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Subject Equity and Mobility Advisory Committee Meeting #15 
Date and Time December 15, 2021 | 3:30-5:00 p.m. 
Location Online via Zoom  
Recording https://youtu.be/ZRzyQtxREYs 

EQUITY AND MOBILITY ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEMBERS 
Attendees Organization 
Abe Moland Clackamas County Health and Transportation 
Amanda Garcia-Snell Washington County Community Engagement 
Bill Baumann Community in Motion 
Diana Avalos Leos League of United Latin American Citizens; 

Latino Youth Conference 
Dwight Brashear SMART 
Eduardo Ramos At-large member 
Ismael Armenta At-large member; Oregon Walks 
James Paulson WorkSystems Inc. Board 
John Gardner TriMet 
Kari Schlosshauer At-large member; Safe Routes Partnership 
Michael Espinoza Portland Bureau of Transportation 
Park Woodworth Ride Connection 
Dr. Philip Wu Oregon Environmental Council 
Sharon Smith Oregon Transportation Commission 

Absent: Germaine Flentroy - Beyond Black/Play, Grow, Learn; Fabian Hidalgo Guerrero - Causa 

PROJECT TEAM 
Name Meeting Role Name Meeting Role 
Jessica Stanton Facilitator Chris Lepe Project team 
Garet Prior Project team Nicole McDermott Project team 
Hannah Williams Project team Emily Benoit Project team 
Nick Fazio Zoom host Anne Pressentin Project team 
Joy Agbugba Project intern Spiro Pappas Meeting notes 

WELCOME  
Jessica Stanton, facilitator, welcomed the committee and opened with a centering exercise. 
Jessica reviewed the Working Together Agreements and discussed the outcomes for the 
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meeting of lessons learned from 2021, the Game Plan for 2022, and how EMAC’s work can be 
improved going forward. 

SETTING THE TABLE 
Jessica reoriented committee members to the process for developing recommendations to the 
Oregon Transportation Commission (OTC). From September to November, EMAC developed 
Foundational Statements that were presented to the OTC, which will help pave the way for 
EMAC moving forward. 

Sharon Smith, Oregon Transportation Commissioner, presented on how the Foundational 
Statements were received and noted that the OTC welcomed the continued partnership with 
EMAC. 

Committee Comments 
• A committee member noted the Foundational Statements are important themes and could 

achieve alignment with the OTC. 

• A committee member added that the OTC meeting was a good opportunity to create a 
strong foundation for the upcoming work. 

REFLECTIONS IN 2021 
Jessica facilitated a discussion on what EMAC did well in 2021 and what can improve. 

Committee Comments 
• A committee member expressed appreciation for how much the committee bonded during 

the work completed in 2021 and how their working relationships make it easy to be open 
and transparent with everyone. 

• A committee member noted how well the committee worked together despite not being able 
to work in person and expressed appreciation for EMAC’s leadership. 

• A committee member added how well the committee adapted to ongoing conditions by 
repurposing and rescoping EMAC’s conversations with the OTC. 

• A committee member was impressed with the visual content created which could be used as 
tools by other agencies as they review similar challenges. 

 Garet Prior, ODOT, thanked Project Team members for their work in the background 
and on the materials. 

• A committee member noted that EMAC has been given a platform that allowed them to 
help a large number of people. 

• A committee member thanked the Project Team for the consistency and process to 
incorporate concerns. 
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• Garet mentioned that EMAC’s work on performance measures and partnership with the 
OTC are new ways of performing government work and equity committees, which other 
agencies can use as a model.  

TODAY’S MEAL 
Garet shared about EMAC’s roadmap to the OTC with key decisions in 2022-2025. For this, 
EMAC will provide two sets of recommendation, one coinciding when the environmental 
assessments and another before the OTC goes through the toll rate setting process. Garet 
highlighted the draft EMAC 2022 Game Plan, with bi-monthly EMAC meetings and a shift 
towards subcommittee meetings in-between.  

