaces will create problems in a neighborhood with older residents myself and my 

handicapped son & husband included. 

This better than others but not good yet. Why go front of school? 

Pleasant and scenic neighborhood less parking impact less auto and transit traffic making it safer 

Directness of Route (69 comments) 

Like: keeps bikes off the established vehicle routes on Columbia and Washington. Low loss of on-

street parking Dislikes: The jog at Mill Plain/15th Ave 

This plan has quiet streets and does not take a ton of parking. The only down sides (per a biker) is it 

takes bikers our of their way a couple of blocks and there is the issue with the elementary school not 

having a parking lot for dropping off the children. 

Least aggressive/intrusive favorite of mine. Daniels is a good fit. Kinda don't like the E/W jogs 

though. Defeats the purpose of quick trips. 

The route is good for my commute, but if you want to bike to other amenities downtown, or work 

east of Columbia, it seems likely bikers will end up off the route quite a bit. 

What a terrible hodge podge of disruptions to streets. This is only for the convenience of bicyclists. 

It will disrupt motor vehicle traffic, place bicycles and cars into closer proximity, take away parking 

necessary for local businesses and homeowners, and possibly result in more accidents. 

I don't understand how the transition at Mill Plain will work. This will take cyclists well out of their 

way and will create a block in the route if it is not well executed or maintained. I don't see this as a 

viable option because it is so indirect. 

DISLIKE -THE JOGS 16th-13th COMPLEX but they aren't mandatory if some users prefer to jog over 

to Columbia to get across Mill P/15th. LIKE -Nothing on Columbia N of 8th - preserves parking 

desperately needed for downtown workers, shoppers & residents. -BEST FOR ALL TYPES OF 



Westside Bike Mobility Project Public Outreach Summary 154 

USERS/ALL ABILITIES!! (GONZO BIKERS can use Columbia is they want - pleasure bikers w/kids don't 

mix well w/ aggressive bikers (GONZO) -Lowest cost PLUS. Lowest mitigation. -Creates pleasant 

route for users all modes & abilities -Keeps parking in front of Vet Ctr. Comment - how about 

pedestrian/bike bridge over Mill Plain/15th? from 16th to 13th 

This route is much safer for all modes of travel. This also places the cyclists on streets that are 

significantly slower and less traveled. Because very few parking spaces are removed, vision 

clearance issues will not be increased by residents finding more creative places to park their cars. 

The only reason this route does not receive a 5 is due to the fact that the route returns to Columbia 

at 8th St. This is not a good location to place inexperienced riders and children. This route only 

improves connectivity by connecting directly to Hough Elementary, however, is further from Main 

St. and its amenities. It also does not improve connection to the Waterfront. This route leaves very 

little impact unable to be mitigated. This route does not place one user’s needs over the others. This 

route will minimally impact elderly, families, veterans, etc. This route provides a safe route for all 

users. This route leaves very little impact that cannot be mitigated. It is also logistically and 

financially feasible. 

this route has the benefit of possibly being less expensive than #4 but still keeping many of the same 

benefits. the biking route, while less direct, might be a more pleasant experience. moving mailboxes 

doesn't seem too terrible and retains parking for veterans who need assistance overall, a good fit 

for the community with many positives 

This is my #1 choice - low cost, minimal parking implications, and like the neighborhood greenway. 

Negative is not the most direct route for cyclists and possibly not as convenient to public transit. 

(would prefer option #1 on columbia if parking could be mitigated). 

Second best option. Pros: low cost, lower impact on residents, safe (lower traffic) route for bikes. 

The "bump out" at Franklin make this less direct and less desirable as a bike route, but still better 

than most other proposals. 

Mostly Neighborhood Greenway improves safety for bikes and pedestrians and beautifies the 

neighborhood. Only slightly out of the way for cyclists. 

Not as user friendly for cyclists, but doesn’t affect parking spaces or travel lanes. 

While this has many positive aspects, I think the jog to Franklin is awkward. I doubt if people will do 

it. I support the concept of a greenway for bikes. It is family friendly and an asset for the 

neighborhoods. 

Expensive and doesn't connect cyclists with the whole downtown area 

Again, this is a confusing route for pedestrians and bicyclists. It also is very expensive. 

This would be a waste of money. I would rather do nothing than pick this route. It would not be used, 

as the huge jog in the middle is inconvenient. 

This route seems convoluted and too much back and forth - People won't follow it and ride blocks 

out of the way only to double back again. Also more expensive or as expensive as other alternatives 

which appear better. 

Con: -4 block diversion -timeline - see comment on previous page. If it isn't something that can 

happen in next 5 years I don't really want to push for it. 
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Options 4 & 5 seem the most viable choices in terms of balancing bicycle improvements vs. cost (in 

project cost and lost parking cost).... but I feel Option 5 disappointingly separates the route further 

from Vancouver's N-S commercial spine while relying more heavily on neighborhood greenways 

that may feel less "bike safe". 

While cheap, it basically just maintains the status quo with a weird and ineffective route. 

I like that this is a bit more direct than the Daniels- WA option. It also preserves parking for most, 

which is nice. I dislike that this route is still unnecessarily complex and requires quite a bit of out of 

direction travel. I also agree with the con listed above that the number of transitions for bikers may 

be unsafe. As a compromise though, I do wonder if this is the better option? It could be better for 

more nervous bikers, but I think you would still want at least some sort of facility on Columbia (at 

least one lane) to allow for more confident bikers to go more quickly. I don't get the sense that this 

would get the current (read: confident) biker community who has to deal with the unsafe conditions 

on Columbia to move over. If I had the option of all this out of direction travel or just continuing to 

use Columbia, I would probably just keep using Columbia as it's faster and more direct. 

This is another confusing one. Popping over to Franklin only to cross 15th/Mill Plain will not work. 

Especially then biking along Mill Plain. No thank you. I am a regular bike rider in the area, and when 

downtown, I sometimes choose to bike all the way NB or SB on Franklin. It is a nice street to bike on. 

But to cut over there and back, too many people won't do that. And as an insecure bike rider, I most 

definitely do not want to ride on Mill Plain even for a couple blocks. I do like that you taking away 

less than 50 parking spots, but prefer by far the option on Washington. That one takes away even 

less parking spots, and as a bike rider I would bike on Washington and feel comfortable. 

Very disjointed. Not cyclist friendly. 

So complicated. Car drivers would never be forced to navigate so many changes of type and 

direction. Unsafe. 

Again let's (you the city council) force bikes to go WAY out of direction. This put us at risk and it 

makes our commute L O N G E R 

This is mostly good, but the switching back and forth may be problematic for some riders. And for 

some drivers, too. Allow bicyclists to navigate through town on the quietest streets possible, even if 

they must occasionally go off-course a bit. Safety trumps convenience when it comes to automobile 

- bicycle interactions.

Convoluted route with too many stops. Back street intersections can be dangerous as people run 

stop signs and intersection visibility is limited. 

A bike route should not look like a EKG. The inexcusable 15th street area turn is so bizarre as to 

mandate checking the planners for drugs in their system. The high-risk nature of that design will 

likely be cited by any future liability lawsuits against the city. 

If you remove too many stop signs along Daniels, it will become a vehicular drag strip like Lincoln 

and Franklin. Also, the dog-leg on 16th and Mill Plain is something that no cyclist will ever bother 

with. Just punch a pedestrian-cyclist-only path along Daniels straight through Mill Plain, with a 

traffic device for safety. 

The back and forth between bike facility types is truly dangerous. I've personally suffered the 

consequences of this kind of danger and do not wish it upon anyone else. 
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Daniels is too narrow and has too many stops and dangerous intersections plus Franklin takes 

cyclists so out of the way they will just take Columbia anyways. 

I do not like the out and back between Daniels & Franklin. Many bike users will self divert to 

Columbia, affecting safety. 

This is the worst option for the goals of this project. This option has effectively limited the safety of 

protected bike lanes - the small stretches proposed here don’t make a lot of sense to me - this 

negates the purpose of this project, which is improved safety around bike mobility. Increased 

interchanges (nondirect routes) will be less safe and prompy bikers to seek alternative route, all of 

which will exacerbate the safety of bike mobility in Vancouver. Again, I don’t see why we would 

remove Columbia as an option. I would propose the current path on Columbia over this option. 

This route will still have safety/congestion issues near Lincoln Elementary. The jog to Franklin looks 

more complicated. 

Potentially dangerously complex route for cyclists; irregular pattern may not demand drivers’ 

attention to cyclists. 

This route checks of lot of needs for bikers and residents but the jig jag from Daniels to Franklin 

seems difficult for bikers-a much less direct route. It also still takes out parking for Hough 

Elementary which has limited parking. 

A convoluted route and unnecessarily removes parking needed by multiple users of Hough school. 

Favor minimal parking removal. Get it to zero net loss. 

I like this option because it removes very little on-street parking, but I dislike how indirect it is 

(thanks to the Mill Plain/15th Street couplet). 

Better plan in that fewer parking spaces are lost, but I don't like the less direct bicycle route. 

Dislike biking disadvantages. 

The out-of-direction route at 15th/Mill Plain is bad.Why not jog the route to Columbia instead? 

Although it is fairly straightforward, it is too far away from the business district. 

Too many street changes. Requires riding on Mill Plain. 

Impact statements work for me. Too confusing for people. The elbow thing is bizarre. Also the 

picture on the map for 9th-Mill Plain confused people I overheard because it pictures the contraflow 

lane (rough for people to envision riding) but stated: neighborhood greenway between 9 and 13. 

Too much of a mix of riding designs in this plan as your impacts state. 

This is not the route we should build. Jogging over to Franklin, crossing Mill Plain, and heading back 

east...just seems silly. Other routes seem to offer many of the same benefits without making riders 

head 4 blocks out of their way. 

It's too fragmented, passed. 

Lots of complicated jogs back & forth. 

I would not use this route with its awkward shift over to Franklin. This my least favorite. 

If you have the bicyclists cut over to Franklin, I would keep them on Franklin all the way from 16th 

to 8th. 

This route looks really strange. 

It might be somewhat confusing for bicyclists, it's also out of direction for most. 

Weird detour 
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There is too much back and forth when riding. Not convenient for younger riders 

More complex route than necessary. 

Protects VA parking, minimal on street parking impact. While cost is the lowest, does provide 

compromise. Realize that cyclists will not have the most direct route, yet, this is what compromise 

is. 

This route is the most direct route to Downtown, and stays mostly on a relatively low traffic street. 

Low impact on parking downtown is a huge plus. If I ride to town, I will take Daniels mostly because 

of the low traffic volume, and its a nice ride with nice houses. This is my choice of routes!! This route 

also impacts only one street, for the most part. And stays off Columbia! 

Get people downtown without the removal of parking 

This route provides zero buffered bike lanes. It weaves over to Franklin to navigate over Mill Plain- this 

is a sketchy intersection for bicycles! North bound you are subject to right hook. South bound there is 

a weird bump out that makes cars behind you almost hit you. Bad idea. Again, no protection for cyclists 

on south bound Columbia is dangerous and will get MORE dangerous over time. Daniels is a terrible 

street for all ages/ all abilities. Young people would not be able to navigate it alone - there is no buffer 

and poor site lines. It is very dark and night, leaving riders at risk of an injury to bad pavement or 

debris. Proficient riders with long commutes would not be able to navigate Daniels at any kind of 

speed. This is overall a poor idea that meets no one's needs. 

Disjoined, not direct like Columbia. Enhanced crossing signals on Daniels unnecessary and an 

unnecessary cost given the small amount of vehicle traffic at those intersections. Don't think serious 

bike commuters will take that route. 

Like: Best of the 6 options 1 of the least expensive of the 6 options, and can be rendered even less 

expensive Removes only 45 on-street parking spaces Little impact to Columbia St. Recommendation: 

Push car traffic to Columbia St., making Daniels safer for cyclists and pedestrians Eliminate the 

protected bike lanes and create a neighborhood greenway all the way from 45th to 8th Reduce cost 

by eliminating the 3 new bicycle/pedestrian crossings Dislike: Requires people biking to switch back 

and forth between different bike facility types, increasing risk of collisions Requires installing three 

new bicycle/pedestrian crossings on major arterial streets Doesn't reduce speed limit to 20 MPH 

By far, my least favorite route. The longest commute route for cyclists. That said, the impact on parking 

and overall cost is very low on this route. 

A direct route on Columbia would be safer for cyclists at night. 

This is not a direct path for cyclists. Focus on creating one good bikeway through our city, this is not 

it. 

WHY oh WHY can't bicycles continue SOUTH on Franklin at Mill Plain? There is already plenty of room 

for them. I can't imagine how the few blocks from Mill Plain to 11th St without a "protected" bike lane 

would be a significant impediment. Now, THIS change in route, 2 blocks West from Daniels to Franklin, 

followed by an immediate change 2 blocks East from Franklin to Daniels is completely silly! 

I don't think the Mill Plain stretch is a good idea. You should consider continuing south on Franklin 

beyond Mill Plain and cut over on 13th instead. That way you don't have bikes on the busiest street in 

Vancouver, Miil Plain downtown. 

This is my favorite route. Despite the one big jog in the route, this one would be the easiest route to 

navigate besides using Columbia, but removes a more reasonable amount of parking. I love that this 

route goes by two elementary schools. The number one people that need protecting are children. They 

don't have the parts of their brain completely developed for critical thinking and having the ability to 
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bike to school sets up kids of all economic levels for an active life of good health. If this is the route 

you pick, I would probably bike on it instead of Columbia even though it is more direct. 

I vote for this plan. It lightly impacts parking while giving cyclists a solid route to ride. It will have low 

impact on the residents but still provide the progressive movement in welcoming cyclists. It also is the 

lowest in the budget which will keep taxpayers happy. I have seen it where taxpayers get road rage 

against cyclists because they are resentful with the huge impact these new paths create. So any way 

to minimize that, it is moving in the right direction. 

I believe this route is the best option. The 2-block jog to cross Mill Plain is not overly burdensome to 

someone who is already traveling by bicycle. This plan's impacts on parking are minimal, which is great. 

I believe an optimal solution would implement the Daniels-Franklin plan, while retaining parking and 

"sharrows" on a re-paved, 20-mph Columbia St route for faster bicyclists. 

Other Comments (37 comments) 

Please consider combining #5 and #6 - bike lane south on Daniels, and north on Franklin (or 

something like that). 

I pay taxes here but don't get to vote. 

Why is the Veterans Administration location the only group signaled out as a priority for parking? 

That seems short-sighted, as downtown residents tend to be older and retired citizens, who are at 

risk of losing parking too. 

Parking impact 

I like options that retain the most parking for residents of old Vancouver. 

Need bike lanes 

Is it even worth the investment in safe bicycle infrastructure if you're not going to do it right? Again 

this plan appeases the few outspoken drivers that are convinced their life will be unlivable if they 

have to walk a few extra blocks to their car without taking into consideration the many scientifically 

quantifiable improvements to society good bicycle infrastructure and increased ridership results in. 

l live at 21st and Daniels. I can't believe this route merits consideration. I think bike riders would 

avoid the stretch from 21st to 4th plain. 

This is a complete waste of time and money. Dog [expletive]. 

NO!! 

This option is so bad, the bandwidth costs to load the map are a waste of tax dollars. 

But...why can't we have Northbound bike lanes on Columbia & South Bound on Daniels?? 

loser! 

Not a great option for bikes. 

No 

No 

It looks like this route was only added to make option 1 look better. My dog could do a better design 

job than this. 

It does not use Franklin St enough! 

Columbia is our best choice 
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Go back to Portland and stay there 

This seems like it is going to give me a seizure. 

I don't understand this one at all. Columbia is easy. This looks difficult. 

Franklin may work, but Columbia is probably better. My biggest hang up is with adding bike lanes 

to Daniels. 

with modification 

Except for the Franklin St portion of the route, this is a good route. 

Not bad but not as good as the prior route. 

Would be better than Columbia St. 

Like North end + Daniels 

2nd best plan. 

I think if we have to pick a route this is the best. 

I think this one is a good compromise to meet the needs of most users! 

routes 5 and 6 are better options 

I dislike everything about this route. 

I am community outreach adovacy who work as a team we do not want this 

.Still impacts Columbia Street. 

Best option for all 
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Franklin (173 Comments) 

Parking (71 comments) 

This route seems most direct for bikers and has less impact for on drivers and street parking. 

Like both #5 & #6 as does not affect parking on Columbian. Would like to see #5 and #6 combined -

especially so that parking is not eliminated on both sides of Columbian. 

This route avoids removing too much parking and avoids limiting traffic but would be inconvenient for 

those that work on Franklin. It is also higher traffic areas and Daniels so not as safe. 

Protects VA parking, minimal on street parking impact. While cost is not the lowest, does provide 

compromise. Realize that cyclists will not have the most direct route, yet, this is what compromise is. 

While this route roughly halves the parking impacts vs. some other options... it moves the route too 

far (to my tastes) from the central N-S commercial spine of Vancouver north of Mill Plain... and remains 

marginal South of Mill Plain... such that I have doubts cyclists would use it often other than as a N-S 

thruway to access the Esther Short / Waterfront / I-5 Bridge area... 

While eliminating fewer parking spaces, this route seems inconvenient for bicyclists. 

The relatively low number of parking spaces removed is a plus. From a cyclist perspective this route 

avoids streets with high vehicle traffic like Columbia and Washington and while it does have two 

sections where cyclists would have to travel out of direction major sections of this route are a straigh 

shot. It also avoids major reroutes that the Daniels-Franklin and Daniels-Washington routes have. 

Love it. I live right off Franklin too. Less parking impact than Columbia. Direct route. Love the two way. 

Easy, straightforward, avoids a major loss of parking spaces. But still--why??? A convincing case has 

not been made for the necessity of these changes on any of the routes. 

Safest route away from Main St. Minimal parking spaces taken away. More logical long term. 

This route is what I ride on my bike now to go downtown or to the waterfront. It seems the safest and 

pretty direct. This would not impact the parking nearly as much and seems like a good fit for most of 

the variables. This seems like a plan which can accommodate future growth downtown as well as 

safety for all involved! Thank you for making this information available to us in a convenient location! 

This route is much safer for all modes of travel. This also places the cyclists on streets that are 

significantly slower and less traveled in most locations. Because fewer parking spaces are removed, 

vision clearance issues will not be as highly increased by residents finding more creative places to park 

their cars. The only reason this route does not receive a 5 is due to the fact that the route will have 

similar speed and safety impacts on the section of Franklin where parking is removed on both sides of 

the street. There is less volume, however, so impacts will be smaller. This route does not connect with 

the businesses on Main St., however, it does connect directly to the Waterfront, the farmers market, 

as well as an eventual connection to I-5. Although this route does leave some significant impacts that 

cannot be mitigated, it is definitely more “flexible and innovative” and is not prescriptive in nature. 

This route does not have a debilitating impact on parking, however, it is definitely significant to those 

who live on the section of Franklin where parking is removed on both sides. 

Not cheap. Riding through the farmers' market is laughable. How do the good people living along 

Franklin street feel about their parking being eliminated? Sharing a non-existent shared use trail is 

odd. For those wishing to ride toward Hazel Dell Ave, this routing is absurd. They will continue to use 

Columbia - zero improvement for these people. 

Costs too much Removes almost 200 parking spots! 
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Do not like the cost or the fact it takes away residential parking. How about taking away parking on 

Main Street make it just bikes. 

Costly loses a lot of parking 

Disjointed, still takes away significant parking and more expensive option. 

Not too indirect. Considering that parking is still removed, Columbia seems best option in comparison 

Franklin is a more direct route to Lincoln, which takes people further north to the trails at Burnt Bridge 

Creek and Salmon Creek. Truly seems like a better 'connector' street than others proposed. Do NOT 

like removal of street parking for all the same reasons as Columbia Street. 

This is the best route for bike traffic. It is very straight. It connects points of importance: elementary 

schools, government buildings, Saturday market, new waterfront, & bridge. If the city could find a way 

to lessen the negative impact of parking on Franklin, I could support this plan. 

Still loses a lot of parking but more direct route on less busy street 

Like: keeps bikes in low trafficked neighborhoods away from Columbia and Washington. Disklike: loss 

of on-street parking. This is the route I like best. 

I like this option better than #5, but it still removes too much on-street parking, although I think this 

loss might be better absorbed on these streets. 

parking is a big issue for residents any lost will affect peoples lives who want to live downtown and 

have lived there for many years 

Removes 174 on-street parking spaces 

Not bad, my 3rd choice, but you are losing to many parking spaces. 

Removes to much resident/ court house parking 

Does not affect residents' on street parking 

No parking near Farmer's Market Like North end A LOT though. 

This route takes away too many street parking spots. Why don’t you pave to mitigate the problems 

with potholes? 

The removal of this many parking spaces is unconscionable. Columbia, as currently configured, 

addresses the areas biking needs, and is currently underutilized. 

Takes alot of parking, puts the bikes to the west side of town. 

Removal of all parking along Franklin would have a negative impact on me personally since I park there. 

We already experience problems finding a parking space as it is. For this to work would need to address 

this problem with reserved side street spaces or the like. Otherwise, I think its a good option, but not 

my first pick. 

If you plan on taking away hundreds of parking spaces downtown, where are residents that have no 

garages supposed to park? I refuse to pay for a permit to park in front of the home I own. That is unfair 

and unnecessary. 

174 parking spaces-no 

This requires removing 174 on-street parking spaces, which is too many to give up for a bike lane. 

I appreciate the attempted use of a greenway, but too much parking is removed. Most people in these 

older neighborhoods do not have off street parking. The side streets are at or near parking capacity 

and will not be able to support the extra cars from the areas in which parking is removed. Please do 
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NOT support this idea. CHOOSE OPTION #7 - SIMPLY PAVE COLUMBIA AND FORGET THIS WHOLE 

RIDICULOUS IDEA. 

This option looks good except it takes out too many parking spaces. Why does the city continue to 

make it difficult for downtown/uptown businesses, residents, visitors to thrive? If parking is so 

unimportant, why are there so many parking spaces/lots at the waterfront??? And as an aside, where 

are the homeless and panhandlers on the waterfront? I haven't seen any there. I have been told the 

city made a deal with the waterfront developers, giving them control of the public sidewalks, therefore 

no homeless folks allowed! It sounds hypocritical to me. Along with everything else going on in 

Vancouver city center. 

Seems like some of this is pretty low impact on business comparatively, but still some may not be able 

to sustain the loss of parking. 

I would like to see the route have the least impact on downtown parking. Downtown is just recovering 

with lots of new businesses but as parking disappears people will be driven elsewhere to do their 

business affecting those businesses which may be forced to move affecting those who live downtown 

and count on those businesses being there 

174 parking spaces lost is a high number when other options have less parking loss and are nearby. I 

have concerns about a route that would be sending cyclists into the area where the Vancouver Farmers 

Market is every weekend during the spring/summer. That is bound to create issues. 

DISLIKE: -LOSS of parking on Franklin - -Weekends - going thru Farmers Mkt & other events won't work. 

-Will promote faster/more traffic on Franklin LIKE -Goes to waterfront

This would be my third choice option. The good thing I see is that it establishes bike lanes around the 

two elementary schools and I think that is good. But it does take 174 parking spaces off Franklin. 

This route takes away parking in areas which it is already difficult to park. It caters to the few instead 

of the many. This bike lane makes access to both the city building and the county building more 

difficult. Considering these are accessed by people who are not local to the downtown area, and won’t 

benefit from a bike lane, nothing that removes parking for our driving members should be considered. 

They deserve equal access to government buildings. 

Kills fewer parking spaces and is mostly direct, but Esther Short park will be an issue during Farmer's 

Market seasons. 

I don't like this option. It really doesn't balance the parking loss, just shifts it to Franklin instead of 

Columbia. That doesn't seem fair. It also is very convoluted for bikers again and doesn't seem to 

provide any direct form of north, south travel. I don't think it appeals to transit users at all either as it 

is equidistant from Kauffman and Main street so don't have access for them. I also don't like that this 

option would run through the Farmer's Market, what would bikers do on the weekends? I would 

recommend against this option. 

The dedicated bike lane on Franklin is unnecessary. A NB bike lane with sharrows for SB would work 

and have less impact on parking, 

This route is just as bad as the first and second route. Eliminating too much parking is not a good thing! 

Now, instead of affecting Columbia, it affects Franklin. The only positive is that Franklin is less of a 

commuter passage, so it would share the heavy burden that Columbia already experiences. 

Daniels and Esther portions are welcome. Franklin is a poor choice due to narrow ROW and impacts 

to residential owners. While total parking impact is less than some options, the net loss is still too 

much impact to adjoining properties. 
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Too much parking is removed. The 2-way seems unnecessary north of Mill Plain. Should be 

neighborhood greenway until you get just south of McLoughlin, nearer to Mill Plain. Franklin doesn’t 

get enough traffic (north) to necessitate such measures. I like that everything is all on one street with 

no diversions. I like that it comes out near the Waterfront & Farmers Market. 

Stop eliminating parking for the neighborhoods! is that really necessary? Franklin in general is a safer 

street as cars do not use it to bypass other areas of congestion. 

Of the options this is my second favorite as a bike rider. My first favorite remaines Daniels to 

Washington. However, this one is nice. I like it in the Lincoln / Carter Park neighborhoods. I also like 

that in the Hough neighborhood there is a 2-way protected bike line. I would most definitely use that. 

However, I do worry that in that neighborhood you are going to take away 10+ parking spots. We need 

parking downtown. That is a lot of spots to loose. I don't like that aspect. I also really don't like that it 

take bike riders through the farmers market. I often bike to the farmers market - and if that is the end 

destination then great. But to route people through it on their way to the water front does not make 

sense. Still, this option is way better than many of them that you are considering. 

Still safety issues at Daniels near Lincoln Elementary. May conflict with too many things on Franklin. 

Also it's a problem to have route go through Farmer's Market corridor. Too many parking places lost. 

Safety & removal or parking. No parking for guest No parking buffer for pedestrians-force traffic next 

to homeowners. 

The least amount of car traffic is on this route making it much safer for bikes. However you will face a 

loss of parking for the neighborhood homes. 

Disjoined, not direct like Columbia. Left hand turn box on Daniels unnecessary and an unnecessary loss 

of resident parking given the small amount of vehicle traffic at that intersection. Since not direct like 

Columbia don't believe bike commuters will chose to take this route. 

Still bad, but not the worst. Takes lots of residential parking. 

Still losing a significant amount of parking spots that people who work and live in the area need in an 

already crowded area. 

Negatively impacts residents who will lose parking spots. 

Seems like a nice straight route, but still removes a lot of parking spaces. I like the route better than 

the Columbia options. And it's nice that it goes on Franklin. At the waterfront, it might make more 

sense to have a separate bike lane, as opposed to shared use, since there will be more pedestrians 

there than on average city residential streets. I don't know how much of a negative impact it would 

have to have the bike lane be at the site for the market / events (as in if it's too close), but if so, perhaps 

it could be moved slightly on that part of the route? 

I just don't know enough about the southern part of the route to rate this one accurately. Isn't there 

an extra hill? I do like that this route goes by the two elementary schools, but routes #5 and #4 still 

seem better to me. This is still taking a lot of parking, although not nearly as much as the first 3 routes. 

The removal of parking on Franklin and the safety/parking challenges related to this route are similar 

to Columbia. Even though this route gets a decent score, the overall impacts make this route a no go. 

Like: No impact to Columbia St. Recommendation: Push car traffic to Columbia St., making Daniels, 

Franklin, and Esther safer for cyclists and pedestrians Dislike: Removes 174 on-street parking spaces 

Requires modifying roundabouts to accommodate protective elements for people biking Too 

expensive 
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I know you will discount me because I’m old and you’ll think my opinion doesn’t matter, but I’ve lived 

long enough to know a bad idea when I see one. It’s extremely difficult to find a parking space as it is 

now. My daughter and I went to a business on Columbia and after driving around for 20 minutes (using 

carbon fuel by the way) finally found parking that was for two hours, yet our appointment was for 3 

hours, so naturally I had to send someone out to “plug” the meter. Which we received a ticket anyway 

because we are expected to move the car and find a different parking spot, so it doesn’t matter if we 

plug the meter for extra time, we have to move the car. (Again using carbon fuel) On what planet does 

this make sense? Now if you expect me to walk (the sidewalks have caused me to tumble a few times 

due to the uneven mess) or take transit ( walk to a bus, again hoping I don’t trip over the sidewalks in 

disarray) wait for a bus that goes two blocks, then doesn’t let me off close, so again, chance another 

walk in uneven sidewalks. My 3 hour appointment is now 5 hours. Or maybe at my age I can ride my 

bike?? Again what planet does this make sense? I’m in my 90’s. Think my biking days are behind me. 

Thinking of it from a business standpoint, why would I want to have a business downtown if there is 

no parking for my customers? Or my employees? Or deliveries? Again on what planet does this make 

sense? You really need to rethink this whole thing and look at it from every citizen and business point 

of view. I understand the need to have safe routes for the small majorities that MAY bike, but please 

use some common sense and think about those of us that WILL drive. Besides that, fix the darn 

sidewalks before you spend any money on this idea! 

I like this route, selfishly, because it routes near my home and makes a safe and fairly efficient path to 

the I-5 bridge. That said, the relatively high impact on parking and the cost seem to me to be not as 

beneficial for everyone. 

This is also a much better option than the ones that primarily use Columbia St. However, many 

residents of Franklin St. would surely miss their on street parking as well. At least this one is a 'straight 

shot' with minimal re-direction of bike traffic. 

It removes too much parking off Franklin for residents reliant on it and there is a lot of pedestrian 

traffic bordering the back of the school and the school yard. Taking the parking off Franklin will just 

make people drive even faster through this street. 

While this plan does have some appealing aspects, the loss of parking is unacceptable. Also, the plans 

for buffered bike lanes doesn't provide adequate safety for bicyclists. 

This plan is one of the highest in impacting deeper into residential territory. This area is full of multi-

unit/family dwellings and the street parking is full as it is. Having to fight for spots and park far will put 

safety at risk. Taking away that huge number of parking spaces would be detrimental to the community 

with how many residents depend on these spots to live. 

Excpt for loss of parking this seems like the best and safest route A beautiful, safe quiet route that 

avoids lots of vehicle traffic Safest for kids and families riding - adult commuters who need a fast direct 

route are aware and smart enough to use other roads 

I think this route is well placed within an area accessible to my neighborhood. This street is not too 

busy and doesn't provide critical street parking. This is my favorite route option. 
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Safety (37 comments) 

Still safety issues at Daniels near Lincoln Elementary. May conflict with too many things on Franklin. 

Also it's a problem to have route go through Farmer's Market corridor. Too many parking places lost. 

Safety & removal or parking. No parking for guest No parking buffer for pedestrians-force traffic next 

to homeowners. 

This route avoids removing too much parking and avoids limiting traffic but would be inconvenient for 

those that work on Franklin. It is also higher traffic areas and Daniels so not as safe. 

The worst option. Disrupts neighborhoods. It is easy to see that all these plans are for bicyclists and it 

states that "Requires people biking to travel out of direction several times, increasing overall trip 

time." What about motor vehicle travel time? What about increased chance of accidents? 

Franklin doesn't connect to the intended areas and causes cyclists go out of the way and interact 

dangerously w/ drivers and pedestrians. 

If you are going to use Franklin (most direct) this is a great plan. It's very dangerous now between 4th 

Plain and Mill Plain 

Bikers, walkers and other travelers deserve a safe & direct route! routing through Esther short is not 

a viable option!! 

Franklin street should not be included in any route since it is not a straight through street. Not 

convenient and not safe 

Similar to #5. I question why some of the jogs are being taken on this route. Why are we not routing 

back to Columbia on 6th Street instead of taking a detour through the waterfront? Why do we think 

we need to put in protected bike lanes on Franklin instead of addressing the illegal trucker traffic doing 

a shortcut through the neighborhood and putting in traffic-calming measures for the 2 hours a day 

when this road sees anything busy around Hough Elementary? Is there any speed measure that would 

work for emergency vehicles and regular traffic but discourage large semi-trucks? 

Too many stops, usability limited during farmers market. Back street intersection more dangerous due 

to limited visibility and cars running stop signs. 

Yet another example of adding to bicyclists danger with excessive turns and forcing the path onto an 

incomplete path doesn't help anything. Also, forcing the path to run right into the farmer's market 

sounds like a disaster. Especially because more people ride in the summer...... When the farmer's 

market is in full swing. 

The courthouse district is a high-volume. quick turn over area with people rushing to or from court. 

Directing cyclists, including young cyclists , through that chaos is not good planning. 

The roundabout at Esther-6th has big stones in it. You can't see around them. Not good. The farmers 

market, 3 seasons, 2 days a week... Lots of out of direction travel. I know residents of Franklin want 

traffic slowed and this would do it, but I don't want to use the WSBM project to solve that problem. I 

want to solve the problem stated in the title of the project: Westside BIKE mobility. 

The crossing at Franklin and Fourth Plain is problematic, due to a high amount of vehicles WB on 4th 

Plain turning to SB of Franklin. 

Again, this option limits the safety potential of other options, particularly in limiting protected lanes 

and the continuous routes up/down single streets. Again, bikers will be promted to take their own 

routes and avoid the waterfront, thus making this investment ineffective. The group will need to 

consider the impact of biking on the waterfront, since this type of mixed use can have safety impacts. 

I’m confused why a direct Columbia/Franklin loop wasn’t considered. This would allow a single 
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protected bike lane going up/down each street, limiting impact on parking and maintaining the safety 

of protected lanes and continuous routes. 

It forces bike traffic into already pedestrian heavy areas, while protecting space for cars. Really? 

Stop eliminating parking for the neighborhoods! is that really necessary? Franklin in general is a safer 

street as cars do not use it to bypass other areas of congestion. 

Of the options this is my second favorite as a bike rider. My first favorite remaines Daniels to 

Washington. However, this one is nice. I like it in the Lincoln / Carter Park neighborhoods. I also like 

that in the Hough neighborhood there is a 2-way protected bike line. I would most definitely use that. 

However, I do worry that in that neighborhood you are going to take away 10+ parking spots. We need 

parking downtown. That is a lot of spots to loose. I don't like that aspect. I also really don't like that it 

take bike riders through the farmers market. I often bike to the farmers market - and if that is the end 

destination then great. But to route people through it on their way to the water front does not make 

sense. Still, this option is way better than many of them that you are considering. 

The least amount of car traffic is on this route making it much safer for bikes. However you will face a 

loss of parking for the neighborhood homes. 

Safest route away from Main St. Minimal parking spaces taken away. More logical long term. 

This route is what I ride on my bike now to go downtown or to the waterfront. It seems the safest and 

pretty direct. This would not impact the parking nearly as much and seems like a good fit for most of 

the variables. This seems like a plan which can accommodate future growth downtown as well as 

safety for all involved! Thank you for making this information available to us in a convenient location! 

This route is much safer for all modes of travel. This also places the cyclists on streets that are 

significantly slower and less traveled in most locations. Because fewer parking spaces are removed, 

vision clearance issues will not be as highly increased by residents finding more creative places to park 

their cars. The only reason this route does not receive a 5 is due to the fact that the route will have 

similar speed and safety impacts on the section of Franklin where parking is removed on both sides of 

the street. There is less volume, however, so impacts will be smaller. This route does not connect with 

the businesses on Main St., however, it does connect directly to the Waterfront, the farmers market, 

as well as an eventual connection to I-5. Although this route does leave some significant impacts that 

cannot be mitigated, it is definitely more “flexible and innovative” and is not prescriptive in nature. 

This route does not have a debilitating impact on parking, however, it is definitely significant to those 

who live on the section of Franklin where parking is removed on both sides. 

This is the best route. I believe the safest. There is little to no impact and conflict on a main 

thoroughfare in the city. 

I like this option. I like the direct access to the waterfront. This is safe street with lower traffic volume 

and slower speeds. These streets are wider than Columbia ad that gives more options. Currently I drive 

Franklin Street to get to downtown. I see more bikes currently on Franklin than I do on Columbia 

(Columbia is the other street I frequently drive). Franklin is not a high traffic volume street and the 

parking impact is not as great as other options. If there is no budget, repave Columbia now and 

incrementally plan to develop transportation options without it being focused just on biking. Although 

it is not a route consideration, I would like to add some thoughts about the design. The idea of 

"candles" separating cars and bikes is not a good one. They are easily damaged and maintenance issues 

abound. We live in west Vancouver for the livability. Don't deface out longstanding (some would say 

historic) neighborhoods with ugly features. Chose something that is not so jarring, and has more 

longevity. 
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I like this one too. Franklin is under utilized and located between other main routes making it a good 

road to use. I really like the marked crossing over 4th Plain. 4th Plain is so scary with no crosswalks 

between Columbia and Kauffman. Need this crossing anyway...I like this option the second best. Full 

disclosure my partner's house is over on Grant so we would use this route or the direct Columbia 

routes the most. 

Like longer runs of buffered & protected bike lanes. 

A safe route for bicyclists. 

It removes too much parking off Franklin for residents reliant on it and there is a lot of pedestrian 

traffic bordering the back of the school and the school yard. Taking the parking off Franklin will just 

make people drive even faster through this street. 

While this plan does have some appealing aspects, the loss of parking is unacceptable. Also, the plans 

for buffered bike lanes doesn't provide adequate safety for bicyclists. 

This plan is one of the highest in impacting deeper into residential territory. This area is full of multi-

unit/family dwellings and the street parking is full as it is. Having to fight for spots and park far will put 

safety at risk. Taking away that huge number of parking spaces would be detrimental to the community 

with how many residents depend on these spots to live. 

Not a direct route like Columbia and not as safe. 

I dislike how many parking spots these options remove. I find this to be options that are inconsiderate 

to those that are not cyclist. 

creates an unsafe environment for homeowners, and it's a waste of taxpayer money. A completely 

terrible idea. 

Why bike lanes need protect for Franklin? Fix first problem with big trucks use illegal. Lemonade 

This route is such a cobbled-together hodgepodge of options. It does not provide buffered and safe 

route for all users. It does not connect well to the I-5 bridge, where many commuters will be heading. 

The intersection of Franklin at Mill Plain is narrow and awkward and not safe. The 'shared roadway' 

sections will not empower younger riders to ride to parks and schools un-escorted in the same way 

that the fully buffered bike lane on Columbia could. This meets no ones needs, doesn't meet safety 

standards, and is a poor conception. Don't build this one. 

Excpt for loss of parking this seems like the best and safest route A beautiful, safe quiet route that 

avoids lots of vehicle traffic Safest for kids and families riding - adult commuters who need a fast direct 

route are aware and smart enough to use other roads 

Possibly the best route. Simple to get to the waterfront safely. 

Cost, Feasibility, and Implementation (14 comments) 

Not cheap. Riding through the farmers' market is laughable. How do the good people living along 

Franklin street feel about their parking being eliminated? Sharing a non-existent shared use trail is 

odd. For those wishing to ride toward Hazel Dell Ave, this routing is absurd. They will continue to use 

Columbia - zero improvement for these people. 

Costs too much Removes almost 200 parking spots! 

Do not like the cost or the fact it takes away residential parking. How about taking away parking on 

Main Street make it just bikes. 

Costly loses a lot of parking 
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Disjointed, still takes away significant parking and more expensive option. 

Not enough protected bike lanes. Very expensive. 

Expensive and doesn't connect cyclists to the downtown area 

Serious cyclists will just keep using Columbia so it's not a good use of City $ as problems on Columbia 

for peds, bikes and cars still exist. 

Cons: see comment on previous 2 (4 & 5). Timeframe makes it too far out. 

Protects VA parking, minimal on street parking impact. While cost is not the lowest, does provide 

compromise. Realize that cyclists will not have the most direct route, yet, this is what compromise is. 

creates an unsafe environment for homeowners, and it's a waste of taxpayer money. A completely 

terrible idea. 

Like: No impact to Columbia St. Recommendation: Push car traffic to Columbia St., making Daniels, 

Franklin, and Esther safer for cyclists and pedestrians Dislike: Removes 174 on-street parking spaces 

Requires modifying roundabouts to accommodate protective elements for people biking Too 

expensive 

I know you will discount me because I’m old and you’ll think my opinion doesn’t matter, but I’ve lived 

long enough to know a bad idea when I see one. It’s extremely difficult to find a parking space as it is 

now. My daughter and I went to a business on Columbia and after driving around for 20 minutes (using 

carbon fuel by the way) finally found parking that was for two hours, yet our appointment was for 3 

hours, so naturally I had to send someone out to “plug” the meter. Which we received a ticket anyway 

because we are expected to move the car and find a different parking spot, so it doesn’t matter if we 

plug the meter for extra time, we have to move the car. (Again using carbon fuel) On what planet does 

this make sense? Now if you expect me to walk (the sidewalks have caused me to tumble a few times 

due to the uneven mess) or take transit ( walk to a bus, again hoping I don’t trip over the sidewalks in 

disarray) wait for a bus that goes two blocks, then doesn’t let me off close, so again, chance another 

walk in uneven sidewalks. My 3 hour appointment is now 5 hours. Or maybe at my age I can ride my 

bike?? Again what planet does this make sense? I’m in my 90’s. Think my biking days are behind me. 

