@ Metro

600 NE Grand Ave.

Metro Policy Advisory Committee (MPAC) Portland, OR 972322736
agenda
Wednesday, September 11, 2019 5:00 PM Metro Regional Center, Council chamber

1. Call To Order, Declaration of a Quorum & Introductions (5:00 PM)
2. Public Communication on Agenda Items (5:05 PM)
3. Council Update (5:10 PM)

4, Consent Agenda (5:15 PM)
4.1 Consideration of June 12, 2019 MPAC Minutes 18-5252
Attachments:  June 12, 2019 Minutes
4.2 Consideration of July 10, 2019 MPAC Minutes 18-5268

Attachments:  July 10, 2019 Minutes

5. Information/Discussion Items
5.1 Update on 2040 Planning and Development Grant com
Awards (2019/Cycle 7) (5:20 PM) 18-0260
Presenter(s): Lisa Miles, Metro

Attachments: MPAC Worksheet
Memo: 2040 Planning and Development Grant Awards

5.2 Cornelius Urban Renewal Plan, Town Center Plan and CoM
Conceptual Site Planning (5:40 PM) 18-0261
Presenter(s): Ryan Wells, City of Cornelius

53 Oregon City Equitable Housing Strategy (6:20 PM) Com

18-0262

Presenter(s): Laura Terway, City of Oregon City
6. Adjourn (7:00 PM)

Upcoming MPAC Meetings:
e Wednesday, September 25, 2019
e Wednesday, October 9, 2019
e Wednesday, October 23, 2019



http://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=2543
http://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=0996d5e6-10e4-4ddd-a020-f42315f2a2b5.pdf
http://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=2579
http://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=04dbae4a-986b-4752-9de1-9cbdbd886553.pdf
http://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=2562
http://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=a7aa603f-4876-40c2-aa38-734430f07ca3.pdf
http://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=7f4ae299-545e-4b03-80b1-35e25e53ad5e.pdf
http://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=2563
http://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=2564

Metro Policy Advisory
Committee (MPAC)

Agenda

Metro respects civil rights

Metro fully complies with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and related statutes that ban discrimination. If any person believes they have been discriminated against
regarding the receipt of benefits or services because of race, color, national origin, sex, age or disability, they have the right to file a complaint with Metro. For information
on Metro’s civil rights program, or to obtain a discrimination complaint form, visit www.oregonmetro.gov/civilrights or call 503-797-1536.Metro provides services or

accommodations upon reguest to persons with disabilities and people who need an interpreter at public meetings. If you need a sign language interpreter, communication
aid or language assistance, call 503-797-1700 or TDD/TTY 503-797-1804 (8 a.m. to 5 p.m. weekdays) 5 business days before the meeting: All Metro meetings are wheelchair
accessible. For up-to-date public transportation information, visit TriMet's website at www.trimet.org.

Théng bio vé sy Metro khdng ky thi cia

Metro ton trong dan quyén. Mudn biét thém théng tin vé chuong trinh dan quyén
clia Metro, hodc mudn I8y don khiu nai vé sy ki thi, xin xem trong
www.oregonmetro.gov/civilrights. Néu quy vi can théng dich vién ra d4u bing tay,
trg gilip vé tiép xtc hay ngdn ngit, xin goi s6 503-797-1700 (tir 8 gi¢r sang dén 5 giy
chidu vao nhitng ngay thudng) truéc budi hop 5 ngay lam viéc.

MoeigomneHHs Metro npo 3a6opoHy gucKpUmiHaLii

Metro 3 NoBaroio CTaBUThCA A0 FPOMaAAHCHKMX Npas. a8 oTpumaHHaA iHbopmau,i
npo nporpamy Metro i3 3axMcTy rpOMagAHCLKUX Npas a6o Gopmu cKapru npo
AUCKpUMIHaLLKO BiaBiaaiTe caliT www.oregonmetro.gov/civilrights. abo fAikwo sam
notpibeH nepeknanay Ha 36opax, AR 33[,0BONEHHA BALIOro 3anuTy 3atenedoHyiTe
33 Homepom 503-797-1700 3 8.00 o 17.00 y poboui gHi 3a n'aTb pobounx aHis go
36opis.
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Ogeysiiska takooris la’aanta ee Metro

Metro waxay ixtiraamtaa xuquugda madaniga. Si aad u heshid macluumaad ku
saabsan barnaamijka xuguugda madaniga ee Metro, ama aad u heshid wargadda ka
cabashada takoorista, boogo www.oregonmetro.gov/civilrights. Haddii aad u baahan
tahay turjubaan si aad uga qaybqaadatid kullan dadweyne, wac 503-797-1700 (8
gallinka hore illaa 5 gallinka dambe maalmaha shagada) shan maalmo shaqo ka hor
kullanka si loo tixgaliyo codsashadaada.

Metro9] XP8 T4 & FAA

Metro2] Al 9171 2030 o § AW = A8 el A gl dod, E
Ao ) g E-wkE 4151 3 Srwww.oregonmetro.gov/civilrights. 321 2] ¢190]
#flo] g o g -, 3 e]o] A 5 AP Y (LF 5A] F+Foll .7 84]) 503-797-
17008 Z& 3 th

rr

MetroDZE 1|25 |- 641

Metro TIFARIEEMEL TH ET « MetroD A RIEZ O 7 7 AL %
WZDWT ~ ERIEENEE 7 4+ — 4% AFT 5121 - www.oregonmetro.gov/
civilrights « ¥ THHEEES ZEOWAHSHTSHBENELE L SN 5L
Metros CEFEIZ IS T & 5 L 5 ~ SBHEROsSERHA £ TIl2503-797-

1700 (FH/FHIBI~FIESH) ¥ THEE( a3 -

insAgeRainafimIS STl Bus Metro
FFINA§NUIZIUN 1 nUASEHSHARYTISGENUWIRIUN Metro
yifdjsgumauiimuifinyususasiisns i
www.oregonmetro.gov/civilrights®

i sEREFERUSTUAasTinuHg

[USantnIan: PFIINU/RIUS 503-797-1700 (1EnH g FIM8nens 5 ane
igugen) (Sfiitg

igiSen usigUuSi SO Esugu U aialiu I MSES 9

Metro Ge Jaadl pieg ol

SSE Iy o Al G iall Metro gelix Usa s slaall o 3 3all Agaall 3 siall Metro o yias
dalay <€ o) www.oregonmetro. qovicivilrights o s ASIYY g sall 5,45 o sk ¢ el 2
i (ala 8 Aol (30) 503-797-1700 i o8 5 Lot el e oy il 3 B2eluss )
lain¥) se ga 0 Jao ol (5) Fusad 8 (Raeadl ) G Al cleliss 5 dolidl

Paunawa ng Metro sa kawalan ng diskriminasyon

Iginagalang ng Metro ang mga karapatang sibil. Para sa impormasyon tungkol sa
programa ng Metro sa mga karapatang sibil, o upang makakuha ng porma ng
reklamo sa diskriminasyon, bisitahin ang www.oregonmetro.gov/civilrights. Kung
kailangan ninyo ng interpreter ng wika sa isang pampublikong pulong, tumawag sa
503-797-1700 (8 a.m. hanggang 5 p.m. Lunes hanggang Biyernes) lima araw ng
trabaho bago ang pulong upang mapagbigyan ang inyong kahilingan.

Notificacién de no discriminacion de Metro

Metro respeta los derechos civiles. Para obtener informacion sobre el programa de
derechos civiles de Metro o para obtener un formulario de reclamo por
discriminacion, ingrese a www.oregonmetro.gov/civilrights . Si necesita asistencia
con el idioma, llame al 503-797-1700 (de 8:00 a. m. a 5:00 p. m. los dias de semana)
5 dias laborales antes de la asamblea.

YeepomneHue o HeAONYLW,EHUH JUCKPUMUHaL MK oT Metro

Metro ysax<aeT rpa)kaaHcKu1e npasa. Y3HaTb o nporpamme Metro no cobnioaeHuio
rPXKAAHCKUX NPaB ¥ NONYHUTL GOpMY Hanobbl 0 AUCKPMMKUHALMM MOXKHO Ha Be6-
calite www.oregonmetro.gov/civilrights. EC1 Bam Hy}KeH NepeBoauuK Ha
obuwecteeHHOM cobpaHuK, OCTaBbTe CBOW 3aNpoc, NO3BOHMB No Homepy 503-797-
1700 B paboumne gHu ¢ 8:00 ao 17:00 v 3a nATe paboumx AHel Ao aaTbl cobpaHua.

Avizul Metro privind nediscriminarea

Metro respecta drepturile civile. Pentru informatii cu privire la programul Metro
pentru drepturi civile sau pentru a obtine un formular de reclamatie impotriva
discriminarii, vizitati www.oregonmetro.gov/civilrights. Dacé aveti nevoie de un
interpret de limba3 la o sedintd publica, sunati la 503-797-1700 (intre orele 85i 5, in
timpul zilelor lucratoare) cu cinci zile lucratoare inainte de sedintd, pentru a putea sa
va raspunde in mod favorabil la cerere.

Metro txoj kev ntxub ntxaug daim ntawv ceeb toom

Metro tributes cai. Rau cov lus ghia txog Metro txoj cai kev pab, los yog kom sau ib
daim ntawv tsis txaus siab, mus saib www.oregonmetro.gov/civilrights. Yog hais tias
koj xav tau lus kev pab, hu rau 503-797-1700 (8 teev sawv ntxov txog 5 teev tsaus
ntuj weekdays) 5 hnub ua hauj lwm ua ntej ntawm lub rooj sib tham.