SUCCESS IN 2022 
Jessica facilitated a discussion on how the Project Team can make 2022 a success for EMAC and 
what a successful transition to EMAC 2.0 would look like. 

Committee Comments 
• A committee member mentioned that EMAC’s role in 2022 seems to reflect an advisory 

board with an opportunity to move recommendations forward while OTC makes decisions.  

• A committee member stated that there is a lot packed into each EMAC meeting and hopes 
that there is enough time to discuss each element. 

• A committee member noted that it can be unclear which toll project is being discussed and 
how health is being addressed. 

• A committee member asked how the EMAC Game Plan could integrate what is taking place 
at given points in time, suggesting more sequencing within the process. 

 Garet stated the intent for the subcommittees is to review details and bring that 
information to the larger EMAC meetings. 

Pulse Poll:  

Jessica facilitated a poll to assess if committee members are ready for 2022. 9 members 
responded. 

Question Yes No 

Are you ready to go for 2022? 9 0 

TOLL PROJECTS AND ENGAGEMENT UPDATE 
Hannah Williams, ODOT, provided an update of current engagement efforts, highlighting a 
video with community engagement liaisons (see meeting recording [video; 57:40]). Hannah shared 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ZRzyQtxREYs
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key findings from the Regional Mobility Pricing Project Engagement report, which gathered 
input from approximately 6,000 surveys, over 300 emails, and 12 working group sessions. 

Hannah also highlighted regional workshops that took place on November 9th and November 
10th with takeaways including how equity should be central to the project, investing in local 
transportation networks, and concerns regarding diversion. She thanked committee members 
who participated in panel discussions for the workshops. 

Hannah included highlights from a discussion with community-based organizations held on 
November 17th, which provided a Toll Program update, the role of the Equity and Mobility 
Advisory Committee and exploring how to continue the conversation. She also thanked the 
committee member who participated in the discussion about EMAC’s work. 

ENGAGEMENT AND EMAC ROLE 
Jessica facilitated a discussion regarding how the Project Team can deepen the quality of 
community engagement and what role can EMAC members play. 

Committee Comments 
• A committee member asked about the breadth of the outreach, who was reached, how 

representative was the outreach, and how can EMAC members expand and deepen that 
degree of engagement. 

 Garet answered that the Project Team is working on how to present information in a 
digestible way and to assess current goals, progress made, and ensure quality. 

A committee member expressed appreciation for the approach of clustering projects 
together and presenting with the Urban Mobility Office (UMO), recognizing the time 
constraint community-based organizations face, suggesting collaboration with the Oregon 
Health Authority. 

PUBLIC COMMENT 

Jessica welcomed members of the public for the verbal comment period. 

• Darren McCormick expressed concerns regarding how to achieve progressive congestion 
pricing for low-income people while maintaining privacy. (meeting recording [video; 1:21:25]). 

 Garet mentioned existing state laws and upcoming discussions regarding this concern. 

• Debbie Martisak, asked about how perspectives from the freight community was being 
included in the analysis (meeting recording [video; 1:23:00]). 

 Garet stated the environmental assessment process includes freight analysis and we are 
always looking to deepen engagement.  

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ZRzyQtxREYs
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ZRzyQtxREYs
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• John McCabe expressed concerns regarding rerouting, safety, and speed limits in 
neighborhoods. (meeting recording [video; 1:26:30]). 

Jessica thanked the public for their verbal comments and reminded the public that comments 
can be submitted via email at oregontolling@odot.state.or.us and submitted verbally by calling 
503-837-3536 and leaving a voicemail. 

NEXT STEPS 
Jessica noted that the next Navigators and Scuba sub team meetings will be in January 2022 and 
the next EMAC meeting will be February 23rd, 2022. Jessica reminded members to fill out the 
meeting evaluations and adjourned the meeting. 

Note: This document is only a summary of issues and actions from this meeting. It is not intended to be a 
transcript of the meeting, but rather an overview of points raised and responses from the Project Team. 
We have posted a full recording of the meeting on the committee webpage. 