Thinking of it from a business standpoint, why would I want to have a business downtown if there is 

no parking for my customers? Or my employees? Or deliveries? Again on what planet does this make 

sense? You really need to rethink this whole thing and look at it from every citizen and business point 

of view. I understand the need to have safe routes for the small majorities that MAY bike, but please 

use some common sense and think about those of us that WILL drive. Besides that, fix the darn 

sidewalks before you spend any money on this idea! 

I like this route, selfishly, because it routes near my home and makes a safe and fairly efficient path to 

the I-5 bridge. That said, the relatively high impact on parking and the cost seem to me to be not as 

beneficial for everyone. 

 

Community Impacts (39 comments) 

Not cheap. Riding through the farmers' market is laughable. How do the good people living along 

Franklin street feel about their parking being eliminated? Sharing a non-existent shared use trail is 

odd. For those wishing to ride toward Hazel Dell Ave, this routing is absurd. They will continue to use 

Columbia - zero improvement for these people. 
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Still safety issues at Daniels near Lincoln Elementary. May conflict with too many things on Franklin. 

Also it's a problem to have route go through Farmer's Market corridor. Too many parking places lost. 

The worst option. Disrupts neighborhoods. It is easy to see that all these plans are for bicyclists and it 

states that "Requires people biking to travel out of direction several times, increasing overall trip 

time." What about motor vehicle travel time? What about increased chance of accidents? 

The courthouse district is a high-volume. quick turn over area with people rushing to or from court. 

Directing cyclists, including young cyclists , through that chaos is not good planning. 

This option looks good except it takes out too many parking spaces. Why does the city continue to 

make it difficult for downtown/uptown businesses, residents, visitors to thrive? If parking is so 

unimportant, why are there so many parking spaces/lots at the waterfront??? And as an aside, where 

are the homeless and panhandlers on the waterfront? I haven't seen any there. I have been told the 

city made a deal with the waterfront developers, giving them control of the public sidewalks, therefore 

no homeless folks allowed! It sounds hypocritical to me. Along with everything else going on in 

Vancouver city center. 

Seems like some of this is pretty low impact on business comparatively, but still some may not be able 

to sustain the loss of parking. 

I would like to see the route have the least impact on downtown parking. Downtown is just recovering 

with lots of new businesses but as parking disappears people will be driven elsewhere to do their 

business affecting those businesses which may be forced to move affecting those who live downtown 

and count on those businesses being there 

174 parking spaces lost is a high number when other options have less parking loss and are nearby. I 

have concerns about a route that would be sending cyclists into the area where the Vancouver Farmers 

Market is every weekend during the spring/summer. That is bound to create issues. 

DISLIKE: -LOSS of parking on Franklin - -Weekends - going thru Farmers Mkt & other events won't work. 

-Will promote faster/more traffic on Franklin LIKE -Goes to waterfront

This route takes away parking in areas which it is already difficult to park. It caters to the few instead 

of the many. This bike lane makes access to both the city building and the county building more 

difficult. Considering these are accessed by people who are not local to the downtown area, and won’t 

benefit from a bike lane, nothing that removes parking for our driving members should be considered. 

They deserve equal access to government buildings. 

Kills fewer parking spaces and is mostly direct, but Esther Short park will be an issue during Farmer's 

Market seasons. 

I don't like this option. It really doesn't balance the parking loss, just shifts it to Franklin instead of 

Columbia. That doesn't seem fair. It also is very convoluted for bikers again and doesn't seem to 

provide any direct form of north, south travel. I don't think it appeals to transit users at all either as it 

is equidistant from Kauffman and Main street so don't have access for them. I also don't like that this 

option would run through the Farmer's Market, what would bikers do on the weekends? I would 

recommend against this option. 

Daniels and Esther portions are welcome. Franklin is a poor choice due to narrow ROW and impacts 

to residential owners. While total parking impact is less than some options, the net loss is still too 

much impact to adjoining properties. 

Courthouse feels like it could be affected 

GOES THROUGH FARMER'S MARKET. NEEDS TO GO - MCLOUGHLIN - TO WASHINGTON SOUTH 
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Impact is too high on Franklin Street, including removing access to the Hough Elementary School yard 

from Franklin Street for those with limited mobility. Bicycle route would be closed along Esther Short 

Park during Farmers Market and other events at Esther Short Park, or at least re-routed for each event. 

Too convoluted. Will stir up the Hough School crowd creating another controversy. 

I like the route based on my commute and connection to the waterfront, but it seems to bypass much 

of downtown Vancouver. It gets you to the waterfront, but what about other amenities in city center? 

Seems like downtown commercial and other services will not benefit from the infrastructure 

improvements and there is a lot of evidence on the economic impact of foot and bike traffic on 

community vibrance and vitality. 

Wasn't the farmers market down at Esther Short Park last year? Are they moving it? This bike route 

looks like it goes through the market. Am I wrong? How would that work? Sorry, but this one looks 

hard too. Why don't we just put the bike lanes on Columbia? These other streets with all the turns and 

stuff are too hard. Also the waterfront is very nice, but isn't that a little crowded? 

Franklin is a nice street now. Why screw up the parking in the neighborhood. Columbia is a better 

option as it is beyond being a "neighborhood" street because of traffic volume and commercial 

activity. 

This route avoids removing too much parking and avoids limiting traffic but would be inconvenient for 

those that work on Franklin. It is also higher traffic areas and Daniels so not as safe. 

This route is what I ride on my bike now to go downtown or to the waterfront. It seems the safest and 

pretty direct. This would not impact the parking nearly as much and seems like a good fit for most of 

the variables. This seems like a plan which can accommodate future growth downtown as well as 

safety for all involved! Thank you for making this information available to us in a convenient location! 

This route is much safer for all modes of travel. This also places the cyclists on streets that are 

significantly slower and less traveled in most locations. Because fewer parking spaces are removed, 

vision clearance issues will not be as highly increased by residents finding more creative places to park 

their cars. The only reason this route does not receive a 5 is due to the fact that the route will have 

similar speed and safety impacts on the section of Franklin where parking is removed on both sides of 

the street. There is less volume, however, so impacts will be smaller. This route does not connect with 

the businesses on Main St., however, it does connect directly to the Waterfront, the farmers market, 

as well as an eventual connection to I-5. Although this route does leave some significant impacts that 

cannot be mitigated, it is definitely more “flexible and innovative” and is not prescriptive in nature. 

This route does not have a debilitating impact on parking, however, it is definitely significant to those 

who live on the section of Franklin where parking is removed on both sides. 

This is the best route. I believe the safest. There is little to no impact and conflict on a main 

thoroughfare in the city. 

I like this one too. Franklin is under utilized and located between other main routes making it a good 

road to use. I really like the marked crossing over 4th Plain. 4th Plain is so scary with no crosswalks 

between Columbia and Kauffman. Need this crossing anyway...I like this option the second best. Full 

disclosure my partner's house is over on Grant so we would use this route or the direct Columbia 

routes the most. 

This would be my third choice option. The good thing I see is that it establishes bike lanes around the 

two elementary schools and I think that is good. But it does take 174 parking spaces off Franklin. 

This route seems most direct for bikers and has less impact for on drivers and street parking. 
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This plan is okay but would be improved if all streets above fourth plane were part of the neighborhood 

greenway and not just a select street. I do support the protected bike lane and reduced conflict points 

like plan 4 introduced. Bicycle traffic would be better served on the road than a shared use trail on the 

waterfront (reference to the waterfront trail on Naito in downtown Portland, and then the subsequent 

protected bike lane they introduced on Naito since bicycles shouldn't share space with pedestrians). 

I like any route that doesn't impact Veteran's Services. 

Great option with least amount of impact on neighbors. More residential in nature for bicycles. 

Hmm, this is almost the best option. Not sure about the diversion to Esther St though - that'll be hard 

for riders and visitors to the FM. 

like - avoids impacting Columbia dislike might be confusing, combining bikes & shared use trail at 

waterfront 

I know you will discount me because I’m old and you’ll think my opinion doesn’t matter, but I’ve lived 

long enough to know a bad idea when I see one. It’s extremely difficult to find a parking space as it is 

now. My daughter and I went to a business on Columbia and after driving around for 20 minutes (using 

carbon fuel by the way) finally found parking that was for two hours, yet our appointment was for 3 

hours, so naturally I had to send someone out to “plug” the meter. Which we received a ticket anyway 

because we are expected to move the car and find a different parking spot, so it doesn’t matter if we 

plug the meter for extra time, we have to move the car. (Again using carbon fuel) On what planet does 

this make sense? Now if you expect me to walk (the sidewalks have caused me to tumble a few times 

due to the uneven mess) or take transit ( walk to a bus, again hoping I don’t trip over the sidewalks in 

disarray) wait for a bus that goes two blocks, then doesn’t let me off close, so again, chance another 

walk in uneven sidewalks. My 3 hour appointment is now 5 hours. Or maybe at my age I can ride my 

bike?? Again what planet does this make sense? I’m in my 90’s. Think my biking days are behind me. 

Thinking of it from a business standpoint, why would I want to have a business downtown if there is 

no parking for my customers? Or my employees? Or deliveries? Again on what planet does this make 

sense? You really need to rethink this whole thing and look at it from every citizen and business point 

of view. I understand the need to have safe routes for the small majorities that MAY bike, but please 

use some common sense and think about those of us that WILL drive. Besides that, fix the darn 

sidewalks before you spend any money on this idea! 

Seems like a nice straight route, but still removes a lot of parking spaces. I like the route better than 

the Columbia options. And it's nice that it goes on Franklin. At the waterfront, it might make more 

sense to have a separate bike lane, as opposed to shared use, since there will be more pedestrians 

there than on average city residential streets. I don't know how much of a negative impact it would 

have to have the bike lane be at the site for the market / events (as in if it's too close), but if so, perhaps 

it could be moved slightly on that part of the route? 

The removal of parking on Franklin and the safety/parking challenges related to this route are similar 

to Columbia. Even though this route gets a decent score, the overall impacts make this route a no go. 

This is an obvious conflict by routing cycling traffic through the farmer's market area during any event 

times. This is not a good option for this and other reasons. 

I just don't know enough about the southern part of the route to rate this one accurately. Isn't there 

an extra hill? I do like that this route goes by the two elementary schools, but routes #5 and #4 still 

seem better to me. This is still taking a lot of parking, although not nearly as much as the first 3 routes. 

Best option. A greenway is a plus for a community. 



Westside Bike Mobility Project Public Outreach Summary 172 

I think this, or the predominantly Daniels route are the two best options, and I like the way this one 

ended up Downtown off of Columbia, especially in the narrow blocks by the VA Center. 

 

Multimodal Improvements (5 comments) 

I don't like this option. It really doesn't balance the parking loss, just shifts it to Franklin instead of 

Columbia. That doesn't seem fair. It also is very convoluted for bikers again and doesn't seem to 

provide any direct form of north, south travel. I don't think it appeals to transit users at all either as it 

is equidistant from Kauffman and Main street so don't have access for them. I also don't like that this 

option would run through the Farmer's Market, what would bikers do on the weekends? I would 

recommend against this option. 

Not enough protected bike lanes. Very expensive. 

This does not appear to solve the walkability of the city. It causes much confusion. 

I like this one too. Franklin is under utilized and located between other main routes making it a good 

road to use. I really like the marked crossing over 4th Plain. 4th Plain is so scary with no crosswalks 

between Columbia and Kauffman. Need this crossing anyway...I like this option the second best. Full 

disclosure my partner's house is over on Grant so we would use this route or the direct Columbia 

routes the most. 

Franklin is too far west. like the HAWKs for pedestrian. 

 

Need (13 comments) 

Serious cyclists will just keep using Columbia so it's not a good use of City $ as problems on Columbia 

for peds, bikes and cars still exist. 

The dedicated bike lane on Franklin is unnecessary. A NB bike lane with sharrows for SB would work 

and have less impact on parking, 

Easy, straightforward, avoids a major loss of parking spaces. But still--why??? A convincing case has 

not been made for the necessity of these changes on any of the routes. 

This might serve children best. This route option is not suitable for a commuter. Personally, I would 

just sail down Columbia, ignoring all of this. One minor benefit would be that if this bad option was 

selected it would not impact my commute. 

This would be good for anyone living west of Daniels, but Columbia St would still be the main path for 

anyone east of that. 

The majority of people do not want these bike lanes 

Buy a car. 

Franklin does not connect to all the paths that Columbia does and putting the lane here would be 

counterproductive 

What about emergency vehicle response & accessibility? Franklin already has low car use. Why create 

such a big protected bike lane? 

Why bike lanes need protect for Franklin? Fix first problem with big trucks use illegal. Lemonade 

This route is such a cobbled-together hodgepodge of options. It does not provide buffered and safe 

route for all users. It does not connect well to the I-5 bridge, where many commuters will be heading. 
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The intersection of Franklin at Mill Plain is narrow and awkward and not safe. The 'shared roadway' 

sections will not empower younger riders to ride to parks and schools un-escorted in the same way 

that the fully buffered bike lane on Columbia could. This meets no ones needs, doesn't meet safety 

standards, and is a poor conception. Don't build this one. 

Disjoined, not direct like Columbia. Left hand turn box on Daniels unnecessary and an unnecessary loss 

of resident parking given the small amount of vehicle traffic at that intersection. Since not direct like 

Columbia don't believe bike commuters will chose to take this route. 

Bicyclists would not use this route, there would be no benefit. 

Neighborhood Context and Culture (27 comments) 

DISLIKE: -LOSS of parking on Franklin - -Weekends - going thru Farmers Mkt & other events won't work. 

-Will promote faster/more traffic on Franklin LIKE -Goes to waterfront

Daniels and Esther portions are welcome. Franklin is a poor choice due to narrow ROW and impacts 

to residential owners. While total parking impact is less than some options, the net loss is still too 

much impact to adjoining properties. 

Wasn't the farmers market down at Esther Short Park last year? Are they moving it? This bike route 

looks like it goes through the market. Am I wrong? How would that work? Sorry, but this one looks 

hard too. Why don't we just put the bike lanes on Columbia? These other streets with all the turns and 

stuff are too hard. Also the waterfront is very nice, but isn't that a little crowded? 

Franklin is a nice street now. Why screw up the parking in the neighborhood. Columbia is a better 

option as it is beyond being a "neighborhood" street because of traffic volume and commercial 

activity. 

Too many stops, usability limited during farmers market. Back street intersection more dangerous due 

to limited visibility and cars running stop signs. 

The roundabout at Esther-6th has big stones in it. You can't see around them. Not good. The farmers 

market, 3 seasons, 2 days a week... Lots of out of direction travel. I know residents of Franklin want 

traffic slowed and this would do it, but I don't want to use the WSBM project to solve that problem. I 

want to solve the problem stated in the title of the project: Westside BIKE mobility. 

The crossing at Franklin and Fourth Plain is problematic, due to a high amount of vehicles WB on 4th 

Plain turning to SB of Franklin. 

Again, this option limits the safety potential of other options, particularly in limiting protected lanes 

and the continuous routes up/down single streets. Again, bikers will be promted to take their own 

routes and avoid the waterfront, thus making this investment ineffective. The group will need to 

consider the impact of biking on the waterfront, since this type of mixed use can have safety impacts. 

I’m confused why a direct Columbia/Franklin loop wasn’t considered. This would allow a single 

protected bike lane going up/down each street, limiting impact on parking and maintaining the safety 

of protected lanes and continuous routes. 

It forces bike traffic into already pedestrian heavy areas, while protecting space for cars. Really? 
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I like this option. I like the direct access to the waterfront. This is safe street with lower traffic volume 

and slower speeds. These streets are wider than Columbia ad that gives more options. Currently I drive 

Franklin Street to get to downtown. I see more bikes currently on Franklin than I do on Columbia 

(Columbia is the other street I frequently drive). Franklin is not a high traffic volume street and the 

parking impact is not as great as other options. If there is no budget, repave Columbia now and 

incrementally plan to develop transportation options without it being focused just on biking. Although 

it is not a route consideration, I would like to add some thoughts about the design. The idea of 

"candles" separating cars and bikes is not a good one. They are easily damaged and maintenance issues 

abound. We live in west Vancouver for the livability. Don't deface out longstanding (some would say 

historic) neighborhoods with ugly features. Chose something that is not so jarring, and has more 

longevity. 

Still loses a lot of parking but more direct route on less busy street 

This route is just as bad as the first and second route. Eliminating too much parking is not a good thing! 

Now, instead of affecting Columbia, it affects Franklin. The only positive is that Franklin is less of a 

commuter passage, so it would share the heavy burden that Columbia already experiences. 

Too much parking is removed. The 2-way seems unnecessary north of Mill Plain. Should be 

neighborhood greenway until you get just south of McLoughlin, nearer to Mill Plain. Franklin doesn’t 

get enough traffic (north) to necessitate such measures. I like that everything is all on one street with 

no diversions. I like that it comes out near the Waterfront & Farmers Market. 

This option is disappointing compared to option one. The first option is best for young families. It is 

hard to imagine using any of the options accept option one with small children. 

Not my favorite to be honest, but maybe I just don't see its appeal. It's problematic that this route 

conflicts with the Farmers' Market (even though we *do* often go there). Not as good access for the 

I-5 bridge as other Columbia/Washington routes—there are a lot of places that people go to on Main

or east of Main, so this spits riders out several blocks too far to the west. I expect there are fewer

places west of Esther St that people are visiting. It *does* have better waterfront access. I guess that's

something.

What about emergency vehicle response & accessibility? Franklin already has low car use. Why create 

such a big protected bike lane? 

This route is much safer for all modes of travel. This also places the cyclists on streets that are 

significantly slower and less traveled in most locations. Because fewer parking spaces are removed, 

vision clearance issues will not be as highly increased by residents finding more creative places to park 

their cars. The only reason this route does not receive a 5 is due to the fact that the route will have 

similar speed and safety impacts on the section of Franklin where parking is removed on both sides of 

the street. There is less volume, however, so impacts will be smaller. This route does not connect with 

the businesses on Main St., however, it does connect directly to the Waterfront, the farmers market, 

as well as an eventual connection to I-5. Although this route does leave some significant impacts that 

cannot be mitigated, it is definitely more “flexible and innovative” and is not prescriptive in nature. 

This route does not have a debilitating impact on parking, however, it is definitely significant to those 

who live on the section of Franklin where parking is removed on both sides. 

Great option with least amount of impact on neighbors. More residential in nature for bicycles. 

Like: keeps bikes in low trafficked neighborhoods away from Columbia and Washington. Disklike: loss 

of on-street parking. This is the route I like best. 
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As I've stated, any thing on Columbia is a bad idea. And I don't even live on Columbia!! It is just too 

busy of a street. This would be my second choice of routes, because of reasons stated earlier. Less car 

traffic, fairly direct route. Option #5 is my overall favorite!! 

Best option presented. Quiet residential streets for bikes & walking is best. Safer & more pleasant 

transportation corridor. 

Almost every home along Franklin has a driveway or their entrance is on the side street, not on 

Franklin. This is a much better choice! 

Residential, low vehicle traffic. 

It removes too much parking off Franklin for residents reliant on it and there is a lot of pedestrian 

traffic bordering the back of the school and the school yard. Taking the parking off Franklin will just 

make people drive even faster through this street. 

This plan is one of the highest in impacting deeper into residential territory. This area is full of multi-

unit/family dwellings and the street parking is full as it is. Having to fight for spots and park far will put 

safety at risk. Taking away that huge number of parking spaces would be detrimental to the community 

with how many residents depend on these spots to live. 

Same as my objection to #5. The senior housing project will also be along Esther and will already impact 

parking in the neighborhoods. We do not need further restrictions. 

Excpt for loss of parking this seems like the best and safest route A beautiful, safe quiet route that 

avoids lots of vehicle traffic Safest for kids and families riding - adult commuters who need a fast direct 

route are aware and smart enough to use other roads 

If this must be done then this is the only acceptable option. I'm sure the green cyclists will whine about 

the inconvenience, but maybe they should move to Portland if bike routes are that important to them 

Directness of Route (56 comments) 

Wasn't the farmers market down at Esther Short Park last year? Are they moving it? This bike route 

looks like it goes through the market. Am I wrong? How would that work? Sorry, but this one looks 

hard too. Why don't we just put the bike lanes on Columbia? These other streets with all the turns and 

stuff are too hard. Also the waterfront is very nice, but isn't that a little crowded? 

Too many stops, usability limited during farmers market. Back street intersection more dangerous due 

to limited visibility and cars running stop signs. 

Still loses a lot of parking but more direct route on less busy street 

Not my favorite to be honest, but maybe I just don't see its appeal. It's problematic that this route 

conflicts with the Farmers' Market (even though we *do* often go there). Not as good access for the 

I-5 bridge as other Columbia/Washington routes—there are a lot of places that people go to on Main

or east of Main, so this spits riders out several blocks too far to the west. I expect there are fewer

places west of Esther St that people are visiting. It *does* have better waterfront access. I guess that's

something.

Easy, straightforward, avoids a major loss of parking spaces. But still--why??? A convincing case has 

not been made for the necessity of these changes on any of the routes. 

Franklin does not connect to all the paths that Columbia does and putting the lane here would be 

counterproductive 
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I don't like this option. It really doesn't balance the parking loss, just shifts it to Franklin instead of 

Columbia. That doesn't seem fair. It also is very convoluted for bikers again and doesn't seem to 

provide any direct form of north, south travel. I don't think it appeals to transit users at all either as it 

is equidistant from Kauffman and Main street so don't have access for them. I also don't like that this 

option would run through the Farmer's Market, what would bikers do on the weekends? I would 

recommend against this option. 

This does not appear to solve the walkability of the city. It causes much confusion. 

Franklin is too far west. like the HAWKs for pedestrian. 

The worst option. Disrupts neighborhoods. It is easy to see that all these plans are for bicyclists and it 

states that "Requires people biking to travel out of direction several times, increasing overall trip 

time." What about motor vehicle travel time? What about increased chance of accidents? 

This route takes away parking in areas which it is already difficult to park. It caters to the few instead 

of the many. This bike lane makes access to both the city building and the county building more 

difficult. Considering these are accessed by people who are not local to the downtown area, and won’t 

benefit from a bike lane, nothing that removes parking for our driving members should be considered. 

They deserve equal access to government buildings. 

Kills fewer parking spaces and is mostly direct, but Esther Short park will be an issue during Farmer's 

Market seasons. 

Too convoluted. Will stir up the Hough School crowd creating another controversy. 

I like the route based on my commute and connection to the waterfront, but it seems to bypass much 

of downtown Vancouver. It gets you to the waterfront, but what about other amenities in city center? 

Seems like downtown commercial and other services will not benefit from the infrastructure 

improvements and there is a lot of evidence on the economic impact of foot and bike traffic on 

community vibrance and vitality. 

Hmm, this is almost the best option. Not sure about the diversion to Esther St though - that'll be hard 

for riders and visitors to the FM. 

like - avoids impacting Columbia dislike might be confusing, combining bikes & shared use trail at 

waterfront 

Disjointed, still takes away significant parking and more expensive option. 

Expensive and doesn't connect cyclists to the downtown area 

Franklin doesn't connect to the intended areas and causes cyclists go out of the way and interact 

dangerously w/ drivers and pedestrians. 

If you are going to use Franklin (most direct) this is a great plan. It's very dangerous now between 4th 

Plain and Mill Plain 

Bikers, walkers and other travelers deserve a safe & direct route! routing through Esther short is not 

a viable option!! 

Franklin street should not be included in any route since it is not a straight through street. Not 

convenient and not safe 
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Similar to #5. I question why some of the jogs are being taken on this route. Why are we not routing 

back to Columbia on 6th Street instead of taking a detour through the waterfront? Why do we think 

we need to put in protected bike lanes on Franklin instead of addressing the illegal trucker traffic doing 

a shortcut through the neighborhood and putting in traffic-calming measures for the 2 hours a day 

when this road sees anything busy around Hough Elementary? Is there any speed measure that would 

work for emergency vehicles and regular traffic but discourage large semi-trucks? 

Of the options this is my second favorite as a bike rider. My first favorite remaines Daniels to 

Washington. However, this one is nice. I like it in the Lincoln / Carter Park neighborhoods. I also like 

that in the Hough neighborhood there is a 2-way protected bike line. I would most definitely use that. 

However, I do worry that in that neighborhood you are going to take away 10+ parking spots. We need 

parking downtown. That is a lot of spots to loose. I don't like that aspect. I also really don't like that it 

take bike riders through the farmers market. I often bike to the farmers market - and if that is the end 

destination then great. But to route people through it on their way to the water front does not make 

sense. Still, this option is way better than many of them that you are considering. 

While this route roughly halves the parking impacts vs. some other options... it moves the route too 

far (to my tastes) from the central N-S commercial spine of Vancouver north of Mill Plain... and remains 

marginal South of Mill Plain... such that I have doubts cyclists would use it often other than as a N-S 

thruway to access the Esther Short / Waterfront / I-5 Bridge area... 

While eliminating fewer parking spaces, this route seems inconvenient for bicyclists. 

Bicycling through Farmers Market on weekends is a hideous idea. North of Mill Plain, either Franklin 

or Daniels are good options. Franklin needs fewer changes south of 33rd. 

A direct north/south is preferred dur to being less complicated. 

The dog-legs on 33rd and 14th are things that no cyclist will ever bother with. They will just tend to 

right straight through, regardless of where the greenway is supposed to run. 

This route is 4 blocks from Columbia. 4. Would you ask a driver to go 4 blocks out of h/h/i way? NO. 

This one is unreal. Ridiculous. Think about the bike/ped. It's about our mobility. 

The transition at the waterfront will be indirect. These plans don't show it, but there isn't a good 

ramping system for cyclists to get to the waterfront path, and cyclists can't take the stairs. Franklin is 

too indirect for a N-S route and all the jogs make it worse. What about the farmer's market? This route 

will be consistently unusable throughout the year. 

This is so indirect that it will not be used. This is not a serious idea. There are literally stairs at the 

connection from the waterfront path to Esther street. 

Unnecessary detours, left turns across major arterials. Not a good route. 

It is a better plan than Daniels, but Columbia still makes the most sense. Franklin makes bikers change 

route, preferred would be Columbia 

Interesting route. Has plusses and minuses - Dumps people down on the waterfront which I am sure 

those businesses would like, but sort of shortchanges the folks in Downtown center. Viable but I think 

I like the Alts #1 or #3 better. 

Most bikers that commute are heading for the I5 bridge so this is out of the way for cyclists. 

DISLIKE: -LOSS of parking on Franklin - -Weekends - going thru Farmers Mkt & other events won't work. 

-Will promote faster/more traffic on Franklin LIKE -Goes to waterfront 
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I like this option. I like the direct access to the waterfront. This is safe street with lower traffic volume 

and slower speeds. These streets are wider than Columbia ad that gives more options. Currently I drive 

Franklin Street to get to downtown. I see more bikes currently on Franklin than I do on Columbia 

(Columbia is the other street I frequently drive). Franklin is not a high traffic volume street and the 

parking impact is not as great as other options. If there is no budget, repave Columbia now and 

incrementally plan to develop transportation options without it being focused just on biking. Although 

it is not a route consideration, I would like to add some thoughts about the design. The idea of 

"candles" separating cars and bikes is not a good one. They are easily damaged and maintenance issues 

abound. We live in west Vancouver for the livability. Don't deface out longstanding (some would say 

historic) neighborhoods with ugly features. Chose something that is not so jarring, and has more 

longevity. 

Too much parking is removed. The 2-way seems unnecessary north of Mill Plain. Should be 

neighborhood greenway until you get just south of McLoughlin, nearer to Mill Plain. Franklin doesn’t 

get enough traffic (north) to necessitate such measures. I like that everything is all on one street with 

no diversions. I like that it comes out near the Waterfront & Farmers Market. 

As I've stated, any thing on Columbia is a bad idea. And I don't even live on Columbia!! It is just too 

busy of a street. This would be my second choice of routes, because of reasons stated earlier. Less car 

traffic, fairly direct route. Option #5 is my overall favorite!! 

This route is what I ride on my bike now to go downtown or to the waterfront. It seems the safest and 

pretty direct. This would not impact the parking nearly as much and seems like a good fit for most of 

the variables. This seems like a plan which can accommodate future growth downtown as well as 

safety for all involved! Thank you for making this information available to us in a convenient location! 

This route seems most direct for bikers and has less impact for on drivers and street parking. 

Protects VA parking, minimal on street parking impact. While cost is not the lowest, does provide 

compromise. Realize that cyclists will not have the most direct route, yet, this is what compromise is. 

Not too indirect. Considering that parking is still removed, Columbia seems best option in comparison 

Franklin is a more direct route to Lincoln, which takes people further north to the trails at Burnt Bridge 

Creek and Salmon Creek. Truly seems like a better 'connector' street than others proposed. Do NOT 

like removal of street parking for all the same reasons as Columbia Street. 

This is the best route for bike traffic. It is very straight. It connects points of importance: elementary 

schools, government buildings, Saturday market, new waterfront, & bridge. If the city could find a way 

to lessen the negative impact of parking on Franklin, I could support this plan. 

The relatively low number of parking spaces removed is a plus. From a cyclist perspective this route 

avoids streets with high vehicle traffic like Columbia and Washington and while it does have two 

sections where cyclists would have to travel out of direction major sections of this route are a straigh 

shot. It also avoids major reroutes that the Daniels-Franklin and Daniels-Washington routes have. 

Love it. I live right off Franklin too. Less parking impact than Columbia. Direct route. Love the two way. 

Good route to access the waterfront area. 

Daniels and Esther portions are welcome. Franklin is a poor choice due to narrow ROW and impacts 

to residential owners. While total parking impact is less than some options, the net loss is still too 

much impact to adjoining properties. 

Franklin is a nice street now. Why screw up the parking in the neighborhood. Columbia is a better 

option as it is beyond being a "neighborhood" street because of traffic volume and commercial 

activity. 
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The roundabout at Esther-6th has big stones in it. You can't see around them. Not good. The farmers 

market, 3 seasons, 2 days a week... Lots of out of direction travel. I know residents of Franklin want 

traffic slowed and this would do it, but I don't want to use the WSBM project to solve that problem. I 

want to solve the problem stated in the title of the project: Westside BIKE mobility. 

The crossing at Franklin and Fourth Plain is problematic, due to a high amount of vehicles WB on 4th 

Plain turning to SB of Franklin. 

Again, this option limits the safety potential of other options, particularly in limiting protected lanes 

and the continuous routes up/down single streets. Again, bikers will be promted to take their own 

routes and avoid the waterfront, thus making this investment ineffective. The group will need to 

consider the impact of biking on the waterfront, since this type of mixed use can have safety impacts. 

I’m confused why a direct Columbia/Franklin loop wasn’t considered. This would allow a single 

protected bike lane going up/down each street, limiting impact on parking and maintaining the safety 

of protected lanes and continuous routes. 

It forces bike traffic into already pedestrian heavy areas, while protecting space for cars. Really? 

This route is just as bad as the first and second route. Eliminating too much parking is not a good thing! 

Now, instead of affecting Columbia, it affects Franklin. The only positive is that Franklin is less of a 

commuter passage, so it would share the heavy burden that Columbia already experiences. 

This option is disappointing compared to option one. The first option is best for young families. It is 

hard to imagine using any of the options accept option one with small children. 

What about emergency vehicle response & accessibility? Franklin already has low car use. Why create 

such a big protected bike lane? 

This route is much safer for all modes of travel. This also places the cyclists on streets that are 

significantly slower and less traveled in most locations. Because fewer parking spaces are removed, 

vision clearance issues will not be as highly increased by residents finding more creative places to park 

their cars. The only reason this route does not receive a 5 is due to the fact that the route will have 

similar speed and safety impacts on the section of Franklin where parking is removed on both sides of 

the street. There is less volume, however, so impacts will be smaller. This route does not connect with 

the businesses on Main St., however, it does connect directly to the Waterfront, the farmers market, 

as well as an eventual connection to I-5. Although this route does leave some significant impacts that 

cannot be mitigated, it is definitely more “flexible and innovative” and is not prescriptive in nature. 

This route does not have a debilitating impact on parking, however, it is definitely significant to those 

who live on the section of Franklin where parking is removed on both sides. 

Great option with least amount of impact on neighbors. More residential in nature for bicycles. 

Like: keeps bikes in low trafficked neighborhoods away from Columbia and Washington. Disklike: loss 

of on-street parking. This is the route I like best. 

Best option presented. Quiet residential streets for bikes & walking is best. Safer & more pleasant 

transportation corridor. 

Almost every home along Franklin has a driveway or their entrance is on the side street, not on 

Franklin. This is a much better choice! 

Residential, low vehicle traffic. 

This route is such a cobbled-together hodgepodge of options. It does not provide buffered and safe 

route for all users. It does not connect well to the I-5 bridge, where many commuters will be heading. 

The intersection of Franklin at Mill Plain is narrow and awkward and not safe. The 'shared roadway' 
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sections will not empower younger riders to ride to parks and schools un-escorted in the same way 

that the fully buffered bike lane on Columbia could. This meets no ones needs, doesn't meet safety 

standards, and is a poor conception. Don't build this one. 

Disjoined, not direct like Columbia. Left hand turn box on Daniels unnecessary and an unnecessary loss 

of resident parking given the small amount of vehicle traffic at that intersection. Since not direct like 

Columbia don't believe bike commuters will chose to take this route. 

Not a direct route like Columbia and not as safe. 

Seems like a nice straight route, but still removes a lot of parking spaces. I like the route better than 

the Columbia options. And it's nice that it goes on Franklin. At the waterfront, it might make more 

sense to have a separate bike lane, as opposed to shared use, since there will be more pedestrians 

there than on average city residential streets. I don't know how much of a negative impact it would 

have to have the bike lane be at the site for the market / events (as in if it's too close), but if so, perhaps 

it could be moved slightly on that part of the route? 

I like this route, selfishly, because it routes near my home and makes a safe and fairly efficient path to 

the I-5 bridge. That said, the relatively high impact on parking and the cost seem to me to be not as 

beneficial for everyone. 

Possibly the best route. Simple to get to the waterfront safely. 

This is also a much better option than the ones that primarily use Columbia St. However, many 

residents of Franklin St. would surely miss their on street parking as well. At least this one is a 'straight 

shot' with minimal re-direction of bike traffic. 

 

Other Comments (30 comments) 

with modification 

see last answer 

Bike route away from Main St. Like the buffered/protected bike lanes. 

this is another route that just feels 'okay'; I still think the neighborhood would have a bit of animosity 

against the biking community but there would be some benefits too 

NO!! 

loser! 

No 

I'd prefer Daniels to Franklin as a route. Routing around the Farmers Market will impact bikers heading 

to the waterfront. 

NO 

How are you getting through the Farmers Market?? Grant north of 33rd is better than Daniels. Wider, 

fewer stop signs, no school traffic. I don't understand the focus on Daniels. 

It looks like this route was only added to make option 1 look better. My dog could do a better design 

job than this. 

Bad, bad idea. Just like Columbia, Franklin is not a great option. 

See many of my concerns about route option 1 applying to this alternative, too. 

Columbia is our best choice 

seems like a compromise that meets the least needs.... 
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I don't understand any of the streets other than Columbia so I skipped them. You made them too hard. 

I hope that is ok. I don't like them anyway. 

Aha Ian, I don’t love the Daniels portion. Franklins to Esther could work pretty well though. 

Better 

What's not to like? #1 choice. 

I think it will be nice to have a section along the waterfront. This is my favorite plan. 

Second best choice 

This is the least bad of 6 bad ideas. Better lighting, lower speed limits, with enforcement will 

accomplish the same 

This could work, definitely tied for 3rd 

This route has the biggest benefit to both bike commuters & recreational bike riders in my opinion. 

This is my favorite of the listed options 

Best option so far. 

Looks great! 

In favor of all proposed bike lanes 

Franklin will turn into a freeway 

What about putting it on evergreen blvd along the water makes more sence 
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Appendix B: Comment Cards 

Community members were given the opportunity to provide written responses on comment 

cards at the public events. Responses have been typed and are presented below.  

#4 option seems to be in my opinion, the least impactive on all concerned. The number of cyclists are 

so minimal compared to the loss of parking spaces that will be lost and the number of residents that 

will be impacted. As it is, I have a hard time getting out of my driveway (8th and Columbia) especially 

when the farmers market is open. 

I really think taking out parking is not a good idea at all. 

Columba was impacted MORE than anyone thought with the market changes. Heritage Places, 

Condos East has a garage-enter and exist on Columbia and we have problems now-if there is a bike 

lane added = We will never be able to exit or enter. Frankly, I have not noticed the number of riders 

that makes this a good decision at this time. Loss of parking spaces in an area that is rapidly growing 

seems backward to me.  

Traffic on Daniels Street is bad enough in the mornings and afternoons due to school traffic at our 

Lady of Lourdes and Lincoln. It’s difficult right now with all of the cars and buses and now we would 

add more bikes to the mix? No thanks. Please keep the bikes OFF Daniels. Thanks!! 

I am concerned about the false sense of security cyclists and peds will feel behind certain barriers. 

Distracted drivers will still hit them. I am concerned about people who need to park close to their 

homes for medical reasons. The people and any caregivers they may have. For example, my husband 

is having a total knee replacement and will NEED close access to home. You are pulling the rug out 

from residents. This seems to be the Nav. Center all over again, but for a lifestyle choice, not a life-

saving home choice.  

I support compromise, greenways, and a good balance of impact for all involved. Please DO NOT push 

this on to people where they LIVE. 

City improvement’s must be for public benefit: removing parking spaces for this plan places a value on 

which members of the public gets to benefit from street usage 

Allowable improvements; Why do these have to be tied to bicycle infrastructure? 

Reconfiguration of streets to add parking: Where will parking be added within the project area 

outside of downtown? This does not address continued need for parking within the project area 

downtown nor does it address the continued need for motorized vehicular traffic within the 

roadways. 

Neighborhood parking permit program: Why does this have to be tied to the bicycle plan? 

Establish Veterans parking Zone: 1) Veterans Designated Parking should be compared with Funeral 

Zones-Instead compare this to Family Parking. The removal of street parking fronting the Veterans 

Assistance Center without automatically listing how parking accessibility will be enhanced for the 
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Veterans Assistance Center is not ok. Our veterans deserve more and often times experience 

accessibility challenges. Don’t make it harder for them please. 

Establishment of program for on-site residential parking: what would such a program involve for tax 

payer dollars? Would this be an incentives-based program that does not require a substantial increase 

in public expenditures? Would this involve the need for additional taxes? 

I do not personally see how the different routes will 1) enhance (bicycle) ridership by increase in the 

number of bicyclist commuters; 2) increase the safety of cyclists; 3) facilitate better work day 

commutes….. 

The way in which this Bicycle Plan with its different route options is being presented: Allow more 

Vancouver residents to commute to work in downtown Vancouver and not have to worry about the 

limited downtown Vancouver parking .This plans purpose is problematic for the following reasons and 

does not justify public expenditures and parking removal proposed. 

1) Portland remains the predominant economic center for this region + the majority of Vancouver City 

Residents commute to Portland for work; 2) The majority of Vancouver City residents who do work in 

downtown Vancouver commute from a must greater distance from the project area-is the 

expectation that these commuters will have less safe bicycling conditions for the majority of their 

commutes? 3) A significant number of weekday commuters have children. It is unrealistic for those 

folks to commute with their children to and from school, doctors, etc. 4) Traffic lane removal is being 

proposed for roadways which already experience failing LDS for Vancouver City, commuters who 

work in Portland, and downtown Vancouver. 5) Most proposed routes experience higher traffic 

volumes and for the potential encounter with motor vehicles alone do not maki these safer routes for 

bicyclists. 6) Affects to traffic flow and lack thereof (congestion) is not addressed. 

If the real purpose of this plan is to create safer open air recreational opportunities, you should look 

to create a physically discontigous trailer system away from city streets. There are a lot of good 

intentions with your plan but in order for its beneficial components for the public to occur, you need 

to revisit the PURPOSE of the plan. This proposal does not address the actual purpose—benefit the 

public. It’s time to deconstruct the plan and recreate an actionable plan built for success. 

Columbia is the best choice because it is the safest and most direct route and now because of the loss 

of funds from I-97b it is also the cheapest. The parking situation must be addressed but not at the loss 

of an effective, safe, and appropriate greenway that has already been determined to have the 

heaviest cycling traffic. Vancouver also needs a way to connect Hazel Dell with Downtown and many 

get that way through 45th St to Main St and anyone who tries to get anywhere in Hazel Dell by bicycle 

this rea is only the beginning of the nightmare. The parking loss has been greater exaggerated as the 

parking North of 4th Plain is underutilized anyway. Columbia connects to the I5 corridor and the 

greenway signage is already in place to connect cyclists to downtown through Columba and people 

coming from out of town or who down usually ride downtown will take Columbia anyway. I work on 

the Vancouver waterfront and many co-workers I have who live downtown and near Clark College say 

the would love toe be able to bike to work but can’t because they feel unsafe. The Daniels route is 



Westside Bike Mobility Project Public Outreach Summary 184 

more expensive because its too narrow and the crossings are dangerous. Installing traffic signals for a 

greenway no one will use can also congest traffic because cyclists will still take Columbia and now 

there are more crossings that may put their lives at risk. Columbia has the fewest amount of stops 

and the least amount of turns. A greenway needs to be created in Vancouver so we can eventually 

connect the whole town. Columbia is the best place. 

