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Abstract: By reviewing relevant literature on transportation system planning and
land-use policies of Portland Metropolitan Region, this paper investigates plan-
ning ideas, policy measures and innovative practices during the Portland
multi-modal transportation development. The paper shows that the key idea of
Portland multi-modal transportation planning is to reduce the reliance on automo-
biles, which is assessed by quantitative indicators such as per capita vehicle miles
traveled. In addition, with the assistance from a series of supportive policies in-
cluding urban growth control, transportation-land use integration, public participa-
tion, and inter-agency coordination, Portland is implementing two-fold steps to
move its multi-modal transportation system forward. One is to transform the atti-
tude to automobile transportation development and enhance traffic demand man-
agement; and the other is to improve service quality of transit, cycling and walk-
ing and facilitate seamless transfers among different modes.
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Fig.3 Comparison of per capita VMT between Oregon State and other
states, and between Portland region and other similar regions
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