Bend Central Area Plan

Bend CAP Part 2
CAP-PAC Implementation Workshops
Friday, May 18, 2007

Location: Barnes/Sawyer/DeArmond Rooms
Deschutes County Building, 1300 NW Wall Street
9:00 a.m. -12:30 p.m.

Workshop Summaries

Objectives of the CAP-PAC Implementation Workshops
Providing an update on the Plan vision, framework and outcomes
Getting guidance on refining the Plan
Getting ideas on carrying out the Plan

Answering questions
1. Introduction, welcome and meeting objectives

Dave Siegel began the implementation workshops by welcoming those in attendance and stating
that the objectives of the workshop would be: 1) to give the Project Advisory Committee (PAC)
an update on the Plan vision, framework and outcomes; 2) getting their guidance on refining the
Plan; and, 3) getting ideas from the PAC on which actions would be most important to carrying

out the Plan.

Dave also gave an overview of the City Council presentation on May 16" as well as the second
Bend Public Workshop held Thursday evening, May 17". Dave described how the
implementation workshops would be organized into two sessions so members of the PAC and
project team could examine a variety of issues in two of the three workshop stations:
Transportation, Urban Design and Land Use, and Development and Redevelopment. After
asking if there were any questions, Dave invited the PAC members to join discussions in an area
of their interest. Many of the topics, ideas, and outcomes from the three different workshop
stations were often similar and are summarized below.
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M E M O R A N D U M

Date: February 16, 2007
To: David Knitowski — City of Bend
From: Dave Siegel, Shelley Holly, and Lauren Golden - Parametrix

Subject: Bend Central Area Plan Part 2 January Public Open House Summary

CcC:

Project Number: 277-2395-053
Project Name: Bend Central Area Plan Part 2

Overview
The City of Bend and the Oregon Department of Transportation held a public Open House for the Bend
Central Area Plan Part 2 on January 23, 2007. The meeting was from 5:30 — 8:00 PM at the Phoenix Inn
Suites in Bend, Oregon. The purpose of the Open House was to:

o Inform interested members of the public about the planning project and objectives,

e Review the vision for Central Area developed during Central Area Plan Part 1,

e Gather public input on “great ideas” for Central Area components: Third Street, Neighborhoods

north and south of Downtown, and the overall Central Area, and
e Achieve consensus on direction for planning framework.

The Open House included a presentation and three workshop stations. Mayor Abernethy made opening
remarks and welcomed the community. The opening presentation provided an overview of the Bend
Central Area Plan Part 1 and the preliminary project team work on Part 2. After the presentation, the
attendees split between three workshop stations. Each station focused on a different technical area —
Community Development and Urban Form, Access and Mobility, and Land Use and Development. The
stations were designed to collect public input on the “great ideas” components for each technical area.
The project team provided several handouts, including:

e Workshop Agenda

e Project background information sheet

e Map of the Bend Central Area Plan study area

e  Workshop Comment Form

The sign-in sheets recorded 31 attendees from the public at the Open House. Members of the project
team in attendance included:

e David Knitowski, City of Bend-Long Range Planning
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Nick Arnis, City of Bend-Transportation Engineering

Brian Shetterly, City of Bend-Long Range Planning

John Russell, City of Bend Urban Renewal and Economic Development
Jeff Datwyler, City of Bend Urban Renewal and Economic Development
Lauren Golden, Parametrix

Shelley Holly, Parametrix

David Siegel, Parametrix

Jennifer Mannhard, StastnyBrun

Don Stastny, StastnyBrun

Chris Zahas, Leland Consulting

Leslie Hara-Shick, Hara Shick Architecture

Key Findings and Conclusions
Several themes emerged from the workshop:

The City should use incentives to encourage certain types of development, such as transit-

oriented development, high-density, and mixed use.
Green streets and landscaping are needed throughout the Central Area.

Pedestrian and bicycle facilities should be improved.

Connectivity within Central Area components and throughout the Central Area should be

improved.

The City should minimize the Parkway and Railroad as barriers to redevelopment.

Detailed Public Comment

The project team collected public comment at each of the three workshop stations and on the comment
forms. Below is a summary of the comments recorded at each workshop station and on the comment
forms.

Community Development and Urban Form

The Community Development and Urban Form workshop station structured their conversation around

four broad questions:

What are the districts of special character?
What is the character of the streets & intersections?
Where are there opportunities for open space & paths?

What should the transitions be between development & residential areas?
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Several members of the public commented on the character and design of the overall Central Area. Two
people commented that the City should consider using zoning or other development incentives to
encourage desired development. For example, one person suggested a mixed use zoning overlay to help
integrate certain areas into the downtown core. Another person suggested creating “density hubs”,
whereby the City encourages denser development while maintaining views and downtown character.
Finally, an attendee commented that topography and natural features should be the natural distinction
between land use zoning.