We are NOT Portland. I have seen protected bike lands repeatedly fail in Portland. They have ruined 

neighborhoods. Please let Vancouver be Vancouver and let Portland be Portland. 

We need our parking. We DO NOT need protected bike lanes. Daniels feels like the safest option as a 

greenway. 

Our roads and sidewalks need repairs, why bike lanes of a sudden? Fix our roads and sidewalks! Bike 

lanes? Fix roads and sidewalks first! THIS IS COMMON SENSE. 

The only acceptable plans is the one that does not affect the Veterans Center and only removes 23 

parking spaces. 1) We are a neighborhood that was build with horses. We understood whey we buy 

we will be tight and have to work with our neighbors on parking -but taking away parking for a small 

amount of bikes is just crappy. When there is an alternative that does not negatively impact so many 

families. 2) Leave our streets alone and add speed bumps to discourage speeding and make it safer. 

The 6 options offered seem to be all the same “flavor.” I don’t see a diverse set of options. It’s like 

you are offering coffee…..placating us with “would like cream or no cream?” but its still coffee and we 

have no other options. 

Parking is very limited in downtown Vancouver. The Academy site is proposed to be developed which 

will result in the loss of 170+ existing parking spaces. Customers, employees, homeowners, and 

tourists need a place to parking downtown. Please do not approve the routes which propose to 

remove a large number of on-street parking spaces (174 to 3930 spaces without replacing them at the 

same time with other parking options or spaces in downtown. Routes 1-3 and 6 propose removing 

between 174 to 393 spaces). 
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Appendix C: Be Heard Vancouver Submissions 

The WBMP Be Heard Vancouver page 

was active between August 2019 and

February 2020. In addition to viewing 

project information, Be Heard users 

could leave short ideas for the project, 

share their stories, and ask questions of 

the project team. Over seven months, 

126 unique submissions were received. 

These submissions are listed below. 

Submissions have been recorded as 

they were entered, without any edits.  

Ideas (101) 

• Idea: Using Daniels as a Bike Greenway could be done without anyone losing parking as the

street has virtually no motor traffic and at less cost.

• Idea: Reduce the speed limit throughout Westside neighborhoods

Description: Take the spped limit down to 20 vs 25 miles.   Additional traffic enforcement in

neighborhoods especially during AM rush hour

• Idea: Make all streets West of Main one way and add bike lanes.

• Idea: Clean up/trim vegetation on the sidewalks that are currently impassable in areas of

Vancouver that are not tourist attractions.

Description: St. John’s &  Fourth Plain/ Mill Plain Corridors

• Idea: No to e-scooters!

Description: Scooters do not enhance safety in any way, it’s just another way for people with

disabilities to feel less safe on sidewalks and streets.

• Idea: Park & Rides connected to free rides

Description: Parking downtown is tighter each day. There should be park and ride locations

throughout Vancouver that will bring people to their destination for free.

The Be Heard Vancouver Westside Bike Mobility Project page
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• Idea: A safe solution for North/South travel on a bike or walking has to include safe crossings

for Mill Plain, 4th Plain, 33rd and 39th.

Description: A safe crossing is a stop light. Columbia is the only street to provide stop lights on

all major cross streets. Beyond that, I would find any solution that provides a safe place for

bikers and walkers to be acceptable.

• Idea: Bike lanes separated from traffic to connect north-south (from bridge to NW

Neighborhoods, ie. Columbia) & downtown to east side tech center

• Idea: Pick a different road

Description: Fruit Valley road is already used as a north to south bike path, and above burnt

bridge is incredibly dangerous. Please consider a bike path on this already outdated road. It

wouldn’t remove off street parking for residence, would connect low income people to other

modes of transportation, and increase visibility for fruit valley, a neighborhood often

forgotten in Vancouver.

• Idea: Improving Columbia St for peds & bikes, increases our health, reduces noise & air

pollution, enhances property values and just makes sense!

Description: Columbia is the only street that connects to the Vancouver waterfront and the

Columbia river Renaissance trail.

• Idea: Columbia is a direct route that connects 5 neighborhoods, downtown, waterfront, &

bridge.We need cycling routes that are transportation

Description:  features and can alleviate vehicle congestion. Protected bike lanes on Columbia

is key- all users / abilities will benefit. It has signaled crossings at busy arterials. Daniels is too

meandering and lacks signaled crossings to be the 1st route chosen.

• Idea: A Suggestion for Compromise

Description: Dedicate one side of Columbia Street for a protected 2 way bike lane, keeping

one side available for parking for the neighborhood residents.  This mitigates the

disproportionate burden of removing parking 24/7/365 for the people who live there.

Another idea is to have street parking available overnight for residents.

• Idea: Sidewalk improvements

Description: There's been a lot of talk about cyclists, but focusing on pedestrian mobility and

safety is also very necessary.  Sidewalks in some areas are a dangerous hazard.  Those should

be focused on as well if we are truly committing to improving all modes of transportation, and

not only thinking of the waterfront and connecting to the trails further north.

• Idea: Kill the project! There isn't enough parking now. I noticed there are a lot more cyclist on

the Advisory Board than anyone else.

• Idea: Consider multiple streets beyond Columbia including those streets east of Main Street

for the North-South corridor
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Description: Consider multiple streets for Bike Greenways such as Daniels, Franklin, F St. Then 

get the word out where they are for the public to use them. 

If safety on Columbia is a driving factor for that street, the statistic for accidents involving 

bicyclists (not fatalities) were reported to be 3 ... over 3 years! (This statistic was presented in 

the CAC session #2.)  As a cyclist, addressing the overdue street paving is an equal concern to 

me regarding safety.  Perhaps adjustments could be made such as updating for better signs 

and street markings, add speed bumps north of Fourth-Plain, etc. to address the safety 

concerns driven by that statistic.   It would also be a cheaper.  We could then monitor the 

area over the next 5 years and then revisit as needed. 

• Idea: Issue to be acknowledged is amount and speed of traffic on Columbia. Place speed

bumps to reduce speed, motorists will use other routes.

Description: DO NOT REMOVE PARKING!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!

• Idea: Ideas for how the CAC can get to better solutions

Description: After attending the first two CAC, here are some ideas/suggestions to improve

chances for better outcomes for the committee.

Step 1:  SCOPE.  Clarify the objectives for the CAC in practical terms and refine the design 

constraints to allow for viable options to emerge.  Otherwise, the process will be costly in 

terms of data requests and committee/pubic time and folks will be swimming in data making 

it tougher to align and get to consensus.   

Examples: 

- Is the focus beyond biking to "all modes of transportation"?  (If the mandate is specific to

"Bike Mobility" as in the title, spending 30+ minutes in the last session on traffic flow

improvements about the removal of a left turn lane may not be the best use of working time.)

- If the priority is North-South corridor access, couldn't streets east of Main Street be under

consideration?

- Is the timeframe under consideration immediate (next 2 years) or could changes be gradual

considered to allow for more time to checkpoint/assess?

- What budget/funding should be considered and how much should be factored into the

recommendations/prioritization?

- Do streets have to be straight through?  Do they require a traffic light on the intersections of

Fourth Plain and Mill Plain?

Step 2: SUCCESS CRITERIA.  Agree on what would demonstrate success in measurable terms 

and test this with the public.  There was a lot of "ifs" in terms of LTS1-LTS4 scoring for biking.  

Does feeling safer translate into increased utilization in the face of the costs and impacts to 

those who live on and around Columbia?  Increased impacts on residents deserve increased 

scrutiny. 
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Examples: 

- Decreased accident incidents

- An increased volume of cyclists using the designated paths.  Do we have year-round

statistics to help us gauge a baseline today?

- Public perception - how could this be objectively measured and could these be performed by

the neighborhood associations?

Step 3: PROCESS.  Clarify how the CAC will get to consensus and the end results/outputs 

expected.   

Examples: 

- What are the factors that will be used to evaluate viable options?

- What is the minimum level of detail required when a recommendation is made?  Does it

consider the pros/cons and are those pros/cons consistently used across all the

recommendations given?

- Are multiple recommendations weighted or will we end up with a laundry list of items for

the council to pick and choose from?

Step 4: QUALITY OF INPUT.  Agree on the quality level of the facts and data used to drive 

solutions otherwise decisions based on the data will not hold up to public scrutiny.  Context 

to data is everything.  Summary information in distributed material needs to stand alone 

without having to explain them.  

Examples: 

- How is the data provided relevant / to be used?

- Averages are over what time period?

- When were the samples taken?

- How were the measurements made?

- Is there even a key to explain the tables/graphs?

• Idea: Consider multiple streets but all must have safe crossings and adequate signage

Description: The route shouldn't have to be limited to one street the entire way up and down,

but dedicated bike lanes would be preferred. Street parking utilization is not equal up and

down Columbia, etc.  Safe crossings at majors streets is a must and the signage must be clear

for bikers and drivers alike. Consider bike/ped bridges if cost allows.

• Idea: Complete Streets On Columbia Street From Waterfront to 45th Street

Description: Columbia Street is the only option for a truly viable north-south complete street

connecting several community parks, a dozen neighborhoods, and numerous destinations,

including the waterfront and downtown. Projects to convert Columbia street into a bike

friendly complete street date back more than a decade (in some cases two decades). Thus the

idea is neither new, out-of-nowhere, or shocking. The counter argument about parking fails

any sort of critical review as there's more than adequate parking in the corridor for both
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current and predicted needs. Other counter arguments against the idea are either factually 

flawed or downright bizarre, such as the argument that adding bike lanes would ruin the 

historic nature of the neighborhoods. There is simply no valid,  fact-based argument against 

making Columbia Street a bike friendly complete street. 

• Idea: I would like to see real data collected on how many cars and bikes use the road. Car

parking rotation data. Real facts, not just opinion.

Description: Where is the data?

• Idea: Transportation is our greatest source of GHG.  We need to encourage less use of the

internal combustion engine.  This should help.

• Idea: Cyclists would be attracted to Daniels if all stop signs for north/south traffic were

removed and only bikes could cross 33rd/39th/4thPlain.

Description: And you'd have to deter car traffic with something like bike-friendly speed

bumps. But that only gets you down a block north of Mill Plain, then what?

• Idea: Currently, I avoid Columbia due to car traffic and too many stops. I find riding a few

more blocks to Kauffman saves me time and stress.

• Idea: I like using F Street, but that awkward crossing at 4th Plain is not intuitive to cyclists or

motorists.

• Idea: Longtime Resident

Description: Need safer, well marked bike lanes, sidewalk improvements, C-Tran has little

ridership, so should be a free service.

• Idea: No improvement needed. Not that many riders. Waste of time and tax dollars

• Idea: Franklin doesn't work

Description: Last night I heard a suggestion to use Franklin.  A Complete Street NS route

would connect 45th St to the bridge.  A rider could get to downtown, the waterfront, ESP, city

hall, the library, restaurants or to work in PDX.  Franklin is not direct.  Heading south from

45th, it runs into the school, forcing the rider to use Daniels or Grant.  At 36th St it becomes

the right-of-way with multiple alley and street crossings.  It's dark and narrow.  The ROW is

lined with tall fences and mature hedges.  Property owners would not like the city to take

what they actually own (vs a street which the city owns) to widen this strip to be usable.  At

the county building the street narrows.  Franklin T's into 8th, again meaning a jog would be

needed.  8th is now used for the farmers market on weekends 3 seasons of the year, so a turn

eastward runs right into it.  A turn westward is even farther out of the way.  Ride with me.

Contact Jennifer with your name and phone # and she will contact me.  I will show you the

situation.

• Idea: Daniels doesn't work

Description: Our job on CAC is to find a safe NS bike route west of I-5.  A Complete Street is
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direct, works for all ages and abilities and connects people to where they want to go.  Daniels 

sounds great, but here are the facts.  The NS route needs to connect 45th St to the bridge.  

That distance is 2.5 miles via Columbia, longer for Daniels depending on how you decide to 

navigate the turns, one-ways and dead-ends (Mill Plain).  Also in that distance, let's call it 2.5-

3 miles, a cyclist currently encounters 24 stop signs.  Too many!!!  Of those 24, about 9 might 

be able to be removed, but most of those were requested several years ago by residents to 

deal with traffic situations and it's likely that those people would not be happy.  Plus Daniels 

lacks safe crossings at Fourth Plain, 33rd and 39th St.  Crossing lights (already in place on 

Columbia at those points) are expensive. 

• Idea: Ride with me 

Description: Last night at the CAC meeting, someone brought up the idea of a field trip to 

actually see the streets we're talking about.  You can use Google to cover these streets alone, 

or we may as a group get an outing planned.  My personal fave idea mentioned was the Couv 

Cycle!  Somehow I doubt that will work.  In the meantime, if you would like to ride your bike, I 

would like to ride with you.  I could also walk it, but the route we need is a minimum of 2.5 

miles one way because we're looking for a Complete Streets route (all ages and abilities, all 

modes, direct, connects key locations) connecting 45th St and the bridge.  To understand the 

overall issues, you really need to travel the complete distance.  Or if you're just interested in 

one section, maybe the Right-of-Way idea on Franklin, we could just do that section walking 

or biking.  Contact Jennifer with your name and phone.  She'll give it to me and I'll contact 

you. 

• Idea: Need a bike? 

Description: Last night at CAC, Glen mentioned that he is looking for a bike -- or 11 bikes due 

to his family's size?  He mentioned Craigslist.  There are also 2 excellent shops right down 

town that offer some real bargains.  One is Bike Clark County, 1604 Main St, a community 

bike shop with stations and tools you can use.  They sell used bikes, new gear, and used gear.  

Real bargains.  They are a complete shop with great mechanics who do a super job if you just 

need a tune-up on your bike.  The other shop is Wheel Deals, run by Mark of Open House 

Ministries, 915 W 13th St, right behind the Thrift Store.  Another excellent store, doing good 

things in our community with a great selection of bikes.   

• Idea: How do we manage traffic impacts? 

Description: Car traffic on 4th Plain is already horrible; it backs up each day during rush hour 

as cars try to navigate East-West. Adding another light or protected crossing will only make 

this worse. Columbia is an arterial with existing infrastructure for moving traffic through the 

neighborhoods and connecting the north end of downtown to the river. Crossings at 39th, 

33rd, 4th Plain, and Mill Plain are already designated and protected. Let’s use this existing 

route to keep traffic moving, reduce costs and mitigate traffic impact. Focusing commuter 

bike traffic on Columbia keeps congestion out of the more residential streets, increases safety 
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for all modes, and protects the neighborhoods.  

• Idea: How do we keep street users safe and create parking opportunities for the Veteran’s 

Assistance Center?  

Description: The CAC has heard that the Clark County Veteran’s Assistance Center is already 

short on street parking and has no designated lot. The current street parking in front of their 

storefront is limited, and stressful to use as it is a tight street with busy traffic. They have 

volunteers and visitors with disabilities who require close proximity of parking or transit 

options for access. The VAC is a critically important community resource that is challenged 

with their existing parking situation, and they don’t have funding to relocate, purchase 

parking, or buy there way out of this situation (a luxury many developers have taken 

advantage of).  

 

The preliminary mobility design on Columbia has the bike lane jog across traffic, and 

eliminates the protected lane in the southbound direction, in order to preserve curbside 

parking directly in front of the VAC.  With the designed plan, bikes switch spots with parked 

cars, causing them to merge in a blind spot to drivers. This is very dangerous for all street 

users as it creates a discontinuous route, with limited site lines, and forces bikes to 

intermittently share the drive lane with cars on a busy downtown arterial.  

 

A hazard for bikes is a hazard for all modes, as a bike crash or incident will also impact car and 

pedestrian movement. In it's current condition, the intersection of Columbia and 13th is one 

of the most dangerous spots for cyclists in the City, as the bike lane terminates mid-

intersection on 13th and bikes have to merge with cars. The drive lane in this area is 

incredibly narrow and there is parallel parking on both sides of the street, so car and bike 

traffic gets pinched.  

 

Let’s come up with a creative solution. Is there a way to designate spots for the VAC that is 

low cost? Already there are mitigation costs with bike lane modifications to protect VAC 

parking. Could some of the mitigation costs go to finding designated spots for the VAC? There 

are street spaces on the south side of the VAC block on 13th that are within “Accessible” 

distance to the VAC front door. Can the City designate ADA stalls on the street to aid the the 

Center? There is a parking lot on the NE corner of this block, could spots be reserved here? 

Could the City partner with the VAC to find a better location with more parking, while 

protecting their operating costs and community access. Is there a shuttle service that can 

serve Veterans and volunteers to get them to the front door of the VAC (active loading can 

occur within bike lanes)? Is there a public or private partnership that could aid the VAC? 

 

The Columbia bike route has pitted cyclists and the VAC against each other because both 

groups are having to fight for their resources. I’d like to see a design that has a safe, 

protected, and continuous route for bikes on Columbia and simultaneously creates 
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designated parking spots for the VAC. 

• Idea: Complete Streets routes: safe, suitable for all ages, abilities and mode of travel, 

connected, direct.  Details to consider for WSBM routes- 

Description: *Routes should span the distance between the I-5 Bridge and 45th St, 2.2 miles if 

using Columbia.  

*A cyclist will encounter different difficulties when traveling north vs south, so consider each 

route from both directions.   

*We need crossings at Mill Plain, Fourth Plain, 33rd and 39th on all routes.  

 Columbia already has all of them. 

*Consider the stops on the Daniels option, all 24 of them. 

*Consider one-way streets at Hough Elementary and Washington St and the kinks they create 

in those routes. 

*Consider two-way cycle tracks and the need for specialized signals. 

*When understanding the Franklin route, consider the distance westbound to Franklin 

(coming from Hazel Dell Ave) and the zigzags necessitated at the schools, the 3-block ROW 

segment from 36th to 33rd, the county building, through the market, etc. 

*The darkness of Daniels at night hasn't been mentioned.  That route is significantly darker 

than Columbia.  Far better lighting would be needed along that route. 

• Idea: Stops/signals along the various routes being considered  

Description: "We heard that Daniels has 24 stops/signals in 2.5 miles.  How many do the other 

routes have?"  My answer is that you are correct about Daniels having 24 stops, and that only 

Columbia creates viable bicycle travel.  The other routes violate every tenet of Complete 

Streets to significant degrees: actual safety, connecting people efficiently to where they want 

to go using the mode they choose, and making travel safe for all ages and abilities.  There is 

also cost of adding signals and lighting to other streets, darkness of all other streets, reactions 

of other residents along the other routes, etc. 

• Idea: Crossings with or without signals - which is better? 

Description: "Aren't intersections without signals actually more convenient?"  My answer:  By 

convenience, you probably mean less wait time?  Sometimes, yes, but wait time for safe 

passage across traffic lanes with no control can definitely be longer (not to mention scarier) 

and therefore less convenient. Signalized intersections are safer than crosswalks even those 

with flashing LED signals. Blinky lights are too frequently ignored as they are most often 

"suggested stops" vs actual solid red lights.   

• Idea: It's not just a difference of .2 miles and a few turns. 

Description: "Other routes differ from Columbia by really only two factors.  #1) an 

insignificant distance increase (.2 miles) and #2) an insignificant turn increase (just a zig zag 

here and there)."  My answer:  That summation either ignores or doesn't value safety 

complications of turns for cyclists, deadends, darkness, one-way streets, cost of new signals 
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at 3 major intersections and possibly at one-way transitions, the fact that almost all 

alternative routes involve some return to Columbia through the most controversial blocks, 

and that the added distance is actually greater than .2 miles. 

• Idea: "Why does this bike route need to connect up to 45th St since not all riders originate

their trips there?"

Description:

My answer: Connection is key to Complete Streets.  The WSBM project is a transportation

project to choose the safest, Complete Streets north-south route.  It's supposed to connect

people from one end trying to get to the other and points in between. This plan is for all, not

just those people cycling from south of Burnt Bridge Creek.

Let's start by recognizing that traveling n-s from north or central Vancouver along this stretch 

involves a descent into AND a climb back up out of a creek, Burnt Bridge.  Even drivers have 

really only one more option at this creek than cyclists; they can take I-5.  Cyclists from central 

Salmon Creek area and Hazel Dell (lots of population up there) heading to uptown, 

downtown, or the I-5 bridge have Hazel Dell Ave to Columbia as the only realistic option for n-

s travel.   

"Why not Lakeshore?"  First, the climb.  The climb out of the creek up Felida hill is long with 

grades of 9.6%.  Second, if your destination is uptown or downtown Vancouver/I-5 bridge, the 

most direct route then also requires Bernie hill, which is a shorter climb, but with grades of 

10.5%.   

*IF* your travel goal is the farthest southwest corner of Vancouver, the industrial area, *IF*

you're starting from Ridgefield, Felida or far west Salmon Creek, *IF* you don't mind the

steeper climbs mentioned above, and *IF* you're OK crossing the very narrow "suicide

bridge", you can take Lakeshore down to the Columbia River.

By contrast, the Hazel Dell Ave climb isn't a stand-alone like the others; you have a down AND 

an up, giving you considerable momentum going into most of the climb.  The toughest section 

is actually the very short stretch on 45th St which includes a bit at 6.7% grade, significantly 

lower than Felida and Bernie. 

Hazel Dell Ave also has bike lanes; Lakeshore has only a shoulder; Bernie has no bike facility.  

Hazel Dell connects you to Columbia, uptown, downtown, and the I-5.  Voila.  The 

transportation goal is achieved.  Safer, shorter, flatter, no turns, connecting the farthest areas 

with fewer stops and safer intersections.  Columbia is the best all-around route for a 

Complete Street.  This is why designers and planners chose it. 
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• Idea: Signals on Columbia 

Description: "Daniels has 24 stops/signals.  How many does Columbia have?"  Columbia has 

10.   

Columbia also has no out-of-direction turns or dead ends, no one- ways, and better lighting at 

night.  It doesn't use Esther which is not only out of direction but also part of the farmers 

market 3 seasons of the year, every weekend. 

• Idea: We won't be able to build our way out of the "parking crisis" downtown 

Description: If we want to improve our parking situation, we need to reduce the load of cars 

on our streets. We will never be able to build enough parking to meet the load that 

Vancouver residents impose on the City. Parking garages are expensive, unsightly, and kill 

commercial street fronts and corridors. Let's find new ways to move people around 

downtown. 

• Idea: C-Tran Idea:  Ride-free Zone Downtown 

Description: Has C-Tran considered adding a ride free zone in downtown Vancouver? This 

would help connect Uptown, Downtown, and the Waterfront, as well as Clark College and 

Fort Vancouver. Increasing free transit options attracts commercial traffic to these areas. 

Retailers would benefit from having free transit straight to their storefront, and offices would 

benefit from having a free network for their staff to navigate downtown. Improved transit 

access would reduce the need for single passenger vehicles and improve visitors' ability to get 

between our three main commercial areas. 

 

Additionally, this would reduce the number of cars on the road that take up  parking. Rather 

than try to build our way out of the "parking crisis" let's increase access to other options. 

Increasing access to C-Tran infrastructure uses and improves existing systems. Let's improve 

what we already started! 

• Idea: Vancouver's parking is undervalued 

Description: The price for public parking downtown is well below market rate and in high 

demand. The cost to build new parking is the same (or more)  in Vancouver than Portland 

because we share a labor market (and have sales tax).  

 

Increasing the price of parking will enable the City to build better infrastructure and ease the 

load on our streets. If we want more parking, we need to find a way to pay for it.  

• Idea: Columbia is the obvious choice! Any other presented option is MORE EXPENSIVE  and 

panders to downtown elites at the behest of everyone else! 

Description: Anyone who wishes to comment on the movement of a greenway to any other 

route rather than Columbia should actually ride the routes they have suggested and ask 

themselves if they feel safe. Also, why are we so concerned with how we can make sure 

everyone brings their car to Columbia to park when: 1) They will still have parking on the side 
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streets they want people to unsafely ride on now. 2) People cycling in from Portland and 

other towns (Yes it does happen and would happen more if infrastructure was more 

accommodating) wouldn't even know there is an 'alternate route' and cycle down Columbia 

anyway because its such an obvious choice. 3) Like it or not this town is growing and if we fail 

to utilize the resources we have to make our streets SAFE for everyone we are failing as a 

community. 4) A great way to get rid of parking issues is to encourage more transit and 

bicycle options. This is so obvious that I can't believe I have to explain it but bikes take up less 

space than cars and when there is safe and accommodating infrastructure ridership will 

increase. This has been scientifically proven in many municipalities in the world throughout 

history. Also, imagine people riding their bikes to Saturday market, the restaurants on the 

waterfront, and around the fort. Talk about a revenue boost. Believe it or not cyclists do exist 

in Vancouver. Do we have to wait until someone dies or gets seriously injured before we 

realize that bending over for the downtown elites and their precious parking spots (which we 

all know have been greatly exaggerated) is not improving this town but keeping us in the dark 

ages? It's going to be 2020 and Vancouver is right next to Portland and in the same state as 

Bellingham and Seattle. We have two major colleges/universities. It's actually really 

embarassing and shameful that cyclists, pedestrians, and transit users have to fight so hard 

for their rights. Is this because we do not own automobiles? I have lived and worked in this 

town for over twenty years and I have paid just as much taxes as everyone else. If I could I 

would pay property tax but alas our crap housing market leaves me stuck in an apartment. I 

save money because I don't drive, but it seems as though the city would rather allow 

downtown elites to have a place to store their automobiles than allow citizens a safe way to 

work and play in their own town. Imagine the revenue that improved cycling infrastructure 

could actually take in. As you are aware we have an Amtrak station and up and down the train 

line there are cities that cycling tourists go to and explore. Vancouver could easily be one of 

those cities! Imagine a Vancouver, BC to Vancouver, WA railway/cycle tour! This is something 

we could support and gain revenue from, and increase Amtrak ridership. Also, it's laughable 

the city is thinking about bringing in scooters when cyclists can't even ride down Columbia 

and feel safe! 

• Idea: Columbia is the safest route! The side streets can be dangerous to ride on as people 

speed through and Columbia is the most direct route! 

Description: I drive and ride and there is never a place to park downtown anyways! It would 

be nice to take my family to Saturday market or the waterfront or shops downtown on our 

bikes.  But I would never allow my kids to ride their bikes downtown because its so unsafe I 

don't even do it.  I drive down Columbia to get to work and I see the cyclists (yes they exist) 

and you would have to be Evil Kineval to not fear for your life doing that. The recommended 

side street routes would be too confusing for out of towners who would just take Columbia 

anyways. Plus, motorists still speed through these areas to avoid traffic congestion.As a driver 

I hate when cyclists don't have a lane because then they weave in and out of traffic and scare 

the bejeezus out of me. Give everyone a safe place to be please! Also, I have heard that the 
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planned Columbia route is the cheapest way to go. Why would we pick a route that is more 

unsafe and more expensive? That is essentially taxpayers like me subsidizing parking when I 

would rather be riding my bike.   

• Idea: Encouraging that alternatives/hybrids are being considered in the latest PP.  Look 

forward to attending upcoming meetings. 

• Idea: Columbia or Franklin 

Description: Cyclists have just as much right to be safe on the road as car users. Separate 

infrastructure is paramount. Columbia would be great, butFranklin would also be a good 

choice if we installed a light at Fourth Plain. 

• Idea: Consider the impact  

Description: Removing parking so a handful of people can ride bikes is short-sighted, selfish, 

and unattainable. We want to make our city better, not worse. As a casual cyclist, I bike 

frequently down many of the streets mentioned. I choose to follow the rules of the road and 

feel safe. No need for dedicated bike lanes.  

• Idea: Make data-driven informed choices - No bike lane needed 

Description: How many parking spots will be impacted? How many people ride bikes daily? 

The choice is clear. Wake up, Vancouver. Stop wasting your money on a few, entitled people.  

• Idea: Columbia is not the obvious choice, but it seems like the city and cyclist have already 

decided and are just asking for input for show. 

• Idea: Waste of tax dollars 

Description:  I bike to and from work often and have no trouble on any of these streets. The 

folks who live in these neighborhoods, staff that work at Hough School, and businesses on 

these routes don't have enough parking as it is.  This project will remove many needed 

parking spots and cost an insane amount of money.  I don't see the need to go forward with 

this project just to satisfy a few people who ride bikes.  

• Idea: 0.6% of Vancouver's population bikes to work.  The plan to remove ~700 parking spaces 

appears to not serve the greater population. 

Description: Micro population forcing an unrealistic situation 

• Idea: Run Bike Lane Next To i5 Freeway 

• Idea: Fix Dangerous Sidewalks and Streets First 

• Idea: Columbia makes no sense.  

Description: If we must have bike lanes, let it be on two different streets- one-way north and 

one-way south - do not remove parking on both sides of the street.  Not fair to homeowners. 

Perhaps a trial run would make sense before spending the money to do protected bike lanes.  

• Idea: Lakeshore 
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Description: I commute everyday from Felida to Columbia business  park, many bikes take this 

route down lakeshore/Fruit Valley into DT. It eliminates zero income producing parking spots, 

for which the DT area already considerably lacks. A couple sketchy areas that could be 

improved,  but none that would eliminate incoming revenue. I need my car to travel with 

family to dine, eat and shop DT....a bike will never replace this.....lack of parking will force 

myself and many others to go elsewhere. 

• Idea: I reside on Franklin street. If I lose my parking,will there be property tax credits? Your

most likely decreasing my property value

• Idea: We need parking

Description: I have a business downtown. I have 14 employees and several of them have not

been able to get parking passes for on street or garages.  They are on a waitlist or they get

one and have to walk blocks to park which is dangerous at night. The garage some park in is

often full when there are events downtown.If you want people to shop, dine or work

downtown then don't remove parking. My employees are not going to ride bikes in the rain to

show up drenched to work.  You need to do a poll of how many people work downtown and

ride to work. How many people ride their bike downtown to shop, dine or get their hair done.

I also lived downtown and many houses don't have garages or driveways. Finding a place to

park was difficult. Why are you choosing to remove something we are already in need of

more? Do you plan to build more garages? If this plan goes through you need to replace these

spaces either with lots or garages

• Idea: Create a Neighborhood Greenway on Daniels.

Description: Build barriers every two blocks on Daniels that block north-south traffic, forcing

autos and trucks to turn right but allowing cycles to pass through slots in the barrier.  Remove

any north-south stop signs except at Fourth Plain and 39th and install stop signs at every

other intersection for the east-west traffic.

You'll need to add button-activated flashers at Fourth Plain and 39th, but that shouldn't be

too expensive or difficult.  Then bicycles just ride in the street which would essentially be

their own because of the barriers.  The street is unused, but no parking is removed.

At 16th switch over to Washington southbound (left side because of the buses) and Columbia

northbound.  This would require removal of parking south of 15th on one side of each street.

These are widely used in Seattle and very popular.

• Idea: Living off Columbia St

Description: I see by some of the postings that people living in the downtown and

surrounding areas are being referred to as 'downtown elites'.    Just because I live in

downtown Vancouver does not mean that I do not ride a bicycle, walk or ride a
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scooter/motorcycle in the downtown area.  It also does not mean that I do not care to have a 

safe corridor to traverse downtown.   Cars getting too close to my handle bars have caused 

crashes.   I have lived here for over 25 years and have seen downtown Vancouver go through 

a lot of changes.    

I do not believe that Columbia St is a reasonable and safe solution to the Westside commuter 

issue.   Columbia Street between Fourth Plain and Evergreen has become really scary on a 

bicycle and sometimes on foot as well!!   There are also a number of rental properties in that 

particular section of Columbia St that do not have alley parking and not all the side streets are 

set up for parking either.    

My sister lives on Columbia St, does not have private parking and she is not able to walk 

blocks and blocks to her residence.    She is not the only resident in her building that needs 

easy access in order to commute to work, shopping etc.    The school of thought that renters 

are not paying property tax is ridiculous!!   The property owners do not carve that expense 

out and cover it themselves.   Your rent includes property tax. 

I live right off Columbia St and more and more cars are parking in front of my house leaving 

me the option of parking in front of someone else's house and on down the line.    There 

needs to be a solution that includes EVERYONE. 

I use Franklin for North/South access to and from Downtown and the only rough spot is 

crossing Fourth Plain.   It is the only safe corridor for two wheeled traffic. 

Please put a signal light on Franklin and Fourth Plain.   It may slow some of the traffic coming 

up from the Port 

• Idea: I have owned my house on Washington St. for 37 years. House built about 1908. Street

parking only.

Description: Good neighbors warn you when having guests and we all work together to share

our few parking spaces. Trips to store returning to find cars in your spot (in front of your

house). Elderly folks should not be forced to make multiple trips blocks a way from home

bringing in groceries when they manage to snag someone else's spot. Best ideas I've seen use

Kauffman or even Fruit Valley road, equip busses with bike racks, free rides to downtown.

Way better ideas. When you mess with Columbia it just switches the problem to the

neighboring St.'s parking issues. There will be bike deaths with angry drivers using

neighboring roads to avoid the snarl (they zoom down Washington St.) every morning to get

to freeway as it is. This is a really bad idea all they way around. There is virtually NO support

from those of us that live here in the hood.

• Idea: A North and South Neighborhood Greenway
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Description: Native Vancouver and Clark County dwellers aren't ready for multi-user travel in 

the core downtown area, they are prone to disregard anything Portland, but Neighborhood 

Greenways might be palatable.  

The Neighborhood Greenways are working very well in Euro and in other parts of the country 

including Portland with 70+ miles of these residential streets designed to prioritize bicycling 

and enhance conditions for walking but maintain adequate parking for the residents. 

Columbia and Daniels (or Franklin as the south route) are well suited for this design.  

 

https://www.portlandoregon.gov/transportation/article/554110 

• Idea: Clark County Veterans Assistance Center - shared bike lane and parking issue 

Description: Clark County Veterans Assistance Center, where disabled veterans count on 

convenient parking is understandably a issues if Columbia is used as a Neighborhood 

Greenway for bikes, walkers and other users. Maybe some sort of narrower bike lane that 

doesn't eliminate the parking for our Vets, or a drop-off space, or the business next door 

could offer up a few of their parking space for a city tax credit.  Could the city look into some 

newer traffic diverters that would separate the CCVAC front parking spaces from a multi-use 

car/bike travel lane for this 1/2 block section? 

• Idea: Has the City addressed how this will impact disabled and elderly homeowners? 

Removing on street parking for these citizens is not an option. 

• Idea: 6. FRANKLIN STREET CORRIDOR: NEIGHBORHOOD GREENWAY/2-WAY PROTECTED BIKE 

LANE 

Description: The City could easily change the two major streets and make them into a one 

way street. One going South bound and the other going North bound saving parking for 

residents and creating a safe bike lane and one car lane. This would also help with safety for 

pedestrians walking sidewalks. 

 

My concern is the safety of my son and people walking on sidewalks. Not just parking.   Right 

now there is parking on both sides of the street on Franklin. This has made me feel a little 

safer when I’m outside with my son, when he is outside playing. We try to train our kids not 

go out into the street to chase a ball or retrieve a object. To have them look both ways.  

The city has proposed to take south side of Franklin Street and push traffic next to my curb 

and put the bike lane on the other side of Franklin North bound. This is a major Safety 

concern for me and also for other parents that have kids on Franklin. Without that parking on 

both sides of Franklin is allowing traffic to be closer to  the curb and puts pedestrians at risk 

and children.  Franklin is known to have higher volumes of traffic that has commuters speed 

through. People know its quick route to bypass all the stop signs. Franklin leads straight to the 

court house. There is not one stop sign from 4th Plain to Mill plain on Franklin, with having a 

school close by.  But if you look at Fourth Plan to 29th Street on Franklin there are 4 stop 

signs.  Franklin has one speed bump, that is a joke, it’s considered a speed ramp to see how 
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fast you can go to launch your vehicle. With having school so close proximity.  

 

The other concern is the City of Vancouver Parking, with taking parking away from the 

residents of the Hough neighborhood and other neighborhoods the city has made it very 

difficult for residents of Vancouver to find parking in front of their own homes. Most 

residents don’t have one or two car garages or even a parking place. With the city growing so 

fast. The city should not be looking into remove parking places. The city will continue to grow. 

I don't want Vancouver to come another Portland OR 

• Idea: People that claim cyclists do not exist and that they do not ride all year long have no 

idea what they're talking about.  

Description: I have literally rode my bike ALL YEAR long for ten years, with 7 of those 

commuting to Vancouver's waterfront where I work. When it rains I wear the proper attire 

and change my clothes when I get to work. It is easy and it is fun. I am not particularly athletic 

but this lifestyle has kept me fit and saved me enormous amounts of money. Not to mention 

its great for the planet and reduces anxiety. Knowing all this it is both frustrating and 

laughable to see some of these comments describing bicycling in the rain as if it kills you or 

something, when everyone knows the worst part of cycle commuting is the current 

infrastructure and the ignorance of drivers.  

• Idea: 700 Parking Spots! Those asking for real data should really inspect this figure.  

Description: Homeowners will still have parking on the side streets. These streets are too 

narrow for a greenway, darker at night for cyclists and do not already have safe crossings at 

fourth plain, 33rd, and 39th. Columbia is the most viable options because it has these things 

and any other option would be unsafe, ineffective, and more expensive especially with the 

loss of funding as a result of I-976. This greenway is an investment in our future and doing it 

properly matters and will define our town. 

• Idea: Why is the city making us choose between parking and cycling? How about a parking 

garage instead of some apartment that costs 2000$ for  a s 

Description: tudio. Really? You can give a tax break for the next eight years to some developer 

that will make the housing market worse, but you can't give e developer  a tax break for what 

would be a very profitable parking garage. What about Pearson Air Field where the planes fly 

low and unsafe next to a freeway, and after what I read in the Columbian, literally costs 

taxpayers thousands to maintain. Why are these plane hobbyists and developers getting the 

city's support while cyclists and drivers have to duke it out with the scraps we are given. We 

all want to be safe and we all want a safe place to store our modes of transportation when we 

arrive at our destinations. It doesn't have to be either or but unfortunately the city has made 

it that way.  

• Idea: Forget Bike Lanes 

Description: The romantic notion that encouraging the use of bicycles for urban 
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transportation is to be encouraged because of its positive impact on the environment is 

misguided, unfair and just plain wrong.  Others have emphasized that the removal of parking 

spaces has a potentially devastating effect on both businesses and residences located on 

dense urban streets.  That argument alone seems sufficient to damn the idea of bike lanes.  

However, there are other equally compelling reasons to avoid creating them. 

 

The provision of bike lanes on busy urban streets is a gross misallocation of resources.  A 

typical traffic lane is ten feet wide.  The recommended width of bike lanes is at least four feet, 

or forty percent of the width of a traffic lane.  In a typical urban environment I would estimate 

that the number of people per day carried past any given point in a traffic lane is at least a 

hundred times that carried by an adjacent bike lane.  That is to say cyclists, who constitute 

one percent or less of the traffic, are given 29% of the roadway.  Cyclists seem to believe that 

this massively disproportionate capital investment is their due.  Motorists pay fuel taxes to 

maintain the roads.  Cyclists pay none. Even electric car drivers are now taxed for their share. 

 

American cities after World War II were designed around the automobile.  Bicycles, while 

perhaps a suitable means of transport for the young and fit, hardly meet the needs of the 

elderly and/or flabby.  It’s about seven miles from City Hall to Vancouver Plaza.  I’m not going 

to be making that trip on two wheels any time soon and neither will the vast majority of my 

neighbors, especially in the winter months when the rains and sometimes snows make cycling 

seem about as attractive as a having a molar extracted. 

 

The notion that the use of bikes reduces emissions from autos is specious.  Narrowing of lanes 

inevitably leads to a reduction in average speed of traffic.  It’s the amount of time that a car is 

in transit that determines how much it emits into the atmosphere, not its speed.  If someone 

makes a five mile trip at an average of 25 mph it takes 12 minutes. If they do the same trip at 

20 mph it takes 15 minutes, and the related emissions are increased by 3/12 = 25%.  Most of 

us will be very old indeed before 25% of motorists switch to bikes.  Bike lanes increase auto 

emissions and to that extent can be environmentally damaging.   

 

In 21st century America, bikes are best viewed as a means of providing exercise and 

recreation for children and a modest portion of the adult population.  The provision of bike 

lanes asks us to make a disproportionate allocation of resources to such people while 

inconveniencing many others and creating a negative environmental impact.  Most of us 

would regard providing skate board lanes in city streets as a bad idea. Providing bike lanes 

isn’t much better.  Some communities create skateboard parks.  Perhaps we should consider 

doing the same for cyclists.      