The information in this document, and the public and agency input received, may be adopted or 
incorporated by reference into a future environmental review process to meet the requirements of the 
National Environmental Policy Act. 

Please note that committee member and public comments during meetings are part of the public record 
and open to public records requests through the Oregon Public Records and Meetings Law. 

 

Si desea obtener información sobre este proyecto traducida al español, sírvase llamar al  
503-731- 4128. 

Nếu quý vị muốn thông tin về dự án này được dịch sang tiếng Việt, xin gọi 503-731-4128. 

Если вы хотите чтобы информация об этом проекте была переведена на русский язык, 
пожалуйста, звоните по телефону 503-731-4128. 

如果您想瞭解這個項目，我們有提供繁體中文翻譯，請致電：503-731-4128。 

如果您想了解这个项目，我们有提供简体中文翻译，请致电：503-731-4128。 

For Americans with Disabilities Act or Civil Rights Title VI accommodations, translation / 
interpretation services, or more information call 503-731-4128, TTY (800) 735-2900 or Oregon 
Relay Service 7-1-1. 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ZRzyQtxREYs
https://www.oregon.gov/odot/tolling/Pages/Advisory-Committee.aspx
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MEETING EVALUATION RESULTS 
Three committee members completed the meeting evaluation. Results are outlined below. 

Question Strongly 
Agree 

Somewhat 
Agree 

Somewhat 
Disagree 

Strongly 
Disagree Skipped 

1. The meeting met my expectations 
for equitable involvement and 
treatment of committee 
members, consistent with the 
guiding principles in the 
Committee Charter. 

3 0 0 0 0 

2. The presentation and speakers 
were engaging and encouraged 
dialog.  

3 0 0 0 0 

3. I clearly understood the meeting 
objectives and knew what we 
were trying to accomplish. 

2 1 0 0 0 

4. The communications and 
materials sent in advance of the 
meeting were relevant, advanced 
my learning, and contributed to 
my ability to meaningfully 
participate. 

2 1 0 0 0 

5. I had the opportunity to speak, be 
heard, and contribute to 
decisions under consideration. 

3 0 0 0 0 

 

Open-Ended Questions 

Question 6: Were there any aspects of today’s meeting that you particularly liked or disliked? (1 answered, 3 
skipped) 
• No responses. 

Question 7: What topics or issues do we need to address or revisit in future meetings? (2 answered, 2 skipped) 
• No responses. 
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MEETING CHAT BOX RECORD FROM ZOOM 
15:32:31 From  Brian Cory Dobbs  to  Hosts and panelists: YouTube livestream started. 

15:33:02 From  Nick Fazio  to  Hosts and panelists: Thanks Brian - looks good! 

15:46:43 From  Nick Fazio  to  Hosts and panelists: What did we do well in 2021? 

15:46:51 From  Nick Fazio  to  Hosts and panelists: What can we improve? 

16:00:16 From  Kari Schlosshauer  to  Hosts and panelists: I need to hop off for another meeting, 
apologies for leaving early and enjoy the rest of the meeting. See you next time! 

16:00:54 From  Jessica Stanton  to  Hosts and panelists: Thank you, Kari! See you next year. 

16:05:16 From  Hannah Williams  to  Hosts and panelists: A huge thank you to this committee. 
Always in awe of your work and grateful for your expertise. 

16:16:05 From  Nick Fazio  to  Hosts and panelists: Does this Game Plan successfully involve 
EMAC in key decisions? 

16:16:24 From  Nick Fazio  to  Hosts and panelists: Does this Game Plan support the integration 
and or translation of the Foundational Statements into your Recommendations? 

16:16:33 From  Nick Fazio  to  Hosts and panelists: What will a successful transition to EMAC 
2.0 look like? 

16:16:42 From  Nick Fazio  to  Hosts and panelists: How can we support deepening EMAC's 
engagement with the community? 

16:19:25 From  Dr. Philip Wu  to  Hosts and panelists: Great comments, James! 