Two people said that the City should maintain the existing character of the Central Area. One person
commented that the “funky” character of the area is positive, and should be maintained. Another person
said that the green streets, landscaping, and industrial areas should be maintained.

A large part of the conversation on the Central area components focused on the area to the north of the
downtown core. Several attendees stressed the importance of connecting the northern area to the river
and to the downtown core. One person specifically suggested that Division Street could provide
connectivity from the northern area, provided that greenscaping is added to the street. A second person
recommended using trails and bike paths to connect the northern area to the downtown core. Another
person more generally stated that the transportation system within the northern area and between the
northern area and the rest of the Central Area should be improved. Attendees also commented on the
uses and character of the northern area. Ideas included maintaining the historic character associated with
the Pendleton Woolen Mill, creating a mixed use area, and adding a variety of destination businesses
(e.g., small offices, warehouses).

Attendees at this workshop station had a few ideas on how to improve the Third Street area. Attendees
would like for Third Street to have a boulevard feel with greenscaping, traffic calming, and pedestrian
amenities. Others suggested that Fourth Street include low intensity office uses, which will help Third and
Fourth Streets transition into the residential neighborhood east of the Central Area.

As for the southern area, attendees thought that connectivity and transitions between the area and the
Mill District should be improved. Additionally, some attendees recommended that open space and green
space should be added to the area.

Access and Mobility
The Access and Mobility workshop station structured their conversation around two broad questions:

e What transportation issues are most important when considering redevelopment of the Central
Area?

e Where are there opportunities for additional pedestrian and bicycle facilities?

The discussion at the Access and Mobility station focused on the overall Bend Central Area, with a few
comments specifically addressing the north and south sides. Attendees had several comments on street
design, such as adding a one-way couplet that could use Third and Fourth Streets or Second and Third
Streets and restricting left turns at Second Street along both Greenwood and Franklin due to safety
reasons. Another attendee suggested adding sidewalk setbacks in place of curb tight design, where
possible.

Several attendees stressed the need for the City to coordinate with other governmental programs, such
as American with Disabilities Act, Safe Routes to Schools, and Rails to Trails. Other attendees
commented on the inter-relationship of transportation and land use decisions in the overall area. For
example, one person said that the City should consider the effect of a new performing arts center on
streetscape. Finally, one person said that there should be a better understanding of the long-term
purpose and function of the Parkway.
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The two main topics related to the north side included pedestrian connections and how to minimize the
Parkway and Railroad as barriers. As for pedestrian connections, some attendees stressed the
importance of improved connections from the Westside to the Central Area. Other attendees stated that
better east/west connections are needed.

The attendees raised several questions about how to minimize the Parkway and Railroad as barriers,
including:

e Can they, including their function and operations, be improved?
e How do you get across them?
e How do you address bottlenecks?
e Can you raise the railroad?
Focusing on the south side, attendees commented that the City should address the need for connectivity
at the following locations:
e The area around Colorado and Industrial
e Between downtown and the OId Mill District, which should be a clear and natural connection
e East/west connections at the south end of the study area, particularly over to Third Street.
Connectivity in this area should include bicycle and pedestrian connections and consider using
some of the smaller existing streets.

Land Use and Development

The Land Use and Development workshop station structured their conversation around three broad
guestions:

e Where are high priority redevelopment areas located?
e What type of character should the districts have?
e How can redevelopment capture the character of Bend?

The conversation at the Land Use and Development station primarily focused on preferred land uses and
along Third Street. In general, the attendees at this workshop station agreed that changing the uses and
urban feel along Third Street would be difficult. Some attendees agreed that although the uses along
Third Street could change, the uses will likely remain light industrial and general commercial because
existing businesses and property owners lack incentives to relocate or redevelop their land, and it is
difficult to site office space and residential in this area because of existing zoning and the character of the
street. However, a few attendees commented that the City could improve Third Street by adding
streetscaping and access to businesses.

A few people commented on the preferred zoning for particular areas. Comments included:

e The Railroad District should be zoned mixed employment.
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e With regard to the Wall / Bond couplet through the Old Bend Neighborhood, any zoning changes
such as neighborhood commercial would have to be “corner store” scale.

e Three story mixed-use with professional offices along Greenwood is possible.

Two people commented that ODOT should remove the Highway 20 designation from Greenwood
Avenue, east of Third Street. They stated that this would make the area much more pedestrian friendly
and would invite the amenities needed to attract development to this area.

Two people specifically commented on the need for City incentives for development in the Third Street
area. One person said that the City should give parking incentives for transit-oriented development.
Another person suggested that the City should give incentives that would encourage large businesses to
relocate outside of downtown if they don’t need to be in close proximity to the Central Business District.