• Idea: Prevent Drivers From Cutting The Corner at Fourth Plain & Columbia 

Description:  

Our street, 25th between Daniels and Columbia, unfortunately serves as a cut-through for 
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drivers that seek to avoid waiting at the traffic light at the corner of Fourth Plain and 

Columbia. If drivers are northbound and want to turn left, instead of waiting for the light, 

they cut through 25th and jet up Daniels, then continue west. If they are westbound and want 

to turn left, instead of waiting for the light, they jet down Daniels and cut through 25th, then 

continue south. All day long. On average, every two minutes. 

 

That block of 25th is a 'skinny' street. Not including the parallel parking on one side, there is 

only room for 1 1/2 cars to fit through. Often, I witness cutters meeting head-on. One car has 

to drive up on the planting strip to get by. They don't slow down. 

 

Your Columbia option proposes to remove the left turn lane at that intersection while 

northbound. Please do not make it any harder for northbound drivers to turn left legally at 

the traffic light. It will turn our street from a stream of cutters into a river. Instead, 

reconfigure that traffic light so that: 

a) westbound drivers have a flashing arrow to turn left without sitting there waiting for a solid 

green 

b) northbound and southbound Columbia is given a higher priority with a longer green time 

Also, consider prohibiting left turns from northbound Daniels to westbound Fourth Plain. 

• Idea: Parking in downtown is bad why make it worse people who live on Columbia wont be 

able to drive home this is awful idea.  

• Idea: How about a light on fruit valley rd and 39th before someone dies. 

• Idea: How about add bike lane 138th to evergreen high it doesn't even have a sidewalk with 3 

schools there this is where its truely needed. 

• Idea:  Columbia protected Northbound shared road Southbound the ENTIRE ROUTE. 

This.would maintain some parking for the restaurant along Columbia 

• Idea: All of these plans are for the convenience of a few bicyclists. If the intention is to 

encourage more people to use bicycles for transportat 

• Idea: I didn't like the options shown so I came up with my own. I have walked this streets and 

most bike clubs travel on Franklin. Big Streets !!! 

Description: Combo of #4 + # 6 

• Idea: Columbia (a bicycle street) is underutilized.  The proposed overlay anticipates a future 

need at a heavy cost to the existing neighborhoods. 

Description: This overlay is unnecessary and adversely impacts the neighborhoods. 

• Idea: The format and layout of this page has to be the poorest design for trying to generate 

discussion, and encourage folks to read ideas. 

Description: Would you please choose a format for laying out this page that efficiently 

displays the information and thoughts.   Constant clicking to open up each persons idea for a 
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few sentences, a few hundred ideas and this page becomes pointless.  If as much thought 

goes into these plans as went into the efficiency of this page it doesn't bode well. 

• Idea: This poor data in no way justifies this kind of $$$.   You are planning on purely anecdotal

feeling.  Way better justification is needed

Description: This is the sum total of the data being used to justify this project !!!

https://www.cityofvancouver.us/sites/default/files/fileattachments/community_and_econo

mic_development/page/38622/wbmp_bike_and_pedestrian_counts_2018.pdf 

Seriously ? 

If we going to spend this kind of money for the anecdotal feeling of a minority can we please 

do a better job of justifying it to the tax payers; before you even think about getting your 

highlighters out and drawing on maps. 

Even using this data, on the busiest day, there are approximately 350 north/south bicycle 

journeys.   Assuming! these are back and forth journeys we're talking about maybe 175 

individuals.   (In contrast to 630 pedestrians!  and how about how many cars? Just to keep 

things real. )  Even then we don't know what kind of distance these individuals are covering or 

if they are heading to the Safeway on Main!    The most obvious camera seems to be missing, 

one that captures the cycle traffic crossing the I-5 bridge, the hardcore cycle commuters.   

Maybe handout numbered questionnaires to the commuter bikers as they cross the bridge to 

get some real information about their journeys and their cycling proclivities.    Maybe plan 

using some real data,  before you get the backups up of numerous households along your 

dictated/undemocratically chosen route.  

If anything this data supports more ideas to help pedestrians at these intersections. 

Who is going to police the parking infringements on these new routes? 

Let me guess they are going to enlarge parking czar Steve Kaspan's sphere of influence and 

employ more parking attendants to increase the size of his fiefdom, so they'll track the 

neighborhoods all the way up to 39th maybe.   Again providing a solution to problem that 

didn't exist while simultaneously creating a problem individual taxer payers who wonder who 

their elected officials really work for. 

Where is the plan that is looking to the future growth to provide adequate free parking in  

downtown Vancouver?   For all those fair weather cyclists who drive into town with their 

bicycles on the back of their cars so they can cycle up and down the new water front or take 
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part in other organized events downtown. 

• Idea: Columbia is the best route to connect people on bikes to key destinations. It can meet 

all needs of all users & connects 7 neighborhoods. 

Description: We need a route that is actually safe for all users but also efficient for those who 

have commutes &gt;10 miles from home to downtown or even across I-5 to Portland. 

Columbia is the only route that can meet the need of a fast, daily commuter and a 8 year old. 

It creates a safe yet efficient route with signaled crossings at all the big intersections. It's the 

only route that meets national safety standards. If Vancouver is to have a good quality of life 

moving forward, it needs to move a higher percentage of people on bikes, foot and public 

transit. Columbia will help make that happen. It's long overdue Vancouver, so just do it.  

• Idea: The Franklin Corridor (Option 6) is basically viable. However: North of 4th Pln bikes and 

local traffic only - maybe with 'bumps.  

Description: Option 6, if we can't swing Columbia 

• Idea: The survey needs restructuring if you intend to obtain meaningful input.  It needs to 

include tables for each alternative 

Description: Need to be able to compare impacts to Veterans Parking, number of lost parking 

spaces, out of direction movements, cost of improvements, ... in a table so one is not asked to 

judge each option independent of the other. 

• Idea: Make Columbia one-way SB and Broadway one-way NB for bikes and cars between 4th 

Plain and 6th. 

Description: I've read through the options generated by the city. They are all terrible, really 

bad, and dangerous. Two lanes for vehicle travel and two lanes for bike travel on Columbia 

will be very dangerous for bikes, pedestrians will be standing in the bike lane waiting for 

vehicles to see them or the intersection to clear. The microscopic $1M investment for the 

most expensive option is a good indication of how much our city cares about bikes. For 

comparison, they're spending tens of millions of our tax dollars to court HP in east Vancouver. 

The city's solutions will not create "complete streets". To do that, you have to address vehicle 

traffic in a big way. The Columbia - Broadway couplet will do that. You will also need to 

reconfigure Broadway north of Fourth Plain to get NB riders over main onto Columbia. Totally 

do-able. This solution would dramatically improve traffic flow and create meaningful bike 

facilities. The city's Columbia plan is a cruel joke on cyclists, who will get hit as soon as they 

try to maneuver out of the protected lanes to make a turn. 

• Idea: Bicycle travel misses the point.    

Description: Bicycle travel works for the physically fit.  Period!   Vancouver is all about cars 

and parking spaces.   Removing parking spaces forces parking onto already crowded side 

streets.    This is a ridiculous project that has zero basis.   If the City has the environment in 

mind, taking combustion engines off the street , why isn’t this all about adding electric 

charging stations up and down Columbia?    And of course taking parking is inverse 
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condemnation, something no. One seems to address in all of this.  Take your street parking 

reduces your property utility and value  

• Idea: Clark County Veterans Assistance Center 

Description: Routes 1,2,3 all remove parking in front of the Clark County Veterans Assistance 

Center.  Here is the link to see the services they provide as a non profit 

https://ccvac.net/about-ccvac/  Is removing parking the way our community recognizes the 

sacrifice and service of our veterans and their families?  There are so many alternatives, 

restricting parking for Vets in need should not be one of those alternatives 

• Idea: Consideration of Columbia / Franklin Loop? 

Description: Did the group consider an option that goes up/down Columbia and Franklin 

streets? Seems like these are continuous (compared to Daniels) and we could have one way 

protected bike lanes all the way up/down these corridors, limiting impact on parking for each 

street and reducing biking reroutes.  

• Idea: Restricting on street parking for the disabled is not an option that should be considered. 

• Idea: Plans that make our communities more walk and bike friendly need to be explored. 

Options 3 through 6 all seem viable; 1 and 2 not so much. 

• Idea: Living in the same house on Columbia Street for 43 years and I can count one bike to a 

thousand cars on any given day. Why not another route 

• Idea: Don't do it ! 

Description: Just look at what a mess Portland has become due to traffic/parking lanes being 

confiscated by the woke bike lobby, parking is an absolute nightmare and commute times 

continue to increase. The bike commuters are an extremely small percentage of the daily 

traffic flow here, and pandering to their vocal lobby is a major public disservice to all other 

commuters. I am a senior citizen and I guarantee that I will never  travel by bike, and I don't 

want my personally paid for access to roadways, taken by the woke crowd. My guess is that 

this forum is a "Dog &amp; Pony show" to let the masses vent, when in reality the decision 

has already been made behind closed doors in negotiations with the bike lobby, the usual 

announcement that a change in traffic flow is being considered with regards to bike traffic, 

really means that no matter what the affected residents want, the outcome will be not 

beneficial to property owners and residents, only to the screaming bike lobby. 

• Idea: The City keeps increasing downtown density. It must  provide meaningful modes of 

transportation for non car options for safety.  

Description: Most new developments have no parking or got parking density waivers (less 

parking than units). The City can't keep stuffing people here without making meaningful, 

connected, safe and effecient routes for walking and bicycling.  Columbia and sometimes 

Franklin is packed with speeding cars on the morning commute.  We need safe and protected 

bike lanes. In the 18 years I've been living in Hough the traffic is unbearable - and speeding is 
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so much worse. We chose this neighborhood for walkability and bike-ability. Now it's just 

plain dangerous. Protected bike lanes on Columbia would solve it. It would also connect us to 

downtown and waterfront as well as our friends and family in neighborhoods to the north.  

• Idea: More and more people use electric bikes today. Riders with age and fitness issues are 

taking advantage of motor assist. 

Description: Columbia with buffered bike lanes would provide a safe space for riders of all 

abilities and ages to continue to get around town, meet their needs, and experience some 

fitness gains. E-bikes and good infrastructure are a natural fit.  

• Idea: "Sharing" on Columbia isn't safe 

Description: I was riding Columbia home from a meeting last night and was passed by a bike 

commuter who was simultaneously passed by a car.  It was dark and the double passing 

situation undoubtedly limited the commuter's ability to maneuver.  He hit a pothole pretty 

hard.  I heard the thud and his shriek over the noise of the passing car.  I don't know if it 

threw his wheel out of true, flatted his tire, or damaged some tender tissue, but fortunately 

he did not go down and cycled on.  We must get a safe space for everyone to ride/drive; 

separating us with protected bike lanes for cars is the clear way to do it. 

• Idea: Choose Option 7 

Description: No bike lanes. Just repave Columbia street. We don't need anything else. Please 

don't waste our tax dollars on ill-conceived ideas.  

• Idea: Don’t ramrod this burden solely into one neighborhood!   The micro population of daily 

cyclists Is important, but their demands are unfair.  

• Idea: Safety not just for bikes but raves & events 

Description: I think with the focus on bikes, people forget how many foot races and the like 

use the downtown as a starting point. Or groups like the RGC who start their Thursday night 

5ks from up on Columbia. Having the corridor be on Columbia allows for one long, protected 

route that stretches down to Esther Shore Park and onto the Waterfront. Of all the plans, the 

Columbia street corridor is the best for these sorts of events. It will make it easier for police, 

city workers and event volunteers to keep traffic away on a designated route already aligned 

for bike/runner/pedestrian safety. 

• Idea: Extend Permit Parking Area 

Description: Please consider extending the residential permit parking/2-hour parking zone to 

all parts of the downtown neighborhoods (Hough, Arnada, Esther Short, etc.) as part of this 

process. Local parking is already at a premium, between the increased population and the 

number of downtown workers parking in adjacent neighborhoods. If we're going to remove 

dozens/hundreds of on-street parking, we need to ensure that residents can still park 

anywhere near their homes. 

• Idea: I live on Daniels with little bike or auto traffic.  Move the bikes to underused streets, like 
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Daniels, and keep car parking on Columbia. 

• Idea: I wish there had been an option to keep the bike route on Columbia as is with addtional 

signing and maintenance. It would be less disruptive 

• Idea: Protect bikers with parked cars, not plastic poles. 

Description: Whichever route you plan on using, I sincerely hope you do not use the white 

plastic poles or permanently separate the bike lane from access to the street sweeper.   

 

Besides being very costly from the get go, the white poles do not cosmetically hold up over 

time.  I took some pictures as I was out and at https://imgur.com/a/S119xuu .  Photo #1 is an 

image of the poles that were installed 2 years ago in my neighborhood on a two lane 25 mph 

road and Photo #2 shows poles that are roughly 10 years old.  I don't want these unsightly 

poles in my neighborhood and they certainly don't belong in a historic neighborhood. 

 

More important to bikers, permanently separating the bike lane from the street sweeper is 

bad for biking.  As a biker, I am filled with joy every time I see the street sweeper cleaning a 

route I use.  Having a route that is next to car traffic but separated from easy access to the 

street sweeper increases the amount of glass, screws/nails, and the tiny pieces of wire that 

come off of very worn car tires.  I've got flat tires from all those things.  Photo #3 is the tiny 

size of the piece of glass that caused my last flat tire.  I've been placed in a potentially 

dangerous situation before because of a small piece of wire.  Having clean streets is as much 

a part of safe biking as safe routes. Photo #4 is a protected bike lane separated from the 

street sweeper by a planter near the hospital that has collected moss and wet slippery 

leaves. 

 

If you truly feel like a regular bike lane is not enough and you really need to have a buffered 

lane, the absolute best ones in my opinion are lanes like the one in photo #5 that use parked 

cars as the protection.  If a drunk, drugged or distracted driver swerves into a bike lane, the 

white plastic poles will do absolutely nothing additional to keep a biker safe than having 

paint on the ground.  If that same driver swerves into parked cars, the biker is actually kept 

safe.  The example I used in photo #5 still uses those plastic white poles, but the raised 

bumps on the bricks of photo #6 are a much classier way of creating an extremely well 

defined area where cars should be and where bikes should be. They can be easily 

maneuvered over by a regular street sweeper and won’t become an eyesore shortly after 

being installed. 

• Idea: Biking I-5 

Description: There’s already a major north-south corridor on the west side of Vancouver: 
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Interstate 5. Why not work with the Feds to borrow interconnected strips of land along the 

route to create a protected bike highway? 

• Idea: Solutions are better when they address more than one problem in silo

Description: Hey!  This submission looks to be the 100th one!  It would be nice to see the city

make a recommendation that provides a more comprehensive picture than narrowly

focusing on a single route for all ages and abilities in a retro-fit situation.  It would be in all of

our best interests.  Examples that look at knocking out more than one problem with the

same stone:

(1) Can Columbia be used?  Sure.  Slow down the speed and make it more neighborhood

friendly.  Can't do that?  Well, look at solutions addressing the I-5 bypass traffic that

significantly contributes to the current volume and potential speeders.  Failure to

demonstrate and make serious efforts at these ideas and instead resort to wholesale

removal of parking for residents will reinforce the idea for some of our residents that they

don't matter.

(2) If we do a route on Franklin, it is busy enough that we'd have to put in protected bike

lanes.  Residents complain about the illegal bypass trucker traffic.  Why not look at other

solutions to discourage this traffic to improve the safety for both pedestrians and cyclists?  (I

use this route when cycling more than others).

(3) Routes leveraging Daniels are entirely doable.  We have needed to have a safer crossing

on Fourth Plain for cycling and pedestrians anyway.  It is quite a distance for being on foot

between Columbia and Franklin to cross at a light, and many cut across somewhere in the

middle.  There is also way too much trucker traffic on Fourth Plain today, and they take that

route because it is saving a minute or two vs. going down to Mill Plain, which was designed

better to handle them.

Because this project continues to be driven as solution-led, and narrowly at that, we will be 

giving up more and getting less.  Putting protected lanes on busy streets that have lots of 

cross streets, alleys and driveways won't make them all-ages and ability.   

I hope the City planners take these points above to heart. 

• Idea: All options too expensive, remove too many parking spaces. Enforce current laws and

codes: Speeding, tailgating, trash cans, vegetation, etc.
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Description: For better visibility, also enforce vehicle parking 20 feet away from intersections. 

 

Questions (19) 

Last night there 2as a discussion about removing the left turn lane on Columbia /4th Plain.  There was 

input about timing and queue  but is there any info on accident rates? 

Project Team Response: Collision records for the Columbia at Fourth Plain intersection were 

pulled for the three-year period 2015-2017.  A total of six collisions were recorded.  Examining 

the records indicates only one of the six collisions was caused by a vehicle traveling north or 

south on Columbia; the rest are collisions which were caused by vehicles traveling on Fourth 

Plain, and would not have been affected by the presence or removal of the Columbia left turn 

lane. 

Safety studies use a measure of collisions per million entering vehicles as a threshold.  A rate 

of over 1.00 collisions per million entering vehicles is considered “elevated” and warrants 

further investigation. Using vehicle counts from 2015 and 2018, the Columbia/Fourth Plain 

intersection has a rate of 0.39 collisions per million entering vehicles over the 3-year period, 

which is considered low.  The type of collisions that are typically related to the presence or 

removal of a separate left turn lane are rear-end collisions or head-on collisions.  There are 

only two of these collision types over the 3-year period, and both were caused by vehicles 

traveling on Fourth Plain, which has dedicated left-turn lanes at Columbia.  Neither were 

related to the Columbia left turn lanes. 

In the case of Columbia at Fourth Plain, there is no recorded evidence that the presence or 

removal of the left turn lane on Columbia would increase the collision rate. Safety studies also 

assess risk of collisions as an assessment measure.  While having a dedicated left-turn lane on 

Columbia does slightly reduce the risk of rear-end collisions by providing a dedicated lane for 

left turning vehicles, this is offset by a minor increased risk of rear-end collisions by traffic in 

the oncoming direction when the left turn arrow is activated at the end of the Columbia 

Street green phase.  Both of these risks are minor. 

 

ONE $IZE DOES NOT FIT ALL :  a list of failed/revoked/rescinded Complete Streets / Vision Zero 

projects (including NYC, LA, Toronto, Amsterdam). Why is Vancouver choosing to follow this 

dangerous, expensive, and poorly thought out transportation model for $afety, mobility, and 

acce$$ibility? 

 

Date of Article Link Region or City 

4/11/2019 https://nyc.streetsblog.org/2019/04/11/traffic-fatalities-are-way-up-is-vision-zero-

becoming-unfocused/ New York  

https://nyc.streetsblog.org/2019/04/11/traffic-fatalities-are-way-up-is-vision-zero-becoming-unfocused/
https://nyc.streetsblog.org/2019/04/11/traffic-fatalities-are-way-up-is-vision-zero-becoming-unfocused/
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7/9/2019 https://www.amny.com/transit/vision-zero-nyc-1.33600035 New York  

8/1/2019 https://www.jmlawyer.com/blog/2019/08/16/is-vision-zero-failing/ New York 

4/17/2018 https://www.dailynews.com/2018/04/17/la-mayor-proposes-91-million-for-vision-zero-

after-program-failed-to-meet-its-2017-goal-for-reducing-traffic-deaths/ Los Angeles  

2/27/2019 https://www.radarsign.com/vision-zero-a-noble-plan-with-serious-drawbacks/ Los 

Angeles 

1/18/2019 https://www.wsj.com/articles/vision-zero-a-road-diet-fad-is-proving-to-be-deadly-

11547853472 Venice Beach, CA 

9/17/2018 https://www.theguardian.com/cities/2018/sep/17/vision-zero-has-the-drive-to-

eliminate-road-deaths-lost-its-way Venice Beach, CA 

2/18/2019 https://www.mercurynews.com/2019/02/18/not-everyone-thrilled-with-complete-

streets-roadshow/ San Francisco 

- https://yourboulder.com/right-size-bike-lanes-boulder/ Colorado / Colorado Springs 

8/15/2019 https://www.cpr.org/2019/08/15/colorado-springs-bike-lane-backlash/ Colorado / 

Boulder 

5/21/2018 https://www.seattletimes.com/seattle-news/transportation/12-million-a-mile-heres-

how-bike-lane-costs-shot-sky-high-in-seattle/ Seattle 

3/26/2019 https://www.seattletimes.com/seattle-news/transportation/sdot-eliminates-

controversial-bike-lanes-in-35th-avenue-northeast-redesign-project/ Seattle 

4/25/2018 https://nltimes.nl/2018/04/25/cyclists-motorists-killed-netherlands-traffic-

accidents?fbclid=IwAR1JQe45BB3CxFOMyjY1BEJFKj7n77m-G9GqKtKNDIk3VoZlznsiB_WVfgk 

Amsterdam  

7/10/2018 https://usa.streetsblog.org/2018/07/10/mad-about-bike-lanes-baltimore-fire-

department-takes-it-out-on-advocates/ Baltimore 

2/23/2018 https://www.strongtowns.org/journal/2018/2/22/time-to-get-rid-of-the-complete-

streets-or-bust-mindset N/A 

5/8/2018 https://www.citylab.com/transportation/2018/05/how-to-kill-a-bike-lane/559934/ 

Pasadena, CA 

11/17/2017 https://www.arlnow.com/2017/11/17/letter-complete-streets-a-complete-failure-just-

ask-aurora-hills-residents/ Arlington, VA 

3/6/2017 https://www.nlc.org/resource/complete-streets N/A 

4/1/2019 https://www.wbaltv.com/article/roland-park-bicycle-lane-is-being-removed-after-

causing-problems/27010065# Baltimore 

https://www.northjersey.com/story/news/essex/millburn-short-hills/2018/01/24/millburn-may-

take-turn-disputed-street-designs/1055509001/ New Jersey 

Project Team Response: In 2016, the Vancouver City Council adopted its 2016-2021 Strategic 

Plan, which set forth a vision for Vancouver as a vibrant, safe, and prosperous city. You can 

view this strategic plan here: 

https://www.cityofvancouver.us/sites/default/files/2018StrategicPlan/index.html. 

https://www.amny.com/transit/vision-zero-nyc-1.33600035
https://www.jmlawyer.com/blog/2019/08/16/is-vision-zero-failing/
https://www.dailynews.com/2018/04/17/la-mayor-proposes-91-million-for-vision-zero-after-program-failed-to-meet-its-2017-goal-for-reducing-traffic-deaths/
https://www.dailynews.com/2018/04/17/la-mayor-proposes-91-million-for-vision-zero-after-program-failed-to-meet-its-2017-goal-for-reducing-traffic-deaths/
https://www.radarsign.com/vision-zero-a-noble-plan-with-serious-drawbacks/
https://www.wsj.com/articles/vision-zero-a-road-diet-fad-is-proving-to-be-deadly-11547853472
https://www.wsj.com/articles/vision-zero-a-road-diet-fad-is-proving-to-be-deadly-11547853472
https://www.theguardian.com/cities/2018/sep/17/vision-zero-has-the-drive-to-eliminate-road-deaths-lost-its-way
https://www.theguardian.com/cities/2018/sep/17/vision-zero-has-the-drive-to-eliminate-road-deaths-lost-its-way
https://www.mercurynews.com/2019/02/18/not-everyone-thrilled-with-complete-streets-roadshow/
https://www.mercurynews.com/2019/02/18/not-everyone-thrilled-with-complete-streets-roadshow/
https://yourboulder.com/right-size-bike-lanes-boulder/
https://www.cpr.org/2019/08/15/colorado-springs-bike-lane-backlash/
https://www.seattletimes.com/seattle-news/transportation/12-million-a-mile-heres-how-bike-lane-costs-shot-sky-high-in-seattle/
https://www.seattletimes.com/seattle-news/transportation/12-million-a-mile-heres-how-bike-lane-costs-shot-sky-high-in-seattle/
https://www.seattletimes.com/seattle-news/transportation/sdot-eliminates-controversial-bike-lanes-in-35th-avenue-northeast-redesign-project/
https://www.seattletimes.com/seattle-news/transportation/sdot-eliminates-controversial-bike-lanes-in-35th-avenue-northeast-redesign-project/
https://nltimes.nl/2018/04/25/cyclists-motorists-killed-netherlands-traffic-accidents?fbclid=IwAR1JQe45BB3CxFOMyjY1BEJFKj7n77m-G9GqKtKNDIk3VoZlznsiB_WVfgk
https://nltimes.nl/2018/04/25/cyclists-motorists-killed-netherlands-traffic-accidents?fbclid=IwAR1JQe45BB3CxFOMyjY1BEJFKj7n77m-G9GqKtKNDIk3VoZlznsiB_WVfgk
https://usa.streetsblog.org/2018/07/10/mad-about-bike-lanes-baltimore-fire-department-takes-it-out-on-advocates/
https://usa.streetsblog.org/2018/07/10/mad-about-bike-lanes-baltimore-fire-department-takes-it-out-on-advocates/
https://www.strongtowns.org/journal/2018/2/22/time-to-get-rid-of-the-complete-streets-or-bust-mindset
https://www.strongtowns.org/journal/2018/2/22/time-to-get-rid-of-the-complete-streets-or-bust-mindset
https://www.citylab.com/transportation/2018/05/how-to-kill-a-bike-lane/559934/
https://www.arlnow.com/2017/11/17/letter-complete-streets-a-complete-failure-just-ask-aurora-hills-residents/
https://www.arlnow.com/2017/11/17/letter-complete-streets-a-complete-failure-just-ask-aurora-hills-residents/
https://www.nlc.org/resource/complete-streets
https://www.wbaltv.com/article/roland-park-bicycle-lane-is-being-removed-after-causing-problems/27010065
https://www.wbaltv.com/article/roland-park-bicycle-lane-is-being-removed-after-causing-problems/27010065
https://www.northjersey.com/story/news/essex/millburn-short-hills/2018/01/24/millburn-may-take-turn-disputed-street-designs/1055509001/
https://www.northjersey.com/story/news/essex/millburn-short-hills/2018/01/24/millburn-may-take-turn-disputed-street-designs/1055509001/
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Goal 1 of the plan is to “Ensure our built environment is one of the safest, most 

environmentally responsible and well maintained in the Pacific Northwest” (see page 13). 

Within this goal are several objectives and related actions that include the adoption and 

implementation of a Complete Streets program (Objective 1.1, Action 1.1.1). 

With this direction, City staff developed a Complete Streets Policy ordinance that was 

adopted by the City Council in 2017. The policy ordinance included the following vision and 

intent: develop a safe, accessible street system that benefits all users, ages, and abilities, 

regardless of how they choose to travel; a convenient and interconnected transportation 

network that improves accessibility to adjacent land uses and fits the dynamics and character 

of each neighborhood throughout the City; and leveraging local funding for complete streets 

projects with regional, state, and federal grant funding programs. 

 

If you make no parking on Columbia Street, where will we park?  We have four cars and a one car 

garage. I live on a corner and according to current parking laws we are not allowed to park on the 

other side of our house because of the stoplight and our neighbors driveway.  There is no parking 

across the street because there is a no parking sign.  There is no where to park.  I am 77 years old and 

do not relish having to hunt for a parking place and then having to navigate the sidewalks to get to my 

front door.  I don't see all that many bikes on Columbia street except on the weekends when traffic is 

light.  Do the bikers pay a road tax to maintain the roads.  I know I do every time I buy gas or license 

my car.  People all over this neighborhood will be having the same problem.  I know this has a lot to 

do with the new fancy waterfront, but how many people will be riding their bikes to live or dine at the 

waterfront.  I have lived in this house since 1967 and your bike safety ideas are not ideal.  No one has 

ever contacted me about this alleged improvement.  .  

Project Team Response: Thank you for your question. The project completed a parking 

utilization study along Columbia Street including all of the side streets to see what the 

redistribution of parking would look like if parking was removed on Columbia Street. The 

results of the study can be found starting on page 14 of this data guide document: 

https://www.cityofvancouver.us/sites/default/files/fileattachments/community_and_eco

nomic_development/page/39081/westside_bike_mobility_cac_data_guide_final24pt_sma

ll.pdf  

 

Can someone please provide us with the data of how many parking spots will be affected if parking is 

removed to form a dedicated bike lane? Also, how many people bike daily? We need to weigh the 

human impact through actual data.  

Project Team Response: Thank you for your question. An overview of the 6 routes being 

considered includes the number of parking spaces that would be removed for each route. 

That information can be found here: 

https://www.cityofvancouver.us/sites/default/files/fileattachments/community_and_economic_development/page/39081/westside_bike_mobility_cac_data_guide_final24pt_small.pdf
https://www.cityofvancouver.us/sites/default/files/fileattachments/community_and_economic_development/page/39081/westside_bike_mobility_cac_data_guide_final24pt_small.pdf
https://www.cityofvancouver.us/sites/default/files/fileattachments/community_and_economic_development/page/39081/westside_bike_mobility_cac_data_guide_final24pt_small.pdf
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https://www.cityofvancouver.us/sites/default/files/fileattachments/community_and_eco

nomic_development/page/38618/all_routes_11x17.pdf  

The project team did collect bicycle and pedestrian along several corridors. The results of 

those counts can be found here: 

https://www.cityofvancouver.us/sites/default/files/fileattachments/community_and_eco

nomic_development/page/38622/wbmp_bike_and_pedestrian_counts_2018.pdf  

What is the cost/benefit analysis of removing parking? How many parking spots will be removed in 

order to accommodate how many people who bike? Please provide specific data.  

Project Team Response: Thank you for your question. The 6 different route options being 
considered include information on how many parking spaces will be removed. That 
information can be found here: 
https://www.cityofvancouver.us/sites/default/files/fileattachments/community_and_eco
nomic_development/page/38618/all_routes_11x17.pdf  

Have there been studies performed to estimate the number of bicycles now using these streets, e.g. 

Columbia St, and to estimate the future usage?  Has this usage been determined to have more benefit 

than the negatives? 

Project Team Response: Thank you for your question. The project team did complete bicycle 
and pedestrian use counts along several corridors being considered. Information on those 
counts can be found here: 
https://www.cityofvancouver.us/sites/default/files/fileattachments/community_and_ec
onomic_development/page/38622/wbmp_bike_and_pedestrian_counts_2018.pdf.  

If this project is largely found to be unfavorable will the city still go ahead with it? 

Also, have these advisory members walked these streets, and paid attention to how many cyclists 

there currently are? How the sidewalks are condition wise? And over all how safe they feel?  

Project Team Response: Thank you for your question. Staff will be bringing the results of the 
public outreach process along with a route recommendation to City Council on February 24th 
for their final review. Many of the community advisory members have walked and/or biked 
the different route options to get a first hand feel for the conditions on the different corridors 
to assist in their evaluation process. 

Are there plans to fix sidewalks in the downtown area? I live in fruit valley, and have often walked to 

downtown along 4th plain, 39th, and Mill plain. Over grown, poorly maintained, and non-existent 

sidewalks impact me on 39th and 4th plain, and millplain wasn’t safe to travel, especially with my 

daughter. I would like to access my local city center without a car, but in general it isn’t safe with how 

https://www.cityofvancouver.us/sites/default/files/fileattachments/community_and_economic_development/page/38618/all_routes_11x17.pdf
https://www.cityofvancouver.us/sites/default/files/fileattachments/community_and_economic_development/page/38618/all_routes_11x17.pdf
https://www.cityofvancouver.us/sites/default/files/fileattachments/community_and_economic_development/page/38622/wbmp_bike_and_pedestrian_counts_2018.pdf
https://www.cityofvancouver.us/sites/default/files/fileattachments/community_and_economic_development/page/38622/wbmp_bike_and_pedestrian_counts_2018.pdf
https://www.cityofvancouver.us/sites/default/files/fileattachments/community_and_economic_development/page/38618/all_routes_11x17.pdf
https://www.cityofvancouver.us/sites/default/files/fileattachments/community_and_economic_development/page/38618/all_routes_11x17.pdf
https://www.cityofvancouver.us/sites/default/files/fileattachments/community_and_economic_development/page/38622/wbmp_bike_and_pedestrian_counts_2018.pdf
https://www.cityofvancouver.us/sites/default/files/fileattachments/community_and_economic_development/page/38622/wbmp_bike_and_pedestrian_counts_2018.pdf
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our mobility is being managed. Which is a shame given that fruit valley residents statistically rely on 

public transit more than where you are thinking of putting this north to south bike lane.   

Have you considered fruit valley as a north to south, with a connection on the paths already in place 

on millplain, which are largely unused already? It could create more eyes in areas that it is needed, 

connect people who need bike lanes to the city center, and use a road already in need of 

improvements. In addition cycles already use fruit valley as a connector to the bike paths along the 

river, and downtown. It doesn’t reinvent the wheel, while still meeting the city’s agenda.  

Project Team Response Thank you for your question. The City has completed a comprehensive 
inventory of where there are sidewalk deficiencies and is in the process of developing a more 
formalized program to address the on-going need for sidewalk maintenance. More specific 
information about sidewalk maintenance and how to report a problem can be found here: 
https://www.cityofvancouver.us/publicworks/page/sidewalks.  

How are road projects like this funded?  E.g., from our property taxes, gasoline taxes,..? 

Project Team Response: Thank you for your question. The revenue for the City's street 
operating and capital programs comes from multiple sources: sales tax, property taxes, real 
estate excise taxes, utility taxes, motor vehicle fuel tax, business license surcharge, grants, 
and previously license tab fees. If you would like more specific information the City's 
Transportation Improvement Program provides more detailed information on the City's street 
revenues and expenses: 
https://www.cityofvancouver.us/sites/default/files/fileattachments/public_works/page/1
744/2020-2025_tip_final.pdf.  

With the loss of on street parking property values will go down, this is a simple fact. How is the city 

going to compensate property owners? 

Mike Flohr 

206.321.3628 

Project Team Response: Thank you for your question. The City cannot make improvements to 

private property that are unavailable to the public at large (e.g. creating parking spaces on 

private property. Any improvements must be for public benefit rather than only one 

individual. 

Allowable improvements could include: public parking lots, alley improvements (expensive 

due to stormwater regulations but some enhancements possible), and improved parking 

delineation.  

Other potential parking mitigation could also include: 

• Reconfigure streets to add parking: limited opportunities in project area, 104 – 147

https://www.cityofvancouver.us/publicworks/page/sidewalks
https://www.cityofvancouver.us/sites/default/files/fileattachments/public_works/page/1744/2020-2025_tip_final.pdf
https://www.cityofvancouver.us/sites/default/files/fileattachments/public_works/page/1744/2020-2025_tip_final.pdf
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in progress downtown 

• Implement neighborhood parking permit program; issues to be considered are 

permit costs, visitor permits, low income residents 

• Establish zone similar to funeral zone (where only funeral-related uses able to park 

during certain times) for the Veterans Assistance Center 

• Establish a program for one-on-one assistance to residents interested in creating 

parking spaces on their property 

 

Thanks for answering my earlier question but your answer didn't really answer the question. The 

question is how will the city compensate property owners for the loss of property value due to loss of 

street parking. When there is no parking in front of a piece of property, commercial or residential, the 

property is less accessible making it a less desirable piece of property thus causing the properties 

value to drop. Looking forward to hearing from you 

 

Mike Flohr 

Project Team Response: Thank you for the follow-up question. The information that was 
provided noted that the City cannot directly compensate an individual. We are only able to 
mitigate impacts that provide a public benefit. 

 

1 - At any given point in time during the day, there is typically 25-32 cars parked on Columbia 

between Mcloughlin Blvd and 25th Street. I'd presume these cars park on Columbia, as there is not 

sufficient off street parking available. I've read the canned response to other people asking this same 

question. Can you provide specific remedies for those 25-32 cars?  

 

2- From reading the parking load analysis, it appears that 22nd, 23rd & 24th Street, From Columbia to 

main street would be at 90% capacity. A property owner living on those streets, and/or nearby, would 

have a 10% chance of getting a parking space near their home. Is this an acceptable metric to the 

council / committee? Is the loss in property value due to the diminished appeal of not being able to 

park nearby your home (and/or your guests) acceptable to the council / committee.   

 

3- are any of the council members / committee members directly affected by changes to parking alon 

Columbia Street?  

 

4- Is the council / committee taking into consideration the parking load the Marijuana store, as well as 

the Columbia house already has on the neighborhood. The marijuana store is one of the busiest 

stores in the state with its customers, employees filling the nearby residential streets. Additionally, 

the Columbia House does not provide parking for all of its residents, nor the care takers who work at 

the building. Both the marijuana store and the Columbia House put considerable constraints on the 
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current parking situation. Removing parking will only make the parking situation on 21st thru 24th 

street exponentially worse. Is this being taken into consideration??  

 

As i read the responses to the questions people are asking - i'm seeing the same cut/paste answers. It 

would be nice to get real solutions to what is could potentially have a significant impact to residents & 

homeowners along / nearby Columbia Street between 19th and 25th Street.  

Please advise.  

Project Team Response: Thank you for your question. Previous answers outlined potential 
mitigation options the City could implement if parking were to be removed as part of the 
project implementation. City staff continue to meet with City Council to continue developing 
an overall parking policy for the downtown and uptown areas of Vancouver. The most recent 
presentation was given in July of last year: 
file:///C:/Users/camposj/Downloads/00_WS_presentation_Downtown_Parking_Update.p
df. The City will also be updating the Vancouver City Center Vision Plan starting this year 
which will review the City's current parking policies. 

 

We are creating these bike lanes to improve safety. Option #1 will create "protected" bike lanes that 

cyclists will have to maneuver out of to take left hand turns, and drivers will have to cut across to 

make turns. Of the auto vs cyclist accidents on Columbia, how many have occurred when either the 

auto or the cyclist is turning? I'm guessing the percentage is in the high 90's, and the proposed option 

will do nothing to reduce these accidents; in fact, to the extent Columbia will be much better suited 

to vehicle traffic under this proposal, the accident rate is likely to spike. Which brings me to my next 

question: Has the city studied the extent to which this proposal will induce demand for autos on 

Columbia with wider lanes and no on-street parking? What is the traffic count on Columbia in ten 

years if we build option #1 vs a no-build option? Because if this project is going to double the traffic 

on Columbia, it certainly won't do anything for cyclist safety. And if the city hasn't studied induced 

demand on Columbia because of the changes, I would characterize their handling of this project as 

extremely careless. 

Project Team Response: Thank you for your question. The collision data provided by the 

Washington State Department of Transportation for the years 2015-2017 showed 3 

driver/bicycle related collisions on the Columbia corridor. One collision occurred at an 

intersection where the driver failed to yield the right-of-way to the person riding a bike and 

the other two collisions did not occur at driveways or intersections. 

If protected bicycle facilities were to be added to Columbia Street north of Mill Plain, the 

travel lane widths would essentially remain the same as the width of the current on-street 

parking would be replaced by a striped bicycle facility. 

 

 

file:///C:/Users/camposj/Downloads/00_WS_presentation_Downtown_Parking_Update.pdf
file:///C:/Users/camposj/Downloads/00_WS_presentation_Downtown_Parking_Update.pdf
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100% of the "protected bike lane" examples on this website appear to show protected bike lanes on 

one-way streets. Can you please point out where protected bike lanes occur on two-way streets, 

preferably someplace close-by (Portland?), so that we can ride out and see how these work for 

ourselves? If there aren't any in Portland, maybe research whether there's a reason for that (i.e. they 

are inherently way too dangerous). 

https://www.beheardvancouver.org/westside-bike-mobility/photos 

Project Team Response: Thank you for your question. Portland has quite a few streets with 

protected bike facilities in each direction. Their interactive on-line map is a great resource for 

identifying which streets have protected facilities: 

https://pdx.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=b51534aa6e1f4dd4ad4d

83c4a084d9a6  

 

How would City of Vancouver respond to this recent study, which found that protected bike lanes, 

especially those like the city has planned in option 1 for Columbia, which will cross a great number of 

driveways, cross-streets, etc, are not always safer for cyclists?  

https://www.iihs.org/topics/bibliography/ref/2193  

This is the exact opposite of what we've heard from city staff, which is that protected bike lanes are a 

panacea. As usual when dealing with the city, I feel lied to. 

Project Team Response: Thank you for your question. The study "Not all protected bike lanes 
are the same: infrastructure and risk of cyclist collisions and falls leading to emergency 
department visits in three U.S. cities" had some very good information and recommendations 
that would be incorporated into the design if a route option were to move forward. 

 

Is it the city's position that replacement of parking on Columbia with protected bike lanes will not 

induce demand for autos on Columbia, shift traffic from Main to Columbia, and cause vehicle speeds 

on Columbia to increase? This seems counter-intuitive as autos on Columbia will not have vehicles 

maneuvering for parking and cyclists to contend with. If this is the city's position, is it supported with 

a traffic study? Residents have been burned badly by unsupported staff opinions, like when we were 

told the Navigation Center would not lead to an increase in crime in the area. This feels very similar to 

me. 

Project Team Response: Thank you for question. Studies of other similar projects have not 
shown to increase traffic on streets where parking was removed to provide protected bicycle 
facilities. The City has completed traffic counts on multiple corridors in the study area and 
would complete a project evaluation if a route option were to be implemented which would 
included additional traffic counts to see what, if any changes occurred with the project. 

