City Center Advisory Commission
Meeting Minutes

TIGARD

Date of Meeting: July 8, 2009

'Location: Red Rock Creek Conference Room

Called to order by: Chair Thomas Murphy

Time Started: 6:30 p.m.
Time Ended: 9:30 p.m.
Commissioners Present: Carolyn Barkley; Vice Chair Alexander Craghead; Ralph
Hughes; Kevin Kutcher; Peter Louw; Chair Thomas Murphy; Elise Shearer; Martha
Wong; Linli Pao (alternate)

Commissioners Absent: Alice Ellis Gaut

Others Present: Marland Henderson, Allison Wildman, Marthew Arnold

Staff Present: Scan larrelly, Senior Planner

AGENDA ITEM #1: Welcome and Introducuons

Important Discussion and/or Comments: Introductions were made.

Action Items (Follow-Up or Votes): Nonc

AGENDA ITEM #2: Review/ Approve Minutes

Important Discussion and/or Comments: On page 2, 1t should be clantied that the
University of Oregon will be ereating the document on the 99W project.

Action Items (Follow-Up or Votes): The secretary will add the words Universiny of

Oregon to the minutes. Moton by Commissioner Barkley, scconded by Commissioner
(j:'.1g|ig-;lL], to accept the minutes as corrected. The mouon pdsa‘.ud unanimously.

AGENDA ITEM #3: Downtown Circulanon Plan Presentation (SIER Architects)

Important Discussion and/or Comment: Matthew Arnold and Allison Wildman from
SERA Architects analvzed the U of O document and are here to give their opinion on where
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to go next. The consultants gave a PowerPoint presentation on the potential Circulation
Plan (Exhibit ). One big issue could be the \sh Creck crossing. For now, it’s planned as
an at-grade crossing. Once vou start planning an overhead crossing, it impacts the adjacent
properties and the overall project cost. One of the general recommendations of the
consultant is to keep the crossing at-grade to maintain development potential on adjacent
properties and to reduce the overall costs. The issue of the Ash Creek extension will be
resolved elsewhere in the TSP process and not necessarily as a part of this study.

Orther issues include trving to conneet Scoffins to Hunziker and the Burnham Street
extension. The consultants will keep an eve on both of these 1ssues. The consultants have
not vet looked into arcas north of 99W. Thev have tocused on the core ot Downtown.

The Tuture Vision Plan sugeests that some buildings will front the roadway adjacent to the
railroad tracks. Since this is an active freight rail and commurer rail line, it gets tricky with
development fronting it. With some commuter lines on the cast coast and in the mid-west,
development 1s adjacent to stattons, but there 1sn't a lor that fronts the ratlroad tracks
themselves. Development of those blocks south of the tracks will be something to continuce
to think about.

There may be a different block pattern for the area south of Burnham Street adjacent to
I'anno Creck. The triangle to the north is also pretty tricky for connection. There’s a desire
to have a Greenburg to Hall connection, but it may be difficult to do.

Some cities declare connectivity goals to set a standard block size, often berween 2007 and
4007, in most of the urban arcas in Oregon. Some ciues will carve it up more with a
pedestrian connection. To get larger blocks adjacent to the railroad tracks, the consultants
looked at 400" block structures with 2007 pedestrian connections. That would require
Commercial Street to be moved, which could be expensive and probably not worthwhile.
Once vou have 200" pedestrian connections, vou essentially are getting 200 square blocks.
The building tvpes that occur there suggest Portland-size blocks bisected by pedestrian
connections as opposed to roadwavs,

The consultants asked if we would want to require a rigid street pattern or if there would be
some flexibilirv. There are generally 3 ways to deal with connectviry: 1) street
improvements that occur piccemeal over time to a very ngid plan; 2) private property
assemblage; 3) active assemblage and/or improvements by a public agency. Since thisis a
50-vear outlook, we need to consider the long-term vision for the community in 50 vears,
versus how the properties are developed today. The City wouldn't want to create a block
system that 1sn’t friendly towards good development.

The consultants believe that a kev connection in Downtown is getting Ash Street across the
railroad tracks. That will start to break up some of the bigger blocks, which could lead to
more of a fine-grained block pattern. Tt will take some critical thinking and creativity to
make these arcas work. The consultants created a rough framework for connections. They
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planned for roughly 4007 blocks and an alley svstem behind Main Street to bolster
development and put services behind the butldings, With the longer blocks, they planned
tor signiticant pedestrian connections. The consultants desenbed what the block frontage
and butldings could look like on the various street types (Downtown collector,

retall /commercial, active neighborhood, acdve residental).

The consultants advised that form-based code will allow for commercial uses on Main Street
or Commercial Street. It was noted that one of the CCAC goals was for Burnham,
Commercial, and Scoffins to funnel traffic into Downrtown Tigard/Main Street. Those 3
streets should functuon as heavier traffic routes that would also allow for truck traffic. The
consultants will look at this.

The consultants reviewed different examples of alleys and pedestrian connectons. There
was brief discussion about bikeways. T'he consultants will talk abour this more ar a later
session. Chair Murphy would like the consuliants to provide guidance to the CCAC on the
benefits and disadvantages of a rigid approach versus a flexible approach, parucularly
looking at the different zones within the Downtown. What do we get and what do we give
up by going with a flexible approach versus a rigid approach.

Commussioner Shearer would like to know what the benefits of the different block sizes
(2007 versus 400°) would be to a developer. Commissioner Barkley would like to see the
different block sizes overlaid with existing conditions/properties. Commissioner Craghead
wondered if the streets need to be straight.

Action Items (Follow-Up or Votes): The consultants will be back at a later date with
additonal information,

AGENDA ITEM #4: Check In

Important Discussion and/or Comments: Commissioner Craghead reported that the
Main Street green street program outreach effort has been completed. The reactions were
generally positve, but there were a few issues. He advised that staff will review the
completed questionnaires and try to address any safety issues; the rest will be reviewed by
the design consultants who will determine what they can and cannot do, and provide
FCSPONSCS,

Staff advised that the Facade Improvement Committee met to discuss a pilot program —
what it should look like, how it should functon. Thev will be doing a Request for Quotes to
hire an architect to provide about 30 hours of design services. There 1s money in the budget
to pay for the design of about 4 projects. Once the designs are done, the subcommittee will
choose the one they think will make the biggest impact on Main Street and will tund that
one project. This is only a pilot project — a future program mav not operate like this.
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