One person commented on the difficulty of permitting a mixed use development in the Mixed Employment
Overlay along Third Street (it was later determined in conversations with city staff that the area
surrounding Third Street is not within a Mixed Employment Overlay). The person stated that the City, not
the property owner, should conduct the City-required traffic and environmental studies to permit mixed
use development.

A few people noted the importance of the Third Street intersections with Greenwood Avenue and Franklin
Avenue as gateways to downtown. Attendees said that the City should add streetscaping and
landscaping to these intersections.

Finally, one person encouraged the project team to consider commuter rail along the railroad.

Comment Forms
Two people completed and returned comment forms. The questions and responses are listed below.

1. What obstacles would need to be removed in order to achieve this vision? What opportunities should
be examined?

e The Central Area should not “look like” the West side of the river.
2. The Central Area Vision identified the Third Street Corridor as a new, higher density, mixed-use
neighborhood. What types of building designs and streetscape elements would you like to see in this
district?

¢ NoO comments.

3. Are there any opportunities to enhance the community design and the connections between the
Historic Downtown Core and the residential neighborhoods to the north and south of it?

e Division Street north of Revere Avenue to Butler Market Road is an important corridor, but is not
currently properly designed for bicycles and pedestrians.

e Emphasize the two access points into the Lakeside neighborhood. The character of the Lakeside
neighborhood is changing because of investment.

4. What are the transportation options for more effectively connecting the Third Street Corridor and
surrounding neighborhoods with the Historic Downtown Core and the larger Central Area?

e Use hicycle lanes and footpaths.
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o Visually appealing streets are important.
e Light rail.

5. Are there opportunities for additional pedestrian and bicycle access to connect the Third Street
Corridor and surrounding neighborhoods with the larger Central Area?

e The City should have plenty of public bike parking and bike trails that are separate from the
roads.

6. Which district in the Central Area do you think is the most important to focus on first: Historic Downtown
Core, Third Street Corridor, North Central Residential Area, or South Central Residential Area? What
type of neighborhood would you like that district to become?

e Third Street with three-story residential abutting the street.
e Highway 20/97 corner as a gateway.

e |tis important to have urban design elements, but do not over design. Not every street needs to
be over designed.

7. What are the most important characteristics any new development should consider to preserve the
character of the Bend Central Area?

e Good design.

e Historic character.

e Modern awareness of smart growth principles.
e Mixed residential/retail/commercial.

e Areas that discourage vehicle use by having alternatives like light rail.



2. Transportation Implementation Session

There was a general consensus that the analysis of 3rd Street needs to address specific problem
areas and should consider such evaluation criteria for assessing improvements as:

Retail, residential and office impacts

Impacts on pedestrian/bicycle circulation

Ease of implementation

Cost and cost-effectiveness

Right-of-way impacts

ODOT acceptance (traffic analysis, freight route)

O O O O OO0

One participant asked if the project team knew of comparable examples of couplets, particularly
those with boulevards in between the one-way streets.

Another participant noted that 4th Street is beginning to transition from residential to
office/commercial.

Mark Devoney of ODOT expressed concern about how alternatives get selected. He said
property owners need to be contacted and the City needs to look at impacts to businesses along
3rd Street that could lose traffic volume exposure.

It was thought that the options with two-way traffic on 3rd Street would have less business
impact/disruption, and that no right-of-way acquisition would likely be required.

Another participant suggested that a fourth option could be developed that would consider a one-
way couplet using 3rd and 4th instead of 2nd and 3rd. It was pointed out that the option using
2nd as the southbound portion of the couplet would likely require more right-of-way along 2nd.
Concern was also expressed about putting roundabouts in this corridor.

Three options for a potential couplet in this area were discussed. General conclusions about the
three options seemed to be:
= Option 3, a couplet on 2" Street and 4™ Street with a main street boulevard on 3" Street,
would probably experience the greatest opposition.
= Option 2, a broader grid system utilizing east-west streets, would be easiest to implement
but would make it hard to revitalize 3" Street Most traffic will likely continue to use 3"
Street.
= Option 1, a couplet on 3" Street and 4™ Street, would be best from a traffic flow
perspective.

It was felt that each street in the study area should have its own character with design standards
and general guidelines, with bicycle and pedestrian facilities on all streets (arterials and
collectors) except along Wall and Bond Streets, or where volumes are low and shared use is
viable.

Some concern was expressed about 10-foot lanes on 2nd and 4th Streets if these streets are going
to be used by trucks. There should be at least one truck lane in each direction on these streets. It
was noted that signal coordination along the couplet will be important.



It was felt that 1st Street might need to be improved under all scenarios and that the City might
wish to consider improvements to 5th Street because of all the destinations along this street (e.g.,
community center, park, etc.).

The participants of the Transportation Implementation session offered comments on priorities
and felt that widening the Greenwood and Franklin Avenue undercrossings to better
accommodate bicycle and pedestrian users was very important. It was also suggested that the
City consider a pedestrian/bicycle bridge over the railroad and parkway to a transit hub on the
east side/Railroad District rather than an undercrossing.