February 2017

September 11, 2019
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Metro

600 NE Grand Ave.
Portland, OR 97232-2736
oregonmetro.gov

2019 MPAC Work Program

as of8/30/2019

Items in italics are tentative

Wednesday, August 14, 2019- Cancelled

Wednesday, August 28, 2019- Cancelled

Wednesday, September 11, 2019

2040 Planning and Development Grants: 2019

Grant Awards (Lisa Miles, Metro; 20 min)

Cornelius Urban Renewal Plan, Town Center
Plan and Conceptual Site Planning (Ryan
Wells, City of Cornelius; 40 min)

Oregon City Equitable Housing Strategy
(Laura Terway, City of Oregon City; 40 min)

Wednesday, September 25,2019

September 26-28: League of Oregon Cities Annual Conference,
Bend, OR

Wednesday, October 9, 2019

2040 Growth Concept: Employment Trends
Panel (TBD; 60 min)

Housing Bond Local Implementation
Strategies (Jes Larson and Emily Lieb, Metro;
45 min)

Wednesday, October 23, 2019
e  Mobility Policy Update (Kim Ellis, Metro; 20 min)

e Transportation Regional Investment Measure
(Andy Shaw and Tyler Frisbee, Metro; 20 min)

e 2040 Growth Concept Refresh: Growth and
Climate Change (TBD; 60 minutes)

Wednesday, November 13,2019

2040 Growth Concept Refresh (Ted Reid,
Metro; 45 min)

Designing Livable Streets (Lake McTighe,
Metro; 20 min)

2040 Planning and Development Grants:
Updates to Grant Program (Lisa Miles, Metro;
15 min)

November 19-21: Association of Oregon Counties Annual
Conference, Eugene, OR

Wednesdayv, November 27, 2019 - Cancelled




Wednesday, December 11, 2019

Wednesday, December 25, 2019 - Cancelled

Parking Lot:
e 2020 Census Follow Up

e Community Partnerships Program
e Regional Data Strategy




4.1 Consideration of June 12, 2019 Minutes
Consent Agenda

Metro Policy Advisory Committee
Wednesday, September 11, 2019
Metro Regional Center, Council Chamber



@ Metro

600 NE Grand Ave.
Portland, OR 97232-2736
oregonmetro.gov

METRO POLICY ADVISORY COMMITTEE (MPAC)

MEMBERS PRESENT
Martha Schrader (Chair)
Christine Lewis

Juan Carlos Gonzalez

Ed Gronke

Mark Gamba

Dick Schouten

Don Trotter

Rachel Lyles Smith
Jerry Hinton
Amanda Fritz
Denny Doyle

Theresa M. Kohlhoff
Gordon Hovies
Linda Glover
Emerald Bogue
Darren Riordan

Meeting Minutes
June 12,2019

Metro Regional Center, Council Chamber

AFFILIATION

Clackamas County

Metro Council

Metro Council

Citizen of Clackamas County

City of Milwaukie, Other Cities in Clackamas County

Washington County

Clackamas County Fire District #1, Special Districts in Clackamas
County

City of Oregon City, Second Largest City in Clackamas County
City of Gresham, Second Largest City in Multnomah County

City of Portland

City of Beaverton, Second Largest City in Washington

County

City of Lake Oswego, Largest City in Clackamas County

Tualatin Valley Fire & Rescue, Special Districts in Washington County
City of Vancouver

Port of Portland

City of Fairview, Other Cities in Multnomah County

Citizen of Washington County

City of Hillsboro, Largest City in Washington County
Tualatin Hills Park & Recreation District, Special Districts in Washington

Luis Nava
Susheela Jayapal Multnomah County
ALTERNATES PRESENT AFFILIATION
Anthony Martin
John Griffiths
County
MEMBERS EXCUSED AFFLIATION
Pete Truax

Steve Callaway
Sam Chase

City of Forest Grove, Other Cities in Washington County
City of Hillsboro, Largest City in Washington County
Metro Councilor



OTHERS PRESENT: Adam Barber, Brett Sherman, Jennifer Dommelly, Katherine Kelly, Jeff
Owen, Matchu Williams, Jeff Gudman

STAFF: Sara Farrokhzadian, Sebrina Owens-Wilson, Marlene Guzman, Eliot Rose, Tyler
Frisbee, Victor Sin, Sima Anekonda

1. CALL TO ORDER, INTRODUCTIONS, CHAIR COMMUNICATIONS

Chair Martha Schrader called meeting to order at 5:01 PM.

2. PUBLIC COMMUNICATIONS ON AGENDA ITEMS
There were none

3. COUNCIL UPDATE

Councilor Christine Lewis updated MPAC on several news items. She announced Carrie
MacLaren’s appointment as the new Metro Attorney. She also gave a brief overview of
Metro’s Equitable Housing team’s work with Housing Opportunity, a national housing
foundation collaborative.

Councilor Lewis said that the Council had been working with Housing Opportunity for
the past three years. She also noted that the Welcome Home Coalition, one of Metro’s key
patterns on its affordable housing work, had been awarded a $400,000 dollar grant to
build out their civic engagement capacity.

Councilor Lewis announced that the Metro Parks Bond measure was referred
unanimously by Metro Council, representing Metro’s continued commitment to
protecting natural areas for fish, wildlife and people. She also highlighted that it was Sima
Anekonda’s, Council office Intern, last day.

4. CONSENT AGENDA

MOTION: Mayor Denny Dole moved and Mayor Mark Gamba seconded, to approve the
consent agenda.

ACTION: With all in favor, motion passed

6/12/2019 MPAC
Minute 2



5. INFORMATION/DISCUSSIONITEMS
5.1 Construction Career Pathways Project — Regional Framework

Chair Schrader called on Councilor Juan Carlos Gonzalez and the presenter Ms. Sebrina
Owens-Wilson, DEI Regional Impact Program Manager.

Key elements of the presentation included:

Councilor Juan Carlos Gonzalez provided a brief overview of the Construction Career
Pathways Project. He explained that this project represented an unprecedented level of
regional collaboration which aimed to increase career opportunities for women and
people of color in the construction industry. Councilor Gonzalez expressed his excitement
about the opportunities to coordinate across different jurisdictions on creating career
pathways in the construction industry.

Ms. Owens-Wilson highlighted that the Construction Career Pathways Project was
grounded in Metro’s Strategic Plan to Advance Racial Equity. Additionally, she specified
that the project was a significant action item in goal A of the strategic plan. Ms. Owens-
Wilson stated that goal A called for Metro to convene and support regional partners in
advancing racial equity as well as eliminate the barriers people of color and women face
in accessing economic opportunities.

Ms. Owens-Wilson noted that a large number of capital projects in the region - not
including the bond measure which creates an increasing demand for a skilled
construction workforce. She stated that a comprehensive strategy was necessary to
capture opportunities to create good construction careers for people of color and women.
Ms. Owens-Wilson explained that the comprehensive strategy would address the
following: ensuring women and minority owned firms can successfully bid on projects,
addressing shortages and a lack of diversity in the workforce. She stated that women and
people of color faced significant barriers to entry in the midst of this workforce shortage.

Ms. Owens-Wilson reviewed the project vision which aimed to create a diverse
construction industry. She explained that the project aimed to achieve this vision through
its comprehensive strategy centered on increasing career opportunities for people of
color and women. Ms. Owens-Wilson also added that the project also aimed to coordinate
regional efforts, establish consistent recruitment, training, retention policies and
practices in order to create an industry that is inclusive and provides stable employment.

Ms. Owens-Wilson remarked that Metro had broadly engaged jurisdictions and 16
agencies had committed to creating a shared framework. She reviewed the timeline for
finalizing the project and noted that once complete, agencies would determine how to

6/12/2019 MPAC
Minute 3



adopt and implement this framework.

Ms. Sebrina Owens-Wilson highlighted that in addition to working with public owner
partners the project relied on deep engagement with a range of stakeholders from many
aspects of the workforce pipeline. She explained that Metro had been leading partner
engagement with contracted engagement support from the labor and minority contractor

communities.

Ms. Owens-Wilson discussed the five elements of the framework and the threshold for
the framework. She explained that the first element focused on diversity goal thresholds.
Ms. Owens-Wilson said that the second point of the framework focused on investing in
recruitment and retention of workers. She remarked that the third element focused on
changing the culture on job sites, specifically the culture of harassment, racism, sexism
and homophobia. Ms. Owens-Wilson explained that the fourth element focused on
providing terms for agreements. She also added that the fifth element centered around
regional coordination on tracking and reporting for data collecting purposes.

Member discussion included:

Mayor Mark Gamba expressed his appreciation for the presentation and inquired
about the first slide. He specifically asked about the typical rate of apprenticeship
completion. Ms. Owens-Wilson responded by stating that the typical rate of
completion is 50 percent across the workforce.

Mayor Gamba inquired about whether or not there were efforts with coupling the
project with high school career technical programs. Ms. Owens-Wilson stated that
the idea of coupling the Construction Career Pathways Project with high school
career technical programs had been discussed in stakeholder conversations.
Mayor Denny Doyle expressed his appreciation for the project.

Mr. Ed Gronke explained that he was a product of an apprenticeship program and
therefore he believed strongly in apprenticeship programs. He expressed
concerns about the Construction Career Pathways Project’s top to bottom
approach and asked whether anyone was approaching this issue from the bottom.
Ms. Owens-Wilson highlighted that the stakeholder engagement process aimed to
work with community partners to develop strategies that would community
partners. She argued that the biggest opportunity to ensure that resources are
properly distributed was through regional coordination around how projects
were being funded to support community organizations.

Commissioner Dick Schouten expressed his appreciation for the project and
inquired about why Washington County was currently not a participant in the
project. Ms. Owens-Wilson noted that Ms. Raahi Reddy, the Diversity, Equity and

6/12/2019 MPAC
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Inclusion Program Director, had previously discussed the project with
representatives from Washington County.

e Councilor Lewis also expressed her appreciation for the project and stated that
there was still opportunities for jurisdictions to join the project. She emphasized
the importance of attitudinal change from leadership in the workplace.

e Councilor Anthony Martin expressed his appreciation and asked about how Ms.
Owens-Wilson envisioned regional collaboration between jurisdictions. She
remarked that the project was working to shape collaboration between
jurisdictions and emphasized the goal for partners to be rooted in a shared vision.

e Mr. Luis Nava added that the Impact Revolution Group had touched on a lot of
issues relating to garnering involvement among younger populations. He
expressed the importance of working with community members.

e Commissioner Rachel Lyles Smith asked about the projected timeline of the
project. Ms. Owens-Wilson stated that the final meeting for the public owners
work group was in July and the framework would be finalized at that meeting or
shortly after.

e Councilor Gonzalez expressed his support for the project. He urged members who
were not previously involved in the project to go back to their jurisdictions and
share their insights.

e Chair Schrader discussed the Columbia Willamette Workforce Collaborative and
its goal to align the capabilities and resources of the region to leverage funding
streams, pursue resources as well as link workforce supply and industry demand.
She asked Ms. Owens-Wilson to differentiate her work from the Columbia
Willamette Workforce Collaborative’s work. Ms. Owens-Wilson emphasized the
project’s focus on leveraging the resources that public agencies already have
access to in order to advance racial equity in the industry.

e Chair Schrader clarified that the Construction Career Pathways Project was more
focused on maintaining public projects that work to advance racial equity in the
construction industry. She asked if the Columbia Willamette Workforce
Collaborative was involved in the Construction Career Pathways Project. Ms.
Owens-Wilson stated that work systems had been a key part of the project in the
training pipeline.

e Commissioner Susheela Jayapal expressed her support for the project.

