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Portland = Sherwood = Tigard « Tualatin
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ODOT « TriMet » Metro

Southwest Corridor Plan

Integrated approach to
corridor planning

Project briefing
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Priority corridor
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Mobility corridors
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Regional Transportation
Transportation Land Use Plans Plan & Transit
Plan JiVAN

¢ Broad corridor

e Transportation and
land use
improvements and
transit modes and
alignments

e Community focus
areas identified in
the broad corridor

-

Integrated)approach

Implementation
DEIS & FEIS

e Decisions on
investments:

¢ in transportation,

and use
improvement

¢ Decisions on transit
mode and alignment
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Collaborative effort

Portland
Barbur
\ Concept Plan

Tigard
HCT Land
Use Plan

Integrated
Investment
Strategy

Linking

Transportation :
Tualatin

HET}

Sherwood
Land Use and
Town Center
Plan
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Major timeline

Southwest Corridor Plan schedule

Phase | Phase Il Ongoing

Identify agreements, policy changes and Actions to achieve goals, including | Further project

strategic investments and partnerships investments, Draft Environmental | development and
Impact Statement(s) and major implementation

policy changes

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015



25 Years from Now

Daily celebration of place

Vibrant, safe communities where
people live, work and play
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Downtown Sherwood
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Sherwood Town Center
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Tualatin Refuge
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Tualatin Commons
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Lake Grove
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orridor

Downtown Tigard
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orridor

Tigard Triangle
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idgeport Village
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Multnomah Village
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OHSU
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South Waterfront
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Riverplace
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.« WES
28 bus lines = %
spaces ile

3 Transit
Centers
27,000 daily
riders
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o )Corridor  Pacific Highway/99W/Barbur
Boulevard




‘@‘GREAT P L:AE:ES

Population
2010 140k
2035 206k

Corridor

Employees
2010 163k
2035 251k

Projected
travel time
Increase
30%



Tigard — already identified focus areas
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{®‘ Opportunities & constraints

- winter 2011

Needs analysis

Within key Access to Between Corridor
land use key land key land wide/
focus use focus use focus through the
areas areas corridor

@0

/

areas /!



People

Performance Ped/Bike

Places Physical Form

Washington Sq (Mall)



People

Performance Ped/Bike

Places Physical Form

Downtown Tigard



People

Performance Ped/Bike

Places Physical Form

Bridgeport Village
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Adopted o Transport-
: .. Existing : !
regional Public input " City land ation
conditions
goals and on values use plans performance

lici analysis
policies NEERGES

Opportunities & challenges;
evaluation criteria




Wﬂm Wide range of alternatives —

all transportation modes

e |-5/99W improvements

e Roadway improvements
within, access to,
between focus areas

e Bike/pedestrian
Improvements

* Transit improvements




Wide range of alternatives —

transit AA

« Transportation System
Management and Operation

Light Rail Transit

Rapid Streetcar

Bus Rapid Transit

High Occupancy Vehicle Lanes
/ High Occupancy Toll Lanes

« WES function/service and
other potential
improvements




1@( Wide range of alternatives —

land use/community building

« City work: alternative land
use strategies for focus areas

« Trails, parks, habitat
strategies

« Affordable and workforce
housing strategies

« Economic development
strategies

 Public health and equity
strategies
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Wide range of alternatives —
spring 2012

Narrow range of alternatives



Integrated strategies — summer

2012
Various strategies to best meet the goals

and objectives for the corridor

Example A Example B Example C Example D
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\ 4 N s
N N 4 s i \ / /! o
L A \ A 1 4 y A 7
/ RS AT
u \ o \ ikt
N ) o s " ; & \ Bicycles ¢ s
' i icycles ¢ »

e 4 N oloces Y \ ) y
ransit /' A . Bendiimee T S N h \ \ 4 L y
—4 T 2a figh el ; |
/ Roadways , \ e \ / \ . N 4 % Transit 1 ’

X , ey Y . capacity ( R, I o

SN / Nt by 4 \ . % Roadways/ 00 Ne=a=d / g

- EeRyRgs "\ Pedestrians ' \ transit , 4 R D g
\ Y LT e

......
......