The idea of an auto mall was also floated and it was suggested the City could facilitate this to
free-up development opportunities in the Bend Central neighborhood district. Most participants
felt the improvement of Division Street would be the lowest priority.

An evaluation matrix was prepared for each of the 3 couplet street conceptual options that were
reviewed during the Transportation Implementation session:

Option 1 Option 2 Option 3
Advantages o No advantages e Disperses traffic e Facilitates
e Easiest to implement in redevelopment of 3rd
terms of total o Allows parking on 3rd
construction o Easiest to stage for

construction

Disadvantages | e Favors one street over | e Fewest opportunities to ¢ Impacts to residential

another improve 3rd area

o Most expensive (e.g.,
most linear feet of
roadway
improvements)

3. Urban Design and Land Use Implementation Session

The urban design discussion began with a brainstorming session on design-related elements that
could act as catalysts for the Central Area Plan’s implementation. Suggestions are summarized
below.

Many felt the way to jumpstart development within the Central Area would be to initiate zoning
and development code changes, including new height limitations and a possible expansion of the
CB zone. Implementation of special mixed-use zones with a special Design Review Committee
for Bend Central was suggested.

One participant stressed that a transportation hub should be identified and preserved and the
framework and standards should support this.

Another participant felt that it was important to encourage the development of an “artistic
community” (district) along the railroad and suggested this could be done through a refinement
plan or a zoning overlay.



Overall, it was thought that development and design guidelines should be applied in the Bend
Central neighborhood to bring the buildings closer to the street.

A signature pedestrian bridge across the railroad and the Parkway at Hawthorne was identified as
a design related catalyst project that might help jumpstart development within the Bend Central
Area. The pedestrian bridge should be high enough to create a view of the mountains.

Discussion ensued about design themes and a “Bend Design Language” in which development
could use artwork such as mountains, river, fish, and/or volcanoes to define Bend. This raised
some concerns that it could create too many restrictions. Another participant offered that
buildings should look like they have been here for years.

One participant suggested extending the design of the 3™ Street couplet concept to beyond the
overpass to the south (over the rail road). This would incorporate 2nd & 3rd Streets or 2nd & 4™
Streets as the north-south connections.

Other comments included a desire to incorporate the diverse geographical and geological aspects
of Bend (water, mountains) into design, and a reiteration of the desire to create a public space
such as Heritage Square.

There were several suggestions for improving the Franklin and Greenwood Avenue underpasses,
including use of design elements to upgrade pedestrian undercrossings and consolidation of an
aesthetic treatment to the Greenwood Avenue overpass / underpass addressed in CAP Part 1.

Participants felt that the City should develop a streetscape plan (w/details and illustrations) for
this area.

4. Development and Redevelopment Implementation Session

The Development and Redevelopment Implementation session addressed three aspects of
catalyst projects:

1. Principles on how catalyst projects should effect the Central Area Plan;
2. Projects that will best promote the goals and vision of the Central Area Plan; and,
3. Priorities for the identified catalyst projects.

Discussions of these categories are summarized below:

Principles

It was felt that catalyst projects should reflect the Cap’s vision and should be solving a problem.
The City should clearly identify the problem that is trying to be solved (e.g., 3rd Street,
connectivity, etc.). Most people felt it was important to do something right away so the City
could show visible, early successes.



Several people felt that public infrastructure and transportation is the best catalyst for
development and that it would be hard to do anything without fixing 3rd Street. Reinventing 3™
Street would draw energy from downtown to 3rd Street, not just vice-versa.

One participant suggested thinking ahead to providing for connections to Juniper Park and
another indicated that the 3rd Street reinvention needs to include “Bend” character.

There was a suggestion that the Bend Central neighborhood district should be a place for
affordable housing for workers to walk to downtown from Hawthorne.

Several participants felt that the City should change the current zoning because its too limited
and won’t accommaodate vision.

Catalyst Projects

Several catalyst projects or activities that would encourage redevelopment in the Central Area
were suggested. These include:
= Land assembly
= Formation of an urban renewal district
= Formation of an LID or BID/EID (business improvement district/economic improvement
district)
= A “Gateway” treatment for Greenwood/overpass
= A relocation assistance program to help reorient uses to achieve vision
= Auto-mall concept...create mutually supportive environment
= Expansion of the CB zone / district
= Construction of centralized parking structures
= Parking regulation & incentives
= Building a Hawthorne Avenue connection to the Historic Downtown Core
= Bike routes separate from roads
o0 Enhance, complete to riverfront trail
0 Connect destinations / attractions
= Pocket parks, green spaces, buffers — link to storm water needs
= Locating a Performing Arts Center in the Central Area, not Juniper Ridge

Project Priorities

The latter part of the discussion turned to catalyst project priorities. There were different views
as to which projects should have the highest priorities.