16:27:38 From  Diana Avalos Leos  to  Hosts and panelists: I lost audio 

16:45:22 From  Nick Fazio  to  Hosts and panelists: How can we deepen the quality of our 
engagement? 

16:47:39 From  James Paulson  to  Hosts and panelists: I can't talk, too loud here. 

16:48:07 From  Jessica Stanton  to  Hosts and panelists: Feel free to put your thoughts in the chat. 

16:49:06 From  James Paulson  to  Hosts and panelists: How will we prioritze the information 
we gain from community engagement?  If the community feels their voice is being heard, we 
will get more engagement. 

16:57:53 From  Sharon Smith  to  Hosts and panelists: Happy Holidays everyone!! 
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WRITTEN PUBLIC COMMENT 

Subject: Committee Public Comment -- Public Feedback on I205 Tolling Project 

ATTACHED PUBLIC COMMENT TRANSCRIBED BELOW (transcription was provided by sender. 
Attachment follows): 

Dear Decision Makers on I205 Tolling Project: 

The I-205 Tolling Project update for public comment states in its Purpose, "The I-205 Toll Project 
will use variable-rate tolls on the Abernethy and Tualatin River Bridges to raise revenue to 
complete the I-205 Improvements Project and manage congestion." The lack of revenue to 
complete I-205 Improvement Projects and to prevent regional congestion is an open 
acknowledgement that the lack of System Development Charges (SDCs) for regional 
transportation -- highways and freeways -- charged for new regional development is causing 
harm to the region. 

• This harm takes the form of congestion that impacts each trip that residents take such as 
slowing the trip and making it inefficient wasting residents’ time and fuel and likely 
reducing roadway safety. 

• This harm also takes the form of development not covering its costs to the region nor 
factoring in the cost of transportation into development decision. 

• It turns out that SDCs for regional transportation are a congestion-reduction/demand 
management tool (despite AskODOT’s assertion to the contrary). Therefore they naturally 
would encourage compact urban forms, discourage driving and would benefit climate.  
When an organization or individual bears the actual cost of their (new development) 
impacts, they factor those costs into their decision making -- such as whether to develop (or 
live) close in e.g. near transportation hubs and transit or whether to develop in remote 
sprawling locations.  System Development Charges for regional transportation could be 
quite complementary to enacting Vehicle Miles Travelled charges and Vehicle Miles 
Reduction programs, that are under consideration.  If they were implemented in that way, 
SDCs would be a strong congestion-reduction/demand management tool and they would 
help with encouraging infill and with discouraging sprawl and its exorbitant costs. 

Tolls are a poor congestion-reduction/demand management tool because they penalize people 
for unavoidably using the regional inefficient system of roads connecting sprawling and 
incomplete communities (e.g. they tax people going to work or not using transit because of last 
mile considerations and they push some traffic on to surface streets causing more problems) 
rather than giving them positive options – like compact urban forms -- so they don’t need to 
congest the roads. 

Date received 10/25/2021 
Source Project inbox 
From Elizabeth Graser-Lindsey 
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• ODOT’s failure to charge SDCs for regional transportation is the main cause of regional 
congestion which has built up over many years when regional-transportation SDCs were a 
potential, but untapped, funding source.  While SDCs can’t be charged for congestion that 
predates new development, new development can pay for the congestion it generates as 
soon as you implement the SDCs.  And, as soon as you implement the SDCs, the “funding 
gap” to correct congestion will stop growing. 

• It is much more sensible to penalize the public in such a way that there is an incentive for 
them to live close to work (through a regional-transportation SDC that the developer would 
tend to pass on to the home buyer) than to enable the public to cheaply live far from work 
and service and urban centers (through no ODOT SDC) and then penalize the entire public 
(through new tolls) for the sprawling transportation needed to service the sprawling 
development. 

• It is unreasonable for the long-time transportation system users to have to subsidize new 
development that overcrowded the roadway system in recent years/decades.  Tolls are 
essentially a new development subsidy paid by the general public.  Development should 
pay its own way, not pass its costs on to the general public. 