5.3Emerging Technology Pilot Program

Chair Schrader moved agenda item 5.3 before agenda item 5.2 to allow for more time
to discuss the the Emerging Technology Pilot Program presentation. She called on Mr.
Eliot Rose, Senior Tech and Transportation Planner, to begin the presentation.

6/12/2019 MPAC
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Key elements of the presentation included:

Mr. Rose stated that the purpose of the presentation was to update MPAC on the
Partnerships and Innovative Learning Opportunities in the Transportation (PILOT)
program. He provided background on the PILOT program and explained what constituted
emerging technologies such as: automated vehicles (AVs), connected vehicles (CV), ride-
hailing and car share.

Mr. Rose shared the PILOT programs primary goals: to test new approaches to improve
shared, active and equitable transportation using emerging technology, to collect
information in order to understand results, benefits and challenges and to develop
partnerships across sectors that lay the groundwork for future success.

Mr. Rose reviewed the framework for the PILOT program by explaining the grant
application process and the grant awardees. He discussed the application process and
summarized the four projects that were awarded grants through the PILOT program. He
shared that APANO was awarded $30,000 to provide East Portland’s affordable housing
residents with free access to car sharing, as well as education and technical assistance.
Mr. Rose also noted that the Latino Network was awarded $55,000 to provide ride-
hailing credits and trip planning assistance to help Latinxs reach community services
throughout the region. Additionally, he explained that Portland Transport was awarded
$30,000 to install screens displaying real-time transit information along East Portland
bus lines with improved service. Lastly, Mr. Rose also remarked that Ride Connection was
awarded $35,000 to develop a trip planning tool that provides information on

flexible /special-needs transportation services in the region.

Mr. Rose expressed that there was a lot of interest in the PILOT program. He shared
potential opportunities to improve the PILOT program, such as: fostering more public-
private collaboration.

Member discussion included:

e Mayor Gamba spoke about the City of Milwaukie’s decision to allow scooters and
their inability to properly regulate them. He raised concerns about how other
regulating and funding regulatory efforts. Mayor Gamba suggested that Metro was
in a unique position to help the transportation system grow more organically and
robustly. He also asked if this was something Metro was currently involved in.

e Mr. Rose responded by stating that Metro had undertaken efforts to develop
permitting policies and shared that Metro was in the process of organizing a peer
exchange with smaller cities in the Denver, Sacramento and Portland region.

6/12/2019 MPAC
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¢ Commissioner Amanda Fritz expressed her appreciation for the presentation. She
stated that only one of the four program goals was especially focused on
innovation. She asked about if the purpose of the program was to get more people
using existing technology or to invent new processes. Mr. Rose shared that Metro
aimed to learn from the projects to understand how Metro can best address
barriers to access.

e Ms. Elissa Gertler, Planning and Development Director, added that these
comments were the kind of feedback Metro was looking for.

e Mr. Gronke congratulated Mr. Rose and asked him to clarify some of the data
presented in the presentation. Mr. Rose explained in the slide show presentation
that some of the projects were represented in two categories.

5.2Regional Transportation Funding Measure Update

Chair Schrader introduced Ms. Tyler Frisbee, Transportation Policy and Federal Affairs
Manager, to provide a brief presentation.

Key elements of the presentation included:

Ms. Frisbee spoke about the impacts of the region’s rapid growth and the region’s
transportation needs. She discussed the steps for developing the measure and noted the
importance of oversight mechanisms involved in the measure.

Ms. Frisbee shared that earlier in the year the Metro Council provided extensive direction
on the measure’s structure, priorities, process, risk management and outcomes. She
provided a brief overview of the identified outcomes, including: improving safety,
increasing access, supporting resiliency, protecting clean air and reducing carbon
emissions. She explained the role of the Transportation Fund Task Force including the task
force’s consideration and prioritization of potential corridors. Ms. Frisbee noted that the
task force would make recommendations to the Council.

Ms. Frisbee shared a map of all of the corridors under consideration and noted that the
task force added roughly 15 more corridors for consideration and evaluation.

She spoke about the feedback the task force provided on the corridors. Ms. Frisbee stated
that the task force was considering investment in the whole transportation system.

Ms. Frisbee noted the importance of including community voices in shaping this process
and its outcomes. She shared that Metro was developing a community partnerships
program that would play a role in this project to fund community organization to engage
on transportation needs and solutions.

6/12/2019 MPAC
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Member discussion included:

Chair Schrader passed the gavel to the MPAC Vice Chair, Commissioner Jayapal, at
6:30 PM.

Councilor Gonzalez said he looked forward to the questions about the corridor
model and Council’s approach. He explained that this work represented a paradigm
shift in the way Metro approached transportation by focusing on values and
outcomes.

Mayor Gamba spoke about the task force not reaching a consensus point. He shared
that important public testimony on climate catastrophe was given at the last task
force meeting. Mayor Gamba spoke about the lack of data and shared concerns
about the community engagement aspect of the project.

Councilor Lewis stated that not all of the public testimony pertained to climate
change issues and noted that the testimony might not have been reflective of the
diversity of the region.

Mayor Gamba discussed the importance of prioritizing corridors that reduced
emissions, advanced equity and reduced congestion. Councilor Lewis stated that
parallel processes were intended to explore future corridors.

Commissioner Jayapal expressed her appreciation and asked if any of the members
had any remaining questions for Ms. Frisbee.

Councilor Darren Riordan asked about why there was no access to data about
carbon emissions. Ms. Frisbee explained that it was difficult to measure greenhouse
gas reduction without project information. She stated that once projects were
identified they can provide more information. Councilor Darren Riordan also asked
about the distinction between tier 1 and tier 2 corridors. Ms. Frisbee stated that the
tier 2 corridor would not be formally engaged in the same process as tier 1
corridors.

Councilor Gonzalez stated that transportation investment would be the center piece
of this measure and he expressed his desire to support an inclusive process.

6.0 ADJOURN

Commissioner Jayapal adjourned the meeting at 6:55 PM.

Respectfully Submitted,

Marlene Guzman

Recording Secretary

6/12/2019 MPAC
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ATTACHMENTS TO THE PUBLIC RECORD FOR THE MEETING OF June 12,2019

Doc

ITEM DOCUMENT TYPE DATE DOCUMENT DESCRIPTION DOCUMENT No.
51 Presentation 6/12/19 Construction Career Pathways Project 061219m-01
5.2 Presentation 6/12/19 Regional Transportation Measure Update 061219m-02
5.3

Presentation 6/12/19 PILOT Program Update 061219m-03
54 Written Testimony on T2020 Regional
Public Testimony 6/12/19 y & 061219m-04

Funding Measure
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4.2 Consideration of July 10, 2019 Minutes
Consent Agenda

Metro Policy Advisory Committee
Wednesday, September 11, 2019
Metro Regional Center, Council Chamber
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METRO POLICY ADVISORY COMMITTEE (MPAC)

MEMBERS PRESENT
Martha Schrader (Chair)
Christine Lewis

Juan Carlos Gonzalez
Sam Chase

Ed Gronke

Dick Schouten

Don Trotter

Jerry Hinton
Denny Doyle

Theresa M. Kohlhoff

Gordon Hovies
Linda Glover
Peter Truax
Mark Watson

ALTERNATES PRESENT

Meeting Minutes
July 10, 2019

Metro Regional Center, Council Chamber

AFFILIATION

Clackamas County

Metro Council

Metro Council

Metro Council

Citizen of Clackamas County

Washington County

Clackamas County Fire District #1, Special Districts in
Clackamas County

City of Gresham, Second Largest City in Multnomah County
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OTHERS PRESENT: Adam Barber, Jeff Gudman, Angela Donley,
Jennifer Hughes, Denise Barrett, Jean Senechal Bigg and Anna Slatinsky

STAFF: Sara Farrokhzadian, Sasha Pollack, Elissa Gertler, Eliot Rose, Jeff Owen, Peter
Brandom, Jacob Sherman, Ernest Hayes, Paul Slyman and Marlene Guzman

1. CALL TO ORDER, INTRODUCTIONS, CHAIR COMMUNICATIONS

Chair Martha Schrader called meeting to order at 5:01 PM.

2. PUBLIC COMMUNICATIONS ON AGENDA ITEMS

There were none

3. COUNCIL UPDATE

Chair Martha Schrader noted the July 24th MPAC meeting was canceled and encouraged
MPAC members to attend the Transportation Task Force Meeting on July 24. Councilor
Juan Carlos Gonzalez provided an update on the Transportation Task Force and the Local
Investment Team'’s role in identifying transportation projects around the region. He
stated that the Council voted on approving funding for two affordable housing projects in
the greater Portland region. Councilor Gonzalez shared details on potential affordable
housing projects that aim to address the regions housing crisis. Ms. Elissa Gertler,
Planning and Development Director, added that four affordable housing projects moved
forward in phase one of the bond.

4. CONSENT AGENDA

No quorum.

5. INFORMATION/DISCUSSIONITEMS
5.1 Resilience Program Information: Participation in the 2040 Growth Concept Refresh

Chair Schrader introduced the presenters, Ms. Gertler and Ms. Sasha Pollack, Climate
Resiliency Project Manager.

7/10/2019 MPAC Minute 2



Key elements of the presentation included:

Ms. Pollack defined resilience and explained its relation to Metro’s work. She explained
that resilience referred to our ability to adapt to and prepare for changing conditions,
such as: natural disasters and housing affordability. She explained key elements of the
four phases of disaster planning, which included: mitigation, preparedness, response and
recovery. Ms. Pollack distinguished between mitigation and adaptation and explained
their relation to climate resilience.