Some participants felt that redeveloping 2nd Street and its cross streets could be done soon
without waiting for the full 3" Street traffic refinement study. Others felt that working on the
Historic Downtown Core and 3" Street would promote greater momentum. It was thought that
downtown core improvements will catalyze and intensify opportunities and implementing
projects east of Lava will help set the stage for more intense development east of the Parkway.

Some participants felt that Greenwood Avenue east of the Parkway and the intersection of
Greenwood Avenue and 3rd Street would be a logical starting place.



It was noted that identifying “receiving areas” for business relocation from 3™ Street and the
Bend Central neighborhood district early in the process would be key to allowing the 3 Street

reinvention.

Overall, it was felt that actions should be focused in higher-priority districts. It was
acknowledged that access and circulation improvements and land assembly in the northern
neighborhoods is needed, but not a high priority. It was felt that the northern area to the east of

the Parkway could be a “receiving area” in the interim.

5. Closing

David Siegel thanked everyone for their input and noted that the next Bend CAP PAC meeting
would be on Friday, June 8".
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BEND CAP PART 2

Public Workshop on the Draft Central Area Plan
Deschutes County Building
1300 NW Wall St, Bend Oregon
Thursday, May 17th, 2007 — 5:30 p.m. to 7:30 p.m.

Workshop Summary
Attending:

City Representatives:
City Council: Mayor Bruce Abernethy
Dept. Public Works: Nick Arnis, Robin Lewis
Dept. Community Development: Brian Shetterly; David Knitowski, Shannon
Levine
> Dept. Economic Development: Jeff Datwyler
Oregon Dept. of Transportation:
» Mark Devoney
Consultant Team:

YV V

> David Siegel, Project Manager (Parametrix)

» Shelley Holly, Deputy Project Manager (Parametrix)

> Anne Sylvester, Transportation Lead (Parametrix)

» Don Stastny, Design Lead (StastnyBrun Architects)

» Chris Zahas, Economic Analysis Lead (Leland Consulting Group)
Public:

> Approximately 18 non-staff individuals
Agenda:

» 5:30 p.m. Registration

> 6:00 p.m. Welcome by Bruce Abernethy, Mayor of Bend

» 6:10 p.m. Overview and Expectations

> 6:30 p.m. Interactive Open House and Public “Tour de Plan”

» 7:30 p.m. Coming Attractions and Next Steps



Workshop Summary

Mayor Abernethy welcomed the attendees and set the stage with an overview of the
Central Area Plan and why it was important to ensure that the community determined
how growth should be accommodated in this area over the course of the next 20-30 years.

Project Manager Dave Siegel (consultant team, Parametrix) welcomed the open house
attendees to the second of three public events associated with the Central Area Plan.
Dave gave an overview of the evening’s agenda and then gave a presentation on the Draft
Central Area Plan.

Following the presentation, Dave Siegel, Don Stastny, Brian Shetterly and Mark
DeVoney responded to a few questions from the attendees. Dave noted that the periphery
of the room was lined with graphics demonstrating the transportation, urban design, land
use and redevelopment aspects of the project. The attendees were invited to examine the
exhibits on display and to talk with representatives of the consultant team and City staff.
Large note pad flip charts were provided throughout the room to allow attendees to
provide comments. Comment sheets were also available for participants to complete and
return to the project team.

Comments on the Draft Central Area Plan were varied and included the following
suggestions:

» One participant suggested moving Highway 20 to get through traffic off of 3rd
Street and configuring an Eastside Bypass. There was a concern that as long as
Highway 20 turns left at Greenwood Ave the proposed couplet concept may not
work.

> A participant suggested that a centerpiece such as a representation of a volcano or

Three Sisters should be used at any roundabouts at the gateways.

Another participant suggested changing Minnesota Avenue to a pedestrian
walkway going from the waterfall all the way through to connect to a plaza. The
plaza should be similar to Pacific Plaza.

There was a preference from some participants to limit heights to 3-5 stories.
There were concerns with the lack of parking and a suggestion that drivers could
park near the rail road tracks and use a shuttle system.

Someone proposed a different architectural scheme for each street (i.e.: Jazz
Neighborhood Street).

One participant felt the Portland Road bridge should be more pedestrian friendly.
There were concerns about speeding traffic in neighborhoods around Florida
Avenue.

Some people felt there was a lack of open space in the Historic District.

Y
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Suggestions collected on the comment sheets included:

» One person felt that the study area boundary should be changed to include the
Pine Avenue and 3rd Street intersection while another felt the Division Street
Commercial and the Industrial and Employment Districts should be combined.



» Suggested district names included: Mirror Pond District, Historic District, Old
Mill, Downtown, Bend Central, and Old Downtown.

