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Appendix A:  Public Workshop Results  
 

 

 

 

 

Methodology and Participation:  

 

The Public Workshop on April 21st consisted of 16 participants. Participants and moderators 

(Planning Workshop students) divided into three groups to perform the mapping and brain-

storming exercises. The participants and moderators for the April 21 Public Workshop are 

listed below by group number. Email addresses were collected for each participant, which are 

now in the hands of EBNO.  

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

A. 1 

Group #1: 

 

Moderators:   

Emily Reinholt 

Paul Connair 

 

Participants:   

Mike Boinsky 

Greg Martin 

Liz Berg 

Markas Miller 

Alex Endy 

Group #2: 

 

Moderators:   

Jessa Berna 

Sophie DeMaio 

 

Participants:   

Ward Willis 

Belinda Ray 

Bill Neville 

Katie Benedict 

 

Group #3: 

 

Moderators:   

William Walker 

Shelley Hodges 

 

Participants:   

Jeanne Bull 

Paula White 

Mark Adellson  

Kevin Donahue 

Brian Pramick 

Jill Dalton 

Cathy Worthley  



 

Exercise 1: Asset and Liability Mapping  

 

Each group identified assets and liabilities on a 

map of East Bayside.  Green dots represent as-

sets, and red dots represent liabilities. Addi-

tional comments were also recorded. 
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Group 1, Exercise 1  

Group 1  

 

Discussion Notes  

 

Nice Trees and Greenery between  

       Hammond and Anderson 

The soon-to-be restructuring of Greenleaf 

The overall lack of trashcans in EB  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Group 2  

 

Discussion Notes 

 

People dislike scrap yard 

Everyone agreed that they like the busi-

nesses along that street   

Franklin Arterial is recognized as a universal 

negative  

 

Group 2, Exercise 1  



Group 3  

 

 Discussion Notes 

 

Participants seemed to particularly like Fox Field 

Congress Street and Washington Street are assets 

Cultivating Community Gardens is also appreciated 

Mayo street down the hill into the cul-de-sac tied for 

most red dots with the Soccer Field. Kids hanging out 

and causing trouble as well as general congestion were 

the complaints.   

The I-295 Onramp at Plowman and Anderson was iden-

tified as a dangerous place with no sidewalks or easy 

bike access.  

Dislike for Fox street, unpleasant views of a junkyard 

and the general danger posed by Fox Street especially 

at Anderson St. intersection 

 

 

Group 3, Exercise 1  

All Groups, Exercise 1  

A. 3 



Exercise 2: Franklin Street Visioning  

 

Participants identified where they would like to see cross walks along Franklin Street using one 

red dot each, and identified their most common destinations on the opposite side of Franklin 

Arterial using three green dots each. Next, participants brainstormed ideas for improvement 

of the Franklin Arterial corridor.  

Group 1, Exercise 

2 

Group 1  

 

Ideas: 

  

*Sidewalks 

*Multi-modal transit accommodation 

*Pedestrian overpass, or better crossings 

*Mixed-use development 

*Bike paths 

Sculpture 

Vegetation in center strip 

Better crossings 

Tunnel 

Land use where it doesnõt exist now  

Shops 

Reason to stop 

Townhouses with shops beneath 

Sidewalk café 

Access to the urban garden 

  

* Key Points 

 

 

Group 1, Exercise 2  
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Group 2:  

 

Ideas: 

 

Businesses fronting road 

Roas condensed to west 

Landscaping * 

Useable green space ** 

Well lit *  

Bike path 

Artwork/useable sculpture 

Sidewalk both sides** 

Slower speed limit 

Bridges over road at desire path trails**** 

Tunnel under Tukeyõs 

Raised crossing* 

Mixed development* 

Benches 

 

* Key Points 

 

Additional comments: 

 

Many people walk to Hannaford, although they all noted that it was really hard/dangerous 

for them to get there.   

Group 2, Exercise 2  
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Group 3:  

 

Additional comments: 

 

Destinations were varied, but some clusters did become apparent.  Many of the businesses im-

mediately on the other side of Franklin Arterial (Planet Fitness, Whole Foods, &c.) were impor-

tant destinations, but so were Downtown Portland, Marginal way, and Back Cove (as a route to 

other points) and of particular import was King Middle School, which was a very significant con-

cern for most of our group.  Apparently students are crossing Franklin Arterial without the aid 

of a crossing guard. 

 

The crossings portion of the dot exercise was more problematic as red dots wound up evenly 

spaced down the length of Franklin Arterial.  We decided to prioritize these crossings based 

upon those implied by the destinations identified and the discussion that followed the dots 

themselves.  Based on this, a crossing at Fox or Marginal way, as well as one at Congress seem 

important.  Equally important, however, is a crossing at the desire path which continues Oxford 

street ð bicycle accessibility was a priority here. 

 

The items most favored after the brainstorming session repeated the importance of the Oxford 

crossing as pedestrian/bicycle bridges were the most popular item along with sidewalks on both 

sides of Franklin.  Next most popular was a cluster of ideas around making the median space of 

Franklin usable as green/park space.  The remainder of concerns focused on the danger in-

volved in crossing high-speed, ill-regulated traffic, the short timing provided to cross Franklin, 

and especially the effects of these on children and the elderly.  

 

Group 3, Exercise 2  
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All groups, Exercise 2  

A. 7 



Exercise 3: Fox Field & Lower East Bayside Trail  

 

First, participants brainstormed in groups about planning ideas and initiatives they want to see 

in the Fox Field vicinity. Next, participants sketched possible connections between East      

Bayside residential district and the future Bayside Trail. 

 

Group 1 : 

 

Ideas: 

 

-Dog run 

-More trashcans 

-Full court basketball 

-Benches 

-Community Policing ð police coverage 

-Lighting 

-Solution to corner of Fox and Anderson 

-Landscaping to humanize/soften along Fox  

-Improve visibility at Diamond St. 

-Fence breaks along Anderson & Fox St. 

-Walking path/track/wellness path 

-Water featureé fountain 

-Toddler friendly playground equipment 

-Securing the roof of building so kids canõt 

climb on it 

-Buffer between houses & park 

 

 

Common Themes: 

 

-Enhancing boundaries 

-Landscaping ð more green/soft edges 

-Space management 

-Fox St./Anderson St. intersection 

-Policing 

 

Additional comments related to Map: 

 

-Smith to Park down Diamond all the way 

to Blvd. Trail 

-Connecting East End to Bayside Trail and 

Blvd. Trail 
 

Group 1, Exercise 3  
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