Ms. Pollack highlighted Metro’s recent resilience efforts, including: the 2030 Regional
Waste Plan, the Regional Disaster Debris Plan and the Regional Framework. She
discussed the potential role Metro could play in resilience planning at the regional level.
Ms. Pollack added that Metro had incorporated resilience approaches into transportation
and solid waste management planning.

Ms. Pollack explained the stakeholder engagement process in the resilience program. She
added that the stakeholder process was intended to inform stakeholders on the
importance of mitigation and recovery work.

Ms. Pollack described key themes of the 2040 Growth Concept Refresh such as: planning
for Metro’s future economy and its focus on climate change adaptation as well as disaster
resilience. She also discussed potential opportunities for Metro’s resilience program such
as: prioritizing local hazard mitigation projects and focusing on issues of regional
significance. Ms. Pollack posed questions to the MPAC members regarding what
resilience indicators Metro should be tracking and how Metro’s resilience work could
support local emergency planning work.

Member discussion included:

e Mayor Denny Doyle asked Ms. Pollack if she had met with Emergency Managers
across the region. Ms. Pollack stated that she had met with Scott Porter of
Washington County. She also stated that she was engaged with the Regional
Disaster Preparedness Organization (RDPO) and was eager to receive feedback
from RDPO.

e Chair Schrader asked if Metro had identified a Disaster Debris Plan. Ms. Pollack
remarked that the Disaster Debris Management Plan was approved by the Metro
Council last year. Mayor Peter Truax recommended that Ms. Pollack consider the
Oregon State Legislature’s role in disaster preparedness. Ms. Pollack stated that
the Oregon State Legislature was a great partner and she looked forward to
working with Metro’s Government Affairs Department to push forth relevant
policies.
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e Commissioner Dick Schouten urged Ms. Pollack to consider the challenges
associated with disaster preparedness in economically depressed coastal
communities. He added that Metro should be thinking about jurisdictions in the
region that lack ample resources. Commissioner Schouten also asked about the
regions public facilities and their capacity to withstand natural disasters.

e Councilor Juan Carlos Gonzalez noted that Metro Council President Lynn Peterson
had recently hosted staff from the Federal Emergency Management Agency
(FEMA) to help model Metro’s long term strategy as part of their Disaster
Preparedness Program.

e Chair Schrader asked Metro to consider forest management and the relationship
between federal and state fire management. Mr. Gordon Hovies, Tualatin Valley
Fire and Rescue President, spoke about the distinction between forest
management on the federal and state level.

e Councilor Sam Chase expressed his appreciation for the Resilience Program.
Councilor Chase raised several questions regarding Metro’s management and
distribution resources in response to natural disasters.

5.2 Emerging Technology Panel

Chair Schrader introduced the panelists, Mr. Eliot Rose, Senior Technology and
Transportation Planner, Mr. Jeff Owen, Strategic Planning Coordinator, Mr. Peter
Brandom, Senior Project Manager and Mr. Jacob Sherman, New Mobility Analyst.

Key elements of the presentation included:

Mr. Rose provided an overview of the results from Metro’s transportation survey. He
noted that Metro had seen a shift in transportation trends and transportation options. He
also explained that new technologies were contributing to the use of new mobility modes.
Mr. Rose noted that although new transportation modes exist cars were still the easiest
and cheapest option. He also stated that the transportation system was inequitable
because the majority of new mobility modes were mostly available to affluent
communities.

Mr. Rose explained that technology provided new opportunities for Metro to reach its
goals. He discussed Metro’s role in guiding technological innovation toward positive
outcomes. Mr. Rose noted that addressing the digital divide was critical to making
transportation in the Metro region more equitable. He remarked that collaboration was
key in addressing the Metro regions transportation issues.

Mr. Rose asked if there were any topics MPAC members were interested in highlighting.
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Chair Schrader noted that she was interested in learning more about preemptions. Mr.
Rose noted that Metro would cover that in the presentation. Councilor Chase asked for
clarification about the data pertaining to ride hailing and bus trips. Mr. Owen noted that
the bus trip data represented the total number of trips within a week. Mr. Watson asked
about the desired outcome for Metro’s Emerging Technology strategy. Mr. Rose noted
that Metro aimed to use new technology to improve shared and active transportation
options as well as equitable access to new technologies. He highlighted key terms, such
as: emerging technology, new mobility services and smart cities.

Mr. Owen discussed TriMet’s close collaboration with other cities and agencies on how to
properly incorporate new technologies and preserve transit ridership. He discussed
TriMet’s vision and mentioned key goals, such as: delivering safe, convenient, sustainable
and integrated mobility options. He highlighted TriMet’s multimodal trip planner which
planned complete trips using transportation with various mobility providers. Mr. Owen
shared an example of a conceptual mobility hub to represent how Trimet could change
transit centers to accommodate for multiple mobility modes. He described TriMet’s
Electric bus pilot as part of their commitment to creating a non-diesel bus fleet by 2040.

Mr. Brandom explained the smart city strategy for the City of Hillsboro and its desired
outcomes, such as: focusing on functionality, livability and vitality. He also described the
municipal broadband network which will provide all constituents with affordable access
to information. Mr. Brandom noted that one-fourth of Hillsboro had the low connectively
rates. He depicted the data privacy principles adopted in 2019 by the Hillsboro City
Council. Mr. Brandom also described efforts to manage dockless mobility through a
mobility ordinance adopted in 2018.

Mr. Sherman shared the Portland Bureau of Transportation’s (PBOT) new mobility
strategy‘s mission statement, which aimed to enhance the lives of all Portlanders and
offer attractive alternatives to car ownership. He also shared key strategic objectives,
such as: promoting new mobility modes and creating a new mobility management
framework. Mr. Sherman shared that PBOT’s strategic objectives directly aligned with its
new strategic plan that focuses on safety, asset management and providing
transportation options. He discussed PBOT'’s efforts to test various transportation modes,
such as: bikes, e-bikes and e-scooters. Mr. Sherman discussed the growth of the micro
mobility market over the past couple of years, such as: the city-wide BIKETOWN
expansion in 2019 and the e-scooter pilots.

Mr. Sherman explained PBOT'’s efforts to develop the region’s capacity to manage
transportation data. He discussed PBOT’s work through Replica, a data tool that offers
detailed simulation of all travel in the Metro region. Mr. Sherman noted that this data
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would help guide transportation planning. He highlighted that PBOT is using e-scooter
data to develop a dashboard that cities in the region can use to manage shared bikes and
scooters.

Mr. Sherman described PBOT’s efforts surrounding transportation demand management.
He discussed PBOT’s Transportation Wallet Pilot Project efforts to offer free
transportation options to low income residents. Mr. Sherman also discussed several
barriers to accessing transportation options and explained the various ways the pilot
project aims to address these barriers. He added that the Transportation Demand
Management Action Plan aimed to develop a comprehensive set of strategies to help
PBOT meet its transportation goals. Mr. Sherman discussed PBOT'’s efforts for mobility
hubs, such as: examining physical integration of modes and opportunities. He shared
PBOT’s Smart Autonomous Vehicle Initiative (SAVI), which focused on updating
Portland’s testing rules to align with the emerging statewide framework.

Mr. Rose described Metro’s two-year action plan, which included funding technology
pilot projects and convening stakeholder to establish consistent new mobility policies in
the Metro region. He also discussed Metro’s state and federal efforts to advocate for local
authority and transparency. Mr. Rose noted Metro’s opposition towards pre-emptive
state ride-hailing legislation because it undermined safety and equity.

Member discussion included:

e Councilor Theresa Kohlhoff asked about the intersections between the Municipal
Broadband Network and the Smart City concept. Mr. Brandom explained that the
Municipal Broadband Network acted as the foundation for several technologies
such as: street lights, gunshot triangulation and air quality monitoring. He noted
that Hillsboro was in the early stages of deployment.

e Councilor Kohlhoff asked about the interest behind autonomous vehicles. Mr.
Sherman noted that autonomous vehicles aimed to mitigate some of the human
error associated with traffic fatalities. He also noted that many autonomous
vehicles focused on mitigating climate change through electrification. Mr.
Sherman shared concerns about autonomous vehicles, including their tendency to
make driving in low occupancy cars more desirable. Mr. Rose stated that he
looked forward to Portland’s efforts to incentivize higher occupancy trips and
transit use. Mr. Mark Watson expressed concerns about autonomous vehicles,
specifically their potential effects on commerce.
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e Councilor Chase noted that it is important to be mindful of Metro allocates funding
to technological innovation. Mr. Rose expressed that Metro would be happy to see
legislation at the state and federal level that guides consistent practices.

e Mayor Truax expressed concerns about the City of Hillsboro’s partnership with
school districts. Mr. Watson noted that the Hillsboro School District was dedicated
to including schools outside of city lines into the Municipal Broadband Network.
Mr. Brandom stated that Hillsboro’s desire to deliver an accessible service across
the entire community was consistent with the Hillsboro School District’s interests.

6.0 ADJOURN
Chair Schrader adjourned the meeting at 7:06 PM.

Respectfully Submitted,

Marlene Guzman
Recording Secretary
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ATTACHMENTS TO THE PUBLIC RECORD FOR THE MEETING OF JULY 10,2019

ITEM DOCUMENT TYPE ll));cE DOCUMENT DESCRIPTION DOCUMENT No.
51 Presentation 7/10/19 Resilience Program 071019m-01
5.2 Presentation 7/10/19 Emerging Technology Panel 071019m-02
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5.1 Update on 2040 Planning and
Development Grant Awards
(2019/Cycle 7)

Information and Discussion Items

Metro Policy Advisory Committee
Wednesday, September 11, 2019
Metro Regional Center, Council Chamber



MPAC Worksheet

Agenda Item Title: Update on 2040 Planning and Development Grant Awards 2019/Cycle 7
Presenter: Lisa Miles, Metro

Contact for this worksheet/presentation: Lisa Miles, Lisa.Miles@oregonmetro.gov

Purpose/Objective

Provide an update to MPAC members regarding the seven grant awards made in July 2019.
Inform MPAC members regarding grant program restructuring that has been requested by Metro
Council, which will be implemented in Fall 2019 prior to launch of the eighth grant cycle in 2020.
Metro Council will review and consider potential changes to the 2040 Planning and Development
Grant program in a work session scheduled for October 22.