» Bend’s skyline in 2030 should contain some high rise buildings, some new
urbanism, and a sculpture park at the north end.

> There should be mid-rise buildings along 3™ Street; and the tallest buildings
should be close to the Parkway.

> The future of 3" Street should include a tree-lined, pedestrian and bike friendly
environment with plazas and parks in key locations. Children’s and artist’s parks
should be included.

> The Greenwood Avenue and 3" Street intersection should be like Columbus
Circle in Washington, D.C. It should include retail and low-rise residential and
have a more open feel, almost like the center of a compass for the city. Another
participant felt that there should be larger, taller buildings at each corner to create
a gateway to Downtown.

> The Franklin Avenue and 3" Street intersection should feel like a gateway and
like you’re entering a district. One participant felt this would be a great place for a
large green roundabout. Retail was also suggested for this intersection.

Four comment sheets were filled out by Open House attendees; these have been scanned
and appended to this summary document. The event concluded at 7:15 p.m.

Attachment

Open House comment forms



Bend Central Area Plan
Public Workshop Comment Form

Please share your thoughts regarding re-inventing 3rd St. and improving
connections and circulation through the Central Area.

O = Good

O = Not so good

= Excellent
Achieves Rank
vision for Provides (1is the
re-inventing | Transportation: Development highest
3rd St. Provides good and and 3 is
Commercial | circulation and | Redevelopment the
Strip connections Opportunities lowest) Comments
Third
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(Please see reverse)



Additional comments:

Central Area Neighborhood Districts

1. Mistaken identity. Are there any boundary changes you would suggest to better identify
the Central Area’s districts?

1O,

2. So what’s in a name? What names do you think best reflect the identities of the Central
Area’s neighborhood districts?

City Form

1. It’s 2030 and you’re driving into Bend after a long vacation! What does the/skyline of
Bend’s Central Area look like?

Z %—u;,gr Rol DIVES %"5?55%5?‘
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2. Imagmeﬁrunmng into a tgr‘lrner neighbor or co-worker on 3 St. in the futhre. What kind
of open space would best suit a “lets catch-up” conversation? What other activities do
you envision in the open spaces of Bend’s Central Area?

3. What kind of “character” do you envision for the following intersections:

e 3" Street and Greenwood Avenue?

Lareer, Zhtesp Roipies o EacH CoriER,
ESFEcAwyY THE 7w dresrezu Cornsns

o 3" Street and Franklin Avenue? CrRsA770¢ A GAT &uzly
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Thank you for your time!




Bend Central Area Plan
Public Workshop Comment Form

Please share your thoughts regarding re-inventing 3rd St. and improving
connections and circulation through the Central Area.

. = Excellent

O = Good

O = Not so good

Achieves Rank
vision for Provides (1is the
re-inventing | Transportation: Development highest
3rd St. Provides good and and 3 is
Commercial | circulation and | Redevelopment the
Strip connections Opportunities lowest) Comments
Third
Street —~
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Concept \
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Third
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Additional comments:
Central Area Neighborhood Districts

1. Mistaken identity. Are there any boundary changes you would suggest to better identify

the Central Area’s districts?
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2. Sowhat’sina name'7 What names do you think best reflect the identities of the Central
Area s nelghborhood districts? o _ . . ’
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City Form

1. It’s 2030 and you’re driving into Bend after a long vacation! What does the skyline of
Beud's Centrai Area look iike?

2. Imagine running into a former neighbor or co-worker on 3™ St. in the future. What kind
of open space would best suit a “lets catch-up” conversation? What other activities do
you envision in the open spaces of Bend’s Central Area?

/ /L; /,w f YA 1 7 FEALLRL G g gy A AT g
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3. What kind of “character” do you envision for the following intersections:

o 3" Street and Greenwood Avenue? /3 - R j// sl fredlde zu/’)
. _ £ - A
R I N O 13;-4,{)1,){;-’; . R/ :

ATETH I . L.

for

¢ 3" Street and Franklin Avenue?

Thank you for your time!



Bend Central Area Plan
Public Workshop Comment Form

Please share your thoughts regarding re-inventing 3rd St. and improving
connections and circulation through the Central Area.