‘@‘GREAT P LACES

Integrated strategies —
cities’ input (June 2012)

» Cities’ input on how to package land
use strategies with other components
of an integrated strategy is critical




‘ ! ‘ Evaluation - late summer 2012

Which integrated strategy best supports the
outcomes desired for the corridor?

Example A Example B Example C Example D
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1@' ldentify commitments —

fall/winter 2012

= Develop an integrated implementation
strategy

" |ncludes policy changes and next
steps for further work

= |dentifies “if-then” decisions and
actions

" Prioritize the improvements and policy
changes

— short-term, mid-term, long term




Major timeline

Southwest Corridor Plan schedule

Phase | Phase II Ongoing

-|dentify agreements, policy changes and " Actions to achieve goals, including | Further project

strategic investments and partnerships investments, Draft Environmental | development and
Impact Statement(s) and major implementation

policy changes

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
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SOUTHWEST CORRIDOR PLAN
Decision-making structure
with summary of plans and agreements adopted by local governments, Metro and the Oregon Transportation Commission

The Southwest Corridor Plan will develop a coordinated set of component plans and an implementation strategy that identifies and pricritizes needed projects 1o
support local aspirations consistent with regional and state goals and stimulate community and economic development, leveraging private investments and making
efficient use of available resources. It will include changes to local, regional and state policies to support the strategy.

TriMet, Washington and
Multnomah counties

Local city counciis MPAC/IPACT/Metro Council Oregon Transportation
Local land use, transportation, public Implementation strategy, Commission

jes and capital improvement transportation plan, transit alternatives § _
S el Southwest corridor facility plans
nal transportation and

¥

Steering committee (Meets every other month or as needed)

Public ¢p Elected and appointed officials from participating local governments and agencies make +» Implementation
e ; reginnal-level decisions at major milestones and recommends adaption af the Sauthwest .
AHly anacantinliols Corridor Plan and investment Strategy to the adopting bodies. partners (Wil meet

public involvement t approximately four times)

will engage corridor Periodic engagement
rqef;édfnts, bu;lr;g:sses Project management group (Meets every other month or as needed) will request advice at key
and transportaton milestanes on strateqy

i - o es 0 dlg
system users, Infcurmlﬂg “)F'i"!lﬂr staft Trom narrlrlnannn IO(HI nnvemmpm: R!’](’l H(‘IF‘I”IFIP‘R DFO\."I(IF‘ O\J’PI’RIGF‘IT ann and |mpact Of potenhal

mnrhnrr- to the nmmd serving as a hnrlﬂr- between thr- fr’rhmr'-:l_ and nnlmral wark

throughout the process uidance s SERHLARS IS pH S = isi i
arid requesting eas necessary to develop a coordinated set of agreements, investments and policy changes. gi‘:‘\i?dseag{:‘;ng”at"’m
and feedback on 2 interesls, from freight 1o

issues related to major
milestones.

Project team leaders (Meets monthly or as needed) workforce housing and
economic development

= Froject SIS and staff liaisons from local govemments and agencies ensure coordination ¢ 1o parks and habitat.

of the local land use Dial"lS erll:)IJUI tation lJIcIH:) and transit alternatives dIIdIV:)I:) as well as
identify and raise technical and other issues to the project management group.

= T
v w v v b 2 o +
Barbur Concept  Town Center HCT Land Use Linking Tualatin @ Transportation Transit Other plans and
Plan Plan Plan plan alternatives projects
C AC c AC c AC AC analysis Beaverton, Durham,
Portland a”d PIl  Sherwood aﬂd Pl Tigard aﬂd Il Tualatin a”'j Pl | ODOT/Melro Metro King City, Lake Oswego,
) ) Washington County,
‘.l.‘..:".‘.-"..I.-’.l‘.."”-'.‘--.0.‘.’-‘.0".---.3.C.."..‘.l.kﬂ‘.l.‘..“'.’.-".-..‘l.l‘:.-.’.-lll Multnomahcounty,
- Each clty’s process will include a community advisory committee Thdet
Oct 5, 2011 474 P | and independent, but coordinated, public involvement.
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df

Charter

Dec. 12, 2011

PROJECT PARTNERS

Cities of Beaverton, Durham, King City, Lake Oswego, Portland,
Sherwood, Tigard and Tualatin, Multnomah and Washington counties,
Oregon Department of Transportation, TriMet and Metro
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