• Using tolls to do what SDCs should have done and still could do causes cynicism in much of 
the public and damages the good will that we need to solve serious problems such as 
climate change. 

• Furthermore, subsidizing new development through tolls puts ODOT further from 
decreasing transportation greenhouse gas emissions, ODOT’s GAP graph (see attachment). 
The GAP is the failure to meet the emission reduction target because we see (elsewhere in 
ODOT data) that per capita emissions have leveled off or reduced and it’s the encouraging 
of population growth (new development) that keeps Oregon’s transportation greenhouse 
gas emissions from taking the trajectory that the legislature and governor have legally-
given. 

• And subsidizing new development through tolls puts ODOT further from complying with 
Statewide Planning Goals 12 and 14 that direct transportation plans and development to 
stay within the carrying capacity of the air which the GHG emission goals indicate has been 
surpassed. 

Please responsibly address Oregon’s transportation funding gap and failure to reach GHG 
emission goals through System Development Charges rather than tolls. 
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Email attachment from Elizabeth Graser-Lindsey October 25, 2021 

Dear Decision Makers on I205 Tolling Project: 

The I-205 Tolling Project update for public comment states in its Purpose, "The I-205 Toll Project 
will use variable-rate tolls on the Abernethy and Tualatin River Bridges to raise revenue to 
complete the I-205 Improvements Project and manage congestion." 

The lack of revenue to complete I-205 Improvement Projects and to prevent regional congestion 
is an open acknowledgement that the lack of System Development Charges (SDCs) for regional 
transportation -- highways and freeways -- charged for new regional development is causing 
harm to the region. 

• This harm takes the form of congestion that impacts each trip that residents take such as 
slowing the trip and making it inefficient wasting residents’ time and fuel and likely 
reducing roadway safety. 

• This harm also takes the form of development not covering its costs to the region nor 
factoring in the cost of transportation into development decision. 

• It turns out that SDCs for regional transportation are a congestion-reduction/demand 
management tool (despite AskODOT’s assertion to the contrary1).  Therefore they naturally 

 
1 Elizabeth Lindsey <eaglsing@gmail.com>  Jun 11, 2018, 11:34 AM 
Good morning Elizabeth –  

Thanks for reaching out to Ask ODOT with your questions about system development charges (SDCs). As you probably know, the funding 
decisions and mechanisms involved with transportation projects are complex. ODOT is funded in large part by fuel taxes (both state and 
federal) and often works in partnership with local jurisdictions to complete projects.  

You specifically asked whether ODOT has considered funding projects through System Development Charges. The short answer is yes. 
However, SDCs can only be assessed on new development and the revenues from those charges are only invested in related projects. As 
SDCs cannot be assessed at a high enough rate to cover 100% of project costs, this leaves a funding gap. Often, if these projects are not 
included in investment plans (either by the state or another jurisdiction) then these projects (and the SDC funds already generated/committed) 
sit awaiting additional funding. For myriad reasons, ODOT does not currently assess SDCs or rely on revenues generated therein to maintain 
our transportation system. In the past, some state facilities have been included in local government SDCs revenues.  

You also asked about value pricing as a revenue generation mechanism. As you may know, the Oregon Legislature passed HB 2017, Keep 
Oregon Moving, during the 2017 legislative session. In that funding package, the Legislature directed ODOT to evaluate different value pricing 
options both as a congestion-reduction/demand management tool and a revenue generation tool. Consistent with the legislative direction, 
ODOT is in the process of evaluating all available options, with input from the Policy Advisory Committee and members of the public. If tolls are 
ever placed on Oregon roadways, it will be after engagement with the public, the legislature, and the Oregon Transportation Commission.  

As a final note, value pricing focuses on demand management and revenue generation, whereas SDCs aren’t an effective roadway 
management tool. 