. = Excellent Q = Good O = Not so good
Achieves Rank
vision for Provides (1 is the
re-inventing | Transportation: Development highest
3rd St. Provides good and and 3 is
Commercial | circulation and | Redevelopment the
Strip connections Opportunities lowest) Comments
Third
e 0 ®
Concept ’
1

Third G e ont

- Street AT v
x ‘//ﬁ.@za C Face 0
C'oncept @ @ @ s
2
Third /é/”ﬂ '%(((”f- -'

-/
Street ‘ TP g ,

P il gtot il
7z (.{,’7;_4/

@
X
©

Concept
3

(Please see reverse)



Additional comments:
Central Area Neighborhood Districis

1. Mistaken identity. Are there any boundary changes you would suggest to better identify )
? 7 oy
the Central Area’s :ilstrlcts QZ Z/ po ,é[/”'( 2 Z/ . é / (7%7 il Zxr_,./{/

Cpcee /3¢ L T Lrfects oo 2

Af,l/}c(f /)fuf%/ V/Z AP

2. Sowhat’s in a name? What names do you think best reflect the identities of the Central
Area’s neighborhood districts?

City Form

I. It’s 2030 and you're driving into Bend after a long vacatlon’ What does the skyline of
Bend’s Central Area/look like? f:) Wl /L (ﬁ, 4 geee.

4
P I

'y .
VA ,./// % ¢ "“{[/‘ ’“/Z,é 4 // S
d e «c{/(_/@(/cf/p/e/& g { -~ (’aﬁ)ﬁ . v e 4/

2. Imagine running into a former neighbor or co-worker on 3™ St. in the future. What kmd ‘;Vé Wﬂz%j /
of open space would best suit a “lets catch-up” conversation? What other activities do
you enwsxon in the open spaces of Bend’ s Central Area?
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3. What kind of “character” do you envision for the following intersections:

’ O ey Cncle e
e 37 Street and Greenwood Avenue? = @ . 5&,/,’7/2:/ LS B

A f - (7N 24 . c;ipq,z/z,( P e ///c,é o Yoot f B
‘T/ L . L z//.(/‘éff”é Cj'fﬁﬁf/gz ==
e 3" Street and Franklin Avemfe? e 5

Jé"a & b/ﬁlf;i/?u //\z Lol f

Thank you for your time!



Bend Central Area Plan
Public Workshop Comment Form

Please share your thoughts regarding re-inventing 3rd St. and improving
connections and circulation through the Central Area.

. = Excellent O = Good O = Not so good
Achieves Rank
vision for Provides (1 is the
re-inventing | Transportation: Development highest
3rd St. Provides good and and 3 is
Commercial | circulation and | Redevelopment the
Strip connections Opportunities lowest) Comments
Third
0 O 0
Concept
concer 2
Third
0 O 0
Concept 3
2
Third P/z&w@
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e | e | e A
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3 -
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Additional comments:
Central Area Neighborhood Districts

1. Mistaken identity. Are there any boundary changes you would suggest to better identify
the Central Area’s districts?

2. So what’s in a name? What names do you think best reflect the identities of the Central

Area’s neighborhood districts? .
Y% ?‘f“":/ Z‘—Wé/ ‘*7/ 25 Véw e

5 C?/C{ /%//

City Form

1. It’s 2030 and you’re driving into Bend after a long vacation! What does the skyline of

Bend’s Central Area look like? . ~

2. Imagine running into a former neighbor or co-worker on 3™ St. in the future. What kind
of open space would best suit a “lets catch-up” conversation? What other activities do

you envision in the open spaces of Bend’s Central Area?
L4 // Q(, FQVLZY
o 4@’& M{

3. What kind of “character” do you envision for the following intersections:

o 3" Street and Greenwood Avenue?

e 3" Street and Franklin Avenue?
/Zj‘(‘g g £ Fals

Thank you for your time!




Bend Central Area Plan

BEND CAP PART 2

Public Open House “Presenting the Draft Plan”
Deschutes County Building
1300 NW Wall St, Bend Oregon
Tuesday, August 28th, 2007 — 5:30 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Open House Summary
Attending:

City Representatives:
City Council: Councilor Bill Friedman; Councilor Peter Gramlich
Dept. Public Works: Paul Rheault; Robin Lewis
Dept. Community Development: Brian Shetterly; David Knitowski, Shannon
Levine; Rick Root
> Dept. Economic Development: Jeff Datwyler
Oregon Dept. of Transportation:
» Mark DeVoney
Consultant Team:
> David Siegel, Project Manager (Parametrix)
» Don Stastny, Design Lead (StastnyBrun Architects)
Public:
» Approximately 53 non-staff individuals (sign-in sheets scanned and attached)

YV V

Agenda:

1. Welcoming Remarks: Councilor Bill Friedman
2. Overview Presentation: David Siegel, Parametrix
3. Questions

4. Open House

Summary of Open House:
Councilor Friedman welcomed the attendees and set the stage with an overview of the

Central Area Plan and why it was important to ensure that the community determined
how growth should be accommodated in this area over the course of the next 20-30 years.



Project Manager David Siegel (consultant team, Parametrix) welcomed the open house
attendees to the third and final public event associated with the Central Area Plan prior to
its being forwarded to the City for consideration and approval. Dave Siegel and Don
Stastny provided an overview presentation regarding:

the purpose of the Central Area Plan;

the community’s vision and desired outcomes, approved by the City Council,

the components of the Plan and how they were developed;

the three “Big Ideas” around which the Plan was centered,;

the Draft Plan and the projects and actions needed to carry it out over time; and
the recommended strategy for programming implementation actions.