Action Requested/Outcome

No action is requested at this time.

What has changed since MPAC last considered this issue/item?

Metro Council awarded grants to seven jurisdictions in July, 2019. As part of the grant review
process for the most recent round of grants, the 2040 Grant Screening Committee recommended
the Metro COO that changes be implemented in order to strengthen the Equitable Development
component of the program. While the Committee is enthusiastic about funding more project work
in the Equitable Development Category, many of the applications received in this category in the
last several cycles have not been as strong as the committee would like to see in order to merit
funding. To strengthen this aspect of the program, committee members and staff identified several
potential program adjustments to be made prior to the next grant cycle including:

e Customizing the grant evaluation criteria so that the each of the three funding
categories can have more specific criteria that directly relates to the category of project;

o Host a pre-application meeting at the kick-off of the next grant cycle to emphasize what
is expected in an equitable development project approach;

e While the current grant cycle is the first time Metro has “piloted” having private entities
eligible to receive grant funding, consider how Metro could best cultivate strong
applications from community entities that are leading equitable development work
throughout the region.

e Tap the expertise of Metro’s Committee on Racial Equity (CORE) to further consider
program adjustments that could result in better applications for equitable development
projects.

What packet material do you plan to include?

Chief Operating Officer’s Recommendation regarding 2040 Grant Awards for 2019




@ Metro

Memo 600 NE Grand Ave.

Portland, OR 97232-2736

Date: June 25,2019
To: President Lynn Peterson, Metro Council
From: Andrew Scott, Interim Chief Operating Officer

Subject: 2040 Planning and Development Grant Awards (2019/Cycle 7)

[ am pleased to present my recommendations for grant awards for the 2040 Planning and
Development Grant program for 2019 (Cycle 7). Since the Metro Council established this grant
program funded by the construction excise tax, it has helped many communities turn potential into
vision and vision into action for local and regional plans and policies. In 2019, local governments
continue to face new challenges and are looking for additional resources to help them plan for the
future and facilitate desired development that can provide new jobs and housing options for
residents in their communities.

Grant Funds Available to Award

In November 2018, the Metro Council adopted resolution 18-4916, which set forth the investment
targets for Cycle 7 of the 2040 Planning and Development Grants as follows:

The Metro Council hereby authorizes and directs the Metro COO and staff to initiate
Cycle 7 of Metro’s 2040 Planning and Development grants, and to award up to $2.00
million of CET revenue to fund projects using the following policy and investment
emphasis:

a. One million dollars ($1,000,000.00) of allocated funds will be targeted for
qualified projects that will facilitate implementation of equitable development
projects inside the UGB, which may include but are not limited to:

e Planning or pre-development work for equitable housing (diverse,
physically accessible, affordable housing choices with access to
opportunities, services, and amenities);

e Planning or pre-development work for facilities and community
investments that will advance quality of life outcomes for
marginalized communities, including communities of color, such as
quality education, living wage employment, healthy environments,
and transportation;

e Facilitation of development-related efforts in partnership with a
community organization whose primary mission is to serve
communities of color;

e Planning or pre-development for projects that will serve a specific
neighborhood or geography with a high percentage of residents that are
people of color or historically marginalized communities;



b. Two hundred fifty thousand dollars ($250,000.00) of allocated funds will be
targeted to qualified projects that will facilitate development in centers,
corridors, station areas, employment areas, or other locations within the
UGB.

c. Seven hundred fifty thousand dollars ($750,000.00) of allocated funds will
be targeted to qualified concept planning and comprehensive planning
projects for urban reserves and new urban areas.

d. Inthe event that there are insufficient qualified applications within any one
funding target category, grant funds may be awarded to qualified applications
in any other category.

At the time these funding targets were adopted by the Metro Council, Councilors were not certain if
the $2 million in funding would be a sufficient amount, due to the Council’s desire to adequately
fund the New Urban Area Planning that would be required for Metro’s recent UGB expansion areas,
as well as other grant proposals of merit. Council members requested that staff advise them if the
$2 million funding pool was not adequate based on the number and quality of applications received.

Planning and Development Director Elissa Gertler has recently informed me that due to
cancellation of several grants awarded in prior rounds which were not able to move forward, an
additional $415,000 of funding could be redirected to help fund this year’s grants if needed. The
2040 Grant administrative rules were amended in April 2018 to create a technical assistance
component of the program to facilitate successful achievement of grant outcomes. Under this new
policy, funds that are awarded but ultimately not disbursed may be set aside to support this
ongoing technical assistance with grantees as necessary. However, as there is currently
approximately $800,000 of funding already available in the technical assistance reserve, Director
Gertler and I feel that it would be equally appropriate to add the $415,000 to the Cycle 7 funding
pool should the Council deem it desirable to do so.

Grant Screening Committee Process

Earlier this year, former COO Martha Bennett appointed a diverse, nine member Grant Screening
Committee with varied backgrounds and extensive planning and development expertise in the
private, nonprofit and public sectors. The Committee Chair, Damien Hall, submitted the committee’s
recommendations to me on June 24, recommending that 7 projects be funded for a total of
$2,428,000. You may review the complete text of the committee’s recommendation in Attachment
1 to this memo. Having given consideration to the committee’s assessment of the proposals, I
concur that the seven grant proposals recommended merit funding at the levels proposed by the
committee and with the additional conditions the committee has stipulated.

Given the availability of additional funding due to prior grants not moving forward, I recommend
that the Council increase the total awards in this year’s grant cycle to enable full funding for the
important New Urban Area Planning projects proposed. In light of the Council’s decision last year to
expand the UGB in four locations, it is appropriate for Metro to provide 2040 Grant funding for both
the Beaverton and King City comprehensive planning projects. Metro staff have carefully reviewed
the proposed budgets of both proposals, and feel the level of both grant requests is appropriate.



While Metro did not anticipate grants additional concept planning for Urban Reserve areas in this
grant cycle, it is clear that planning for the adjacent River Terrace area in Tigard in tandem with the
Beaverton and King City projects makes sense in order to realize the efficiencies and benefits of an
integrated infrastructure planning approach in this developing area of the region.

The Council will consider my recommendations in Resolution No. 19-5002 on July 25, 2019. The
following page has a list of recommended projects to receive grant awards, including the proposed
grant amount. The Grant Screening Committee has recommended that each of the three grants in
the Equitable Development category be awarded with the condition that Metro staff work with each
of the grantees to further refine the grant approach and scopes of work. I concur with this
approach, in order to ensure that these grants are successful in achieving their stated objectives.

Equitable Development (~$1 million targeted, $835,000 recommended

Albina Vision Trust $ 375,000
Community Investment Prospectus

City of Portland $ 160,000
Cully Community Centered Equitable Development

Clackamas County - DTD $ 300,000
Corridors: Affordable Housing and Mixed-Use Development

Facilitate Infill Development within UGB (=$250,000 targeted, $250,000 recommended)

City of Tigard $ 250,000
Washington Square Regional Center Update

New Urban Area Planning (~$750,000 targeted, $1,343,000 recommended)

City of Beaverton $ 693,000
Cooper Mountain Community Plan

City of King City $ 350,000
King City Master Planning

City of Tigard $ 300,000
Tigard River Terrace Urban Reserve Planning

Total Grant Awards Recommended $ 2,428,000

The seven projects recommended for funding will produce policies and plans that will become the
foundation for public, private and nonprofit investments in our communities. Collectively, these



projects will help address the needs of underserved and underrepresented people in the region, lay
the foundation for future equitable housing and employment opportunities, facilitate investments
that help neighborhoods, corridors, and centers of the region thrive and support our regional
partners so they may complete the required planning for new urban areas.

The proposed resolution before the Council for consideration stipulates that program staff and the
Office of Metro Attorney shall negotiate inter-governmental agreements (IGAs) for the seven
funded projects consistent with requirements set forth in Metro Code, the program’s
Administrative Rules, and the grant amounts itemized in this recommendation. As appropriate to
specific grants, [GAs will also include language to ensure that local governments consider adoption
of plans, strategies or policy refinements in order to realize the proposed project outcomes.
Program staff and the Office of Metro Attorney will work to ensure that the final IGAs clearly
identify project milestones and a schedule of payments to ensure that promised deliverables
outlined in the applications are completed and all pledges of matching contributions are fulfilled.

The Screening Committee’s recommendation contains additional suggestions for program
refinements. Staff will follow up on these suggestions over the coming months to identify potential
new program approaches and will come before Council again in late fall of this year to review the
proposed program strategy for the 2020 grant cycle.

Attached to the staff report are brief summaries of each of the applications received. Copies of
complete proposals submitted by local governments are also available to you in PDF format for
review. After reviewing all materials, I believe you will share my appreciation for the high quality of
local planning and development work proposed by the successful grantees, and take pride in the
contribution that Metro will make by funding these efforts through the 2040 Planning and
Development Grant program.

Please let me or 2040 Planning and Development Grant Program Manager, Lisa Miles, know if you
have any questions.

