
Q&A Session for Soft Surface Trails Iron Mt Park Public Engagement Meeting 
 
Session number:  1465351159 
Date:  Wednesday, September 30, 2020 
Starting time:  5:12 PM 
 
________________________________________________________________ 
 
-Michael Buck (m.bucks@comcast.net)  - 5:34 PM 
Q: People are not able to link in even though they registered.  
Priority: N/A- 
________________________________________________________________ 
 
-Michael Buck (m.bucks@comcast.net)  - 5:35 PM 
Q: Joy Prideaux and Susanna Kuo still out due to technical issues.  
Priority: N/A- 
________________________________________________________________ 
 
-Michael Buck (m.bucks@comcast.net)  - 5:38 PM 
Q: Thank you and I wish the instructions would have let people know they needed to download Webex.  
They thought the link was sufficient like Zoom 
Priority: N/A- 
________________________________________________________________ 
 
-Michael Buck (m.bucks@comcast.net)  - 5:40 PM 
Q: Thank you for your patience!  
Priority: N/A- 
________________________________________________________________ 
 
-Michael Buck (m.bucks@comcast.net)  - 5:47 PM 
Q: I would like to give Portland Dept. of Transportation  
Priority: N/A- 
________________________________________________________________ 
 
-Michael Buck (m.bucks@comcast.net)  - 5:47 PM 
Q: standards as well as Portland Parks and Recreation for mixed use.  
Priority: N/A- 
________________________________________________________________ 
 
-Michael Buck (m.bucks@comcast.net)  - 5:51 PM 
Q: Note:  After the initial Presentation on July 29th where no process was given, all public engagement 
has been given as the result of stakeholder request.  
Priority: N/A- 
________________________________________________________________ 



 
-Michael Buck (m.bucks@comcast.net)  - 5:55 PM 
Q: On Section A, will this link be above the delineated wetland which is on Hunt Club property mostly?  
Priority: N/A- 
Answer: Ivan - when Chris was given, maps and information about this, we asked them to avoid wetland 
areas. The trail that is even segment B, is outside of the stream setbacks, with the exception of right 
where, both of those trails cross the bridge. So, that is accommodated in segment A. 
Bruce - I did provide Chris with the maps that show the wetland delineation. There's no impact 
whatsoever to that.  
 
________________________________________________________________ 
 
-Michael Buck (m.bucks@comcast.net)  - 6:00 PM 
Q: Thank you for applying stakeholder alternative in the center!  
Priority: N/A- 
________________________________________________________________ 
 
-Michael Buck (m.bucks@comcast.net)  - 6:01 PM 
Q: I have a comment regarding one section of B. 
Priority: N/A- 
________________________________________________________________ 
 
-Michael Buck (m.bucks@comcast.net)  - 6:02 PM 
Q: How do we talk about trail width?  
Priority: N/A- 
Answer: Ivan – The trail width was derived by looking at other jurisdictions and at other Soft Surface 
Trails. See link to Portland Parks Trail Design Guidelines.  
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/parks/38306?a=250105 
 
________________________________________________________________ 
 
-Jim Fisher (fishergeologic@comcast.net)  - 6:04 PM 
Q: Chris or Ivan:  what erosion control protections are planned for the excavated soil for Segments A and 
B?  
Priority: N/A- 
Answer: Chris - In locations where we are near waterways or sensitive areas, we do not typically side 
cast the soil, but export it. Otherwise we adhere to standards for erosion control, typically dictated by 
the agency and implemented through local regulations. We have a minimum amount of exposed 
surface, and we cover it and finish it prior to exposing larger areas, and that allows us to operate under 
the best practices of not needing to put up erosion control fencing or using wattles. A lot of the 
construction sites you see exceed the requirements for that surface area and that's why they are 
required to utilize those other techniques. The level of compaction required to remove it from an 
erosive state is not the same, we use a variety of techniques for the situation, depending on the 
condition of the soil. If it's a wetter, we would need to wait for it to dry. We might straw temporarily 

https://www.portlandoregon.gov/parks/38306?a=250105


until that point. There's a variety of techniques that are approved by the state and therefore by the local 
jurisdictions for erosion control. 
 