 

 

https://pdx.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=b51534aa6e1f4dd4ad4d83c4a084d9a6
https://pdx.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=b51534aa6e1f4dd4ad4d83c4a084d9a6
https://www.iihs.org/topics/bibliography/ref/2193
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Columbia south of 19th is zoned for commercial development. Will the city be changing zoning on 

Columbia, or are there zoning provisions currently in place, to ensure that a building with an 

underground garage, similar to the nearby Uptown development, can not be sited so that it's garage 

empties across the protected bike lane? That would be a real disaster / recipe for accidents as the 

garage would presumably empty and fill back up at rush hour, right when there are the most cyclists 

in the "protected" bike lane. If there are not zoning provisions in place, it seems like cyclists in this 

scenario would be about as "protected" as fish in a barrel or ducks in a row.  

Project Team Response: Thank you for your question. There are no current plans as part of 
the Westside Bike Mobility Project to make any zoning changes in the project area. The City 
will be updating the Vancouver City Center Vision within the next year that will be looking at 
land use in the downtown and uptown areas. That project could potentially result in zoning 
changes in the downtown area but it would be unrelated to the Westside Bike Mobility 
Project. 

 

I have scoured the Portland By Bicycle map for protected bike lanes similar to those proposed on 

Columbia and thus far have not found a single two way street with at-grade bike lanes on separate 

sides of the street protected by barricades, much less one in an area with driveway and intersection 

density anything close to what we have on Columbia. Can you please point out where specifically in 

Portland there is a similar facility?  

Project Team Response: This is a google map image of NE Multnomah in the Lloyd District 

that has a bike lane in each direction with protection: 

https://www.google.com/maps/@45.5315356,-

122.6595608,3a,75y,100.76h,79.42t/data=!3m6!1e1!3m4!1sPbJCEWU2RkgIAoSXBV_nHQ!2

e0!7i16384!8i8192  

 

Columbia bike routes remove parking for the Clark County Veterans Assistance Center.  For those 

Veterans that sacrificed so much, appears those same Veterans are penalized.  What are the City's 

plans to preserve parking at the CCVAC if Columbia is selected? 

Project Team Response: Thank you for your question. We have looked at several design 
options for this block, including removing parking only on one side and/or providing a drop 
off/pickup zone in front of the Center. 

 

 

 

 

 

https://www.google.com/maps/@45.5315356,-122.6595608,3a,75y,100.76h,79.42t/data=!3m6!1e1!3m4!1sPbJCEWU2RkgIAoSXBV_nHQ!2e0!7i16384!8i8192
https://www.google.com/maps/@45.5315356,-122.6595608,3a,75y,100.76h,79.42t/data=!3m6!1e1!3m4!1sPbJCEWU2RkgIAoSXBV_nHQ!2e0!7i16384!8i8192
https://www.google.com/maps/@45.5315356,-122.6595608,3a,75y,100.76h,79.42t/data=!3m6!1e1!3m4!1sPbJCEWU2RkgIAoSXBV_nHQ!2e0!7i16384!8i8192
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Tell Your Story (7) 

Story: Benefits Worth the Negative Impacts 
Description: We own a house on Franklin near Fourth Plain Blvd and have lived here for 7 years. The 
lack of parking on 4th Plain and the one-side parking on some of the streets in the neighborhood have 
already impacted us by many people parking in front of our house because they have no or minimal 
off-street parking. These parking problems make our location less desirable and therefore they may 
reduce our house value. We are senior citizens and don’t appreciate the crowded parking for us and 
our visiting friends.We do enjoy an occasional bike ride and appreciate the improved safety potential 
motivation to use bikes instead of motor vehicles, but do not believe the benefits are worth the 
negative impacts at this time. We spend a lot of time driving the streets around 4th Plain, Columbia 
and Franklin and do not see that many bicycles. 

Comment: Hello BobCat.  Did you by chance leave 'Not' out of your title? 

Comment: Hi Bobcat, 
Did you write your headline or did the city take it out of context to change what you actually 
wrote? 
Thank you, Phil 

Story: Cycling has changed my life 
Description: In 2007 I had a heart attack. The next day they did a quintuple bypass surgery on me. I 
was in pretty bad shape from years of being a couch potato and bad eating habits. After I recovered I 
got into cycling and hiking. Initially, I rode my bike from home to the train station about 4.5 miles 
each way. A friend of mine who is an avid cyclist asked me if I wanted to a cross-country trip with him. 
There might have been beer involved, but I agreed to join him. We started that trip in March of 2012 
and rode for 66 days from San Diego to St. Augustine, FL. Subsequent bike trips on the Natchez Trace 
(450mi), Erie Canal (350mi), Great Allegheny Passage (350mi), Katy Trail (350mi), various Euro trips, 
and last summer a 2887mi ride from Cutbank MT to Bar Harbor ME. All that riding has left me in 
pretty good health. I am telling you this story because I hope it will encourage some of you to 
consider cycling. I have seen a lot of roads in this country and elsewhere. I can tell you that I have 
never seen a community suffer because they decided to improve the safety of their streets for all 
modes of transportation. Think of it as an investment in good health and vitality for you and the city.  

Story: Fair Weather Bicyclist 

Description: I am what is often referred to as a "fair weather bicyclist." I'm not a hardcore commuter 

bicyclist. I ride my bike to work 0-3 days a week and only when the weather is not too hot, not too 

cold and definitely not rainy! I drive the rest of the days.My commute is only from Carter Park to 

downtown, which is great and is one of the main reasons I live on this side of town. I've lived here for 

16 years and have seen a lot of growth and a steady increase in traffic of all types on the west side in 

that time.When I drive and when I ride my bike, I avoid Columbia Street because there's way too 

much traffic and the road condition is awful. On my bike, the sharrows don't make me feel safer. The 

few times I've ridden my bike on Columbia Street, cars have aggressively tailgated and passed me. I've 

been shouted at to "get out of the way" and generally felt unsafe, so I switched my route to Franklin 

and Kauffman. Less traffic, usually, and a much smoother ride.I feel like the awful traffic on I-5 

contributes to a lot of the vehicle traffic woes on the west side. When traffic congestion is bad, 



Westside Bike Mobility Project Public Outreach Summary  219 

people peel off the interstate and use side streets through the neighborhood to get down to the I-5 

on ramp near Smith Tower. They don't live in these neighborhoods, so they don't care about driving 

safely.When I drive, I refuse the drive faster than 25 mph on Franklin, Kauffman and Columbia. I 

become a pace car. People tailgate me aggressively and even flip me off, but I don't care. If you want 

to drive through my neighborhood, you will do so at the speed limit if you're behind me. 
Comment: I am a disabled Vet. 

 

I am also an unpaid volunteer at the Clark County Veterans Assistance Center. 

 

The Center is frequently inundated with visitors and clients and phone calls for aid. There is 

no control over who needs our help, nor when they need it. 

 

We have disabled veterans come in needing places to park and help getting into our doors. 

They are on walkers, or in wheelchairs or scooters.  Our disabled veterans are mostly, but 

not limited to, the elderly, the feeble, the medically challenged. We also have younger guys 

with mobility and medical issues from their service as well. I, myself, sometimes have 

difficulty making to my car down at the end of the block. The pain and difficulty, if not the 

full impossibility of trying to park farther away than 1 block to see us for much needed help is 

unimaginable. 

 

Parking is already at a premium on our block as the apartment complex across from us was 

built with insufficient parking. The city authorized the construction of this apartment 

complex because of the available on-street parking. Now you are threatening THAT parking 

as well! 

 

When able-bodied people take precedence over not-so-able bodied veterans, there is 

something wrong. Entitlement over earned and owed respect is NOT what We The People 

are, or should be, about! 
 

Story: Not a proponent 
Description: I am neither an urban planner nor a professional writer, but I am a 30+ year resident of 
the Hough neighborhood near Main Street. I have seen a number of notable changes to the 
downtown area since I moved here in 1987. The latest being the construction of several nearby 
apartment buildings with, although in accordance with an outdated ordinance, less than adequate on-
site parking for the residents of these apartments. This has further reduced an already existing 
shortage of curbside parking in the neighborhood.Now it seems that the city, at substantial expense 
to local taxpayers, has decided it is a good idea to provide even less parking to local residents, not to 
mention Uptown retail customers. This is being done to accommodate, as far as I can tell, a very small 
population of bicycling commuters.I attended 2 of the recent events held to familiarize interested 
individuals of the proposals. I was not impressed. One theme I heard repeatedly from the hosts was 
“Think of the future,” accompanied by a “you just don’t get it” smirk. Is the inclement winter weather 
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of the Great Northwest going to change in the future? I’m not optimistic that that is on the 
horizon.Bicycling is, at very best, a 5 month a year activity for all but the most ardent bikers in 
Vancouver. Although I have no data to support my opinion, I would estimate that over 90% of bicycles 
are locked in a garage from mid-October to mid-May (except for the very rare pleasant dry winter 
day).I have a very difficult time justifying the proposed expense of this project and the reconfiguring 
of the oldest neighborhoods in this town to accommodate the dreams of a few idealistic urban 
planners and the wishes of a couple dozen hard core bicyclists.Parking is already at a premium, and to 
reduce that even further is not in the interest of most westside residents. Bottom line, I do not 
support any aspect of this proposal. 

 

Story: Walk a million miles 
Description: Hi :I am a resident of Carter Park and have lived here for Twenty years. I am a daily 
Walker through Hough and Carter Park. My previous resident was Hazel Dell and I moved here for it’s 
walkability.I have friends on both sides of the issues of bike barriers on Columbia St.The goal for 
everyone I talk to is Safety for Bikes and Pedestrians!The years I have walked Columbia St is plan B for 
Waze when Main St is backed up and the Bridge is stalled. The recent prosperity of Main St has made 
Columbia St parking for employees and traffic from business.The possibility of clearing cars from the 
parking spots and eliminating road calming will give cars a clear shot to speed between fourth plain 
and Mc loughlin blvd. That increases the potential contact with bikes and pedestrians.( even with 
barriers)We do need safety, and that will only happen if we put safety barriers on larger streets that 
truly separate. The only streets that are large enough are Washington St and Franklin St.The main 
goal is safety and that can’t be done if we can’t enforce the speed laws. We need a traffic 
enforcement. ( speed kills ) & distracted drivers !!!   

 

Story: Doored on Columbia 
Description: I took a ride on an ambulance after hitting the door of a parked vehicle as the driver 
exited. I was on my bike riding on Columbia between Mill Plain and W15th Street. I was OK but it 
could have been a lot more serious or fatal. I realize that removal of parking for bike lanes is very hard 
to accept but it is the right thing to do.  

 

Story: 8 out of 10 Trips by Bike 
Description: I am a resident of Vancouver and I make 8 out of 10 trips around town by bike, rain or 
shine. I am a single parent of two adult children. Every time my children see me leave the house on 
my bike, they worry that I won't come back alive or in one piece. I am all they have, both of their 
grandparents have passed, and their father excused himself years ago.Despite the danger of reckless 
drivers in a permanent hurry driving massive trucks and SUVs and streets not designed for safety I will 
not give up riding my bike because of all the wonderful benefits it brings my life including: 
positive benefits for my mental and physical health 
greater sense of connection with my community 
reduction in costs for transportation - driving is EXPENSIVE 
knowing I am spewing less toxic exhaust into my environment 
I am not retired, independently wealthy, or young. I am a member of this community who choses to 
use a bicycle instead of a deathmobile. I pay taxes and I participate in and care about the health and 
vitality of this community. It is my right to be able to get around this town SAFELY using my choice of 
transportation without worrying I will be killed on my way to the grocery store. I support removing 
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free car storage on Columbia and using the money that is already earmarked for designated bike 
lanes. Parking spots are PUBLIC PROPERTY. Columbia will provide an essential North/South route for 
non-car transportation, the money is already available for the project, and it will encourage more 
people to use a bike and get out of their deathmobiles.As parking mitigation for property owners in 
the neighborhoods affected, the city could designate parking by permit areas, similar to what is found 
in the neighborhoods around WSU Vancouver.Respectfully,Cyclist with a conscience. 
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Appendix D: CAC Meeting Summaries 

Westside Bike Mobility Project 
Community Advisory Committee Meeting #1 

Wednesday, August 14, 2019, 6:00 PM – 9:00 PM 
Vancouver City Hall Aspen Room, 415 W 6th St, Vancouver, WA 98660 

Committee Members in Attendance: Jack Harroun, Glen Yung, Beth Greenberg, Lori Pugh (in 
place of Judy Russel), Bill Baumann, Susan Law, Lacey Arnold, Amy Elkington, Leah Jackson, Alyson 
Day, Jan Verrinder, Farleigh Winters, Merlene Converse, Michael Kelly, Luke Vander Weide, 
Jennifer Ward 
Committee Members Absent: Nancy McCarter  
City of Vancouver Staff: Jennifer Campos, Anna Dearman, Rebecca Kennedy 
Facilitators: Jen Gray-O’Connor, Zachary Johnson 

MEETING SUMMARY 
Welcome   
Jennifer Campos opened the meeting at 6:00 PM. 

Public Comment 

• A community member asked CAC members to indicate if they owned bicycles and noted
that bicycles and bike equipment can be expensive.

• A community member asked what problem the City was trying to solve through the
project, what data used in informing the project was local data and what has been done
since this project was last discussed to ensure that this meeting is a fact-based discussion.

• A community member noted concerns about the changes that the project could have on
the neighborhood. Changes to parking on Columbia will impact parking on side streets.
People with mobility challenges need to be prioritized.

• A community member stated that it is important to not forget the most vulnerable
members of the community like seniors and people with kids. The project should not
prioritize able-bodied people. The proposed parking changes will affect residents at all
times during the day. A lot of residents in the area need to drive and this may impact
housing affordability.

• A community member sought clarification on whether or not the Esther Short
Neighborhood Association was contacted as part of outreach.

Introductions 
CAC members introduced themselves by stating their name and connection to the project. 

CAC Charter & Community Agreements 
Jen Gray-O’Connor opened a discussion about community agreements. She provided an initial list 
of recommended agreements and then asked for modifications and additions.  
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Initial List 

• Listen to understand, not reply

• Speak honestly and with respect

• Make space for multiple perspectives

• Strive for full participation and timeliness

• Be comfortable
Additions: 

• Wait to speak until someone is finished

• Create a “parking lot” for discussion topics not directly related to the agenda

• Come with a solution-orientated mindset

• Be wiling to consider other perspectives

• Be willing to agree to disagree

Jen then asked CAC members what they thought success would look like for this committee. 
Committee members provided the following answers: 

• The outcome is something that meets the needs of everyone involved, represents a
compromise, and is doable for everyone.

• We do not necessarily look at the plan as it is but goes back to a point where creativity can
occur. There should be flexibility to evolve the plan.

• Whatever we identify as a problem, we find a solution for.

• That when we come up with a solution, it is actually implemented.

• That neighborhoods are represented and that the City gets as much community feedback
as possible.

• When we leave the room, we feel good about what we did. Our process is productive and
meaningful.

• That the City and neighborhoods will up better at the end of the process and be
enhanced.

A CAC member asked about the potential for site visits as part of the CAC process. CAC members 
unanimously agreed that they would like for this to be part of the process.  

Complete Streets Overview 
Jennifer Campos presented an overview of complete streets. The presentation included 
information about complete streets as a concept and background on the City of Vancouver’s 
complete streets policies. Questions from CAC members are listed below, with City of Vancouver 
staff answers in italics.  

• Q: Going back to the strategic plan, there are all of these goals. What happens if you don’t
reach all of these goals? Do you have to reach all the goals? Can the strategic plan get
changed along the way or do you just steamroll ahead?

o A: The strategic plan was Council’s goals for the next five years, so they do have the
opportunity to go back and review it. With any plan we adopt, there are always
going to be changes to it in recognition that there may be things that we cannot
do. No, it is not written in stone.
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• Q: When documents are referenced, is there a possibility that staff can provide these 
documents to CAC members? For example, you mentioned the strategic plan, can you 
email that to all of us? Also, can we get emailed the entire collision/traffic study so that 
we can look at it from a global perspective.  

o A: Yes; staff can provide documents to CAC members.  

• Comment: I would love to see a big map of the project area so we can all see a map when 
we are talking about certain areas. 

• Q: Can we get more information about the parking loss/additions analysis by location? For 
example, parking additions at Waterfront Block 7 are not going to help people in Carter 
Park.   

o A: Yes, staff can provide more information about this analysis.  

• Do we know how many spaces at Waterfront Block 7 are going to be public?  
o A: We do not have this information off hand.  

• Q: Was an environmental impact study done for this project?  
o A: An environmental impact study was not required for this level of project.  

• Comment: It is unfortunate that this issue has become so polarizing. Residents have 
worked together with cyclists forever and there’s never been any kind of trouble. 
Unfortunately, this project pitted us against each other. Talking about what success looks 
like, success would be us understanding each other and become friends again.  

• Q: There are a lot of housing complexes going up in the area where the developers aren’t 
required to provide 1-to-1 parking space to unit. In addition to seeing the parking 
additions and losses, I’d like to know how much capacity is perhaps needed with the new 
development.  

o A: Staff can provide information about parking requirements for new 
developments. Specifically, for the 740 spots on Block 7, we can provide 
information about how the spots are allocated.  

• Q: More generally, is there data from the past five years or so regarding the number of 
units that have gone in downtown versus the number of new parking spaces?  

o A: Staff can provide data on this from the past five years around downtown.  

• Q: It is my understanding that the apartments that went up on Columbia at 1305 use on-
street parking. I want to know what the ramifications of that are. Their contract with the 
City is that they didn’t have to build enough parking because there was parking on 
Columbia. Now the City is taking away that parking that they had contracted to use. Can 
we look at that as well? 

o A: Staff can provide information about that specific development.  
 
Project Overview 
Anna Dearman presented an overview of the Westside Bike Mobility Project. The presentation 
included information about project phasing, past engagement efforts, and the role of the CAC in 
Phase III of the project. Questions from CAC members are listed below, with City of Vancouver 
staff answers in italics. 

• Q: What time of year were traffic counts conducted? 
o A: Traffic counts occurred in June 2018 and March 2019.  

• Q: Is the Daniels/Washington concept off the table?  
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o A: The concepts will be discussed in more detail at the next meeting. Daniels is a 
much less busy street, so it is a very different context from Washington. Because of 
this, there would be vastly different treatments between Columbia and Daniels. For 
example, if you transitioned from Daniels with less traffic and sharrows over to 
Washington with a protected bike lane, that could feel vastly different and may not 
feel safe. Best practices would say that users are looking for a consistent 
experience.  

• Q: How are decisions going to be made in the CAC?  
o A: The goal is for a consensus-based decision-making process and that any final 

recommendation is reflective of the different views expressed in the group. We are 
open to your feedback on alternative decision-making procedures.  

• Comment: I think it is important to established clear goals and objectives. I am really 
concerned with the framing of some of the information already, that we’ve established 
what is considered a “best practice”. This may force us into a Columbia design because of 
“best practices” versus being creative and looking at alternatives. I want to make sure that 
we are open to coming up with great alternatives.  

• Q: Did the City ever look at mixing the corridors? Could a combination of corridors, even if 
was not a straight shot, provide a better route than what currently exists while minimizing 
parking impacts?  

o A: Yes. This is a conversation that we will have when we discuss the different 
designs that were considered. There are pros and cons to mixing different corridors 
that we will discuss. This process could result is some sort of creative/hybrid 
solution.  

• Q: In order to understand the broader context, I would like us to have data on everything 
that’s going on. For example, with the Main Street road diet, I would like to know the 
details of that and what bicycle infrastructure is going in there and seeing if we can 
integrate that into the system.  

o A: There is no Main Street road diet at this time. There is a future paving project 
that will be looked at when it’s time to do that. It will likely involve another process 
like this. We know what’s coming up on our paving program and per complete 
streets policy, we will look at improvements. We can give information on the 
timeline of pavement program, particularly what is coming up in the next two or 
three years.   

• Q: I’m curious to know what everyone’s perspectives are on the complete streets concept. 
Is this something that people in this group buy into and are excite about or something that 
we don’t have that base level of understanding and agreement that that is something we 
want in our community? 

o A: This is a great discussion topic. Due to limited time tonight, we will include this 
discussion in a future meeting when there is more time to devote to it.  

 
 
 
Challenges & Opportunities Activity 
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Zachary Johnson led the group in a challenges and opportunities activity. Group members were 
asked to write down issues and opportunities on sticky notes. All responses are attached to this 
summary.  
 
Next Steps 
Jen Gray-O’Connor noted that the next meeting was scheduled for Wednesday, August 28, from 
6-9 PM at the Hudson Building. The first September meeting will occur on Wednesday, 
September 11, from 6-9 PM (location to be determined).   
 
Wrap Up & Evaluation 
Zachary Johnson thanked everyone for participating and asked for feedback on positive aspects of 
the meeting as well as things that should be changed for future meetings.  
 
+  

• Location 
Δ 

• Name placards 

• Clarify what communications are public record 

• More discussion and Q&A 
 
Zach closed the meeting at 9:05 PM.  
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Westside Bike Mobility Project 
Community Advisory Committee Meeting #2 

Wednesday, August 28, 2019, 6:00 PM – 9:00 PM 
Vancouver City Hall Aspen Room, 415 W 6th St, Vancouver, WA 98660 
 
Committee Members in Attendance: Lacey Arnold, Bill Baumann, Merlene Converse, Alyson Day, 
Amy Elkinton, Garrett Ginter, Jack Harroun, Leah Jackson, Michael Kelly, Susan Law, Stephanie 
Lynn, Judy Russel, Luke Vander Weide, Jan Verrinder, Jennifer Ward, Farleigh Winters, Glen Yung  
Committee Members Absent: Beth Greenberg, Nancy McCarter  
City of Vancouver Staff: Jennifer Campos, Anna Dearman 
Facilitators: Jen Gray-O’Connor, Zachary Johnson 
 
 

MEETING SUMMARY  
Welcome   
Jennifer Campos opened the meeting at 6:05 PM.  
 
Public Comment 

• A community member described “blue zone” projects where teams go into cities and work 
with the public to make more exercise opportunities available. Member also stated that if 
we work together, we can do amazing things.  

• A community member with children who lives on Columbia Street offered to be a resource 
to the committee. The member reported that parking would be difficult and that this 
would have a bigger impact on the elderly and those with children. Concerns exist about 
impacts to neighborhood aesthetics and property values. A possible compromise would be 
only taking parking from one side of the street.  

• A community member expressed support for the project because current bike 
infrastructure is not safe for children. This project would improve Vancouver in general.  

• A community member stated that people would be happier if they had additional 
commuting options. Bike lanes fulfill this and also deter traffic.  

• A community member stated that several other cities/states had implemented complete 
streets and then had to reverse their policies. The committee should carefully question 
the data being presented.  

• A community member stated that Columbia is currently unsafe and that City staff and 
Council need to uphold their commitment to safe street.  

 
Previous Meeting Summary & CAC Charter 
The CAC unanimously approved the previous meeting’s meeting summary.  
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Jen Gray-O’Connor facilitated a discussion about the CAC charter. Committee members 
unanimously agreed to add an additional public comment period at the end of the fourth CAC 
meeting and then consider whether this policy should continue for future meetings. Committee 
members discussed adding language to the objectives section of the charter regarding the 
consideration of the larger transportation network and associated issues like throughput. 
Committee members unanimously approved a plan for the facilitator to bring updated language 
for discussion at the next meeting.  

Challenges & Opportunities  
Zachary Johnson facilitated a brief discussion about the challenges and opportunities activity. 
Committee members were provided with the list of challenges and opportunities that they had 
come up with at the first CAC meeting. Zach asked if anybody wanted to share any of their initial 
thoughts. Committee members discussed the importance of accessible sidewalks as part of the 
conversation. The list will be used throughout the CAC process. 

Bikeways 101 Presentation  
Derek Abe presented on bikeway types. CAC members had the following questions and 
comments, with answers from Derek and/or other members of the project team in italics: 

• Is it true that complete streets policies have been reversed in other cities?
o I am unaware of examples where cities ended up implementing a complete streets

policy and then reversing it.

• Can we look into failures to avoid going down the same path? Can you provide case
studies?

o Yes, we can look for examples of failed projects.

• Can we examine some success stories as well?
o Yes, we can provide those case studies.

• Where does complete streets [as a concept] come from?
o Complete Streets started as a national movement to better balance streets so that

they serve everyone. There was a recognition that streets were not working in this
way.

• Are there other factors that have been considered to get more comfortable with cycling?
o Yes. Some things that are looked at are engineering, education, encouragement,

enforcement, and equity.

• What is our target for this project? What LTS are we trying to achieve?
o LTS 1 is for all ages and abilities.

• Does this mean LTS 1 facilities across the whole city?
o No, not all facilities need to be LTS 1. But there should be LTS 1 routes throughout

the city.

• Is it correct to say that complete streets doesn’t mean all streets?
o Yes, that is correct.

• Did the proposed design on Columbia meet LTS 1 criteria?
o The proposal for the design concept that removed parking on both sides of

Columbia was with the intent of creating an LTS 1 facility.

• How many riders does a standard bike lane discourage?
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o There are many variables beyond design that influence this including traffic 
volume, speed, and nature of the roadway. 

• Is a bike lane an LTS 3 facility?  
o This depends on the roadway context and level of traffic. 

• Is a buffered bike lane an LTS 2 facility? 
o This depends on roadway context as well, but typically a buffered lane would be 

considered LTS 2.  

• Is a greenway an LTS 1? 
o Greenways could be considered LTS 1 or LTS 2 depending on the context. 

• Intersections are key to greenways, especially if you’ve got children with you.  
o Intersections are something we have to pay attention to with all options.  

• Would diversion on a greenway be something like having cars leave the street every two-
to-three streets.  

o There are various methods/designs for diverting traffic from a street to keep it 
calm.  

• Do any streets meet this greenway criteria?  
o Daniels was explored as a neighborhood greenway.  

• Are the Portland greenways direct routes or do they shift streets?  
o There are several that provide straight shots.  

• Does the route have to a straight thoroughfare or can it be a non-direct route?  
o We can continue this discussion, but it is important to consider that when we talk 

about serving more people, we have to think about how many jogs you have to 
take because transitions are a deterrent to bike riders.  

• I want all users to be safe. Not all commuters are strong and fearless. 

• Is it dangerous for bike paths to go in two different directions right next to each other?  
o Depending on design, this can be dangerous. There are more conditions you have 

to meet, including intersections and turns.  

• When can we discuss intersections? 
o The intersections are context dependent. This is more of a design consideration.  

•  Where did the spectrum come from? Was this Clark County-specific research? 
o No, this is based on national studies.  

• Can we develop a plan that is not a straight shot north to south?  
o Yes, that is a possibility.  

• Are there other north/south routes that could meet the all ages and abilities criteria?  
o Yes, to the east of Main Street.  

 
 
Data Collection Presentation 
Chuck Green presented on past data collection efforts for the project. CAC members had the 
following questions and comments, with answers from Chuck and/or other members of the 
project team in italics: 

• Are these driver speeds and volumes from a 24-hour period?  

o Yes, they were recorded during a 24-hour weekday.  

• Can we see the distribution by time of day?  
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o Yes, we can provide that distribution.  

• Are these driver speeds and volumes just for north-south travel?  

o Yes, these numbers are for north-south trips.  

• Did the bicycle counts consider usage types? 

o No. We would only be able to make rough estimates about usage type through visual 

observation, and this would be prone to error.   

• When were the bike counts taken? 

o June 2018, October 2018, and then February or March 2019.   

• Can we get the data from each of these individual counts?  

o Yes, we can provide that data.  

• Can we get the total daily count of bicycles (not just averages and maximums)? 

o Yes, we can provide that data. We can also break out the pedestrians counts by average 

hour and maximum hour.  

• [Regarding the removal of left turn lane] Did you study the ripple effect to this? People have to 

turn on Fourth Plain, and they would have to turn on other streets in this point? 

o Diversion occurs when the traffic service rating is an F. We would not anticipate diversion 

into neighborhoods based on the traffic simulation model.  

• Left turns would still be allowed? 

o Yes, left turns would still be allowed.  

• Why was this analysis done for 2035?  

o This was done to account for changes in demand.  

• Do you look at 15-year look ahead for pedestrians and bikes? 

o No, we do not have this data.  

• What happens when someone wants to turn left and has to wait for oncoming traffic? This will 

cause a backup. 

o We can provide the footage if you want it. There are enough gaps in traffic in the 2035 

simulation. An increase in pedestrian traffic has a bigger impact because it increases the 

right-turn times.  

• Even if we did not implement this bike lane plan, you would recommend removing the left turn 

lane?  

o Yes I would recommend removing the left turn lane and adjusting signal timing.  

• Q: What are the official truck routes?  

o Most of the truck trips on Columbia are local deliveries. Fourth Plain and Mill Plain are the 

truck routes to the port.  

• Regarding removing the left turn lane and changing signal timing: is this something that you’ve just 

learned, or have you known this? Is it realistic to do these two things?  

o If you want to make the recommendation, it can be forwarded to the City’s traffic group. 

One issue is that the ability to change signal timing is limited by the age of the equipment.  

• Did we do any study about how UPS and Fedex would be impacted by Columbia parking removal? 

o Yes. Derek has some of that information as part of his analysis. That was a particular 

consequence for Lincoln/Kaufmann in particular. Deliveries as well as Uber/Lyft are 

important this to consider.  

• Didn’t you say it’s going to be better without lanes? Why did the length of the backup increase? 

o A: Time to get through is still better under the simulation.  

• Q: Does the simulation take into account how the signals are currently configured?   
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o It’s based on how the signals are configured now. When you take out the left turn lane, you 

take out the left turn arrow and it becomes a green ball. Extreme situations you could do a 

split phase where all NB and all SB.  

• For the queue length numbers, how long is each car?  

o Generally, about 25 ft per vehicle (includes vehicle and space in between vehicles).  

• For parking utilization data, did you exclude sections of streets where you shouldn’t be parking (no 

parking zones)?  

o Yes, all no parking zones have been excluded  

• Did you consider spaces that are technical not legal to park? Like 30 ft per stop sign? 

o Yes, we factored all that in.  

• Did this consider parking in front of Mailboxes?  

o It is not illegal to park in front of mailboxes on this corridor. Our analysis shows few on-

street mailboxes directly on Columbia.  

• When were these parking studies done? 

o June 2018, and Feb/March of 2019 

• Why is Columbia between 17th and McLoughlin coded red even though it only has a 17% utilization 

rate? 

o This is probably an error on the map. We will correct it.  

• Was parking demand forecasted for 2035?  

o No, these are just based on current demand. There is not an easy way to forecast parking 

demand.  

• The green is between 0-59% percent. Is that an average? How did all the green happen?  

o Color coded, with % averages for map. We do have data for each time period.  

• Q: Why does the green encompass such a large swath? 

o In general, anything below 60% is what people consider as having room to park on their 

streets. Not many complaints about availability in this range.  

• When I’m looking up at Columbia and Fourth Plain it’s green, even though there is no parking 

there.   

o We probably should have called that out on graphs, which is why its zero. We can clarify 

these maps in the next round.  

• Our question is are we willing to lose these many spots to do this? We need better info about how 

many were adding and losing.  

o We could point out areas where there is no existing parking.  

• Can the no-parking areas be colored differently?  

o Yes. We can also provide data on number of spots per block. 

• Many neighbors have been skeptical of the parking numbers. I would be very interested in getting 

the video.  

o Video can be provided.  

 

Jen Gray-O’Connor noted that the meeting time was coming to an end and asked committee members to 

go around and share what additional information that wanted to see.  

• I would like to see the 1-59% broken down a little bit more.  

• Data on where people would park if the Columbia Street parking is removed.   

• Number of spots per block. 
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• ROW width of the streets being considered.

• Volumes of cars and people on Franklin.

• Volumes of cars and people on Daniels.

• Information about what parking the houses on Columbia already have. Number of spots available.

• Correct the errors on the map.

• Suggestion/opinion on how we can create parking to save these homes this way. Tell me where

and how this will help the homes.

• Do parking analysis for businesses in the area. How many businesses don’t have parking?

• Differentiate between parking and businesses.

• Information about parking turnover.

• 2035 numbers for parking.

Adjournment 
Jen Gray-O’Connor adjourned the meeting at 9:05 PM. 
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Westside Bike Mobility Project 
Community Advisory Committee Meeting #3 

Wednesday, September 11, 2019, 6:00 PM – 9:00 PM 
Vancouver City Hall Aspen Room, 415 W 6th St, Vancouver, WA 98660 

Committee Members in Attendance: Lacey Arnold, Bill Baumann, Merlene Converse, Alyson Day, 
Amy Elkinton, Beth Greenberg, Jack Harroun, Michael Kelly, Susan Law, Stephanie Lynn, Nancy 
McCarter, Lori Pugh (in place of Judy Russel), Luke Vander Weide, Jan Verrinder, Jennifer Ward, 
Farleigh Winters, Glen Yung  
Committee Members Absent: Leah Jackson 
City of Vancouver Staff: Jennifer Campos, Anna Dearman 
Facilitators: Jen Gray-O’Connor, Zachary Johnson 

MEETING SUMMARY 
Welcome   
Jennifer Campos opened the meeting at 6:00 PM. 

Public Comment 

• A community member expressed concern that traffic calming was not being discussed and
that the focus was on throughput, not parking. They recommended Franklin and Grant as
alternative routes.

• A community member stated that as a grandmother, she worries about being able to find
parking to pick up her grandkids and that parking is already difficult on Columbia. She
hopes an alternative to Columbia can be selected.

• A community member from Carter Park stated that they would like to see Columbia be the
northbound bike route but that southbound bike traffic should be on a different street as
a neighbor greenway. They also wanted committee members to consider what the trip
time differences would be between a Daniels/Franklin corridor and the Columbia corridor.
Regarding the October 30 open house, they stated that it should be held from 5-8 instead
of 4-7 to allow more participation.

• A community member expressed their desire to see a clear mandate/scope for the

committee and the project. They asked the following questions: Is the idea to bring a

bunch of recommendations to council or is it an open discussion? What does it mean to

offer a successful recommendation? Is it something you measure? What are we trying to

solve for? Cycling and pedestrians?  Alternatives in session to one already picked?  Scope

to I-5?  Main Street?  These questions have been asked but not fully answered. What does

it mean to be successful in any of these recommendations?  Is it something you can

measure?  There will be puts and takes with these decisions and someone potentially

losing out and they will want to understand what was the process and you will need
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something solid that will hold. Approach?  Not clear on the approach.  Are we taking an 

option and looking at variances?  Or are we having options bubble up to the top for 

council to pick from?   
 

Are we solving for safety?  For Columbia cycle accident statistics data show 3 over a 2-3 

year period.  They were one with an inattentive driver.  One was a inattentive 

cyclists.  One of these incidents was a cyclists with a legally parked car.  
• A community member suggested that public comment should come at the end of the 

meeting so that members of the public could react to what they had heard. Referring to 
material presented at the August 28 CAC meeting, they stated that the characterization of 
“strong and fearless” does not mean that they have no fear while biking on some roads. 
They believe that the discussion should be focused on bikes and not how to accommodate 
cars.  

 
After public comment, Zach showed committee members the Be Heard Vancouver project page 
and explained the “ideas” and “tell your story” sections, encouraging committee members to look 
at the site to see the most up-to-date comments.  
 
Public Records Act Discussion  
Michael Nigrey, Assistant City Attorney, presented on the Public Records Act and answered 
questions about what types of communications were included and what was exempt. Committee 
members were instructed to CC a city staff member on communications relating to their role as a 
city volunteer.  
 
Previous Meeting Summary & CAC Charter 
The CAC unanimously approved the previous meeting’s meeting summary with the following 
additions: 

• Correct the spelling of Bill Baumann’s name in the “Committee Members in Attendance” 
section.  

• Add the question and answer about routes east of Main Street.  

• Add the question and answer about the ability to identify a path that doesn’t go straight 
through.  
 

After discussion, the CAC approved the charter with the following additions, with one committee 
member dissenting:  

• Include considerations of “context-sensitive” design along with the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA) definition under objectives.  

o FHWA definition: “Context sensitive design equally addresses safety, mobility, and 
the preservation of scenic, aesthetic, historic, environmental, and other 
community values.” 

• Add “including, but not limited to” to the list of streets.  
 
Challenges & Opportunities Discussion (cont.)  



Westside Bike Mobility Project Public Outreach Summary 235 

Zachary Johnson asked committee members to state their name and one of their top priorities 
from the challenges and opportunities list compiled at the August 14 meeting. Committee 
members stated the following priorities:  

• Mobility for all users.

• Safety for all users.

• Making sure that this project doesn’t put the Veterans Assistance Center out of business.

• Recognize and protect historic neighborhoods while protecting safety for all users.

• Really cool bike facility that runs north-south while being creative.

• Providing more ways for people to move about in a healthy fashion that respects people

who live and work along the corridors.

• Safety and mobility for bike riders and pedestrians.

• Excited to show other communities that we can create a great, safe route that is friendly

to pedestrians and bikers.

• Broad range of transportation options while preserving the social fabric.

• Improve bike mobility while maintaining the use for Columbia.

• Discussion should include east-west connections.

• Let’s find a solution that preserves mobility for all users.

• Using modern design standards to ensure safety.

• Accessible intersections for all abilities.

Project Data Collection Discussion (cont.)  
Chuck Green continued his presentation on data collection. CAC members had the following 
questions and comments, with answers from Chuck and/or other members of the project team in 
italics:  

• What does it mean that someone appears to have an unusable garage?
o In some cases, the garage is old and does not look like it can be used for

parking anymore. We were conservative in the assumption that it was not
usable. These were garages that appeared to be more of a storage place. This
analysis was kind of subjective.

• So, this was more-or-less a judgement call on if the structure was in disrepair?
o Yes, it was a judgement call.

• What about driveways? It looks like on a few of them [satellite photos] there is room
for parking in front of the garage.

o If the car parking would block the alley or emergency access, we did not count it
as available parking.

• About the garages/carriage houses. Some of them just can’t be used not because they
don’t meet modern standards, so they are really used for storage. The other issue is
that for some people who rent, the landlord doesn’t give them the garage.

o We wanted to try to get an estimate. This is a conservative estimate.

• How many individual houses are impacted?
o Mill Plain to 45th is primary residential. We identified five homes out of 500.

• Looking at the redistribution, it doesn’t count for growth?
o Yes, these are current conditions. We cannot project parking demand.
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• I went out with a measuring wheel and what I got was entirely different percentage
from your parking utilization study. This is actual field data, not estimated. On the
worst street, your estimate was 65% usage and mine was 130%. There was an average
26.5% difference between your numbers and mine. (streets analyzed: 20th, 21st, and
23rd)

• My point in all of this is that I did a three-street sample and found a common theme.
The streets with no curb cuts were accurate. The ones that have curb cuts were hugely
inaccurate.

• At 23rd street, you listed the capacity as 18 spaces, but I counted only 11 legal spaces.
This takes the projection from 91% to 148.9%.

o At some streets we are seeing a higher utilization than legal.

• We can take your numbers or his numbers, we cannot remove the parking off both
sides of Columbia.

• Can we change parking codes?
o These are city ordinances that are often related to state requirements.

• What I would suggest is looking at the trends. If something is at 80% or 90%, you know
that it is getting pretty full. Even if you disagree with the exact redistribution number,
you can still see what streets are going to be at or near capacity.

• If you come out and complain about illegal parking, they will come out and ticket.

• With this margin of error, I suggest we get rid of data and go off of anecdotal
information instead.

o The issue with relying on anecdotal information relies on the time of day that
people are using/seeing the street. I would suggest looking at the trends about
usage. That will help you when you get into the alternatives.

• What are we trying to establish? I thought this was an attempt to establish the
neighborhood side streets sustain the loss of parking on Columbia.

• What this tells me, is that I can come up with a really good conclusion on what streets
will accept parking removal.

• This was a sample, not a census. There is always going to be error.

• If parking is marked, does it tend to be more efficient or less efficient?
o You have to stay within tick marks, or you get a ticket on a marked street. This

is probably more efficient than unmarked streets.

• For streets that have parking on one side, could you add parking to the other side and
make the street narrow.

o No, because you would not have 20 feet clearance which is required by fire
code.

• Can you convert streets to one way?
o Would require City Council action.

• Would it be worth verifying this data [parking utilization]?
o I’d suggest that when you get into looking at alternatives, and you want us to

look at specific streets, let us know.

• In my mind, we can only look at legal parking spots. It happens that you get ticketed. I
want to look only at what’s legal, not what’s happening.
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• I live in Hough, where people only park on one side. People kind of treat it like a one-
way road, with people pulling off to the other side. Having the space for people to pull 
off is important.   

o The fire code requirements would prevent these streets from being converted.  

• Is it possible to model what would happen if we switch streets to one-ways to increase 
safety and parking?  

o As alternatives become available, we can look at specific streets.  

• What would happen if we went to City Council with a recommendation to change 
street directions? 

o There are many factors involved in decisions like this. 