Thank you.

cc: Elissa Gertler, Planning and Development Director
Damien Hall, Chair, 2040 Planning and Development Grants Screening Committee



Materials following this page were distributed at the meeting.
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2040 Planning and Development Grants

Mission of Grant Program

» Grants funded by the Construction Excise Tax

» Mission:
O remove barriers to development
O make land ready for development
O enable existing developed sites to be redeveloped

** Proposals in the equitable development category must
demonstrate a primary emphasis on advancing equity



2040 Planning and Development Grants

2019 Grant Requests by Category

Grant Application Applications Total Dollars
Category Received Requested

Equitable Development 6 S 1,859,000
Development within UGB 1 S 250,000
New Urban Areas 3 S 1,343,000

Total Requests 10 S 3,452,000



2040 Planning and Development Grants

Recommendations: Equitable Development

% Albina Vision Trust S 375,000
- 7. Community Investment Prospectus
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2040 Planning and Development Grants

Recommendations: Development Within UGB

City of Tigard

- [ — City of Tigard $ 250,000
Washington Square

Regional Center Update

Total S 250,000




2040 Planning and Development Grants

Recommendations: New Urban Area Planning

City of Beaverton S 693,000
Cooper Mountain Community Plan

City of King City S 350,000
King City Master Planning

City of Tigard S 300,000
River Terrace Urban Reserve Planning

Total S 1,343,000



2040 Planning and Development Grants

Additional Committee Recommendations

Revise eval

uation criteria to be specific for each

funding category

Emphasize
equitable ¢

to applicants what is expected in an
evelopment approach

Cultivate applications from community entities
that are leading equitable development work

Tap the expertise of Metro’s Committee on Racial
Equity to consider further program changes



2040 Planning and Development Grants

Next steps: Program revisions for Cycle 8 grants

October 17: Review proposed equitable development
grant approach with Metro’s Committee on Racial Equity

October 29: Council work session
November 13: Update to MPAC

December 5: Council Resolution and Ordinance

December 12: Ordinance 2" Reading
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METRO 2040 GRANT

Background

1. Metro-funded EOA (2017)

a. Major recommendations = Town Center Plan, Urban Renewal
Plan, Opportunity Site Planning
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METRO 2040 GRANT

Background

1. Metro-funded EOA (2017) - ADOPTED

a.

Major recommendations = Town Center Plan, Urban Renewal

Plan, Opportunity Site Planning

2. Metro 2040 Grant (2017); $315,000

a.
b.

C.

Town Center Plan

Urban Renewal Plan

Conceptual Site Planning

.  TMT/Fred Meyer Site Planning

ii.  Hanks/Grande Foods Site Planning



METRO 2040 GRANT

Background

1.

2.

Metro-funded EOA (2017) - ADOPTED

a. Major recommendations = Town Center Plan, Urban Renewal
Plan, Opportunity Site Planning

Metro 2040 Grant (2017); $315,000 - AWARDED
a. Town Center Plan
b. Urban Renewal Plan
c. Conceptual Site Planning
.  TMT/Fred Meyer Site Planning

ii.  Hanks/Grande Foods Site Planning



METRO 2040 GRANT

Background

1. Metro-funded EOA (2017) - ADOPTED

a. Major recommendations = Town Center Plan, Urban Renewal
Plan, Opportunity Site Planning

2. Metro 2040 Grant (2017); $315,000 - AWARDED
a. Town Center Plan
b. Urban Renewal Plan
c. Conceptual Site Planning
.  TMT/Fred Meyer Site Planning
ii.  Hanks/Grande Foods Site Planning

3. Competitive RFP — 3J Consulting + Team



METRO 2040 GRANT

Background

1. Metro-funded EOA (2017) - ADOPTED

a. Major recommendations = Town Center Plan, Urban Renewal
Plan, Opportunity Site Planning

2. Metro 2040 Grant (2017); $315,000 - AWARDED
a. Town Center Plan
b. Urban Renewal Plan
c. Conceptual Site Planning
.  TMT/Fred Meyer Site Planning
ii.  Hanks/Grande Foods Site Planning
3. Competitive RFP — 3J Consulting + Team
4. Kick-off May 2018



FROJECT INITIATION

*  FKickoff meeting
EXISTING CONDITIONS

PROJECT
*  Key messages
Market analysis
*  Financial analysis
S C H E D U L E VISION dune = *  Land use inventory

. E:fgir;s;;?rggch activities *  Multi-modal system analysis
*  Public facilities assessment

*  Design sfandards
*  Flanning context

TOWM CENTER MASTER FLAN

ALTERMATIVES

=  Town Center atematives DESIGN WORKSHOP

*  Land use, transportation *  Latine community engagement
infrastructure assessments *  Design concepts

*  Prefered Town Cenier
altermnative

DRAFT URBAN RENEWAL PLAN

*  Relocation report

*  UR program propery acquisition and
disposifion report

+  Summary of public involvement

*  Project list, cost estimates

* Detailed finaoncial plan, affected
district impacts

*  Projectimplementation schedule

*  Legal descripfion, legal review

DRAFT TOWN MASTER FLAN
= Basfing conditions

IMPLEMENTATION, ACTION PLAN

*  Project list, cost estimates

*  Design standards/concepts

*  Code concepts

*  Market analysis

* City Council and Planning
Commission wWork session

ewal Plan Fndings

SEPTEMBER 2017
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COMMUNITY OUTREACH A\ B

OF TOMORROW

AYUDA 4 PLANEAR EL
CORMELIS DEL FUTURO

. Wihint Would Brlng You Inta
i Dowriown Gornetiis?
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June - September 2018

e Vision Ideation Session
* Project Advisory Committee o
« Stakeholder Interviews , ' = | |
« Community Conversations o S
« Community Events

* Online Survey

Centro CuLTURAL

de Washington County




KEY FINDINGS

 Build on existing assets

e Diversify amenities and services
 Improve traffic, congestion, and safety
« Add community spaces and events

 Enhance livabillity for all residents




DESIGN WEEK

October Design Week Activities
* Drop-in studio sessions =
« Community workshop

e Online survey




DESIGN WEEK

Design Week Concepts

Cluster Town Center activities into focus areas: health
and wellness, culture and community, shopping and
dining.

Prioritize development of the Town Center Core first in
the blocks immediately adjacent to Virginia Garcia
and the new Library

Install splash pad or a water play park at Water Park, as
part of a redevelopment of the Grande Foods lot, or
other appropriate location.

Encourage public art, like painted murals on buildings

Build a multi-use path along the abandoned northern
rail tracks.

Maintain a “village scale” with a building height similar
to the new library.
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TOWN CENTER PLAN CONCEPTS
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TOWN CENTER PLAN VISION

4 ||SUBDISTRICTS

CITY OF CORNELIUS
URBAN RENEWAL PLAN & TOWN CENTER MASTER PLAN
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TOWN CENTER PLAN VISION

Town Center

Town Center Core. Original plat and the heart of the Town Center. The
Core has a unigue and authentic character, distinct from larger-scale
retail along corridor. A walkable place focused on civic uses, wellness,
culture, and craft food and beverage.

Home to key cultural

and civic institutions, a | i, W e
Cultural District Overlay En ' _—

in the Town Center ! : | .
highlights art, culture, | ___|I 8 ' el

and businesses that
reflect Cornelius’
history and diversity, e
and draws those i
wishing to understand ¢ T omoow [ ——
and experience the ;u 'fr_’i'_‘ ; e
many cultures in our

community.




TOWN CENTER PLAN VISION

Cultural District Overlay

Implemented through a variety of City programs and incentives

Art, including mural, sculpture, and functional art, including that
influenced by Latino cultural themes

Bilingual (English and Spanish) directional and building sighage,
where appropriate

Named alleyways and pathways honoring local and historical
cultural leaders

Interpretive signhage to tell the history of Cornelius

Development incentives to encourage multicultural businesses and
services



TOWN CENTER PLAN VISION

Town Center

Core Neighborhood. An extension of the Core with a more
residential character. Denser mixed-use neighborhood to support
the Core that provides a variety of housing options and
opportunities for live/work units.

Town Center Corridor. Heading east to west, a noticeable transition
from auto-oriented businesses to a variety of commercial uses.
Clear gateways with art and landscaping prompt a change in the
behavior of motorists passing through town.




TOWN CENTER PLAN VISION

East Gateway District

Distinct from the Town Center
Core, the East Gateway District
Is a suburban retail center for
contemporary living anchored
by Fred Meyer, with easy
vehicular access and parking.
A connected network of
streets is lined with a larger
scale and mix of housing,
offices, chain businesses, and
park areas.
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URBAN RENEWAL PLAN
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URBAN RENEWAL PLAN

Project Categories

1. Transportation
« Downtown alleyway improvements
2. Developer Incentives
« Facade improvement program
3. Acquisition
« Gas station purchase and brownfield remediation
4. Creating Community
. Splash pad and plaza, gateways

5. Administration



URBAN RENEWAL PLAN
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TMT/FRED MEYER CONCEPTUAL SITE PLANNING

Corneliu

e o e g RS Vo iy R

Site Framewoﬁ«

i Cornelius Preferred

Cornelius Site Alternative 03 RS




TMT/FRED MEYER CONCEPTUAL SITE PLANNING

Deliverables

. Alternatives/Preferred K&
concept plan ;

« Development
iIncentives package

 Planning Commission
approval of
conceptual master
plan

 Marketing materials




HANK’S/GRANDE FOODS CONCEPTUAL SITE PLANNING




HANK’S/GRANDE FOODS CONCEPTUAL SITE PLANNING

Deliverables

o Alternatives/Preferred
concept plan

 Short and long-term
redevelopment
strategies

 Planning Commission
endorsement of
conceptual master
plan

 Marketing materials




METRO 2040 GRANT

Project Status

1.

Town Center Plan — ADOPTED (Jun 2019)

a. Zone Change - UNDERWAY (Nov 2019)

Urban Renewal Plan — ADOPTED (Jul 2019)

TMT/Fred Meyer Site Planning - UNDERWAY (Dec 2019)
Hank’s/Grande Foods Site Planning — UNDERWAY (Dec 2019)






Equitable Housing Planning and
Development Grant:
Oregon City Case Study
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Limited Housing Choices

w Townhouse 5%

w Duplex 2%

= Multiplex (3-4 units) 3%

w Manufactured homes 3%
w Multifamily (5+ units) 167

« Single-family 719,




% of OC Cost Burdened by Housing
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Majority of Households: 1-2 People

w 1 person
W 2 persons
.. 3 persons

i 4+ persons




Homelessness Point in Time Counts
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Community & Commission Support

2017 - 2019

GOALS AND
PRIORITIES

City Commission

OREGON CITY







Project Purpose

Remove barriers and provide incentives for

equitable housing in Oregon City.

Diverse, quality, physically accessible, affordable housing
choices with access to opportunities, services and amenities.