If you’re interested in specific projects in your area or specific details about the value pricing options I’d be happy to talk in more detail, or direct 
you to the right person. Hope this helps. Please let me know if you have additional questions. Thanks.  

Lindsay  

Lindsay Baker 
Government Relations Manager 
Oregon Department of Transportation 
355 Capitol St. NE 
Salem, OR 97301 
(503) 877-7019 (cell) 

https://olis.leg.state.or.us/liz/2017R1/Measures/Overview/HB2017
https://olis.leg.state.or.us/liz/2017R1/Measures/Overview/HB2017
https://www.oregon.gov/ODOT/Pages/Value-Pricing.aspx
https://olis.leg.state.or.us/liz/2017R1/Measures/Overview/HB2017
https://www.oregon.gov/ODOT/Get-Involved/Pages/OTC_Main.aspx
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would encourage compact urban forms, discourage driving and would benefit climate.  
When an organization or individual bears the actual cost of their (new development) 
impacts, they factor those costs into their decision making -- such as whether to develop (or 
live) close in e.g. near transportation hubs and transit or whether to develop in remote 
sprawling locations.  System Development Charges for regional transportation could be 
quite complementary to enacting Vehicle Miles Travelled charges and Vehicle Miles 
Reduction programs, that are under consideration.  It they were implemented in that way, 
SDCs would be a strong congestion-reduction/demand management tool and they would 
help with encouraging infill and with discouraging sprawl and its exorbitant costs. 

Tolls are a poor congestion-reduction/demand management tool because they penalize people 
for unavoidably using the regional inefficient system of roads connecting sprawling and 
incomplete communities (e.g. they tax people going to work or not using transit because of last 
mile considerations and they push some traffic on to surface streets causing more problems) 
rather than giving them positive options – like compact urban forms -- so they don’t need to 
congest the roads. 

• ODOT’s failure to charge SDCs for regional transportation is the main cause of regional 
congestion which has built up over many years when regional-transportation SDCs were a 
potential, but untapped, funding source.  While SDCs can’t be charged for congestion that 
predates new development, new development can pay for the congestion it generates as 
soon as you implement the SDCs.  And, as soon as you implement the SDCs, the “funding 
gap” to correct congestion will stop growing. 

• It is much more sensible to penalize the public in such a way that there is an incentive for 
them to live close to work (through a regional-transportation SDC that the developer would 
tend to pass on to the home buyer) than to enable the public to cheaply live far from work 
and service and urban centers (through no ODOT SDC) and then penalize the entire public 
(through new tolls) for the sprawling transportation needed to service the sprawling 
development. 

• It is unreasonable for the long-time transportation system users to have to subsidize new 
development that overcrowded the roadway system in recent years/decades.  Tolls are 
essentially a new development subsidy paid by the general public.  Development should 
pay its own way, not pass its costs on to the general public. 

• Using tolls to do what SDCs should have done and still could do causes cynicism in much of 
the public and damages the good will that we need to solve serious problems such as 
climate change. 

• Furthermore, subsidizing new development through tolls puts ODOT further from 
decreasing transportation greenhouse gas emissions, 

ODOT’s GAP graph (https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=JwV6SevgC3k&feature=youtu.be  
6:00/57:57) 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=JwV6SevgC3k&feature=youtu.be
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The GAP is the failure to meet the emission reduction target. 

because we see (elsewhere in ODOT data) that per capita emissions have leveled off or reduced 
and it’s the encouraging of population growth (new development) that keeps Oregon’s 
transportation greenhouse gas emissions from taking the trajectory that the legislature and 
governor have legally-given. 

 
Datasource: https://www.oregon.gov/deq/aq/programs/Pages/GHG-Inventory.aspx 
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• And subsidizing new development through tolls puts ODOT further from complying with  
Statewide Planning Goals 122 and 143 that direct transportation plans and development to 
stay within the carrying capacity of the air which the GHG emission goals indicate has been 
surpassed. 

Please responsibly address Oregon’s transportation funding gap and failure to reach GHG 
emission goals through System Development Charges rather than tolls. 