• Two-way versus one-way traffic will have impact on businesses.  

• I’m really curious about the lack of offsetting the one-way to Washington. I went 
through Columbia. Columbia can potentially be a one-way. I would be curious why 
there wasn’t a second one-way when Washington was done.  

o There were previously more one-way streets that were converted to two-way 
streets. It is not the case that Washington was converted into a one-way from a 
two-way.  

• You could potentially do one-way and leave space for parking on most of the corridor. 
It could be wrong, but I think there’s certainly sections where we could include parking 
and bike facilities. 

o These ideas can be discussed in more detail at the September 25 workshop.  

• Is there anybody in the committee that feels that there isn’t going to be a major 
impact to Columbia? Can we get a consensus card vote on this?  

o This will be better to discuss at the workshop when there is more time to look at 
each corridor.  

 
Project Technical Analysis Overview  
Derek Abe presented on the project technical analysis. CAC members had the following questions 
and comments, with answers from Derek and/or other members of the project team in italics: 

• What leads to the equity number? 
o It is a score of how each indicator is represented in the geographic area.   

• So, the numbers show how homogenous/heterogenous an area is? 
o A higher score implies a higher need for equity interventions.  

• Is there a plan to connect to Burnt Bridge Creek? What about Hazel Dell?  
o In general, the northern extent [of this project] is around 45th street. Because at 

that point people are going to go east or west and connect to Burnt Bridge Creek, 
etc.  

• Is there generally a safe route from 45th up to Hazel Dell?   
o Committee members: Hazel Dell Avenue has bike lanes on both sides.   

• Is it easy to get to Hazel Dell Avenue?  
o Committee members: It’s a little bit scary. Hazel Dell Avenue goes up a hill.  

• Was the population demographic information from the 2010 census? 
o It was from the most recent 5-year update at the time of the study. 

• How do bike lanes address equity?  



Westside Bike Mobility Project Public Outreach Summary 238 

o Providing safer bike facilities in historically underserved areas provides more access
via different forms of transportation.

• This [the demand map] is demand of where people want to go?
o Yes, this is showing where people are coming from and going to, not the route they

are taking.

• Do we have an actual number of how many people would bike who are not biking now?
o No. To get this information you would need a local travel survey.

• I would like clarification on what the demand map is showing.
o This map is showing demand for everyday trips and identifies where there is a lot of

activity.

• So [the demand map] is showing where a lot of people are travelling to and from?
o Yes, it could be described that way.

• [The past public involvement effort] is kind of a sore spot in the neighborhood. No
residents were involved in the survey unless they were interested in biking.

• Public involvement broadcasting efforts did not reach the community.

• The survey was a convenience sample, which is considered highly biased and has the
lowest form of reliability.

• That [past public involvement efforts] is why we’re here now. Let’s move on to the future.

• Who was the evaluation filled out by?
o The project team.

• If you look at Columbia, it has a zero next to access to schools, but Columbia is only one
block from Hough [Elementary].

o The scoring is relative to the other alternatives.

• Can we redo this evaluation as a committee?
o That is a question for this group.

• If we want to go back and look at certain criteria, we can discuss at the workshop.

• When we look at Daniels/Franklin/Columbia I look at that one-block segment, we go from
zero to three based on the difference of a block.

• If we are looking at a Daniels corridor or Daniels/Franklin, but we are scoring its
connectivity as zero, it becomes a challenging tool.

• Does this mean that those corridors have zero connectivity, or just that they have less
connectivity than the other corridors?

o Yes, it is in relation to the other corridors. It is all about getting a better sense of
which corridor is emerging as a likely candidate for a north-south bike facility.

• And then we can use our knowledge of the corridors to talk about specific sections. I feel
really comfortable about how this group is going to work using this evaluation as a bird’s
eye view and then relying on committee members’ knowledge.

• I think some of [the criteria] should be weighted.
o We wanted to make this a simple measure of comparison. If we did want to weight

something, we could have that conversation as a group. The scores relative to
categories are going to have different totals.

• Maybe instead of spending our time messing with numbers, we can use Choosing by
Advantages methodology. Run through an analysis with fewer criteria. Compare
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advantages of one corridor over the other. You quantify the difference between corridors 
among evaluation criteria.  

• The thing that jumps out at me is that once again this is missing community/neighborhood 
values. The patterns would have been identified if this had been done in a context-
sensitive way.  

o I will note that “community goals and values” is one of the criteria.  

• How? This is not defined.  
o That criterion is largely informed by the neighborhood action plans and the input 

we received early on.  

• If you look at the final scores, they are close. Is this something that in the future we can 
break into groups and each take a corridor and come up with a plan and then open all 
three corridors for community feedback? Is that where we are going?  

• I would really love some input from the dedicated biking community. I would like to know 
from the biking community: Is directness more important? Safety? In a tradeoff analysis, 
which is more important?  

• Can we do more than one facility? A bunch of bike lanes. We don’t need to just do one.  

• From what I’ve heard, the general consensus in the bike community is that there needs to 
be a consistent facility. In my view bikers want something dedicated.  

• We could potentially consider a Columbia southbound bike facility and a Daniels 
northbound bike facility.  

• In addition to cyclists, we need to consider pedestrians, curbs, how many homeowners are 
hurt and helped by this, and how many businesses are going to shut down if they don’t 
have parking. At the end of the day we’re going to have to put a green card up on one of 
the corridors.  

• When we get to corridor analysis, can you [LCA facilitators] do a tutorial on some decision-
making tools we can use?  

o Yes, that’s a good suggestion.  

• Is this kind of evaluation method considered best practice?  
o Yes, this is very common. There are variations based on adjusting criteria or 

weighting.  

• How do cyclists feel on Fourth Plain between Fruit Valley and F Street? Is it good, is it bad? 
How does it feel?  

o Committee member answer: 
▪ I don’t bike on Fourth Plain. 
▪ There are bike lanes [on Fourth Plain]. 
▪ I feel better on Fourth Plain than I do on Columbia right now. 

• Did we do an analysis of LTS on these corridors for the alternatives other than Columbia?  
o  Not exactly the same as we did for Columbia. I think what we would find is that 

Washington would be high stress. We captured most of that with the initial LTS.  

• We have Kauffman, Franklin, and Columbia. Have we ever thought about literally 
eliminating one of the streets as a thoroughfare so that people can’t drive all the way 
north to south? 
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o Using diverters is an option, but it would require more analysis to understand how 
it would affect traffic flow. It is a tool in our toolbox. It is an effective tool for 
neighborhood greenways.  

 
Preparation for Workshop  
Jen Gray-O’Connor asked each committee member to briefly share any items they wanted to be 
considered in the workshops. CAC members provided the following responses:  

• I want to know why historic one-ways were converted into two-ways.  

• I’m fascinated by using the Williams/Vancouver couplet in Portland as an example.  

• I second the idea to look at Williams/Vancouver.  

• I would like more analysis with regard to impact on historic homes that have 100-year use 
patterns.  

• I think we need to look at the Main Street Road Diet that is included in the TIP.  

• I would like to see how these proposals affect paratransit.  

• I’m really intrigued by the Franklin corridor and seeing if there are creative ways to utilize 
existing City right-of-way.  

• When you send out the agenda, can you let us know if there is any homework?  

• I would like to consider creative options that have not been looked at yet.  

• I think some cyclists will be disappointed about potentially losing Columbia and we need 
to be respectful of that.  

• I agree with questioning the background on one-ways.  
 
Comment Cards Received  
“I don’t think it is so much whether there is parking on side streets off Columbia – rather, the 
focus should be on the impact to people living on Columbia if all parking is removed. If you looked 
at Lincoln or Grant or Kaufman [sic], you make one-way N-S streets with safe bike corridors 
without removing parking at all.” 
 
“Please remember that Kessed Church at 27th & Washington/Main will have over 900 members 
yet less than 60 parking spots. Parking will change north of 4th Plain on Sundays in the near 
future.”  
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Westside Bike Mobility Project 
Community Advisory Committee Meeting #4 

Wednesday, September 25, 2019, 6:00 PM – 9:00 PM 
Vancouver City Hall Aspen Room, 415 W 6th St, Vancouver, WA 98660 
 
Committee Members in Attendance: Lacey Arnold, Bill Baumann, Merlene Converse, Alyson Day, 
Amy Elkinton, Garrett Ginter (in place of Stephanie Lynn), Beth Greenberg, Jack Harroun, Leah 
Jackson, Michael Kelly, Susan Law, Nancy McCarter, Judy Russel, Luke Vander Weide, Jan 
Verrinder, Jennifer Ward, Farleigh Winters, Glen Yung  
Committee Members Absent:  
City of Vancouver Staff: Jennifer Campos, Anna Dearman 
Facilitators: Jen Gray-O’Connor, Zachary Johnson, Kristen Bishop, Benjamin McLean  
 
 

MEETING SUMMARY 
Welcome   
Jennifer Campos opened the meeting at 6:00 PM.  
 
Public Comment 

• A community member asked for verification that the project was being funded through 
the paving program. They compared the project to a $12 million bike lane project in 
Seattle. They noted that they had posted a list of 12 to 15 complete streets projects that 
had failed or been reversed on Be Heard Vancouver. They explained that after filing a 
public records request, they had received all the comments from the early public outreach 
effort. Of the 250 comments, 210 where against the project in current form and 43 were 
for it. The comments against the project included comments from cyclists. 

• A community member asked a series of questions to CAC members: 
o Do you have a clear handle on the scope of work and what problems we are trying 

to solve? 
o Do you believe everyone’s on the same page? 
o Do you know what the success criteria looks like? What are we going to be 

measured by?  
o How are you going to measure the quality of inputs [data regarding accidents, 

etc.]?  



Westside Bike Mobility Project Public Outreach Summary 242 

• A community member expressed appreciation that the committee had discussed purpose
and end goals at the last meeting and for keeping the focus on what the problems were.
They stated that each committee member represents a unique perspective and that all
committee members, including the quieter ones, should make their voices heard. They
also stated their belief that discussions about 100-year use patterns should be cognizant
of the fact that cars were brand new 100 years ago and that the street where not
dominated by cars when designed and that there was inequality in these homogenous
communities.

Previous Meeting Summary 
The CAC unanimously approved the previous meeting summary with the following additions: 

• The facilitators agreed to go back and review the public comment section of the meeting
summary to ensure accuracy.

• The facilitators will update the summary to reflect that there was one abstention on
approval of the charter.

Transportation System and One-Way Street Overview 
Jennifer Campos presented an overview of the transportation system, CAC purpose and goals, 
and a response to questions about converting two-way streets to one-way streets. CAC members 
had the following questions and comments, with answers from Jennifer and/or other members of 
the project team in italics: 

• The committee added context-sensitive design to our purpose on the charter, why is that
not reflected in this presentation?

o This slide was the original purpose. We can make sure that all future presentations
match with the charter.

• I am a little frustrated about the lack of clear purpose. I don’t really know what we’re
after. It says “multimodal improvements.” In my understanding, adding sharrows would
meet that goal. Is it safety, is it complete streets?

o CAC member: Perhaps the reason there is not a clear end goal is because the City
doesn’t want to dictate outcomes to the committee.

o CAC member: When I hear “multimodal” that means that if one person wants to
walk, one person wants to drive, one person wants to bike, and one person wants
to take transit, they can all do so.

o What we wanted to do is provide you with background, which is why we provided
the complete streets policy, an overview of the process so far, and information
about the types of facilities that there are. Sharrows could be part of the solution.
To your point, we did not want to hinder the process too much. We wanted the CAC
to be able to discuss it and think about it. There is nothing really set in stone. When
you discuss evaluation criteria, priorities will come through. I apologize if we
weren’t clear, but we are trying to avoid restraining it as much as possible.

• I am interested in the impacts of future BRT [bus rapid transit] projects. What happens if
we come up with a plan that is negatively impacted by BRT in five or so years? Can
protected bike lanes and BRT coexist?
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o They could coexist. This is something I brought up with C-Tran asking them if
Columbia was still an option or not. We definitely need to explore that in the
conversation. But yes, there are ways for them to coexist.

• I was under the impression that when we were talking about one-ways, we meant having
bike lanes on one direction for Columbia and then another direction on another street.

• On the map, there are dark blue and light blue lines. So, it looks like Kaufmann’s a done
deal, is that correct?

o Lincoln/Kaufmann is kind of a caveat to this in that the Westside Mobility Strategy
identified it for sharrows I believe, but I would have to go back and look. None of
the designs have been defined for a lot of these. The Main Street and F Street ones
are a bit more solidified since they were included in public outreach for the
Westside Mobility Strategy.

• Has the City collected information on bike ridership numbers since 2004?
o We have some numbers from travel counts that occur annually, but these are at

certain intersections in small windows. We do not have an overall number.

• When will information about the price of the Transportation System Plan update contract
be publicly available?

o We are scheduled to go to City Council on October 7th. The contract is just over $1
million dollars. This is just planning, not funding for any specific projects.

• I would like more information from C-Tran and retirement facilities on how these changes
would impact paratransit and busses for seniors.

o That’s great feedback. As part of the stakeholder outreach we did in the first couple
phases, we did meet with C-Tran when we were looking at a Columbia facility. The
design alternative at that time was to raise the bike facility at transit stations to
allow them to still deploy the ramps. This is a great thing to consider.

• Why is there a plan to take Washington from a one-way to a two-way?
o To continue to facilitate traffic operations. We did the conversion further north.

There’s a desire for this change, particularly from the business community. There
are also concerns about traffic speeds and pedestrian safety. So, for a lot of the
same reasons that we converted some of the other streets.

• Looking at Stronger Vancouver, one of the packages included a parking garage for Uptown
Village with 450 spaces for $7.25 million. The parking loss figures on Columbia are,
depending on which document you are looking at, 370 or 421. So, we are theoretically
removing $21 million worth of parking spaces. This is something that we should keep in
mind.

o It is not a one-to-one comparison.

• Some of the planning for how the Max line coming into Vancouver might affect our bike
lane design. We don’t want to design a facility that ends up having to be removed two
years later, causing us to backslide on bike mobility.

o Yes, you are right, the plan identified Broadway and Washington and would have
gone up to McLoughlin and then east to Clark College. A lot has changed since
then. We have BRT now. The project is going to be tremendously different than it
was before, so it’s really hard to say what it will look like in terms of what
downtown impacts will be.
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• Where is the discussion about mitigation? In my mind, none of these concepts are off the 
table provided there are mitigation measures. 

o We haven’t gotten there yet, but it will be part of future discussions.  
 
Alternatives Analysis (cont.) 
Derek Abe continued his presentation on corridor alternatives. CAC members had the following 
questions and comments, with answers from Derek and/or other members of the project team in 
italics: 

•  If you are removing park from Mill Plain to 45th, there are going to be a lot more cars 
turning off to find parking. What kind of danger does the present to cyclists if a lot more 
cars are turning?  

o One of the biggest challenges with designing a separated facility is that they can 
obstruct visibility for both the cyclist and the person turning. So, what we typically 
do is design intersections so that there are clear sight lines where it’s free of 
obstructions so both modes can see each other before turning. If there is space, we 
can design a protected intersection with buffers, other physical separation devices, 
and time (signal timing with separate bike walk or bike phase so cars can’t turn 
into them.)  

• From 6th to 12th, it appears that you have enough room to do a bike lane without a buffer 
and add another row of parking there. The cars would serve as a buffer.  

o If you have a six-foot lane or even a five-foot lane immediately next to a lot of 
parked cars, there simply isn’t enough space, especially with car doors opening.  

• What does the transition look like on Columbia between 13th and Mill Plain where the bike 
lane and parking lane jog? What is that like for cyclists?  

o There are a variety of treatment options at our disposal. There can be through 
markings for both cars and bikes to show where it transitions.  

• It seems to me that complete streets aren’t really a question here. That’s city policy. We 
could waste a lot of time debate the policy. It will be a lot easier for us if we accept the 
policy and make recommendations based on that assumption.  

o CAC comment: My understanding is that we are coming up with something that is 
complete streets as possible, based on things like safety and impacts to community 
members. So, it’s not just the absolute best design.  

o CAC comment: The policy itself recognizes that not all streets are good candidates 
for complete street treatment.  

o I think debating the policy is not the direction we received from Council for this 
committee. The policy indicates that we should think about users of all ages and 
abilities and context, which is where you all come in. But debating the policy itself is 
not something that Council has indicated they want this group to consider.  

• Where any designs considered that had northbound bike traffic on one street and 
southbound on another? This could limit parking losses to one side of the street. Or is this 
not a best practice?  

o Yes, it was considered. It is not necessarily best practice. The reason for that is that 
we want to minimize directional travel and overall travel time. Introducing jogs 
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negatively impacts this. There are tradeoffs to an approach like this that we can 
discuss.  

• I wanted to address the question about Columbia between 13th and Mill Plain and why the 
design switches there. We have the Clark County Veterans Assistance Center there where 
you have veterans getting out with crutches and wheelchairs and if they have to cross the 
bicycle lane, it wouldn’t be safe for them or for the bikers.  

• Have you done any modelling about the impact of a traffic signal at Daniels and Mill Plain?  
o No, we have not. This is something that would be looked at in more detail during 

the design phase if the Daniels corridor was selected.  
 

Workshop Overview Presentation  
Zachary Johnson presented a brief overview of upcoming CAC dates. He asked if committee 
members would be willing to move the Public Workshop from October 30 to November 13 and 
hold two CAC meetings in October. There was unanimous support for delaying the public 
workshop, but differing views on the best dates for October CAC meetings. Staff agreed to send 
follow-up communication regarding date selection. A committee member noted that the public 
outreach piece was important and asked for more details. Zach stated that the project team could 
present on that at the next meeting.  
 
Small Group Discussions 
The CAC discussed the corridor concepts in small groups. A summary of the discussion groups is 
attached to this meeting summary.  
 
Public Comment  
 
Meeting Adjournment  
Before adjournment, a committee member asked about the possibility of a site visit. The project 
team will consider where this might fit in and respond at future CAC meetings.  
 
Jen Gray-O’Connor adjourned the meeting at 9:00 PM.  
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Westside Bike Mobility Project 
Community Advisory Committee Meeting #5 

Wednesday, October 9, 2019, 6:00 PM – 9:00 PM 
Vancouver City Hall Aspen Room, 415 W 6th St, Vancouver, WA 98660 

 

Committee Members in Attendance: Lacey Arnold, Bill Baumann, Merlene Converse, Alyson 
Day, Amy Elkington, Garrett Ginter, Beth Greenberg, Jack Harroun, Leah Jackson, Michael Kelly, 
Susan Law, Nancy McCarter, Judy Russel, Luke Vander Weide, Jan Verrinder, Farleigh Winters, 
Glen Yung 
Committee Members Absent: Jennifer Ward, Stephanie Lynn 
City of Vancouver Staff: Jennifer Campos, Anna Dearman, Teresa Brum 
Facilitators: Jen Gray-O’Connor, Zachary Johnson, Kristen Bishop (LCA) 

 

 

MEETING SUMMARY 
Welcome 
Jennifer Campos opened the meeting at 6:00 PM. 

 

Public Comment 
• A community member who volunteers at the Clark County Veterans Assistance Center 

(CCVAC) described the need for parking in front of the facility. After working shifts, it 
would be difficult for them to walk blocks to their car. This is an even bigger issue for 
Veterans using canes, walkers, and wheelchairs. CCVAC provides support to Veterans 
with housing and accessing services. If the parking is taken away, they will not be able to 
access services. The community member also noted that they have been told that 17 
bikes go by the center every day but based on observation this is too high a number. 
There is not enough bike traffic to justify taking parking away. 

• A community member explained the work of CCVAC. The center serves over 4,000 
people. CCVAC does a great job getting veterans into housing. Last year, CCVAC was able 
to get almost 5% of the unhoused population into housing. Moving the center in 
response to parking loss would mean costs associated with finding a new facility and 
moving. CCVAC has been given a proprietary rate for their lease because of the great 
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work they do. The community member also stated that bike lanes would negatively 
impact home values. Their house had been appraised at $500,000 but was sold at 
$430,00 around the same time this project was being discussed. They also noted that 

almost every house on Columbia is a candidate to be listed on the historic register. 

• A community member stated that many of the people that go to CCVAC are the same 
age group that live along the Columbia corridor. They are attracted to the historic 
nature of the neighborhood and the ability to walk to work or ride safely. Removing all 
of the parking and adding bollards would change the neighborhood in a negative way. 
The community member stated that they do not support the loss of one parking spot on 
Columbia or in the wider neighborhood. 
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Previous Meeting Summary 
The CAC unanimously approved the previous meeting summary as presented. 

Workshop Discussion Groups 
CAC members were invited to visit five stations focused on different corridor alternatives 
(Columbia two-way, Columbia one-way, Daniels/Franklin Greenway, Franklin, and Washington) 
to have conversations with fellow committee members about the options and leave notes on 
each corridor. The notes that CAC members provided are attached as a separate document. 

At the end of the discussions, Jen Gray-O’Connor asked every committee member to share their 
thoughts. CAC members provided the following responses: 

• I’m looking at conserving historic resources (historic district boundary). I was very
mindful of how these things might impact. Between Mill Plain and 4th Plain goes through
a historic neighborhood. Anything’s possible if you have money to mitigate. But there
are places where impacts are greater. We have Hough school with 25 spots for 95
employees, we have Uptown Village for parking for low-wage workers. As parking is
removed, they will become unwelcomed. Maybe only a greenway can protect the
historic resources.

• I am the COO of CCVAC. One of our volunteers told you earlier about what we do there.
We save lives every day and change lives every day by providing services to veterans
and their families. We stop suicides because we help vets. If our veterans don’t have a
place to park in front of the building, they won’t be able to access services. It would cost
us 40% more to relocate. Our block is small, with 92 apartments on one side. That
complex was built with less than 50 spaces. If the parking is removed, even if there is
disabled parking on our side, people with disabilities from the apartment will use that
parking.

• My thoughts are on the process. It’s easy to fall back and be dogmatic and ideological.

It’s important to come up with creative solutions. It’s really important to me that this is

not based on ideology, but based on human impact to bikers, to the people that are

losing parking, and how that’s going to affect their lives. I’m strongly opinionated, but I

want to make sure that I’m listening and hearing other people to come up with a

creative solution. When we look at development downtown, there’s a development

going on where Daniels dead ends into Mill Plain, as part of the approval process for

that building, they get to use on-street parking. They have claimed that on-street

parking. There is going to be a compounding effect as they claim that parking.

• I look at this and no matter what route gets pushed forward, somebody is going to be

negatively impacted. When we push it to a different route, it is putting the burden on

another street. The other challenge with the alternatives is crossing some of the major
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intersections. There are not currently signals or marked crossings at Daniels and 4th Plain 

or Franklin and Fourth Plain. Finding a way to cross will be important. 

• One of the things that’s stuck me is that I didn’t realize the nature of the parking 
situation in Uptown Village. We can leverage the weight of this committee to strongly 
encourage the city that bike route changes are only possible if they are able to ease 
some parking issues in certain parts of the city. We, as a group, can all agree that it is a 
problem. I would encourage us to have an idea about how we can be part of the 
solution. New buildings are going in and that process is not going to change. The more 
that we are on top of it and support multimodal transport, the better it will be. If there 
is no off-street parking, it could force developers or residents to emphasize alternative 
methods of transportation. 

• I would like to see more of a birds-eye view of the impact on things like putting in a Vine 
bus stop. C-Tran may use Columbia street, and may have to tear out bike lanes later 
after they are built. In Vancouver, the property owners are supposed to be responsible 
for the condition of the sidewalks. If there’s not a payment plan for sidewalk 
maintenance or updates, people with walkers, wheelchairs, or canes are more likely to 
walk in the bike lanes on the street because we might trip over the cracks in the 
sidewalk. 

• I don’t have much to add. One of my main concerns is future development. We don’t 
know what it’s going to look like. How long can they do that and expect the same result? 
Mobility issues are important to me, but I don’t think that we should be stuck in a car 
society and should consider options. These concepts have pros and cons, the question is 
what is the community willing to accept? One of the quotes I have used my whole life is 
“the only constant is change” and this applies to Vancouver. In 10 years, Vancouver will 
be different than it is today, just as today it is different than it was 10 years ago. Building 
for the future helps us know how we can make it a better place for us and future 
residents. If we don’t take the initiative to work on bigger projects, we complain about 

what we currently have, but don’t take time to fix and address the issues. 

• I agree with the importance of sidewalk conditions for people using wheelchairs, 
walkers, or canes. There can’t be enough stoplights; I’m not trying to make auto life 
unpleasant, but if you don’t tell a semi to stop, they are going to take advantage even if 
you are standing on the street corner waiting to cross. I know change is coming, but we 
need to think about senior transit and paratransit. When you start changing things up or 
putting up planters, it might make it impossible. We are aging and Vancouver has to be 
a safer place than it has been to be a walker or commuter with special needs. When 
you’re planning, think about the paratransit vans and protect vulnerable people. 

• I feel like we should spend time expanding micromobility. I already have e-scooters 

coming by my house on Columbia Street. It is important to look at the safety of all forms 

of micromobility. With regards to historic character, Hudson’s Bay is historic, but they 

have bike lanes. With the right design it can be okay. 
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• Parking is getting worse and downtown Vancouver is getting more dense. We need to 
look 20-30 years out about how we improve options for the future of multimodal 
transportation. If we limit ourselves just to saving parking, it won’t be good in the long 
run. We can figure out ways to mitigate in sensitive areas. 

• I thought this was extremely helpful and getting to hear everyone’s perspective is really 
helpful. This helped show why everyone was here. I appreciate the openness that 
everybody had to try to get to some kind of consensus here. It brought new 
perspectives and allowed you to think about things you hadn’t considered. 

• This is an urban area. If you compare our urban area to others, we don’t have a parking 
problem. I know this is a different perspective, but there is a lot of parking that’s not 
taken. Columbia started out as the solution presented, and I haven’t seen a better 
solution presented. It protects paratransit, parking in front of homes, and uses existing 
infrastructure. It seems to be the best option presented to me. 

• I’m not sure if everyone got the chance to read about the kid who got hit by a truck and 

now his parents don’t have a kid. My brother almost died riding a direct route. At the 

end of day, we talk about parking, property values, and historic elements, but tell that 

to the parents who lost their child. 

• We are retrofitting an existing neighborhood instead of planning a new one. I’m 
uncomfortable with a solution that requires one street to take the hit. I like the idea of 
northbound on one street and southbound on another to spread out impact and 
balance the needs of businesses and people in the neighborhood. That solution could 
also get rid of the issue of turning the vehicle lanes into a one-way street. We should not 
let the barriers of crossing 39th or Fourth Plain automatically cross out a solution. The 
City can look at options for a safe crossing if it is the right corridor solution. I think that 
this group is engaging in a good conversation and I’m looking forward to evaluating, to 
decide what is rising to the top and what solutions get moved over to another column 
because they are more challenging to implement. 

• They already have a signal planned at Fourth Plain and Franklin, so that’s not an issue. 
The theme that I’ve been hearing is that parking doesn’t really matter because it’s going 
to go away anyway. I guess my question is: it’s easy to say that when you’re not the one 
impacted by it. When you’re an Uptown Village business on a razor-thin margin or a 
resident on Columbia with multiple cars, it impacts you. Some residents choose to live a 
multi-car lifestyle and you’re asking them to change by removing that parking. It’s not a 
theoretical ‘they don’t need that many cars’ because their lives are constructed around 
having that number of vehicles. If parking isn’t important, why did we do a parking 
study? It is a community value that we need to make our decision based on. Imagine a 
scenario where the City comes in and they say that removing curb cuts to your driveway 
will increase efficiency. How would you feel if the city said more cars need to be put into 
the neighborhood, we need to take your curb cut out so that we can get cars through 
here quicker? Think about it that way. 
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• Question: Regarding CCVAC, we’ve heard all these stories and my heart is with you. Is 

your current location serving you? Is there a better location? 

o CCVAC: Our facility is located right in the center of where the homeless veterans 

are. It is close to the VA campus, close to churches, and close to Share House. 

The main thing is that we have a building that we can rent for approximately 

40% less than we can get any other space. Yes, we could use more space. But if 

we have more space in a different area, we’d end up serving less veterans. 

• Question: Is CCVAC a private or public entity? 

o CCVAC: A portion of real estate taxes go to help indigent veterans. We are a non- 

profit that receives funding from the County. 

• From the best-option standpoint, if I’m planning the best lane without considering 
anything else, then I’d pick Columbia. This is the best solution from an engineering 
perspective for that task. It did not consider the other impacts, however, which is why 
we’re here. Let’s really dig down into those other impacts and find solutions. Columbia 

is absolutely the best bike route, but probably politically unattainable. At our current 

point in time, we need to develop demand. Creating sellable alternatives. When the 

density gets to a certain point, it’s going to change the situation, but we’re not there 

right now and the impact of this would be disproportionate. We need a creative 

solution. 

 

Evaluation Discussion Groups 
CAC members discussed the initial list of possible evaluation criteria compiled by the project 
team. In three small-group discussions, CAC members had the following comments: 

 

Group #1, facilitated by Zachary Johnson 

• Comments on criteria 

o Provides direct access for communities of concern 

▪ A group member expressed concern about the initial equity analysis. In 
particular, grouping the transportation needs of people under the age of 
18 with those of people over the age of 65 was seen as concerning. 

▪ General discussion about how the proposed metric (route is within one 
block of residents in communities of concern) might not yield different 
results for each alignment since the community is homogeneous. 

o Directly connects to community destinations 

▪ Group expressed desire to change “directly” to “functionally” 

o Directly connects to existing/future transit stops 

▪ Group expressed desire to change “directly” to “functionally” 

o Directness 

▪ Group discussed whether “connectivity” or “functional connectivity” 
would be more appropriate 
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o Safety

▪ All group members agreed that safety was highly important. Members
expressed a desire to take a wider view of safety metrics, noting that
reported crashes were low on the corridors.

o Context sensitivity

▪ A group member stated that neighborhood action plans were not

considered in the preceding phases of this project.

▪ A group member noted that Hough was listed on the Historic Register.

▪ A group member stated that context-sensitive design was mandated by
the City.

• Ideas for additional evaluation criteria:

o Separate “level of comfort” into “level of comfort – cyclists” and “level of

comfort – pedestrians”.

• Other comments

o Group expressed a strong desire to continue this discussion at the next CAC

meeting.

o A group member expressed opposition to having a ranking survey as it implied

weighting different criteria.

Group #2, facilitated by Kristen Bishop 

• Comments on criteria

o Safety – lighting should but included in this somehow. Perhaps as a metric.

o Context Sensitivity – this criterion feels like its biased against bike lanes

anywhere. The language should be changed. Really what we’re talking about is

change management or adaptability. Perhaps this section should be taken out

altogether. Preservation implies no change. Really what we want is not that but

adaptability to change.

o Community preference – this is tricky because people define community

differently. It should probably be removed from the list, as it’s already been

taken into account throughout the process. It’s implied.

o Parking – “Planning for parking” is better wording, because minimizing parking

removal may not be a goal for everyone. The metric for this could be managing

and planning for parking demands.

• Ideas for additional evaluation criteria:

o Future growth and planning – The ability of the route to accommodate future

growth should be a criterion. Plans for the future, zoning for high density, future

parking demands in the area, etc. all need to be factored in. Data sources could

be transit plan; 20 yr plan, zoning laws. Ask staff to add more data sources.

o Accessibility - Accessibility for all modes, including bikes, 3 wheeled bikes,

scooters, paratransit, etc. should be a criterion. It’s important that we think
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about not just bikes in the design of bike paths but all vehicles that will use it, 

including those used by disabled people. 

• Other comments:

o The City’s commitment to bike lanes, ridership, etc. really should be outlined

somewhere. Not sure if it should be a separate criterion or not.

Group #3, facilitated by Jen Gray-O’Connor 

• Comments on criteria

o Data-Need additional parking data from OTAK to increase confidence

o Feasibility-Cost constraints

• Ideas for additional evaluation criteria:

o Balances the impact on residences/business/traffic/multimodal transportation

(compared to each other)-the degree to which this solution balances multiple

impacts

o Equity-Equity as a broader category, not just equity of direction

o Impact to paratransit

Meeting Evaluation 
Zach asked CAC members for their opinions on what went well at the meeting (+), what did not 
go well (-), and what should be changed for the next meeting (Δ). 

+ 

• This meeting went better than last time

• The lack of constraint was appreciated

• It was good that everyone got to speak

• While the first few meetings were educational, this was more enjoyable and allowed
CAC members to build understanding with one another

• The meeting was productive
- 

• Did not like using sticky notes

• People weren’t speaking loud enough
• Constraints regarding scope (e.g. not discussing Main Street)

Δ 

• More consistent use of the microphone

• More time for discussion

Public Comment II 
• A community member stated that there is no safe way to have busses, cars, and bikes

on the same arterial. They relayed a story about a car driving over a landscaped
separator and killing someone on the sidewalk. They recommended that the city focus
on planning an actual bike route, separate from streets. They stated that parking was a
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big problem in the downtown area and that the impact to downtown parking has not 

be discussed enough. Lots of businesses are affected. The ride service that LSW 

Architects is spearheading is creating a new solution, but they are having employees 

park in neighborhoods and ride in. Until the city comes up with a way to solve this 

parking loss, there’s going to be no place to really come up with a solution. 

• A community member agreed that there is a parking problem in Vancouver but 

disagreed that adding more parking would ease the problem. To decrease the 

parking problem, they recommended creating a north/south bike route to ease 

demand. 

 

Meeting Adjournment at 9:00 p.m. 
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Columbia Street (protected bike lanes on both sides) 

Columbia Street 
Notes from October 9th Workshop 

Who would 
benefit?  

• Anyone who wants traffic to slow down on Columbia 

• Bicyclists only – not seniors, vets, or historical community 

• Put bikes & cars on one sheet – preserves access for para-transit  

• Slows traffic on Columbia  

• Speeds up traffic on Columbia  

• Protects pedestrians/students at Hough ES 

• Bike commuters direct line 

• Bike arterial (direct)  

• Anyone who doesn’t want another light on 4th Plain  

Potential 
problems and 
mitigation  

• Impact to uptown businesses whose patrons park on Columbia 

• Writing design standards for historic neighborhood  

• No identified solution for the homes that have no off-street parking. 
Not fair to adopt a solution that requires people no off street 
options to park elsewhere.  

• Vet Center will be put out of business. We will be unable to obtain 
space for current amt.  

• Huge mitigation required $$$ 

• Highest impact & damage to historic resource 

• Residents will potentially have to walk 3 or 4 blocks to have access 
to their front door, but the extent of parking difficulties are 
currently unknown due to lack of field-verified data.  

• The most common cause of crashes on Columbia is leaving a lane of 
travel. Currently parked vehicles are crashed into. If parked vehicles 
are removed, peds & cyclists will be left more vulnerable. 

• Virtually all cyclist who will use Columbia St. are considered able-
bodied and usually healthy. Many of those affected by parking 
removal are elderly/disabled/families with young children. 

• There is no longer a bus route on Columbia…is this a complete 
street?  

• As far equity, there is no plans by the City to repair sidewalks in the 
area. So, is this a complete street?  

• Initial selection of routes was based on information received from 
survey respondents who: 31% “usually get around” by bike, 2% 
affected by disability, 89% income higher than median income, 49% 
over 100k income.  

• All analysis of Columbia relied on in-correct data 

• Columbia only has 17% of public support  

• Will taking out parking speed up traffic? Heard this happened on 
33rd when parking was removed anecdotally.  
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• Impact to uptown village parking 

• Vet Center Parking  

Other 
comments 

• More historic as the street would be used to transport people not to 
store personal items 

• People who are currently affordably housed, who depend on a car 
for travel may need to move and may find difficulty finding 
affordable housing anywhere else. 

• Several multi-housing units have been built in the areas with 
approved development permits counting parking spaces on the 
street to meet city standards…these “counted” spaces will be 
removed.  

• City does not have accurate data to be able to determine the true 
costs of mitigation.  

• Low initial costs to remove parking spots, but in order to replace 
these currently paid for parking spots will cost $50,000.00 per spot 
in a parking garage.  

• Not in favor of solution that solely benefits cyclists.  

• More tax money for costly historic mitigation.  

• Less tax money as infrastructure is already in place 

• Narrow streets on Columbia to slow traffic 

• Partner w/ infrastructure already & light at 4th Plain 

• Infrastructure already in place 

• A small amount of zig zag would be a tiny price to pay for our 
Veterans to have parking. Use some other street?  
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Columbia Street 
Notes from September 25th Workshop 

Pros Cons 

• Lots of existing infrastructure/easier 
to implement the concept 

• Direct north-south route 

• Increases alternative transportation 
access to the VA center 

• Should make Columbia more 
pedestrian friendly 

• There is a potential for one-way bike 
travel; Northbound parking could be 
preserved if this was just a 
southbound bike lane 

• It’s the best connection to 
Renaissance Trail and I-5 

• It’s already associated with arterial 
traffic 

• Grade is an advantage 

• Upcoming repave project presents an 
opportunity 

• It’s close to Main St. 

• It could be a safe route 

 

• Parking impacts (businesses, 
residents, property owners) 

• Will make Paratransit/buss access 
challenging in some areas 

• May slow freight and delivery 
procedures on Columbia 

• Some sections will require a 
significant learning curve to navigate  

• Sidewalks will need a lot of work 

• Varying travel patterns for bike paths 

• There may be design changes because 
of construction on one block 

• There are “critical” (vulnerable) 

people impacted 

• It impacts the historic character of the 

neighborhood 
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Columbia Street + Another Street (protected bike lane on one 

side of Columbia, paired with another street) 

Columbia Street + Another Street 
Notes from October 9th Workshop 

Who would 
benefit? 

• Hierarchy of options benefit all

• Businesses & neighborhoods would retain some parking

• Connectivity is best for Columbia N/S & sharrows on Daniels or F.

• Shares the impact across 2 streets and allows parking removal to be
minimized

Potential 
problems and 
mitigation  

• Indirect. Likely to be less utilized.

• Publish a bike map PDF for cyclists to promote route

• Redundancy with existing plans or potential. Example – Main St.

• Future construction

• Property owners could have assistance fixing sidewalk so ppl are not
having to walk in bike lane

• Stop signs on Daniels & Franklin cut out possibility for N/S
commuter

What 
direction? 
(northbound 
or 
southbound) 

• Southbound faster w/ speed of traffic

• Head north at night head south in morning (typ.)

• North bound -> slower, more appropriate for side street

• Would prefer southbound bike lane. I would be okay w weaving
through neighborhoods north (uphill) but like a faster, more direct
downhill route

What 
additional 
street? 

• Washington + Columbia

• Washington South of 19th. Not Daniels. Use Columbia north of 19th. 

• Daniels (needs more street lights)

• Washington Franklin

• Use Franklin, Daniels, or Washington + preserve Vet Center parking,
senior ability to age in place and historic values of Columbia

• A well lit street

• Franklin has the least # of jogs – most direct. NB Franklin, SB
Columbia. (Because Franklin has a more gentle grade going uphill
NB)

Other 
comments 

• Arial view. Where would bus stop? What does that look like?
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Daniels Greenway 

Daniels Greenway 
Notes from October 9th Workshop 

Who would 
benefit? 

• Family/slower bikers

• Everybody

• Historic District

• Business

• Vet Center

• Bikes

• Seniors

• This concept fills the critical gap in Vancouver’s lack of a family
friendly N/S bike route

• Cyclists who want calm bike ride.

Potential 
problems and 
mitigation  

• Need to have bike lanes somewhere, not just a greenway

• Reconfigure/remove stop signs

• Cars would potentially start taking Daniels if stop signs are
reconfigured. Should consider adding diverters and other traffic
calming devices

• Very narrow street south of 4th Plain may make even biking
uncomfortable

• Too dark

• Too many stop signs even with reconfiguration

• Crossing 4th Plain – Hawk signal? Would this actually be faster for
bicyclists than waiting @ Columbia

• 

Where should 
this greenway 
cross Mill 
Plain?   

• Washington & Mill Plain – could job over on one of the streets
between McLoughlin & 16th

• Daniels to 16 to Washington

• Crossing at Daniels & 16th and then to Franklin

•

Other 
comments 

• This is already a quiet street & informal greenway



Westside Bike Mobility Project Public Outreach Summary 260 

 

Daniels Greenway 
Notes from September 25th Meeting  

Pros Cons 

• Low traffic volume 

• Neighborhood greenway = family 
friendly 

• Daniels could split into another route 
street at the dead end 

• This could be used as a northbound 
bike lane in combination with 
Columbia to allow parking to be 
retained on one side 

• Modifications could improve 
pedestrian/student safety around 
Hough Elementary.  

• Route is not direct and will require 
potentially confusing transitions  

• Cost of adding all the required 
infrastructure 

• Sharrows can cause conflict between 
cars and bikes; prefer option with 
protected lane  

• Fire station entering share-road may 
cause issues 

• Potential changes to neighborhood 
traffic patterns 

• Getting across 4th Plain is difficult 

• The place where Daniels crosses 23rd 
is a problem area. It is narrow and 
scary to ride on 

• Cycling commuters would still likely 
prefer to take the straight Columbia 
route, even if there was a greenway 
on Daniels 

• There are 24 stop signs 

• 8th street is often closed for the 

farmers market 
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Franklin Street 

Franklin Street 
Notes from October 9th Workshop 

Who would 
benefit?  