VVVVYVYY

Following the presentation, David Siegel, Brian Shetterly and David Knitowski
responded to a few questions from the attendees. The attendees were invited to examine
the exhibits on display and to talk with representatives of the consultant team and City
staff. Attendees were invited to ask questions, to provide comments on the easels and
comment forms provided for this purpose, and to just talk and become more familiar with
the project.

Comments received were very supportive of the Draft Central Area Plan. A general
summary of the comments received includes the following:

» There were some questions regarding the prospect of taller buildings, how they
might impact the “feel” of downtown Bend, and how they might transition to
adjacent neighborhoods.

» There was support for the concept of “gateways” that would help define
entryways into the Historic Downtown core and other Central Area neighborhood
districts.

> There was broad support for the “reinvention” of 3 Street, and the plan to
transform it from an auto-dominated commercial strip to a boulevard with a tree-
lined median featuring a series of higher-density, mixed-use, pedestrian-friendly
neighborhood centers connected to the Historic Downtown Core by effective east-
west connecting streets, particularly the Plan’s designated “great streets”:
Franklin; Greenwood/Newport; and Portland-Olney.

» The concept of facilitating the distribution of future levels of traffic through the
downtown (and particularly the new Bend Central neighborhood district) by use
of the “grid” formed by a one-way couplet system (2" Street and 4™ Street) and
the aforementioned improved east-west connections was well-supported. There
were, however, general concerns about the future volumes of traffic the future
would bring to the Central Area; this was coupled with support for transit,
increasing the ability to get around using all modes of transportation, and for
additional parking.

Eight Open House attendees completed comment sheets; these have been scanned and
appended to this summary document. The event concluded at 8:00 p.m.

Attachments (2):
1. Open House sign-in sheets
2. Open House comment forms
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Bend Central Area Plan
Public Open House Comment Form

Please share your thoughts below on key issues related to the Draft Bend Central Area Plan.
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Bend Central Area Plan
Public Open House Comment Form

Please share your thoughts below on key issues related to the Draft Bend Central Area Plan.
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Bend Central Area Plan
Public Open House Comment Form

Please share your thoughts below on key issues related to the Draft Bend Central Area Plan.
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Bend Central Area Plan
Public Open House Comment Form

Please share your thoughts below on key issues related to the Draft Bend Central Area Plan.
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Bend Central Area Plan
Public Open House Comment Form

Please share your thoughts below on key issues re.'ated to the Draft Bend Central Area Plan.

ud & Y _

T Al TUS Wolls” he 0

daujeivd, awd T apse fiat i codd pe

u% fo (e w@omw %f Gt wmcuwm be
auod(ed did wac& ( —@ew

T d M o Lot a
‘(QQW@M %?i{ d @;u; ‘V%U\MOCS éaﬁ%d) T(M:

M gh tc\z& d 4us warraws fallet, e

sakes Auls @Ul& a«hc( it coJd
%ﬁ%&@ ou, @( m@ eﬁﬂ

s selfe lf %z{— IS m ”l/tudfom [fue © fi\f@_

e %.2\ : {’(ew@,cﬁ%ﬂm ("'

ol o Tl L &

urmmm OiUﬂ ’@f ')([nmf VY| @U\ ?4"”/@
M J

Name:

e MU Ol Y

Phone:

E-mail;




Bend Central Area Plan
Public Open House Comment Form
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Bend Central Area Plan
Public Open House Comment Form

Please share your thoughts below on key issues related to the Draft Bend Central Area Plan.
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Bend Central Area Plan
Public Open House Comment Form

Please share your thoughts below on key issues related to the Draft Bend Central Area Plan.
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Bend Central Area Plan
Public Open House Comment Form

Please share your thoughts below on key issues related fo the Draft Bend Centrai Area Plan,

WE WILL NOT SUPPORT ANY PLAN THAT DEVALUES OUR
PROPERTY IN ANY WAY. We will support some changes that enhance
our property’s value. _

We have owned this parcel since the 1970’s and look forward to using
it for our retirement, which we are not ready for now,

Sipce your planning description is so vague, we can not support what
we're reading at the present time, We have had some generous offers for
this property over the past few years, which we have turned dowrn, as we
have an excellent Jessee since 1982,

G gt AL

Name: o (MY Al DE
busgrens; | 20498 VLDOLE @o(;);.g Cj{&(iﬁg\ Lane Aﬁﬁ/u NG TON e 9%
Fhopa, o4~ 454 - NqGS

tE-rmalk




end Central Area Plan
Public Open House Comment Form

Please share your thoughts below on key issues related to the Draft Bend Central Area Plan.
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