Sincerely, 

Elizabeth Graser-Lindsey 
Beavercreek, OR  97004 

  

 
2 Statewide Planning Goal 12 – Transportation A6. “Plans providing for a transportation system should 
consider as a major determinant the carrying capacity of the air, land and water resources of the planning 
area. The land conservation and development actions provided for by such plans should not exceed the 
carrying capacity of such resources.” 
3 Statewide Planning Goal 14 -- Urbanization A3.  “Plans providing for the transition from rural to urban 
land use should take into consideration as to a major determinant the carrying capacity of the air, land 
and water resources of the planning area. The land conservation and development actions provided for 
by such plans should not exceed the carrying capacity of such resources.” 
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Subject: Committee Public Comment 

The toll will cause a hardship for our family. We drive from Oregon City to Tigard on 205 and I-
5 four times a day to drop off and pick up our daughter from school. I will end up avoiding the 
freeway and travel through West Linn and Lake Oswego causing more traffic in these towns. 
The citizens of Clackamas County do not want tolls. They never go away and only spread once 
in place. The toll situation makes me want to move to another state. I’m upset this was never 
put to a vote by the people living here. 

Subject: Committee Public Comment 

I live in Oregon City. All your dumb ideas to toll 205 between OC and West Linn will put even 
more strain on Arch bridge, Willamette Falls Drive and OC 99E so people can avoid the tolls. 
Do you not study human behavior??? Get a grip and shut this toll down! 

Subject: Public Committee Comment 

Please define “equity” being used here. 

Why are you envisioning spending transportation dollars for “climate mitigation”?  Oregon 
produces 0.11% of global CO2 (2019 numbers), barely a blip in the total. If you completely 
remove Oregon’s output, and kill the State, there will be no change to the climate. 

What evidence is there that tolling will lower miles traveled? There is no option to the current 
system. 

EMAC, from listening to the meeting, seems to be a decision that’s been made just looking for 
support for the decision. You’re not listening to the public. There is no hew and cry for tolling! 

Subject: Committee Public Comment 

Date received 10/27/2021 
Source Project inbox 
From Heidi Petersen 

Date received 10/27/2021 
Source Project inbox 
From Vivian McQueeney 

Date received 10/29/2021 
Source Project inbox 
From Robert White 

Date received 11/05/2021 
Source Project inbox 
From Vivian McQueeney 
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The I205 proposed toll will NOT eliminate congestion or use during busy times. It will 
INCREASE congestion on local roads with people diverting to avoid tolls. This is already 
happening when I205 is stop and go. Also what about locals who live in OC and West Linn who 
have daily need to travel on old bridge to access one side or the other?  Either they will have an 
unfair cost to use the freeway or congestion even more than already experienced. This is a 
horrible plan! 

Subject: Committee Public Comment: Money from infrastructure bill 

Now that the infrastructure bill has passed Congress, will money be used for the I-205 bridge 
project and therefore obviate the need for tolling? As a West Linn resident the tolling would 
affect me and my neighbors significantly unless there is a provision to reduce the burden on 
local residents. 

Subject: I-205 Toll Project Committee Public Comment 

No to tolls on I-205. No to tolls on I-5. No tolls anywhere. Once tolling takes hold, all it does is 
increase time after time. Tolls are a regressive tax that mainly affect lower income people and 
families as the can least afford it. All tolls do is to move traffic off the highways and on to 
surface streets. 'Solving' one problem just creates another problem. 

No to tolls. 
Subject: Committee Public Comment 

To all concerned, 

I believe that a toll system for use of the Abernethy bridge is a good idea. I was not able to find 
any information about a plan to adjust toll fees for low-income individuals. 

I am a resident of Oregon City and make semi-regular use of the Abernethy bridge. My family 
is financially stable and can afford to pay these tolls on a regular basis. However, when people 
make so little that they are struggling to pay for basic needs, they may be forced to take any job 
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they can. If this includes long commutes that necessitate paying expensive [to them] tolls, it 
becomes another source of stress which can negatively affect their work and emotional state. If 
people can not earn enough money to support themselves, the state will have to supplement 
their income and the tolls will amount to a net-zero-gain. 