•  All veterans, elderly & disabled people as well as bicyclists and 
pedestrians  

• Less traffic 

• Franklin could be a family friendly greenway. I use it to bike 
commute & prefer it over Columbia.  

Potential 
problems and 
mitigation  

• Need dedicated bike lanes still. Can’t rely on greenway concept only 
as a solution or people will just continue to use Columbia  

• Street parking  

• Historic impact 

• Parking will only get worse. Making decisions based on parking is 
short sighted.  

• Do we have the timeline/plan for BRT? Making decisions that could 
have to change based on transit.  

• Consider adding diverters to Franklin & turning into greenway 
approach. Allows parking to stay 

• Franklin is a medium traffic route – less busy than Columbia – put in 
diverter & traffic calming to make it a greenway  

• Controlled crossings at 39th St, 4th Plain would be necessary  

• Not a direct N/S route that would benefit commuters (too remote)  

• No existing crossing at 4th Plain 

• Make it a greenway  

Other 
comments 

• How much parking would be eliminated compared to a Columbia 
route?  

• Daniels would be great neighborhood greenway 

• Franklin or Daniels would be slower than Columbia  

• Franklin – can one side of parking be retained? One-way Franklin, 
one Way Columbia for bicycles. Vehicle traffic remains 2-way 

• Loss of parking for all of Franklin will create issues for residents & 
Hough school maintenance staff (big trucks hauling equipment park 
on Franklin) 

• Need bicycle/ped light at 39th & Franklin/4th Plain & Franklin to allow 
safe crossing for bikes and pedestrains 
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Franklin Street 
Notes from September 25th Workshop 

Pros Cons 

• Existing traffic infrastructure; less cost
to implement

• The route is very walker friendly

• Non-paved trail could be used to
continue the bike path

• Gentle grade

• Low traffic volume

• It’s a slower street and would slow

traffic

• Northbound parking on Columbia
might be preserved if this was used as
a northbound alternative to Columbia
or Daniels

• There is potential to use the City ROW

• Could be a great route for getting
people down to the Courthouse area,
which has a lot of employment
activity

• It is near a school

• Not direct, lots of potentially
confusing transitions for bikers

• Currently, no busses on Franklin

• Weekend activities make Franklin
difficult for through travel

• Homes and fences built in the right of
way make it difficult to widen

• Doesn’t cater to commuters because
it’s not continuous

• City ROW is not a great location from
a cycling perspective. It is narrow and
crosses alleys that are used for
garbage pickup and other services

• Loss of parking around the County
building and the Courthouse would be
difficult

• Sharrows are not safe

• There are only narrow E-W cross

streets

• It would increase traffic near a school

• Would not increase access to Main St.
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Washington Street + Another Street 

Washington + Another Street 
Notes from October 9th Workshop 

Who would 
benefit? 

• All the historic neighborhood IF you access @ 16

Potential 
problems and 
mitigation  

• Must have free uptown village parking solution as a trade off

• Would require bicyclists to jog one time, but small sacrifice for not
losing parking

• Only good Daniels/Franklin change @ 16th NOT 21st

• Do not start @ 21st! Uptown Village Parking

What 
additional 
street? 

• Daniels to 16th to Franklin, Franklin to 13

• Washington south of 19th, then Columbia

• Washington plus Daniels or Franklin (16th)

• Franklin or Daniels would work as Northern part of route

• Washington should not start @ 21. Part of Daniels to 16 to
Washington

Other 
comments 

• Balances needs of bikes, residences, and businesses. Does not
require one street to take all the changes. Compromise route.

Washington + Another Street  
Notes from September 25th Workshop 

Pros Cons 

• Parking loss should not be an issue

• Wide road; lots of road to work with

• Better separation for bikers and
walkers from cars; safer

• This could be a potential compromise
route

• Not direct, requires bikers to
transition

• Future design changes may require
the bike infrastructure to change (e.g.
if it is converted to a two-way street)

• No access to waterfront

• Turning across traffic is difficult

• Would need a bike signal which slows

traffic
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Westside Bike Mobility Project 
Community Advisory Committee Meeting #6 

Wednesday, October 30th, 2019, 6:00 PM – 9:00 PM 
Vancouver City Hall Aspen Room, 415 W 6th St, Vancouver, WA 98660 
 
Committee Members in Attendance: Lacey Arnold, Merlene Converse, Beth Greenberg, Jack 
Harroun, Leah Jackson, Michael Kelly, Susan Law, Nancy McCarter, Judy Russel, Luke Vander 
Weide, Jan Verrinder, Jennifer Ward, Farleigh Winters, Glen Yung  
Committee Members Absent: Bill Baumann, Alyson Day, Amy Elkinton, Garrett Ginter, 
Stephanie Lynn 
City of Vancouver Staff: Jennifer Campos, Chad Eiken, Rebecca Kennedy  
Facilitators: Jen Gray-O’Connor, Zachary Johnson, Kristen Bishop, Benjamin McLean  
 
 

MEETING SUMMARY 
Welcome   
Jennifer Campos opened the meeting at 6:00 PM.  
 
Public Comment I 

• A community member asked a series of questions and comments about the project: 

o How is this being funded? Drivers and boaters pay vehicle license fees. How 

come cyclists get a free ride?  

o Green intersection markings costs $6,000 per intersection.  

o How many committee members live in Vancouver? How many live on Columbia?  

o This process is stacked and the City has already made a decision.  

• A community member shared their experience with the Clark County Veterans’ 

Assistance Center (CCVAC). They came to Vancouver homeless, a drug addict, and an 

alcoholic a few years ago. Last September, they received assistance from CCVAC, 

including help with health insurance. As of this week, they are celebrating one year 

clean and sober. They continue to visit CCVAC for emotional support three to four times 

a week. After 40 years of addiction, they finally have their life back. They stated that is 

was important for the CAC to consider what the CCVAC does for the community.  

• A community member expressed support for the Columbia Street concept as a natural 

complete streets corridor that connects multiple neighborhoods and destinations. They 

did a public disclosure request of the negative comments about the project and 

described them as “fearmongering.” They stated that bike lanes do not lower property 

values, do not destroy historic homes, and are a routine issue. They said that Vancouver 

is supposed to be a modern city, that a project like this is long overdue, and that people 

are using irrational fearmongering in opposition to the project.  

• A community member who has lived on Columbia between 19th and 20th for 40 years 

expressed concern about the impacts of parking loss, particularly on older people. They 

have friends that come visit and have to drive around looking for parking. They have a 
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garage that faces the alley, but is difficult to get out of, and they wouldn’t want to try it. 

They also expressed concern that having more cars parking on narrow side streets 

would negatively impact the community.  

• A community expressed their view that the City is going to do what they want to do. 

They stated an example is how busses go down streets that are only 16 feet wide, 

without any concern for the safety of the residents of that neighborhood. They stated 

that the Westside Bike Mobility Project takes away access to people’s property, 

lowering property values. They stated that they look at the project with complete 

disgust.  

• A community member who is a disabled Veteran expressed concern that if parking were 

taken away on Columbia Street, Veterans that use the CCVAC for their services would 

have to park further down another street, causing a lot of problems for their mobility. 

• A community member asked what the minimum recommendation that the City would 

accept. They asked if the City would approve of a recommendation of no bike lanes. 

They stated that the point of Columbia is that it is a transportation thoroughfare, is a 

north/south corridor, and connects to communities. They stated that there is no current 

north/south corridor that provides access to downtown Vancouver. They looked at how 

they would get to two schools north of Downtown and determined that there was no 

way to get to those schools on a dedicated bike lane. They stated that they are just 

asking for one bike facility and that Columbia is by far the best option.  

• A community member who lives on Columbia Street expressed support for a concept 

that would have one north or south lane on Columbia, with the other lane on another 

street, potentially Lincoln or Kaufmann.  

• A community member noted there is an emotional component to this process, but that 

there needs to be movement towards a solution. They stated that the CAC should focus 

on how to get from point A to Point B knowing the problems we are trying to solve and 

being objective. They stated that it would be a shame if at the end of the process, there 

was a lot of blowback from residents. They stated that, as a cyclist, there needs to be 

something, but that it doesn’t necessarily have to be Columbia and that everyone 

should work together to arrive at an alternative that works.   

Previous Meeting Summary 
The CAC unanimously approved the previous meeting with the following revision: 

Add that the first person at public comment stated that they were a disabled veteran 
who would be isolated without their volunteerism at the CCVAC.    

 
CAC members provided the following feedback and questions regarding the workshop 
discussion summaries. Responses from the project team are in italics.  

• Some of the pros and cons listed are in direct contradiction with each. Are these going 
to be fact checked? 

o No. These notes are exact transcriptions of the sticky notes that committee 
members posted and represent their perspective. 
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• I do not want inaccurate information to appear as if it is factual when it is put into the 
record. Can we add a disclaimer that the notes are from a workshop and have not been 
verified? 

o Yes, we can add an introductory sentence that explains this.  
 
 
Project Update: Public Outreach  
Jen Gray-O’Connor asked committee members to look over the provided list of community 
engagement activities that the project team is considering for January. Committee members 
had the following questions and comments, with responses from the project team in italics:  

• My opinion is that we don’t have to repeat what we’ve already done. We already had an 
open house at the waterfront. It was clear from the feedback that a number of people 
felt excluded. We don’t need to repeat outreach at places we’ve already captured, we 
need to expand it.  

• Neighborhood associations are a good venue, especially if they receive enough notice.  

• If we have a strong notion that parking is going to be removed, we need to put flyers on 
people’s doors and do a temporary no-parking closure.  

• Even though some of these activities have been done in the past, I think there is value in 
repeating them because they were not well-publicized last time.  

• The open house should cover a block of time that allows people to participate, include 
those who need to drive back from Portland after work.  

• If we are going to test eliminating parking, we should do a test bike lane at the same 
time.  

• I think the public outreach is going to end up being critical. I don’t think I can digest this 
in ten minutes. I would like more time to think about it.  

o This is just an introduction to the outreach activities. There will be further 
discussion about it at the next two CAC meetings.  

• I want to make sure that what we do is well-publicized. People were not included last 
time because they didn’t know about the opportunities. We need to make sure the 
public is aware of everything that we are doing here.  

• We should explore using signs that ask people for their feedback. They could be place 
along the corridors and be similar to the “Drive Under 25” signs.  

• I would like the CAC to have the opportunity to review the outreach materials before it 
goes out so that we don’t miss something like last time.  

• I would like to echo the idea of doing a trial. I think there is an organization in Portland 
that sets up temporary bike facilities that allow people to try it. 

• How many neighborhood associations are there in Vancouver?  
o There are over 60. 

• If we have outreach that goes to neighborhood associations, it is important to be broad. 
People that use the Columbia corridor come from all over the city, so we will want to 
touch base with each of the associations.  

• I like the idea of doing signs. The tool that alerted me to the project were the pavement 
stickers that said, “fill out a survey.” This might be an effective tool to repeat this time.  
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• It would make sense to have the City post about these opportunities on NextDoor and 
the City Facebook page.  

• I think it’s important to be all-inclusive. It is important that outreach materials reflect 
the wider context, including the Kaufman project and the Main Street Road Diet. These 
are all important for the public to know about.  

o A separate public outreach process will occur for those projects.  

• It’s disingenuous to exclude other projects from this outreach.  
o We do not have anything definitive to take out to the public regarding Main 

Street or Kaufmann/Lincoln.  

• For quite some time, I’ve expected to see a write up on mitigation. I would like to think 
that when we put public materials out there, we will know what’s being offered with 
regards to mitigation.  

o We will be looking at mitigation. We will come back to the CAC with more details 
on alternatives, impacts, and mitigation.  

• I’m not clear on Main Street and Kaufmann. Are these projects happening, or are they 
on the drawing board?  

o They are not being planned at the moment. The initial higher-level corridor 
identification was looking at the network between Main Street and 
Lincoln/Kaufmann. This CAC process is focused on the Columbia corridor. We 
have not gone through a design and implementation process for the other routes.  

• So, as a cyclist, I cannot count on these routes being implemented? 
o No, not right now.  

• I’m curious what the City’s plan is, if there is one, to accommodate additional parking.  
o The City understands that parking pressures are getting more pronounced in 

downtown, particularly for employees. These are waiting lists for the two city 
garages. Parking garages are expensive to build, with each space costing 
between $40,000 and $60,000 to construct, and more if they are underground. 
Charging $1.50 an hour means we would not be able to pay it back over the life 
of a typical bank loan. We are looking at properties behind City Hall for a 
potential structure. Waterfront LLC is building a garage with 500 spaces. We 
recently added 17 spots with a restriping project and 40 public spaces with the 
new surface lot west of City Hall. This freed up space from garages or on street 
spots. There is no easy or cheap solution.  

• What are the pros and cons of building a garage?  
o We have kept parking rates low. Everyone looks to the City to set the standard, 

so they can’t charge much for parking. If you can’t charge enough, you can’t get 
a loan approved. We have gradually been increasing our rates, but they are not 
up to market rate yet.  

• What is market rate?  
o We cannot charge Portland rates. A going rate downtown is $100 a month, or 

$115 a month in a garage. Our rates do need to go up. Cost of construction is the 
same between Portland and Vancouver, and there is an additional construction 
sales tax in Washington as well.  
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• Are any parking projects planned for the Uptown Village area?
o A couple years ago, our parking consultant looked at the potential of building a

garage on the Vancouver Housing Authority site. We are open to this, but it is a
matter of identifying funding for it.

• Regarding the public outreach, how much information are we going to be sharing with
the public? It is difficult for people to give an opinion when there is so much
information. How much are we going to package this information?

o Right now, we have corridor alternatives. The pros and cons for each alternative
will be included, along with mitigation information, other information from the
City, and potentially a cost range. This would mean taking five alternatives out to
the public, with the facilitation team creating easy-to-understand information
about each alternative.

• We are not going to eliminate concepts before public outreach?
o No; all five alternatives will go to the public.

• I don’t feel that I know anywhere near enough about the options to properly evaluate
them. Things get lost, people don’t know the details. We don’t have enough knowledge.

• I can’t evaluate if we don’t know what the mitigation piece looks like.
o We will come back in December with mitigation options.

• I highly doubt that all five alternatives that were proposed, before any evaluation, are
feasible.

o They would be feasibly. We gave the committee an open slate and informed
when something was not feasible, such as converting two-way streets into one-
way streets.

• I did not even have enough time to discuss Franklin. I’m not comfortable evaluating at
the next meeting.

• Maybe we should wait until December to do the actual evaluation.

• Maybe as part of the November discussion, we can talk about what information we still
need to have.

• I have no idea if the route I proposed is even feasible.

• We are not capable of making these decisions as a committee.
o If the alignment you had proposed was unsafe or infeasible, we would not have

let that move forward.

• I am uncomfortable evaluating right now.

• I have a question regarding mitigation. When we get information about mitigation costs,
will that information be presented to the public. There’s the cost of lighting, cost of
street crossings, and property values. Is there a way of showing overall costs, not just
cost of construction?

o We can try to apply costs. There are so many variables. The cost would be
associated with thing we know and understand. The City Attorney’s Office has
already told us that we can’t spend money on improving parking for individual
homeowners.
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• I think we talked about a lot of corridor options. I think it would be helpful to pause,
even for a month or so, to come up with good plans based on our feedback. We can give
the City time so that they are not rushed in trying to throw together a plan.

o The timeline does gets more complicated with holiday season.

• Is the February deadline for a final decision arbitrary?
o No. We are trying to wrap up so that if improvements for Columbia Street are

identified, they can be implemented as part of the Columbia Street repaving
project. The final plans would need to be drawn up by the end of March. We need
to make sure that Council and the community have time to discuss.

• One of my biggest concerns is that I don’t know how we are going to apply the
evaluation criteria. I want to know what methodology we are going to be using. This is
really unclear to me.

o Tonight, we are focused on finalizing the evaluation criteria.

• I was thinking about costs. Are there any funds identified for these improvements?
o Through the City’s street funding strategy that was adopted in 2015, there is a

safety, accessibility, and mobility program that funds sidewalk, bicycle, and ADA
curb ramp projects throughout the City. That was the funding that we were going
to use to implement this project. Obviously, if something were to happen on
Columbia, there would be a cost savings there because of the resurfacing project.

• I did not know that the City could not spend money to help property owners improve
their parking situation. The parking study is an estimate, not actual field data. The
numbers are important to me.

o We can do improvements to alleyways, the public right-of-way, etc. We can do
things that benefit more than one homeowner. There, legally, has to be a public
benefit.

• With regards to the parking study, Glen’s parking study was dramatically different than
the date that was presented to us. If we’re making decisions based off of data, and the
actual legal spaces are 80% to 140% off. This information is important to me.

o The parking occupancy study used best practices. It is the same methodology
that we used for McLoughlin. When you do a parking utilization study, you begin
by creating a base map. You then go out and see how people are actually
parking. You base the study on what people are actually doing in the field.

• If the City counts an illegal spot as a spot because people are parking illegally, I’m
uncomfortable with that.

o I want to clarify how it works. The City doesn’t have the capacity to enforce.
When we look at operational occupancy, we want to understand how the road is
being used. If we didn’t, we’d be undercounting the number of cars parked that
would need to be redistributed.

• All we would need is a new ticket meter person to come down and start ticketing people
to dramatically change parking behavior. We need to know the legal capacity.

• The City has a problem where they are not enforcing code. That’s the status quo, and it
exacerbates illegal parking.

• We don’t have a count of legal spots.
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• This needs to be ironed out, the data we have needs to be correct.  

• I believe we are doing the same thing we did last time. This is being rushed. Why is it not 
option to pave Columbia now and then black over the lanes if it is decided to implement 
improvements later.  

o Blacking over the lines does not last long. It bleeds through quickly, particularly 
on fresh pavement.  

• It seems incredibly careless to rush through this thing. We need time to do this right.  

• Maybe the City didn’t know how this project would evolve when they set out the 
timeline. Maybe there was initial enough time.  

• Would it be possible to move Columbia paving back another year?  
o No; the repave is moving forward in 2020.  

 
Workshop Discussion Groups: Evaluation Criteria  
CAC members discussed the proposed evaluation criteria. The comments and questions 
provided by committee members are attached as a separate document.  
 
Large Group Discussion: Meeting Evaluation   
CAC members were asked to provide feedback on the workshop process. Committee members 
had the following comments: 

• Generally, I feel good about what we did. We drilled into more specifics. I am hopeful 
that we’ll have a more rigorous set of criteria at the end of this process. 

• Still a lot of plans, but not a lot of detail. We need to understand the different variations 
of alternatives, so that we can evaluate.  

• I am encouraged by what I was hearing and what was on the board. I am much more 
concerned about getting it right instead of getting it done quickly.  

• I’m thinking the criteria is headed in the right direction. Once the criteria are typed out 
and we have alternatives 1-6, it would be helpful to get the information ahead of time 
so we can be speed up evaluation process.  

• Before our next meeting, we are going to need information about the structure of the 
meeting so we know what kind of exercises we will be doing.  

• I feel like we kind of made some ground. I still have major concerns about using this 
criteria on what we’ve gone through since we don’t know the ins and outs of the 
alternatives.  

• I would love to hear the word bicycle a few more times, and more focus on a 
north/south route that is safe for everyone.  

• If you have any questions about the routes, they should ride the route with me.  

• I appreciated hearing from people. It was helpful to hear from [Community and 
Economic Development] staff about future parking plans.   

• I appreciated getting to talk to more people one-on-one. When you connect one on one, 
that adds a lot of weight and credence to each other’s points of view. I want to see us 
get it right, not necessarily fast. Get it correct.  

• We need to get this right. We need enough time to review. I wanted to thank the 
facilitators and staff that sat at tables. I thought they did a wonderful job.  
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• I’m ready to see some functional plans and what that would like to apply the evaluation 
criteria to the context of the plans. 

• It would be great to do a group bike/walk up the route, let’s get as many people as we 
can do to do that.  

o We have the CVAN shuttle. We’d be happy to help facilitate.  

• Do we need to do the tour before evaluation?  
o The project team will be looking at the schedule. We can look at pushing the 

evaluation to the December meeting, allowing a longer period for evaluation.  

• Could we have homework to write out our plans (route variations, what each route 
would look like, etc.), and put them out on paper?  

 
Jen asked the group if they found SurveyMonkey to be helpful tool. The CAC has mixed 
responses.  
 
Public Comment II 

• A community member expressed their view that there seemed to be a good tone at the 

end of this meeting and that it was good to hear a positive direction. With regards to 

outreach, they said it should be equitable in terms of advertisement and that people 

outside of city limits, bike groups, and people from Portland all have a stake, not just the 

neighborhood associations. They stated that there is a false pitting of bikes and veterans 

against each other, and that there should be more information and how many people 

are biking now and how many bikers are projected. Finally, they said there should be 

more focus on the positive aspects that bike lanes would have on decreasing the need 

for parking.  

• A community member expressed support for the idea of doing a site visit, to get an idea 

of the complications and understand the context, particularly if there were some 

creative elements involved. They recommended that a chain for evaluating might look 

like this:  

o Step 1: what are we trying to solve for? What is the minimum that can solve the 

problem?  

o Step 2: Answer what does it mean to solve the problem, and then the criteria 

makes sense. The public needs to see how we got there. If you can’t maintain a 

chain from the problem statement, to criteria, to evaluation, to data, you’re 

going to have a problem. There’s data out there, if you don’t have data and time 

restraints, caveat it with “assumptions” that have to borne out by data. It’d be 

great for public to contribute how we can move forward. It would be good to 

have them engaged, as opposed to showing up.  

• A community member agreed that the tone had improved over the course of the 

meeting. They stated that the City’s answers to questions were not sufficient and the 

City’s assumptions were not good enough, stating that it was a “trash in, trash out” 

situation. They stated that the CAC needed to know how data was collected and what 



Westside Bike Mobility Project Public Outreach Summary 272 

the best practices are. They recommended that traffic engineers or other experts would 

do a better job answering questions. They further stated that they had not heard 

anything about C-Tran and the biggest problem facing the project was a lack of 

community buy in, which led to acrimony and the suspicion that there was something to 

hide.  

Meeting Adjournment at 9:01 p.m. 
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Westside Bike Mobility Project 
Community Advisory Committee Meeting #7 

Wednesday, November 13, 2019, 6:00 PM – 9:00 PM 
Vancouver City Hall Aspen Room, 415 W 6th St, Vancouver, WA 98660 
 
Committee Members in Attendance: Lacey Arnold, Merlene Converse, Alyson Day, Amy 
Elkinton, Garrett Ginter, Beth Greenberg, Jack Harroun, Leah Jackson, Michael Kelly, Susan Law, 
Stephanie Lynn, Nancy McCarter, Judy Russel, Luke Vander Weide, Jan Verrinder, Jennifer 
Ward, Farleigh Winters, Glen Yung  
Committee Members Absent: Bill Baumann 
City of Vancouver Staff: Jennifer Campos, Anna Dearman, Chad Eiken  
Facilitators: Jen Gray-O’Connor, Zachary Johnson, Kristen Bishop 
 
 

MEETING SUMMARY 
Welcome   
Jennifer Campos opened the meeting at 6:00 PM, reviewed the agenda, and presented the 
Rules of Conduct for Public Meetings. CAC members suggested the following modifications to 
the rules: 

• During public comment, allow each speaker three minutes instead of two to align with 
City Council procedures.  

 
Public Comment I 

• A community member encouraged members of the CAC and the public to try to see this 

project from other people’s points of view. They said that the goals of maintaining 

parking and provide safe bike facilities are not incompatible. They said that the CAC 

should consider general traffic calming measures. They stated that as both a cyclist and 

a resident along the corridor, they were concerned that the project was created 

animosity between residents and the cycling community.  

• A community member stated that it was important to lay out a clear chain from 

problem to solution. They stated that last-minute agenda changes impact not only the 

work of the committee, but the members of the public who come to these meetings. 

They had come prepared to talk about the evaluation process and had prepared ideas to 

share with the CAC but decided not to share it because they were not sure it was 

relevant to the night’s revised agenda. They stated that the evaluation criteria should 

have been nailed down first because the concepts were overwhelming without having 

the criteria in place. They also stated that they did not see well-thought out references 

to C-Tran in the meeting materials.  

 

 

 

 



Westside Bike Mobility Project Public Outreach Summary 274 

Previous Meeting Summary 

The CAC approved the previous meeting summary. One committee member raised a yellow 
card and indicated concerns with the timeliness of documentation.   
 
Presentation: Route Concept Alternatives  
Derek Abe presented on the route concepts under consideration. Committee members had the 
following questions and comments for each route concept alternative, with responses from the 
project team in italics:  
 
Columbia  

• Some areas along the Columbia corridor already allow for parking on one side or no 
parking at all.  

• How does traffic calming interact with LTS scores?  
o Speed is one of the main criteria for LTS scores. Traffic volumes are also an 

important factor. If traffic calming can reduce speed and the number of vehicles 
traveling, it can lower a corridor’s LTS score.  

• Is there a way to create an LTS 1 facility between Evergreen Blvd. and McLoughlin Blvd?  
o Yes. If we remove parking on both sides, we can get to LTS 1.  

• Is there a section of two-way cycle track on this corridor?  
o No. 

• Even if you have LTS 1 on most of the route, one section of LTS 3 means that the whole 
route becomes LTS 3. This is critical to understand. We don’t want to do all these 
improvements just to end up with an LTS 3 facility.  

o That is correct. Thank you for the point of clarification.  

• When we remove the medians and remove parking on Columbia, it will speed traffic up. 
Will the introduction of separated bike facilities lead to enough traffic calming to create 
a balance?   

o There are mixed opinions about this in the traffic world. It takes analysis of 
designs to work through that.  

• As a cyclist, I look at the current LTS 2 score for Columbia from 19th Street to 27th Street 
and the current LTS 2 from 28th Street north and note that from my perspective, these 
are drastically different sections. There are thousands of more cars from 19th to 27th. I’m 
not sure why both are rated LTS 2.   

 
Washington/Columbia 

• The bike facilities south of 13th on Columbia are sharrows, not bike lanes.  

• It is unusual to choose the section of Washington from 20th Street south. 20th is quite 
constrained because it is narrow and has cars parked on both sides. It is practically a 
one-lane street with two-way traffic flow. Would the City consider making changes to 
traffic flow on this street? 

o We would consider jogging over at a different location before we would consider 
changing traffic flow on streets.  
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• This concept jogs back to Columbia on 6th Street. Why not go all the way down to third 
and end up at the on-ramp to the I-5 Bridge?  

o That is an option to consider. 

• The intersection of 5th Street and Washington might be challenging.  

• This concept has us using 6th Street to cut over. How would this work? 6th Street does 
not currently have bike facilities.  

o A design would explore how to cut over.  

• How would this impact cars? Adding more complex signal in that area would just make 
the congestion problem worse.  

o This would likely be a two-stage crossing. The time and signal cycle would be 
impacted, which will lead to delay for bikes, pedestrians, and vehicles.  

• It is important that bike traffic be able to maintain its independence. That way, bikes are 
not impacted by car congestion and there is another option to avoid congestion.  

• Would this concept expedite the change of Washington into a two-way street? 
o That is unknown.  

• Is there enough room to do a two-way cycle track on Washington?  
o There would be significant contraflow impacts that would have to be considered.  

• If there was a two-way cycle track on Washington, would there be a fixed signal or a 
signal that was only triggered by bikes?  

o This could be done either way and would require further exploration.  
 
Daniels/Columbia 

• There are bus routes to Hough Elementary on 20th Street; this is not a good street for a 
bike lane.  

• Carter Park should be added as a direct access point on the map.  

• There are 24 stops or signals from 45th Street down to I-5 if you take Daniels. Columbia 
has 14 fewer stops. Some of the stop signs were put up at residents’ requests. It might 
be possible to change some of them, but it might not be.  

• We could look at removing stop signs on Daniels so there is a direct path, but we’d have 
to make sure that vehicle diversion does not occur.  

• I’m not a cyclist, so I don’t understand how big of delay would be caused by having to 
jog over one block.  

o This depends on the specific intersections. In addition to time, you are asking 
cyclists to cross the street twice. It’s a combination of factors that make the route 
less desirable.  

• It is difficult to cross Fourth Plain as a pedestrian. It would be beneficial to enhance 
crossings for both bikes and pedestrians.  

o Yes, these types of crossing could benefit multiple modes of transportation.  

• How far can we lower the number of stops on Daniels while mitigation diversion?  
o We would have to look at traffic operations. It is unlikely we could get down to 10 

stops [the number currently on Columbia].  

• In general, neighborhoods are happy with slowing traffic speeds whether that is with 
stop signs or by other traffic calming means.  
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• Does this plan take the Veteran’s Assistance Center into account?  
o Yes, that section would be the same as the Columbia-only concept.  

• For Columbia north of Fourth Plain, is it possible to still do one lane on Columbia and 
then use Daniels?  

o We could look at that.  

• This might be a good place to consider a residential parking permit program.  
Daniels/Franklin 

• How does parallel parking versus angled parking impact cyclists?  
o Parallel parking allows more room for bike facilities. Diagonal nose-in parking is 

generally less safe for cyclists than diagonal back-in parking.  

• Evergreen Blvd. can be difficult to cross. A signal should be considered.  

• Would you need to remove parking across from Hough Elementary?  
o Parking reductions would be likely.  

• There are 25 parking spaces for Hough Elementary and 95 employees. This is a definite 
sore spot in the neighborhood.  

• This facility would be impacted by Hough Elementary for nine months a year and the 
Farmers Market for seven months a year.  

• We’ve been talking a lot about detours. Research shows that cyclist have a limited 
willingness to go out of their way. Cyclists are more willing to go out of their way for a 
route that has green covering and signals. When we talk about detours, they aren’t a big 
deal.  

o In general, cyclists do not want to go out of direction. Under certain 
circumstances, they might consider going out of direction to access a less 
stressful alternative route.  

• I would like to see the updated research.  

• Is there any reason why we wouldn’t consider Daniels/Washington together?  
o That was a corridor option that we considered. It’s dropped away based on what 

we’ve heard over the past 6 weeks. It is also lower in priority because it 

introduces out of direction travel and had scored lower in initial evaluation.  

• Can we look at that [Daniels/Washington] alternative? 
o Yes, it was included in the alternatives analysis.  

• On Franklin, the sidewalks are in bad condition and are impassible for people in a 
wheelchair or with mobility issues.  

Franklin  

• My idea was to put bollards in at both ends of Franklin that allowed cyclists and 
pedestrians through, creating a greenway. There would be implications to this that 
would have to be studied.  

o Bollards like that could be used to create a greenway but would have big 
impacts.  

• Would this plan work with paratransit? People need access to paratransit services for 
pickups. 

o Anytime you divert traffic, there are impacts on how vehicles get to a particular 
location. Generally, we’d be asking vehicles to go a block out of the way. There 
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are also designs that allow certain vehicles through. This is mainly used for 
emergency vehicles.  

• Would paratransit vehicles be considered the same as AMR and be allowed through
these facilities?

o Usually, these are thought about as two different things. It all has to do with
designing for the vehicles, particularly when we are talking about loading zones.

• Would you have to study diversion?
o Yes, it would be an issue.

• North of Columbia is the least utilized of Columbia, so what if we used the upper part of
Columbia and then jogged over to Esther or Franklin?

• One thing that we haven’t talked about is the improvements being made to Mill Plain.
These were designed because we didn’t want to be on Mill Plain. I think it would merit
looking at routes that jog on Mill Plain.

• As a bike commuter, we come down Hazel Dell Avenue because of the bike facilities.
This route ends at 41st Street, so how do get from Hazel Dell Avenue to 41st Street? One
thing you have to consider, is that it’s really out of the way. Look at Columbia is a
straight line. Every turn you make, is where you are the most vulnerable as a cyclist.
That is the most dangerous maneuver that we do.

Project Update: Public Outreach  
Zachary Johnson noted that planning for public outreach is underway. A public open house has 
been scheduled for January 8. Staff is coordinating presentations with neighborhood 
associations.  

Zach announced that December 7 and December 14 had been identified as potential dates for a 
field visit for interested CAC members. CAC members expressed interest in the tour, and staff 
will follow up.  

Discussion: Finalize Evaluation Criteria 
Jen Gray-O’Connor asked CAC members to provide feedback on the evaluation criteria matrix. 
Committee members had the following questions and comments, with responses from the 
project team in italics: 

• I do think we could have an initial evaluation at next meeting, and then revise in January
after public input.

• In the initial phase of outreach, it was clear that certain groups were overrepresented
and don’t represent the community. More effort in terms of weighting data and correct
for demography.

• It is always hard to get collective comments. Neighborhood associations and cycling
groups, can gives us a good glimpse about what the overall population is thinking.

• My sense is that there are too many options. Can we eliminate?
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• We have to be upfront about the parking impacts before telling people what they will 
get when the give up parking.  

• We may have a risk if we don’t do more vetting before going to the public.  

• We need to be clear and have a simple statement about each route (here is our ranking, 
here are some drawbacks, etc.)  

• There should be no sticker dot voting at the open house.  

• We should test this rubric before we use it.  

• If we are going to ask the public, we have to be careful about how we word it. Before, 
public outreach was worded in a way that was misconstrued. Many people want to 
weigh in on issue. If we want to dial down some of the routes, we have to be careful 
how we present to the public. There 40,000 veterans that have opinions.  

• Can we run analysis of how much time is added to a bike trip on each of these routes?  
o We could run an estimation. The traffic models that we have don’t model bikes 

very well. But we can estimate the speed for bikes, look at different types of 
users.  

• I want to broaden the definition of success. We’ve talked about all users, ages, abilities. 
One route does not have to be the end all be all. We could have one route for 
commuters and one for families.   

• Looking at the criteria, I would like technical experts to do a ranking as well for safety for 
feasibility, safety, connectivity. We are not qualified to do that analysis  

o What we’re trying to do is combine the approaches. The project team ranked the 
corridors, now we want the community perspective.  

• Safety is something that only technical experts can assess.  
o Perceived safety is an important factor.  

• I worry about coming to the public with our solution and them thinking that we have 
already decided. I want to go in and say, “we have these options and want your 
opinion”.  

• I want to support Derek’s perspective on perceived safety. The subjective portion is as 
important as any validated measure of safety.  

• It would be interesting to hear from the public on whether they are interested in a 
neighborhood greenway in addition to a commuter route.  

• I do think that it would helpful to give the public information about what they are 
getting with each option and also the drawbacks of each option when they are giving us 
feedback.  

• Doing a Daniels greenway but also just a standard bike lane may be a great option for 
people that want a little more comfort on Columbia. Giving people two options may be 
the way to go.   

• Transparency is important. The public doesn’t know about LTS, they care about parking. 
We need to be upfront about the parking loss and then explain the benefits.  

• I don’t think we’re quite capable of evaluating yet. We are missing information about 
cost, mitigation, and sidewalks. I think we are missing quite a bit of things.  

• Speed suppression.  

• We need information on parking mitigation.  
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• It would be great to get an idea of how close we could get to LTS-1 on Columbia without 
removing parking.  

• The ranking 1-to-5 scale should be reworded.  

• Doing this exercise, we are assuming that each is weighted equally. If we make that 
assumption is it valid?  

• If we all come back to the meeting with an initial evaluation, we would’ve done that test 
run we were talking about.   

• The pairings for the evaluation discussion should contain opposing viewpoints, not just 
people who agree with each other.  

• Feasibility is an important piece. I’m not sure how I can judge that without more 
information. There is a not a way to do that based on emotion.  

• It is important to verify that everyone gets answers to their questions.  

• We should take time to go through the answers at the next meeting.  
 
The CAC approved moving forward with the evaluation criteria, completing a test run of the 
evaluation before the next meeting, and completing an in-person evaluation at the next 
meeting. Two committee members raised yellow cards.  
 
Public Comment II 

• A community member stated that there was a lot of good discussion on the evaluation 
criteria. They stated that if there was a way to quantify certain aspects such as safety 
and impacts. They said if there was a way to tie criteria back to the problems, the 
constraints, the criteria, and how the evaluation was completed, it would play a lot 
better than something that felt like a sales job.  

• A community member stated that bike facilities are inadequate in Vancouver right now. 
Two of the bike lane routes they take to I-5 end abruptly, and another one was blocked 
by a construction trailer. They asked if there was information about the Veteran’s 
Assistance Center, included what its long-term plans were and what the building’s 
owners’ plans were for the site.  

 
Meeting Adjournment at 8:55 p.m. 
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Westside Bike Mobility Project 
Community Advisory Committee Meeting #8 

Wednesday, December 11, 2019, 6:00 PM – 9:00 PM 
Vancouver City Hall Aspen Room, 415 W 6th St, Vancouver, WA 98660 
 
Committee Members in Attendance: Lacey Arnold, Bill Baumann, Merlene Converse, Alyson 
Day, Amy Elkinton, Beth Greenberg, Jack Harroun, Leah Jackson, Susan Law, Stephanie Lynn, 
Nancy McCarter, Judy Russel, Luke Vander Weide, Jan Verrinder, Jennifer Ward, Farleigh 
Winters, Glen Yung  
Committee Members Absent: Garrett Ginter, Michael Kelly 
City of Vancouver Staff: Jennifer Campos, Anna Dearman 
Facilitators: Jen Gray-O’Connor, Zachary Johnson 
 

MEETING SUMMARY 
Welcome   
Jennifer Campos opened the meeting at 6:00 PM and reviewed the agenda.   
 
Public Comment I 

• A community member stated that that what is needed is a low traffic greenway. To do 

this, you would need to choose a street with less traffic than Columbia or get some of 

the traffic off of Columbia. This cannot be achieved with bike lanes and removing 

parking, but instead using diverters, which they were not sure anyone is prepared to do. 

If the City moved forward with Columbia as it is, we were still looking at having cross 

traffic, people backing out of alleys, and neighbors who are upset with the project. This 

is not a good situation if you are trying to increase ridership. At the same time, they 

agreed that a better bike route was needed as Columbia is not currently safe or 

adequate.   

• A community member stated that having a protected bike lane on at least one side of 

Columbia is important. Having the entire route hidden on a side street would not lead to 

public awareness about the availability of bike infrastructure. They stated that lighting is 

important and that Daniels or some of the other side streets might not be good because 

of this. They stated they had observed issues with bike lanes outside of schools in 

Portland, which could have implications for routes that go past Hough Elementary.  

• A community member stated that when it comes to policy adherence, they did not 

know if there had been a lot of discussion about the true value of the complete streets 

policy, especially when it is applied to retrofits. This could be explored as part of the 

evaluation or as a follow-on action. They also stated that it is important to consider the 

impacts on pedestrians and mass transit and that some the evaluation criteria might be 

ranked higher because they impact multiple modes of transportation.  
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Previous Meeting Summary 

The CAC approved the previous meeting summary. One committee member abstained due to 
their absence at the last meeting and one committee member raised a yellow card and stated 
they had not read through the summary yet.   

Presentation: Route Concept Alternatives  
Derek Abe and Chuck Green presented the six route concepts under consideration. Committee 
members had the following questions and comments at the end of the presentation, with 
responses from the project team in italics:  

• I would like to throw out the two that put people on sidewalks. That is unacceptable.
Cyclists need to confirm that anything that is put on the table is feasible for the cycling
community.

• Has the City communicated with the Post Office about moving the boxes?
o We are working on communicating with the post office.

• For concept #5 [Franklin/Daniels], it looks like it might be possible to cross Mill Plain at
Esther.

o The Washington State Department of Transportation will not allow mid-block
crossings on the couplet.

• Looking at raw parking loss numbers can be misleading. Utilization is what leads to the
impact.

o The data guide has parking utilization numbers for Columbia and for Franklin.

• Speed is an important factor. When we remove traffic circles, we are increasing speed.
Decreasing speed is a way to mitigate impacts. We need to consider reducing speed on
some of these streets.

• When RYD first started, they were telling people to park in neighborhoods for a free ride
into downtown. I don’t think the kinks have been worked out.

• I’m confused on the Washington part where they can’t go on the western side of the
street because of the Vine. Can you make the transit stop and the bike lane coexist?

o It would be really complicated in this context due to the nature of the street.
While I wouldn’t say it’s impossible, it is more difficult, making it less feasible.

• There are three different bus stops on the west side of Washington. I’ve heard of other
cities that had bike lanes between the sidewalk and transit stops. I’ve heard this leads to
a lot of pedestrian injuries.

o There are strategies to minimize those impacts. Roadway context and space are
important factors.

• I’m curious about 20 mph signs and where we could place them strategically.

• The costs included anything to do with bike infrastructure, does that include curb cut
costs?

o Yes, these plans include ADA improvements.

• We need to keep a balance between bikes, pedestrians, and cars.
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o All of the crossing improvements are for both cyclists and pedestrians.