________________________________________________________________ 
 
-Julia Wood (juliazmail@gmail.com)  - 6:05 PM 
Q: This is Julia Wood, I have a question about Section A. 
Priority: N/A- 
________________________________________________________________ 
 
-Michael Buck (m.bucks@comcast.net)  - 6:10 PM 
Q: I would like to comment on one part of Section B:  the part above the new tributary area.  
Priority: N/A- 
________________________________________________________________ 
 
-Mike Perham (mperham@gmail.com)  - 6:25 PM 
Q: Plan seems great, thanks Team LO! I'm happy to see new trails coming (soon?) for hike/bike usage.  
Priority: N/A- 
________________________________________________________________ 
 
-Jim Fisher (fishergeologic@comcast.net)  - 6:30 PM 
Q: I have question re Segment C and the switchbacks; especially for bikes.  Also, what about rutting of 
trail by bikes?  
Priority: N/A- 
Answer: Chris -  Rutting is caused by a variety of forces, most typically water and users. All users cause 
compaction and displacement of the tread surface, typically in the center where most of the travel 
occurs. If water management techniques such as rolling grade reversals are not used then water running 
down the trail tread can cause erosion. Given their weight and the relatively small surface area of their 
hooves, horses cause the most compaction and displacement; cyclists and pedestrians cause 
significantly less, although steep trail grades do contribute to erosion as more force is needed to either 
propel or arrest a user, placing greater forces on the trail tread. A important technique to reduce 
bicycle-caused erosion in turns relies on managing the user’s momentum on the trail to reduce the need 
to brake through a turn. This can be achieved though a combination of techniques such as exposure, a 
textured tread, narrower corridor, and good sightlines, all of which will be present on the proposed trail. 
________________________________________________________________ 
 
-Jim Fisher (fishergeologic@comcast.net)  - 6:32 PM 
Q: Ivan or Chris: questions re Segment C switchbacks and rutting due to bikes.  
Priority: N/A- 
________________________________________________________________ 
 
-Michael Buck (m.bucks@comcast.net)  - 6:33 PM 
Q: Portland Parks and Recreation:  4'-10' hikers and bikers; Portland Bureau of Transportation:  4'-10' for 
hiking and biking.  These are their standards.  And bikes usually are not soft surface when mixed use.  



Priority: N/A- 
________________________________________________________________ 
 
-Michael Buck (m.bucks@comcast.net)  - 6:34 PM 
Q: Is Iron Mountain some of the largest interior spaces still left in Lake Oswego?  
Priority: N/A- 
Answer: Ivan – the portion under the existing Iron Mountain trail and the user trail, and above the new 
Park development is approximately 18 acres of undisturbed or unsegmented area. We have that 
acreage, probably in excess of that at Canal Acres. Kerr Open Space is completely unfragmented with no 
trails. West Waluga Park, west of the developed portion is largely undisturbed, which is a large tract as 
well. There is not a whole bunch of undisturbed tracts of property in our parks and from a standpoint of 
where we are and where some of our neighboring communities are, that’s fairly common especially in 
the urban/suburban type setting where you have that human pressure on those properties. 
________________________________________________________________ 
 
-Michael Buck (m.bucks@comcast.net)  - 6:36 PM 
Q: One letter to LU 18-0052 mentioned the need for a lower speed limit 
Priority: N/A- 
________________________________________________________________ 
 
-Michael Buck (m.bucks@comcast.net)  - 6:42 PM 
Q: Agree with John's comments regarding Iron Mtn. Blvd. 
Priority: N/A- 
________________________________________________________________ 
 
-Jim Fisher (fishergeologic@comcast.net)  - 6:48 PM 
Q: Kerr Open Space is 10 acres.  No public access.  
Priority: N/A- 
________________________________________________________________ 
 
-Julia Wood (juliazmail@gmail.com)  - 6:50 PM 
Q: I concur with Mike and it would be great to have wildlife corridors throughout our city. I believe the 
parks could lead this concept, as it should be part of the planning process also.  
Priority: N/A- 
________________________________________________________________ 
 
-Michael Buck (m.bucks@comcast.net) - 6:52 PM 
Q: (Sorry for the typos:  the Q & A box goes off the screen and I cannot see the type! 
Priority: N/A- 
________________________________________________________________ 
 
-Michael Buck (m.bucks@comcast.net)  - 6:53 PM 
Q: Will there be more refinement and when will you get back to us?  
Priority: N/A- 



Answer: Ivan - We are going to get back together staff, with Chris as our consultant, take into 
consultation any suggestions we think we might be able to apply to it and then what we will be doing 
shortly is presenting a final concept alignment.  
________________________________________________________________ 
 
-Michael Buck (m.bucks@comcast.net)  - 6:56 PM 
Q: Thank you for answering.  
Priority: N/A- 