Please consider options for reduced-tolls for low-income individuals. I suggest an application 
process much like the ones used for SNAP benefits. It can be renewed annually with evidence of 
household income demonstrating financial need. 

Thank you, 

--Michael Kelleher 

Oregon City, OR 

Subject: Public Comment - Tolling motorists on Oregon roadways is not equity, it's fleecing 

To the Equity and Mobility Advisory Committee, 

The word "equity" keeps popping up and being splashed around within the dialog of the 
Regional Mobility Project that would implement congestion pricing and tolling on the freeways 
in the Portland area. If any of the tolling revenue would be utilized to fund mass transit or 
bicycle infrastructure, the word "equity" no longer applies and ought to be replaced with the 
word "fleecing" as it pertains to the motorists who would be paying the tolls. Motorists already 
pay tolls in the form of fuel taxes which are already being fleeced to fund alternative 
infrastructure. Obviously most people, and specifically alternative transport mode users that on 
a every day basis would benefit by receiving something highly subsidized or for free would be 
in favor of tolling and allowing the other guy paying for their personal transportation costs. 
Holistically, genuine "equity" must require that transit riders and bicyclists themselves pay 
(their own way) for the transit and bicycle infrastructure they utilize. 

If, and I say if tolling is implemented in the Portland area, the revenue from tolling MUST only 
be utilized to upgrade motor vehicle infrastructure including increasing motor vehicle capacity 
on tolling bypass routes, and NOT to subsidize transit and/or to pay for bicycle infrastructure 
for freeloaders. The formula must also include not being dictators and treating people like cattle 
by attempting to herd them to use mass transit or on to bicycles. 

Respectfully, 

Terry Parker 
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Senior Citizen 

Northeast Portland 

Subject: Committee public comment 

NO TOLLS, PERIOD! Put the issue on the ballot. You work for us, not the other way around. 
NO TOLLS, PERIOD! 

MF Roberts 

Subject: Committee Public Comment 

Please stop the plans for tolling on I205 and I5. The people of Oregon do not want this. Please 
listen to the majority of citizens when they tell you this is not good for Oregonians. 

The concerns about toll levels, toll sunsetting, negative impact on home values, loss of revenue 
for local businesses, increased financial burden on low-income travelers resulting in reduced 
equity, increased diversion of traffic to side roads, reduced safety in neighborhoods, the lack of 
non-tolled lanes, no alternate non-tolled routes, and a disproportionate tax burden on local 
Gladstone, West Linn and Oregon City citizens is too serious to continue pushing this ahead 
against the will of voters. 

-Anthony Warren 

Native Oregonian and Tualatin resident, taxpayer 

Subject: A game? 

Your latest email stated the December 15th meeting will be for them work on their “Game 
plan”. 

So this is game to you all huh? Interstate. 
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Means to me you’ve already decided, you will TOLL regardless of what people say, that you 
will TOLL without exploring ways to reduce expenditures from the exorbitant funds you 
already collect, that you will TOLL without considering the massive funds being made available 
from the Federal Government for infrastructure improvements (which also mean any funds you 
get from the Fed’s will be used Willy-Nilly for frivolous things you want). 

A game?? 

Sad day for citizens when you think this is just a game. 

KMN 

Subject: Committee public coment 

I am concerned about people who don't have traditional banking services. There are a lot of 
people who use cash only. Homeless, Gypsies, non English speakers, migrant workers. How do 
they get and keep an account and refill it with money?? Can you give out info on how much % 
of tolls will go to collecting & operating expenses?? I think that as soon as tolls start on I 205. A 
flood of diversion traffic will go to I 5. Especially through traffic which includes many big 
trucks. How much new traffic is the Tribes Cultural Center going to  bring in?? 

Thanks  

Dave Farmer 

503 888 3423 
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