• When we are talking about concept #4 [Daniels/Washington], do the impacts to traffic
signals happen all the time or just when bikes are present.

o There are two ways that it can be done: they can occur automatically at every
signal cycle or they can occur on-call as bikes arrive and trigger the signal.

• Did you look at making Daniels a one-way street for cars?
o We considered traffic operations early on. Couplets are not feasible.

• Going back to the MTI, the standard practice on streets like these would be to get to LTS
2. I feel like if some of these alternatives were paired with improvements to the
Columbia sharrows, we could get Columbia to LTS 2.

o That was the original thinking when the research came out in 2010/11. We have
since moved away from that and LTS 1 has become the goal.

• Every HAWK signal benefits pedestrians as well as bikes.

• For concept #2 [Columbia/Washington], between 17th and McLoughlin, parking will stay
on the east side of the street and then you will have a protected bikeway and then a
lane of travel northbound and southbound and then bus rapid transit. I’m trying to
picture fitting all of those fitting into 34 feet.

• The last two of these concepts [#5 Daniels/Franklin and #6 Franklin] are insulting to
pedestrians and cyclists. They do not get me where I need to go. These are not routes
that are acceptable to commuters. If you travel on the last one, you cannot get to the
bike path without getting off and going down the stairs.

• With the last two concepts [#5 Daniels/Franklin and #6 Franklin] you would be building
where you have great pedestrian access to events and bus routes. We really need that
access down there. This route would mess with it.

• On 13th Street, where you move the post office boxes, paratransit has to pick up across
the street. They would be negatively affected once again. This also applies to the voting
box, which is currently in an accessible area. You would be negatively affecting seniors
and people with disabilities.

• Some of us don’t have a choice. This is our only way around. I don’t have another way.
People with disabilities don’t get other options. Why are we continually making it
difficult for that segment of the population instead of finding another alternative? The
last two options [#5 Daniels/Franklin and #6 Franklin] dramatically affect seniors and
people with disabilities and strike the most vulnerable.

Workshop: Evaluation Matrix in Small Groups 
Jen Gray-O’Connor asked CAC members to work on their evaluation sheets in small groups. 

Discussion: Evaluation Criteria and Scoring 
Jen Gray-O’Connor asked CAC members to report back on their conversations about the 
evaluation sheet. Committee members had the following questions and comments, with 
responses from the project team in italics: 
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• We started at the bottom and worked our way up. There were a lot of differences of 
opinion about who was impacted by what. We talked about making sure that from an 
equity standpoint, we are talking about the communities of concern, making sure that 
we are not detracting or disenfranchising. For the most part the biggest areas of 
difference related to parking and what defines “connectivity” and “directness.” The 
pedestrian part was something that we talked a lot about. Transit was an important part 
of the discussion as well. Some of the routes increased distance from a transit 
perspective. On safety, we struggled a bit with consensus. Safety on bikes may not 
translate into safety for every bike rider. Policy fit was a struggle as well. From a 
consensus perspective, we did not reach much of a consensus, but I felt that we were 
getting there. This was a really good discussion, and we are closer to consensus.  

• We agreed that community buy-in is a critical aspect. If we have loss of parking on both 
sides of the street, it becomes a non-starter. Generally, if there’s too much impact to 
one segment, we get the negative community reactions. We had concerns about cyclists 
being in front on the school because it becomes very challenging to make it safe. We 
also thought that creating dedicated reserved parking for VAC was a great solution for 
that pinch point. If there were some solutions for dedicated parking, that’d be a good 
thing. We also talked about if we selected one greenway-type project coupled with 
significant improvements to Columbia, such as improving lines of site, controlling speed 
better, pedestrian improvements, and just basically making it a much more bike/ped 
friendly street without removing parking, then we would have a commuter route plus 
another route. Additionally, sidewalk improvements are essential.  

• Honestly, I threw out all the plans except Columbia, because they don’t cut it from a 
safety and connectivity perspective. We came here to find a safe route for cyclists. None 
of the other routes offer safety, connectivity, and directness. If you are traveling at night 
or in bad weather, everything gets tougher. You make things as safe as you possibly can. 
None of the other routes do that. They have too many zig zags and shared sidewalks. 
You don’t want to share spaces with cars or with baby strollers. We could have a safe 
bike avenue by summer if we use Columbia. The rest of it we’d never get because it’d be 
so far out. That was our group’s consensus.  

• If you take out #3 and #5, we hate #5. People are up in arms about parking. We needed 
to find the safety route. We discussed #5 going east towards Columbia instead of west 
towards Franklin, and then doing concept #3 as a phase 2. Phase 1 is plan #5 going east, 
and then you’ve basically gone to phase #3. We don’t like anything on Washington due 
to the expense. Columbia is the best option except for the parking loss. We should 
consider giving the VAC dedicated spots.   

• I think that most things on Washington were out because of cost/difficulty. Anything 
that routed around the school was complicated.  

 
Public Comment II 

• A community member asked if there was a long-term plan for Columbia regardless of 
the bike project. They stated that it seemed that parking on Columbia was short-lived, 
regardless of if the bike project is implemented. They also stated that 90% of cars on 
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Columbia are good with bikes, and 10% are problem drivers. They also thanked the City 
for the work put into the presentation.  

• A community member stated that the public was going to be interested in how the 
process resulted in the corridor concepts. The public needs to see how the CAC got from 
point A to point B. They also stated that the public is going to be interested in 
pedestrian impacts to neighborhoods. The City will have to have answers for why streets 
were chosen.  

• A community member requested that the idea of converting two-way streets to one-
way streets be looked at again. They stated that their favorite road to bike on is the 
Williams/Vancouver couplet in Portland. There are no twists and turns and all modes 
get along. They also stated that they have plastic traffic control bollards in their 
neighborhood and they quickly look run down. 

 
Discussion: Final Comments from CAC Members 

• I was at a Bike/Pedestrian Stakeholder Group meeting recently. One person there asked 

Jennifer what the budget was for bike infrastructure projects in the City. I believe the 

number was $300,000 a year. He said we needed $3 million a year. He said it was due to 

a lack of community support. I think this project is critical for building support for these 

types of projects. We know what happens if we take both sides of Columbia, we saw 

that 83% were against that. You would just create animosity if you took that much 

parking. I believe doing these projects is a noble cause and that there’s nothing but 

good created by adding additional bike infrastructure, but you need community buy-in.  

• If you do have reserved parking around the VAC, one of the concerns is enforcement.  

• Poorly managed residential parking permit programs will oversell permits. If we go to a 

permit system, I really hope we have a good one.  

Meeting Adjournment at 9:00 PM.  
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Westside Bike Mobility Project 
Community Advisory Committee Meeting #9 

Wednesday, January 22, 2020, 6:00 PM – 9:00 PM 
Vancouver City Hall Aspen Room, 415 W 6th St, Vancouver, WA 98660 
 
Committee Members in Attendance: Lacey Arnold, Bill Baumann, Merlene Converse, Alyson 
Day, Garrett Ginter, Beth Greenberg, Leah Jackson, Susan Law, Nancy McCarter, Judy Russel, 
Luke Vander Weide, Jan Verrinder, Jennifer Ward, Farleigh Winters, Glen Yung  
Committee Members Absent: Amy Elkinton, Jack Harroun, Michael Kelly, Stephanie Lynn 
City of Vancouver Staff: Jennifer Campos, Anna Dearman 
Facilitators: Jen Gray-O’Connor, Zachary Johnson 
 

MEETING SUMMARY 
Welcome   
Jennifer Campos opened the meeting at 6:00 PM and reviewed the agenda.   
 
Public Comment I 

• A community member stated that they read an opinion piece in The Columbian by a bike 

rider that said he has all the rights in the world to ride up and down the street but that 

he should have to have insurance and license like owners of other vehicles. They stated 

that the City was calling this project a transportation project, when in reality it should be 

called a recreation project. They stated that the City wants to disrupt life for all the 

people on Columbia Street to help a small number of bike commuters.  

• A community member stated that they had concerns about the impact of parking loss 

on the Lincoln Neighborhood. They stated that 123 loading areas and commercial 

parking spaces would be lost. They stated that they attended the Hough Neighborhood 

Association meeting and heard that you could select “none of the above” as an option.  

• A community member stated that they bike and work in downtown and love it. They 

stated that they are concerned about property values were parking is loss and about 

impacts to quality of life if people have to park a block or more away from their homes. 

They also stated that they had concerns about the survey as they are worried that 

people can take it multiple times without safeguards in place.  

• A community member thanked the CAC members for their work. They stated that they 

counted 8 and 10 cars a minute on Columbia this morning. They stated that Columbia is 

a busy street that they wouldn’t consider biking on because it isn’t safe. They stated 

that Columbia and Daniels/Franklin were the most direct routes and the cheapest, but 

that Daniels/Franklin would be a safe greenway and Columbia would have too much 

traffic to be safe.  

• A community member stated that the WBMP was formed with good intentions, but that 

citizens did not have the opportunity to vote on it. They stated they are interested in 

staff, material, and consultant costs for the project. They stated that the cost is further 

increased when the number of hours that members of the public have put into the 
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process are considered. They stated that they are worried about how the project is 

pitting neighbors against neighbors.  

Previous Meeting Summary 

The CAC unanimously approved the previous meeting summary. 

Public Outreach Update 
Zachary Johnson and Jen Gray-O’Connor provided an update on the public outreach process. In 
January, three events were held: an open house (1/8) and two coffee talks (1/14 & 1/15). Staff 
is continuing to present at neighborhood and business association meetings. The online survey 
will remain open until February 21st. CAC members were provided with a survey results 
snapshot.  

The facilitation team asked the following series of discussion questions, with responses from 
CAC members included:   

1. If you attended any of the public events, what were your impressions?

• The feedback that I got from downtown business representatives was that they
appreciated the events and the layout. I don’t know how it would have been
received by people with less technical backgrounds.

• I had a lot of talks with people who had no technical background. They felt that
the costs were not being accurately portrayed. Unfortunately, though I served, I
kind of thought that way too so I wasn’t able to help them. But I thought the
staff did a very good job.

• I was able to go to two events and talk to people. While it’s not necessarily a
representative sample, it seemed like people had strong reactions to some of the
options but when they got to Daniels/Washington or Daniels/Franklin, they had
a “better than nothing” attitude. This could represent people coming to a
compromise. People just seemed to have less strong reactions to those routes.

• Is it true that there is an “option 7” [none of the above]?
o The survey does not ask people to rank options, it asks them to provide

feedback on each route. There has always been the option that nothing
will happen. If people don’t like any of the options, that can be reflected
in their survey responses.

2. What are your thoughts on the survey results snapshot?

• What is the difference between the two graphs for each option?
o Both graphs represent the same data. The first graph shows how people

rated each criterion on the five-option scale (strongly agree, somewhat
agree, unsure, somewhat disagree, and strongly disagree). The second
graph combines the strongly/somewhat agree and the
strongly/somewhat disagree

• In looking at the charts, I found it interesting that there was so much support for
Daniels/Washington and Daniels/Franklin. That was different from the original
snapshot we received last week, so getting more comments in changed the
results.
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• Simplifying the data down to three bands [strongly/somewhat agree, unsure,
and strongly/somewhat disagree] was helpful.

• One thing that stood out to me was how different these results are from the CAC
evaluation. Columbia was highest in the CAC but not in the public. We have
received tons of information. People who came to the events were note allowed
the same enriched experience that we’ve had in terms of asking questions and
having conversations.

Evaluation Results and Discussion 
1. How has your thinking evolved through this process?

• I am a strong advocate for cycling, but it’s been great to hear what the other
concerns are and to be able to better understand. Honestly, why it is that things
don’t get done. Sometimes the process leads to not making decisions. It has
been really helpful for me to have the opportunity to learn from presentations
and discussions. I am much better informed in terms of what views/factors are
represented.

• It is really easy to have a gut reaction to something whether we have the full
picture. This process gave us the opportunity to hear and assess perspectives
that we have not heard about. I hope this leads to a shifting towards the middle.
It makes it a lot more difficult to justify if we cannot as a group come up with a
reasonable outcome.

• The product that we can get behind is one that represents a reasonable
compromise. It seems like a polarized process. Factions were allowed to form
and we weren’t encouraged to find those perspectives. A good outcome is one
where everyone gives up something. I’ve been saddened not just with this, but
nationally with the sense of polarization. The neighbors that I’ve talked to have
real fears. Sometimes I’ve convinced them that bike lanes are wonderful things.

• In the beginning of this whole process, before we knew what was happening, we
were shocked that the City was going to take parking off the street. There was a
knee jerk reaction that Clark County Veterans Assistance Center (VAC) was going
to lose parking. This would be unfair to elderly, the neighborhood associations,
and people live on Columbia. In the beginning there was no consideration of any
other route. I would hope that you would all take into consideration the fact
there are elderly and veterans who have access to our center. We helped over
4000 veterans last year. I don’t want to see a compromise on the backs the
veterans.

• When I first signed up, I was concerned about bus lines. It was great to hear
other perspectives and get more info about the technical info. It’s been good to
get to know different perspectives and try to come up with a solution.

• I started as a person who rides over 5000 miles a year, I use it for recreation and
transportation. I started knowing that there are 6 routes and that I ride Columbia
because it is the only safe and direct route. I heard attitudes that say bikers are
second class citizens and I don’t appreciate these attitudes. I walked and rode
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the other routes and rode them at night. If we make a transportation plan for 
bikes, please remember there are people who use their bikes at night. When you 
are trying to get home at night, it is a different picture than when you are getting 
ice cream on a Sunday. I have a husband who is disabled because he was hit by 
car in a crosswalk. I take bike infrastructure very seriously; it has changed my life. 
I knew for certain that the other routes don’t work. I’m sorry, I know you want to 
hear a compromise. What we’re all going to get is safety, and for me that is 
surely enough.  

• I started out this process hoping that we could find some routes for bikes to exist 
in the neighborhood. We were trying to find a route that would serve the most 
people why minimizing the harm. I do appreciate that the City was able to 
explain safety standards, why the city is moving away from some options and 
why some routes are more feasible than others. I haven’t changed my 
perspective that everyone’s giving something up. I was happy to see that in the 
public survey, there are compromise options where people didn’t have polarized 
reactions.  

• This thing started just under a year ago for me, I’ve evolved quite significantly. 
When I was introduced, my first instinct was “me, me, me” and then as I started 
to get involved with the neighbors it started to change and became about “us.” 
Little by little my view shifted from let’s save the parking to let’s build something 
safe that can be used for biking. Let’s improve other areas, not just the single 
route. Let’s be context sensitive and have regard for the impacts that exist. I 
realized last night that I had really transformed, when option 7 [doing nothing] 
was introduced, it horrified me. We have put a ton of time into this and to not 
come up with a solution that works for everybody makes me sick. 

• Generally, through this process, I feel a bond with other CAC members. We 
learned about the routes and the perspectives. The City has done a lot of work. 
The professionals aided us in making the decision.  

• When we applied for this adventure, we had to check a box that said, “can you 
look at options with different perspectives?” to get onto committee and have 
these conversations. I think some of us were there and some of us are not. 
We’re not going to be able to come to a consensus. We are not going to do 
option 7, so let’s come up with a solution that works for everyone.  

• I’ve been involved since 2005 so I feel like I have looked at all of these options 
many, many times. As a single mom I cycled children to Hough Elementary every 
day. For me, I’m not sure what the compromise is when you look at the number 
of people killed or injured on bikes in the City. We have the worst rate in the 
state. I appreciate the time, but it has been a long and painful process.  

• I think a lot of really great things have been said. Seeing the number of 
stakeholders that we wouldn’t have thought of has been nice. It looks like there 
is interest in improving what we have downtown. I don’t know if ripping the 
band aid off and removing parking is the right way or some sort of plan that 
phases routes in over time. It might make more sense.  
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• For me this process of reporting back to a bunch of people who knew way more 
about it than I do, not a lot of experience with mitigation and traffic issues. They 
have all been really excited to hear what we are reporting on. I am kind of 
reporting information and bringing back questions. I fall in the middle, and 
maybe I’m in a different position because I’m representing so many different 
people.  

• I don’t have much to add. I appreciated the opportunity to participate. It’s been 
frustrating at times. We were given good information.  

2. What are your thoughts on the CAC evaluation results?  

• When we got this information initially, I spent a lot of time on my evaluation. 

When we were given the results, it was frustrating to see that some evaluations 

that had some routes as 0 or 0.1. To me, it seems like that is a bit insulting for 

the amount of work we have done on this committee.  

• I had three rated 0.1 because all 3 of those options are most costly in terms of 

mitigation. There were no costs developed in terms of mitigation. I wrote that I 

was “unable to score due to lack of essential information. These were difficult to 

score because they might represent different routes. I chose to put a placeholder 

of 0.1 in these columns.” I’m happy to revisit any route upon receiving 

information on scoring. 

• I wish we had more time for 2s, 4s, 8s discussion groups. I think we could have 
reached greater consensus.  

• It was an interesting numbers game. Earlier I had expressed interest in doing 
different numbers. I’m a little disappointed. If you took the exercise seriously, it 
was helpful. It was much closer than I thought it was going to be. Not everyone 
treated it the same.  

• We all got a copy of all the evaluations. I’m #16 and I put a whole lot of thought 
and effort into it. Back to the 30 on one route and 0 on others, it artificially 
inflates some and pulls others down. The lowest score possible it a 6. Maybe 
people had a different opinion and thought we should just vote on a route. The 
route that was chosen by my eval is not the one that I wanted. I honestly 
answered all the questions with thoughtfulness specifically considering who does 
it affect? One thing that I would say is that I was horrified a couple times. Last 
night was the first time I had heard that if Columbia we will remove medians and 
parked cars that are traffic calming. To the best of my knowledge, the only traffic 
calming will be the existing speed bumps. It’s going to become a freeway, more 
clear, wider, with a natural tendency to speed. And when we talked about 
lighting on Columbia, there is no plan for lighting on Columbia. There is no plans 
to fix sidewalks on Columbia.  

• The biggest thing that I’ve come to a conclusion on in the last few weeks, 
Columbia accomplishes a wonderful scenario for a group of people and other 
people lose out. When the parking is removed, we will do things that people 
suggested like starting to park in our garages. Garages are tiny and can barely be 
fit it and they are nonconforming. There are multiple garages that sit on the 
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sidewalk or a few feet back. You’re fine when you pull into the garage, but when 
you back out, your entire car is on the sidewalk before you can see out. I 
encourage you to drive the alleys. You are literally putting others at risk. I almost 
hit a lady last summer driving down one of the alleys that had bushes on one 
side. When you have zero clearance, crawling is fast enough to injure others. It 
was a paved alley. Columbia accomplishes wonderful things for some people, but 
it comes as at a cost of safety and convenience for other people.  

• I am not good at doing stats in my head, but I found it interesting that there is 
some commonality, specifically the Columbia, Daniels/Franklin, 
Daniels/Washington. There is a trend towards those options. When I was filling 
out of the matrix, I tried to consider each user. For safety, is it safe for each 
audience that is participating in that? Everybody did it differently, but mine 
stabilized out over the corridors because each person’s perspective averaged 
out.  

• One of the things that I did was I started messing around with the data. It was 
really interesting to pull out the scores that were higher than the standard 
deviation, but in terms of this scoring, I was very frustrating because it is not 
context sensitive. With context-sensitive design, you solve for each problem, you 
don’t rank. I don’t think this whole thing was context sensitive. The unperceived 
consequences besides the danger to pedestrians is that you have the 
acceleration of loss for buildings that no longer meet code. That could have been 
mitigated by involvement of Historic Preservation Commission. We were never 
offered that option. There were some very frustrating things for me. Guidelines 
don’t exist, so there will be accelerated loss. If you pull out the biased scores, of 
which I am one, a whole different pattern emerges.  

• I was frustrated with this scoring matrix because I felt like the conversations that 
we had one-on-one or four of us or 2 or 6 told more about where each of us was. 
I recognize that each and every person on this committee came saying that they 
would be fair and impartial, but at the same time we are all human. We all came 
here with an objective where we wanted to get. I don’t care about saving parking 
for myself, but for the Vets. Each and every one of you wanted to get the 
committee to understand where you were coming from. These numbers on the 
matrix are not the same as the sheets. I think the data has been skewed from the 
beginning. Some of the data is not really true. That’s my frustration.  

• I’m a numbers person, so I did do a bunch of standard deviations. When I did 
that and removed outliers, there were a couple things that seemed to clearly 
stand out. The smaller the standard deviation, the more consistent. Three had a 
relatively low standard deviation: Washington/Columbia, Daniels/Columbia, and 
Franklin. All of these didn’t score as highest. I think that provides some helpful 
information in terms of those options. It’s important to look at the numbers 
more than sums and averages. 

• I’m really curious on how to go from this to a city council recommendation. Are 
we doing any voting, are we done, the City is going to crunch the numbers and 
come up with a decision?  
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o Tonight is intended to be the last CAC meeting. We are going to City
Council on February 24th. We will be presenting an outreach report that
includes all of your comments, all reports, evaluations, comments,
outreach comments, open houses, meetings, and survey results. We will
present this alongside a recommendation.

• How will staff make the recommendation?
o We are going to take CAC input and public outreach input and develop a

recommendation from there, so it is based on public input and best
practices, safety, and project goals.

• I’m curious, it you were going to take away the money and talk about it in terms
of time, would you be able to give an approximate timeline. Say you wanted to
look at options other than Columbia. What would be a timeline for these
options?

o Columbia would get done in the next two years with the resurfacing
project. Routes that have Daniels/Franklin, would most likely be a couple
more years out. Any option that utilizes Washington would need to wait
to see the plans for the new Columbia River bridge project.

• The cost of waiting in terms of human life would have to be considered.

• Can the route timelines be summarized in a simple way? The main thing that the
public generally sees is the Columbian saying 700 parking spots will be lost,
which is not even correct.

o There are so many unknowns with the other route options that make it
difficult to determine the timeline.

• I’m trying to point out that this is not just about money, it is about time and
impact to human life. We have the worst record in state of Washington for
fatalities and injuries.

• We are #1 for fatal pedestrian injuries and fatalities.

• I’m not negating what was just said. Safety is an issue. If we have a higher
incident rate, work needs to be done. The incident rate on the Columbia is
multiple times worse for people on foot. That’s according to the data that we
went through. We don’t have money to fix sidewalks. To me, we’re not going to
get everything right away regardless. It is negligent to choose based on timeline.

CAC members were asked to fill out a narrative recommendation form. Jen Gray-O’Connor then 
led a discussion of committee member’s final recommendations. Questions and comments 
from committee members are listed below, with responses from the project team in italics.  

• At some point we are going to be dealing with sidewalks. I cringed thinking about how
ugly the sidewalks are going to be with patches.

• The biggest takeaway is that I like Columbia as an option, but feasibly I don’t think it’s
the right choice for this committee to make a recommendation for. I do think
maintaining some sort of bike facility on Columbia is important. Getting rid of the left
turn on Columbia/Fourth Plain would be good. Thinking through some of the other
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options, probably the best option is the Daniels/Franklin. I think it is a compromise. I 
don’t particularly love it, but I think it’s in the middle.  

• I don’t think we’re going to get anywhere as long as cycling is seen as recreational. 
• Columbia is the best option as a greenway.  
• Two options are viable: Daniels/Columbia and Columbia. The other options have some 

catastrophic failures. The timeline is an issue. To do nothing is a non-starter. We have 
the City moving forward with high density residential. To assume that people are not 
going to do anything but drive would be a mistake. The apartment complexes will just 
increase numbers. We don’t want it to get worse. If we don’t make accommodations for 
people, we are making the problem much worse. There will be huge unintended 
consequences.  

• I like Columbia down to about McLoughlin, I do think we are willing to see that that 
makes a lot of sense north of there. And then a greenway on Daniels/Franklin that 
works better for families. We might be doing a bit of a disservice by not separating 
recreational from commuters.  

• My understanding is that if we don’t get bike lanes on Columbia, we get nothing, no 
sharrows.  

• The technical best option is Columbia. I want something for everybody. The best way to 
go forward is to put protected bike lanes on one side of Columbia and concurrently 
create a greenway so people could have another option. This would be for families and 
maybe more recreational cyclists. Can we do both?  

• I agree that technically Columbia is the best option. The feedback is not in support of 
that option, however. Implementing Columbia in phases, using Daniels as a side route, 
and coming up with creative ways to mitigate parking loss might work. The transition 
onto Washington is a complete nonstarter. It would no longer be a desirable route for 
bikes if they have to wait in car traffic.  

• Time has been our enemy two years in a row. More work needs to be done on any and 
or all of them. I think we should do everything we can to make Columbia safe for 
commuters. I would never put my kids on Columbia; it is too busy. Daniels, which is just 
one street over, feels much safer. Plastic wands are not going to stop a car that leaves 
the lane. I feel like we should do as much as we can to make Columbia as safe as 
possible. Leave it a more experienced option and then work some more on these. I 
don’t know how we can make changes after already doing public outreach. I don’t know 
what the processes would be. Maybe we reconvene the CAC in six months when they’ve 
had time to make the ideas better. We can put the bike lanes on Columbia and that 
helps some cyclists, but in the long run it hurts, because it’s clear from all the feedback 
that it will polarize people and make people angry when we try to do these projects 
down the road in other areas. We have the chance to do something that may not be 
perfect for everybody but creates positive vibes and is good for the future. Instead of 
telling people how bad the process/outcome are. There’s either no conversation or 
conversation about a positive project. Long term I don’t see the advantages [of moving 
forward with Columbia]. There is a short time gain because there are multiple reasons 
why we want a bike network in the City. Or we can do a great thing, have a positive 
experience, and then it furthers a cause better.  
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• I agree that Columbia makes the most sense, but it is not viable as it is a political non-
starter. I’m leaning most towards Daniels/Franklin. I’m willing to compromise by having 
a left-hand turn land removed. It would change my daily driving, but I think it would be a 
nice route. There are concerns about Daniels. The route that we chose doesn’t have to 
be the only one available. Maybe come up with another route that is less impactful. The 
best solution is going to be a compromise or a couple of options that weighs the impacts 
to various stakeholders. Regardless of what route is chosen, I really do think that 
Columbia must be repaved. It would be great if pedestrian crossings could be made 
safer along there. I don’t necessarily agree that more time is going to yield a different 
result. We have to bear in mind that the City makes a recommendation to a Council that 
wants results. I have a hard time seeing a recommendation of taking more time working 
with Council.  

• I like Columbia. I teach beginners. We are going to have a beginner’s series this year. If 
people are interested in biking, I will help you do that. I know the streets. If there is one 
thing that’s difficult to know about the other routes if you’re not a cyclist, it is how 
difficult it is to change facility types. There are shared bike lanes, protected bike lanes, 
cycle track both ways fine situation except in this situation you’d have to have special 
crossing to get those things to happen. But it doesn’t make it any easier. What I don’t 
think you get is the types of cycling you have to do. You are asking someone who’s not 
that great a cycling to go through giver different types of cycling. They look good as a 
driver, but they are not good for cycling. There’s a lot of learning in cycling. Give me a 
straight shot with ten signals.  

• I was thinking more Daniels/Washington. As a pedestrian I will do whatever the safest 
route is. I do walk in the bike lane where sidewalks are in poor condition or do not exist 
to avoid tripping over tree roots. Sometimes on Harney and Main I have to walk in the 
street to get to the bus.  

• My #1 choice would be Daniels/Franklin. Least amount of damage to all concerned and 
safest for bikes and pedestrians.  

• I have two things: 1 is I think that we need to remove biased scores (of which I am one) 
and then Daniels/Franklin is the least damaging.  

• This is to bring some humor: it is interesting that parking is only preserved in front of 
city property.  

• I really want to thank staff. I think they worked overtime. They were dealing with a 
difficult subject. I appreciate all the work you put in and I want to thank you.  

• It did seem like there were a lot of people liking Daniels/Franklin. But doing that jog is a 
non-starter for cyclists. Doing Columbia partway up and then switching over could be an 
option. It means that you don’t have to have a mode shift. This is a better way to do that 
transition.  

 
 
Next Steps  
Jennifer Campos and Anna Dearman explained the next steps for the project. Public outreach 
activities are ongoing throughout January and February. The project team is going to meet next 
week to talk about how to put materials together for City Council. The presentation to Council 



Westside Bike Mobility Project Public Outreach Summary 294 

will be on February 24th, and materials will need to be done a week or two before. If Columbia 
is not chosen, there would sharrows would not be put back down because that is no longer 
policy, and Public Works does not support traffic calming on Columbia. If a Daniels, Franklin, or 
Washington route was chosen, the City need to develop a timeline that included public 
outreach. Jennifer and Anna thanked the CAC for devoting their time and energies to the 
project, with 27 hours in meetings alone. If CAC members would like to continue discussing 
these types of projects, there will be more information about the Mobility Commission coming 
in an email in the next couple weeks.  
 

• Is the resurfacing of Columbia going to remove the traffic circle?  
o The traffic circle might stay or might go away. Two speed cushions would stay.  

• Thank you, I do appreciate it. You guys have all made the sacrifice with us. I think the 
most frustrating part is that we still don’t have an accurate picture of the impact of 
parking on Columbia. We have numbers based on counting illegal spaces. We don’t have 
an understanding of what is going to take place.  

• I live on Franklin they put a slurry on that decrease the height of the speed hump. Are 
they going to keep the elevation of the speed humps on Columbia?  

o The two existing will get removed and replaced with new speed cushions.  
• I wanted to thank staff again. I’m interested in hearing more deal about how staff is 

going to come up with a recommendation. Is this a quantitative or qualitative process? 
What is the City’s process?   

o I will be honest, it is going to be a challenge. We continue to have discussions 
internally. We will be having a project team meeting talk about what we are 
hearing. There will be an internal meeting with public works. We will look at 
what we are hearing from the community and the City’s guiding policy. We need 
to balance what City Council policy has asked us to do with what the public is 
saying.  

• Can we go to some of these meetings?  
o These will be internal meetings, not public meetings.  

• Will the committee know the recommendation ahead of time?  
o Yes, that information will be made available probably a week out from the 

Council presentation.  
 
Public Comment II 

• A community member stated that they were sorry this was the last meeting and that 
they had attended every meeting. They stated that it looked like the conversation 
started getting productive late last year, but that the Columbia repaving schedule was 
driving the timeline. They stated that the process got off on the wrong foot by being 
solution-driven and that the City had come in with a solution and then worked 
backwards. They stated that because of time and capacity issues, the scope had to be 
narrowly focused, which detracted from the discussion. They also stated that they 
wished there had been more discussion about implementation and timelines.  

• A community member brought images of bollards in their neighborhood that were two 
years old and stated that they were not in great shape. They stated that it would be 
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difficult to keep protected bike lanes clean, even with a mini street sweeper, and 
pointed to a bike lane near the hospital as an example. They stated that the bollards will 
not protect cyclists from cars that swerve into the bike lane, but that separating bike 
lanes with a row of parked cars like they have done in Portland would protect cyclists.  

• A community member stated that National Highway Traffic Safety Administration 
(NHTSA) says that 17 pedestrians are killed every day and that 2 cyclists are killed every 
day. They stated that NHTSA data showed there was a 69% increase in pedestrian 
deaths over the last 10 years and a 48% increase in cycling deaths. They stated that 
putting bike lanes on a busy street like Columbia was similar to trying to land a Boeing 
747 at Pearson Field. They stated that they would support a complete separate bike 
facility, or something safer like a Daniels greenway.  

• A community member stated that there was no simple solution to this, but that we 
need a north south route in downtown. They stated they were disappointed because 
they didn’t see that many committee members at the public open house defending the 
outcomes of their work.  

• A community member stated that the CAC all worked hard and that ultimately, they 
hope this results in an accommodation for existing and future cyclists in the City of 
Vancouver. They stated that Columbia was not the right option.  

 
Meeting Adjournment at 8:55 PM. 
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Appendix E: CAC Evaluation Matrix 

Evaluation 

Route 1 Route 2 Route 3 Route 4 Route 5 Route 6 

Columbia Columbia-

Washington 

Columbia-

Daniels 

Daniels-

Washington 

Daniels-

Franklin 

Franklin 

1 23 14 20.5 15 12.5 13.5 

2 20.8 19.5 17.9 18.5 17.4 17.85 

3 17 20 21 24 24 17 

4 28 19 13 6 9 8 

5 16 17 18 19 16 16 

6 30 0 0 0 0 0 

7 20.8 19.5 17.9 18.05 17.4 17.9 

8 14 15 19 19 23 20 

9 21 12 15 16 21 14 

10 0.1 0.1 0.1 23.74 22.5 24 

11 9 10 9 17 20.5 18.2 

12 18.9 17.5 18.05 16.4 16.4 12.5 

13 30 0 0 0 0 0 

14 17 15 21 20 17.5 17.5 

15 24 14 17 14 16 15 

16 8 13 14 25 26 21 

17 13 14.5 17 22 14.5 14.5 

TOTAL 310.6 220.1 238.45 273.69 273.7 246.95 

Average 18.27 12.95 14.03 16.10 16.10 14.53 

Median 18.90 14.50 17.00 18.05 17.40 16.00 
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Appendix F: CAC Narrative Evaluations 

City of Vancouver Westside Bike Mobility Project 

CAC Recommendations and Considerations 

January 2020 

Name: Luke 

As I reflect on this, one of the things I value most is maintaining some sort of bike facility on 

Columbia. Whether that is continue to use “sharrows” after the repaving project or a bike lane 

dedicated. 

I do think Columbia is the best route objectively, but it also makes the most people upset. I 

would like us to not choose Columbia for that reason. We must compromise. I’m not for using 

any routes that use Washington. I don’t feel they will be usable with any future light rail 

expansion are costly, and would be a lot of work for bikers due to all of the weird jobs and 

turns. Franklin as well requires too must out of direction travel. As a result, Daniels-Columbia or 

Daniels-Franklin are the next best options. The Daniels-Columbia route still does not address 

the VAC concerns or parking in Uptown Village. Thus, while not my favorite, the most logical 

option is Daniels-Franklin compromise choice. It balances parking, cost, and context sensitivity,.  

My final request would be to mitigate parking loss by Hough Elementary. It would not be fair to 

have that low income, vulnerable population in the housing that would bear the brunt of more 

affluent neighbors keeping their parking. 

Finally, also, please consider protected bike lanes on Columbia North of 4th Plain where parking 

loss would be minimal based on the data provided. 

I also continue to support the idea of a hybrid approach-using one half of Columbia as 

protected bike lanes to minimize parking loss but also accommodate some cycling, then 

utilizing other streets as well for commuting greenways. More of an “all of the above” 

approach, especially if there is not an option of keeping bike sharrows on Columbia. I will still 

ride Columbia and if it is made less safe by taking out the sharrows, I will be disappointed if 

there are no facilities at all.  
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City of Vancouver Westside Bike Mobility Project 

CAC Recommendations and Considerations 

January 2020 

Name: Farleigh Winters 

Columbia is the route with the greatest benefit to cyclists and pedestrians. Parking is the 

biggest non-started and the sticking point for the public. I don’t’ see other bike route options 

that are viable as a N-S connector. Phasing this route seems to be the only way that it might be 

accepted. Presenting it in phases, piece meal to the public will help the perception of whatever 

decision is reached. 

Creative/Compromise solutions: 

• Add bike lanes to only part of Columbia. The parking impact is greater reduced if the

bike lanes only go to Fourth Plain or 33rd. This will present a better narrative to the

public and minimize parking impact

• The Daniels-Columbia route is a compromise for all. It didn’t score very high (middle of

scores), but I encourage the City to look at it as a way to phase in a full Columbia route

Daniels isn’t as effective as a connector but it will limit parking loss.

• Columbia is too divisive as a stand along-one way on Columbia, phasing route will make

it more politically acceptable

• Daniels/Franklin compromise but extends the timeline-Mill Plain portion needs

modifications

Comments: 

• I wish the public could be more informed in their decision-making and voices. The CAC

developed a much broader perspective and understanding of all sides of this issue and

having uniformed general public comment is incredibly disheartening. People who are

uniformed shouldn’t have a weighted opinion.

• Much appreciation to the City for their efforts in providing good information,

responding to input and including the public in this process.

• I wish the public could be more accept and “trust the experts”. They want to feel heard

but they aren’t willing to listen.

• I am very concerned with the safety and traffic impacts to adding bikes to the 8th and

Washington interchange. This will make horrible traffic even worse.

• Need to have sharrows continuous on Columbia for the entire stretch and law

enforcement of speed on Columbia.
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City of Vancouver Westside Bike Mobility Project  

CAC Recommendations and Considerations 

January 2020 

Name: [blank] 

I think a plan to phase in infrastructure and watch ridership grow before major changes are 

made makes the most sense. Fix the walks, improve bus service or alternatives before making 

drastic changes. 

Mitigate the parking concerns by providing alternatives. 

It should have been more clear throughout the process the City Councils’ Strategic Vision is and 

repeated every meeting. I think that became lost on the group after awhile. 

I also think that it was unclear if commuters and families were equally sed by our options and 

who we should focus on. 
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City of Vancouver Westside Bike Mobility Project 

CAC Recommendations and Considerations 

January 2020 

Name: [blank] 

Many times we were asked to comment and there were a few specific members who spoke for 

a long time and went off topic and weren’t asked to stay on topic. A few members who got off 

topic were asked to stay on topic. All members need to be given the same treatment with 

respect to “having the mic”. 

Also, there were a LOT of statements made by CAC members and community members that 

were incorrect and no one said ANYTHING about it. The City needs t o take charge and manage 

facts. 

My recommendation is that Columbia be the route chosen for bike mobility. 

The CAC members chose this route give all the time and information. They have invested in 

understanding the options. 

We won’t find consensus while cycling is seen by the broader community as purely recreational. 

People who don’t drive cars to get around are an unprotected class. 
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City of Vancouver Westside Bike Mobility Project  

CAC Recommendations and Considerations 

January 2020 

Name: [blank] 

Columba is the only option that is direct, well lit, safe crossings. This is also the only option that 

has funding. All other options are years out and so are not feasible. 

We do need enhanced pedestrian safety and this is also the best corridor for these 

enhancements. As a woman walking or cycling at night direct and well lit is best. Also crossings 

that are actuated by a crosswalk signal make my walk safer. 

Regional route not a neighborhood project.  
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City of Vancouver Westside Bike Mobility Project  

CAC Recommendations and Considerations 

January 2020 

Name: Judy Russel 

My #1 choice is Daniels/Franklin. This would do the least amount of damage to all concerned. It 

also would be safer for the bicyclists and pedestrians. 

My #2 choice would be Franklin. It also would do minimal damage and would be safer for 

bicyclists and pedestrians.  

I would be willing to discuss any option that does not directly affect our Veterans, elderly, and 

disabled in a detrimental way. I don’t want someone injured because they are trying to access 

services they have earned. 

In addition, it spears the public is very concerned about the safety of Columbia, especial in front 

of the Vet Center. If we cannot protect our most vulnerable, then we should do nothing. 
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City of Vancouver Westside Bike Mobility Project  

CAC Recommendations and Considerations 

January 2020 

Name: [blank] 

Initially, our direction was towards Columbia, however the matrix sheet score put Daniels-

Columbia slighter higher than Columbia. Based on timing, Columbia is still probably the best 

option. Also, the score listed for me on the matrix for Columbia is incorrect. Sorry, probably 

hand writing. My Columbia score should be 19, not 23. Not going to change the most preferred 

choice because the others are so far behind, but just want to correct that number. 

If the City is going to continue to allow high density residential development with no additional 

parking than alternative transportation accommodation must be a high priority in order to 

assure the safety of, what will be, more riders and pedestrians because they no other option to 

get from point A to point B. 
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City of Vancouver Westside Bike Mobility Project 

CAC Recommendations and Considerations 

January 2020 

Name: [blank] 

Columbia seems like the best option at of all the options presented. Columbia provides direct 

and safe access for all populations, regardless of mode of transportation to and through 

Downtown Vancouver. Would prefer to see Columbia designated as a neighborhood greenway 

which would keep parking, yet be local access only. 
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City of Vancouver Westside Bike Mobility Project 

CAC Recommendations and Considerations 

January 2020 

Name: Jan Verrinder 

The longest street in downtown is Columbia. The only route we can do this year is Columbia. 

We have an unacceptable but definitely exceptional injury and fatality and collision rate in 

Vancouver and on Columbia. If we choose to do any other route, we are choosing to do nothing 

knowing it means we have a dangerous street. “Do nothing” right now has an undefined time 

period because of lack of funding, I-976, Mill Plain Couplet being on hold, need to do (and fund) 

further outreach, install (and fund) crossing signals, etc.  

Strip off cars, stripe protected bike lanes. It will narrow the street, slow traffic, and increase 

visibility fo all. Columbia is well-lighted, and doesn’t require cyclists to understand and navigate 

varied infrastructure; just bike lanes. Other mix that with sharrows, cycle tracks, turn boxes [ 2 

stage turns], contras-lanes and multi-use paths. 

Any route should work day and night. All others are not lighted well. Some are also narrow. As a 

single woman on the road, I am scared when the area is dark and desolate. 
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