Choices for homes:

 To buyorrent

* Accessible to all ages, abilities and incomes

« Convenient to meet everyday needs, such as transit,
schools, childcare, food and parks



Project Approach

e Greater Flexibility in Zoning + Development Regulations
e Educational Materials
* Mapping Resources
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Equitable Housing |
Recommendation

A

2017

2018

2019
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g

March

Overall Process

\\
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April
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/ Additional |
'..,, Staff  Hearings
\ Suggestions /
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\\H___H // N A
June July August September October November December

Equitable Housing Advisory Recommendation

Hearing Process

Adoption Adoption

More than 75 Official Meetings



5 Stakeholder
Interviews

Community
Workshop

11+ Meetings
w/ Advisory
Committees

Public Engagement

5 Project 5 Technical
Advisory Team @ Advisory Team
Meetings Meetings

3 Online
Surveys

7 Planning 8 Planning 4 City 14 City
Commission Commission Commission Commission
Hearings Work Sessions 8 Work Sessions Hearings

Email List Social Media

Comment Mailed Notice Newspaper
Tracker Notice



Engagement During Hearings

| TSRS * Proposed Code

. Learn more about proposed — Redlined
housing and development" : — Clean

e Summaries of Changes
— High-Level
— Detailed

e Public Comment Tracker

e Summarized Comments and
Facts about Major Issues

* Additional Outreach as
I Issues Arose




Project Advisory Team (PAT) Process

‘Shawad hevsiy

Co - :wu.rshi?

e Policy Guidance
e Strive for Consensus Approach



Project Advisory Team (PAT) Support

Public

Technical Comments

Advisory
Team

Public
Surveys

Stakeholder

: Open Houses
Interviews

Land Use 101
& Background
Documents

Community
Workshop




What Was Adopted?
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Townhouses (Single-Family Attached)
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Accessory Dwelling Unit (ADU)

Attached

Detached
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Manufactured Home Parks
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Duplexes
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_Cluster Hosing
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Live/Work
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3-4 Plexes

— -
# -,'t

Now R-10 R-8 R-6 R-5 R-3.5 R-2
Low Density  Low Density  Low Density Medium Density =~ Medium Density =~ High Density
Previous R-10 R-8 R-6 R-5 R-3.5 R-2

Low Density  Low Density  Low Density  Medium Density  Medium Density  Hiah Density



Multi-Family (5+ Units)

H"""--..____'__

Now

Previous , ,
High Density




Affordable Housing Density Bonus

POSSIBLE UNDER CURRENT ZONING ~ POSSIBLE UNDER AHBP

”




Commermal DeS|gn Standards

',,,.---Lu-u; o FEoar wmc.

el o TRERE S o
_: ' =

I d -
re 1 |
T REE T - iz
: H r 1 - el !hi'l J | | 1 I
| (a6Y-&)= iti‘{ﬂ'ﬁ.—w i - s L & L ' i

1 e B 'r'_'l -S| i — E— e e e s e —— __l"'..‘_t

Feall BUILDING E:"LEVA‘HONS

We'=1"o"



Excerpt of Other Changes

Condensed Land Division Standards

Separate Street Improvements from Maintenance
Requirement

Amend Height to Measure from the Floodplain

Small Percentage not Related to Housing




Creation of Resources

Accessory Dwelling Unit (ADU) Brochure

Development Guides for Local Permitting:
e Single-Family Homes
e Townhouses
e Apartment/Condo
e (Cluster Housing
e Duplexes/Corner Duplex
e Internal Conversions

Interactive Map

Cost Estimator



Accessory Dwelling Units (ADUs)
in Oregon City

Community Development - Plann

698 Warner Parror R, | Cregon Ciry, OR <
plar

Ih (509) 7227789 | wwworcinsorg

What is an Accessory
Dwelling Unit?

Accessory [J“'cl]in5 Units (ADUs) are small, self
contained homes located on the same property as

a principal home. They have their own kitchen,
bathroom(s) and H]L‘I.F:IL‘I" area, and must be smaller
than the main home. ADUs can be aceached or
L{Lt-l‘.h‘.d can I'N. C‘]n\trtLd Frl"m ttistil‘lg sStTuctures or
new CUTlHt‘l'l.u.t‘]i‘ll‘l JrlL{ arc t\ PlL l]I'\ ll“.JltL{ dl‘d.rLLtl\
on th‘. ](‘t m l]Td‘.l— (K] PTLS‘LT'\‘. a Hlngltdd\.\ = |l|l-|5
appearance from the sereer. Although often referred
to as ADUs in zoning codes, they are more L'i.'II.TLl'I'LlJTll\
known by other names tha reflect their various

Pl?l[i.]'ltI:II uses, |n|_lud|n5 sranny Flars™ “in-law unies”,

“studio aparements”, and “secomdlary L{\\'C]Iiﬂg.‘i".

In 2019, Oregon City updated its rules for ADUs as part
of irs E(.l'LI:it:Ll‘lL' Housing Projece and o cump|_\' with a
new state law that requires cities in R.'iﬂ:'aum with over

2 500 residents to allow *at least one accessory dw tl]in’:|
IJl'IIt E‘UT i.EILI'I dtt lL]'lLd l||1'lb|lL [‘.lrnl]\ L{\\L]l]l‘l" '-ul‘}[:.'t.l
to reasonable local n."ulutmm Te |.|t|n}_.1 £ siting @ and
L{ulgn. These Ll'!EI.'IEL> should make this |'!L1I.L!|I:I'Lb option
more lwu:u]l_\' available in our community.

Since every city T|.'g1.1|::|t|.'> ADUs a liccle L{i[{'i.'n.'nl:]_\'. it's
imporeant to review HPLL“';L rules for ADUs where v
live. l)n.t::ll]u] informartion for UTL"un Uity humn.u“ ners

How long have ADUs
been around?

ADUs are a eraditional American form :ﬂ'\hc'rusing.
While the term *accessory dwcl]ing unit” may be new,
the structure tvpe is certainly nor. Older examples,
including alley apartments and carriage or coach
houses, date back long before Oregon City was
incorporaced in 1844. Sometimes sectlers would Hrse
build a small home, then live in it while constructing
their |.:|.rg|.'1' primary house. In other instances, such
Structures prm'in.{n.'d housing for butlers, ‘hclp‘. ar

extended ["urni]_\'_

ADUs and tiny homes:
What'’s the difference?

ADUs are selfcontained L{v.'i:”ingﬁ cllmp]ctc with
kitchens, bathrooms, |i\'ing space, permanent utilit_\.'
conmections, and attached to a foundation as l'l'l.IIJiTL'd
|‘=_\' lluildin}_y‘ code. _-'\ll:]'mush also intended for residential
use, tiny homes are typically much smaller (often

just 100 to 200 square feet) and less likely ro be self-
sufficient than ADUs. l'"um.'r:innu”._\'. rh-t:_\"n: more akin
to BVs or travel trailers than to permanent dwu”inp.
They often n'l_\' on temporary uri|i1'_\' connections and/
or access to another llui|dinb‘ for h.nrhing Lm{umking
facilities. 1f on wheels, riny homes are rechnically
‘vehicles' rather than* hu]h{lnbh —which affects how
t]'u.\ e n.su.l ated. Since they come in a wide variery of
forems and ofien do't fit nicely into standard TL*"L'Il.:ItU'I"\'
categories, it's worth chul:lnb first with the planning
L{Lp.lrtmd.nt if vou're thinking of putting one on your
property. [t may be 'pu>u|:1||. to add a riny home to vour
property as an ADU, bur depends on many v ariables.

A tiny home can be an ADU but not all ADUs are tiny

I'I'i.'ll'.I'LL =9

in Oregon City



What are the benefits of ADUs?

In O'rt_'g}n, across the US and in Canada, ADUs are I::lscins off s a pnpul:r new/old hnusing rype. Some reasons f

this emerging trend include:
Affordable Housing

ADUs have a role in addressi ng the c]‘m“r_'ngr_' nﬂ'lm.lsing
affordabiliry. About 20% of ADUs are lived in for free
or rented For far below market value. Al tlmugh market
rent for an ADU tends to be slightly higher than a
similar sized apartment, t]'lr_"\-' often represent the unl)-
affordable rental choice in singlr_'-dwc"ing zomes, which
may have no apartments at all. ADUs ean generate
rental income to |'|1.|p homeowners cover mortgage
payments, allowing them ro stay in their homes —

espe r:|.=.||\ for those |1\1.n5 on fixed incomes. FITI.I."\
smaller ]mmu have lower ongoing un|1t} bills and

MAINEENAnce Costs.
Versatility

The combination of a primary house and ADU on che

same lot can work well For various types of houscholds,
income levels, and stages of life. Furthermore, the uses
of ADUs can evolve over time in FESPONSe o r.']'l:.nsins

needs.

Market Demand

The small size of ADUs marches well with d!:mngr:pl‘lic
trends rowards smaller households, and l:]'n_')' t_\_.’pic:]l}'
house more pi.'t‘}p'c per square oot nFli\'ing area than
sinslr.'-F.lmil}' homes.!

Housing Needs At Any Age

Housing needs L'l'lungt_' over time, and ADUs are flexil
tor different stages of life. Thev offer voung individua
and L'm.lplc_-i an entry level ]'musing choice, families a
Wiy to cxpun.d bq:}'und their primary d\w"ing. and
CmpLy nesters and seniors the chanee to age in plm:r_-

without hﬂ\'ing tor leave their ni:ig]'nborl'lm}d_

Climate

Oregon’s Department of Environmental {lm'it‘\; has
derermined thar the most signiﬁc:mt ways to decreas
climare impacts from new homes is to build them
smaller andfor atrached to one another. I')cpt_'nding o
their type, ADUs achieve one or both of these g)ﬂh -
which :«-‘i:.'ld substantial reductions in climate gases ov
the life of the huildins.

Fitting in

Without l:rmtrihuting 14 s}'!ruw', ADUs offer a way to
ruck smaller, rr_']:ti\-'cl}-' affordable homes diSLTﬂCEI}' in
established communities with minimal visual impact
the existing nuigl'lhur]'nm)d fabric. 'I]'u.'}' also offer 2 mi
disbursed aleernative to rr.'p]'.lr.‘ ing existing homes witl
higl'lcr densi ty dt.'\rr_'h)pmcm_

i Brown, Martin. Accessory Dwelling Units in Portland, OR: Evaluation and interpretation of a survey of ADU owners, Oregon

Department of Enviconmental Quality, June 2014 (see hurpffaccessorvdwellings.orglaougfozfoalare-adus-green-housing/)
Accessory Dwelling Units in Oregon Cit

What issues should you consider before taking on

an ADU project?

Creating an ADU is a major project, not to be taken |'i.5]1t|y. Betore plungi ng in, here are a few topics worth

thinking through:
Fees

To avoid surprises, rake some time to prepare a
r_'nmplr_'h: project budgut. I addition to d.csign
and construction costs, this should include system
development charges (SDCs) and building permir
fees. ﬂn.gun i ity pml-. aLnrnprr_]'l.nm.rl. list of fees
on-line at hreps:/fw

Mot '.||| fees :Lpp.]_\_.' to ADU pmiu:ls,

50 it may be worth visit ing witha plannur for assistance

on estimating total review and permitting costs.

Property Taxes

As with any home addition, an ADU will mn:lj'
trigger an increase in property taxes. You can contact

Clackamas l'.‘.uun.ty's Assessment and Taxation
(herpsef fwweweelackamas usfar) For more derails. Also,
Mulmomah Gﬁunty has pmvidr_‘d a nice summary

of property tax implications for ADUs here: heepse/f

Neighbor Relations

Similar to the construction of new homes and home
addirions, ADUs ean be ereated in Oregon Ciey
without requiring puHiL' PEFMIL Feview process and
in\'nlving input from nr_'igl'lhnrs. That said, it's nice to
lee nuig"l bors know oF‘\rﬁur ADU plun_-i 500 t]'n_'}"n_' not
surpris&:d. 'I]'u:y may even have constructive suggestions
o offer, iFg'L\'l:n the chance. Tal king with m.-is]'lbors
early on about the design and location of an ADU can
|11:|p 'i.dq:n.tiﬁr and avoid poren tial conflices related o
pri\.'uc_\_.', purking, and noise.

Are you ready to be a landlord?

Renting out an ADU ean offer steady income and
prm.'idu 4 new opportunity for someone to live in your
mig}n[’n&rhm\d But it also Tepresents a |t.|rni115 curve

if vou haven't done it bebore. If you're planning to

rent out the ADU once LE‘I‘I‘ITP]I. eted — or move into it
while renting out the main house — it's worth thinking
t]'imugh the pr'.l-::l:ic:.l im'p]icutiun.-i r‘.lf‘bm.'mnin.g a
landlord. This will involve scrr_'uning tenants, l:m'np'}'ing
with and-discriminacion laws, preparing rental
AETECMENLS, trucking income and eXpenses, maintaining
the ADU in habirable condition, mﬁpﬂcting tenant
privacy, and Et:m:r'.ﬂ |}-' '.|d|'|1:ri115 o stare law. Some
|1c|pﬁ.1| on-line resources are linked to via Clackamas

County's Housing Authority website here: ]:III.D‘:..I’J’.‘&.‘.‘.}';.

Private Property Restrictions

If you live in 1 residential community with 2
hnmuw\-nus association, be sure to Ll'lu_k your HOA
rules and the code, covenants and resericdons (CO&Rs)
for FOUF COMMUNItY o i.dr.'ntiF}-' any additional
regularions thar affecr ADUs. Some CC&Rs prohibic
ADUs t)u.l:ris]'n: or impose additional rl!:sisn. TeSErICEONS.
Cit_y 'p1'.|11n.ing staff are not able to review or enforee
private CC&Rs, 50 it's best to di‘l}'(‘l‘l.l'l’ own research and
ohtain any necessary HOA uppru\':lls before starting
the (‘.i.t‘\' permitting process. lP}'m find that your
community's CC&Rs restrict ADUs, consider working
with your m:is]'llmrs and the HOA to amend che
CC&Rs to remove obstacles o ADUs.

Accessory Dwelling Units in Oregon City




Can | build an ADU on my property?

ADUs are pt'rmittr:d with almast all existing homes. To
find out for sure, answer these questions:

Is there room?

ADUs can be ereared as part of the existing house,
cither 11\' converting a portion of the exi sring home
such as the basernent or by constructing an addition
{an “artached ADU"). “Detached ADUS" can be creared
in a separate structure from the existing house, either
h\ converting an existing garage or l'n hu1|d1n5 a4 new
structure. One off-street parkmg space is m.]um.r_l for
an ADU. Artached ADUs muse r_(‘!mpla\.r with minimum
sethacks, all]‘lmgh stairs and rimps can sometimes be
located within minimum sechacks. Detached ADUSs
must cnrnplj' with sethacks and maximum lot coverage

requirements,

Check your zoning.

ADUs are allowed with single-family homes in low and
medium density zones (R-10, R-8, R-6, R-5 and R-35)
and with pre-existing single-family homes in the high
density zone (R-z). They are not allowed in commercial,
industrial, :mp](!}rant or mixed-use diserices. To find

your zoning, check your address at mﬁﬁummm

Height and size limits; design
compatibility; location on
property; total lot coverage.

A few addivional rules apply ro ADUs, summarized

in the rable to che rig]'n:. For full n:gu]:lticms. plr::m:
consult Oregon Ciry's zoning code section 17.20.000,
hetpsff] ilJr'.lr_\'_mun icode comforforeson ciry,’ccﬂus}

code_of_ordinances

Quick-Reference ADU Code Table

E]igibl: Fones

R-io R-8 Res R Regs (Re2)

N um h.'r
Allowed

One areached ADU or detached
ADU pcrmiltr:d per singl:-ﬁlmilj'
detached home

Mo ADUs allowed in conjunction
with cotrage cluster homes.

Lesser of 800 supuare feer or Go% of
the gross Hloor area of the primary
dwelling.

Hcig"ll:

Derached ADUs: Greater of 20 feet
or hcis]'lt ainrimar)‘ dwelli ng.

Artached ADUs: Must fir within
the ]'I.'is]‘lt limit of the primary
house, per the base zone.

Design
Comparibility

ADUs must be comparible with
the primary d.wc"in.g unit and
constructed with similar hui]d.ing
m:ltt.'ri:lls or an ﬂttﬁptﬂhlﬂ
substiuee :l}'lprm.'cd l'r} the

Community Deve |U}1m:nt Director.

Locarion on
Property

Detached ADUs must be behind
the primary dw:."mg or at least 40
teet back from the street.

Sr:tl'mr_'ks

Silﬂl.' as l'llQE aone TEE{LI'[".'ITIETIT_‘L

Lot Cm't'rlgl'

The total lot coverage with the
primary dwl:l]ins and ADU is
c:pptd at:

+ R, R-8, R-G: 43%

¢ Res ot

¢ Reys: 5%

+ Rz 8sh

Accessory Dwelling Units in Oregon City

Who builds ADUs and
how are they financed?

Although ADUs are oceasionally invegraved by
professional builders inro mwl\ built homes, I:]'l.\ are
more often created by mdmdu:] homeowners :nd
financed tl'lmug]'l some combination qua\.'ings, second
moTtgges, home equity lines of eredir, and/for funds
from ﬁmi]‘\f members (somerimes a relative who will

end up living in the ADU).

Why are people building
ADUs - and for whom?

Motivarions for creating A DUs vary wid:]_\_.' and include:

+ Housing for elderly parents or young-adult
children

+  Rental income to hclp COVET 3 MOTtgIge

+ Empty nesters moving into an ADU and renting
out the main house or rn:lliing it available for

Fami'}' or Friends

«  Home office or short-term rental, often as a hndgt
between other uses

Examples of how ADUs can be
created in Oregon City

. l:un\'crting existing ]iving area, artic, basement, or
g.'l.]':lgf

. Adding floor area to an exisring home

. Bui]ding a detached scructure on the same lot as an
existing home

. Hui]ding a new primary r_lwt'l]ing on the same loe
a8 an existing (small) home, such that the existing
home becomes an ADU

. Hui]ding a new home with an ateached or detached
ADU

How much do ADUs

cost?

The costs of ADUs range enormously, depending

on size, type and level of finish. ADUs rend to cost
more on a pcrdsquzr:-ﬂmt basis than a new home
due to inethciencies of scale and the fact that ADUs
have |'|i5|1|:r percentages of Hloor area allocated to the
eXpensive parts of construcrion (c.g. kirchens and

bachrooms) than a full-sized home.

The least expensive ADUs tend to be garage conversions
or interior conversions. These tend o be in the £50,000
= $100,000 range, often in\'ul\rins some amount of “sweat
r:q'uil:}'“ 11}' the owner. The more expensive ones tend to
be new detached structures or basement replacement
house lifts. Simpl: and F:Iirl}' small [—4jn square foor)
derached ADUs can get built in the low $100, 0005,
Larger and more customized ones rend o be in the
$180,000+ range.

Although the bulk of these costs are for hard
CONSETUCHON COSES, t|'|c_§' also include some other 'soft’
costs that go into the creadion of ADUs:
+ Design
. Hui'ding permits and system duv:]l‘!pmx:nl ch arges
+ Financ ing {i.c. lender bees, interest p:;\'mcntsi
« Ocher pmﬁ-s‘:ianu]ﬁ-h:ﬁ:d spu:iﬁc needs of
your project (Le. surveyor, structural engineer,
environmental assessmen I:fclc:m—-up, project

m:magr:rl

5:1rr|p|r: project budg\:ts are p'rm'id.cd for each of several
case studies, artached.

Where can | learn more about
creating an ADU?

. Drt'gnn {fit}' ADU info mimm

+ Permit office - Ju3-722-3789
6g8 Warner Parrot Road, O regon City, OR, 97045

Hours: Mon-Fri &30 am to 330 pm

Accessory Dwelling Units in Oregon City
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Cost Estimator

OUTPUTS
System Development Charges
Single Family Duplex Manufactured Mulufamily /ADU  TH/ Condo
Water* $ 6,872 $ - $ - % - %
Sewer $ 5367 & - % - % - %
Stormwater $ 853 § - % - % - %
Transportation 3 9524 § - § - 5 - 3
Parks $ 5411 § - 5 - % - %
Permits $ 157 $ - % - % - %
Total SDC % 28,184 $ - $ - $ - $ -
Total Development Charges
Total system development charges $ 28.184
Construction excise tax s 720
School excise tax s 2,646
Total development charges s 31,550

Calculator MSFR Duplex hManDwelling MultiFamily THCondo Building
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Opportunities to Expand Housing
Options: Missing Middle
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Thank you for helping Oregon City
Increase equitable housing choices!
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