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City of Lake Oswego Downtown Transit  
Alternatives Advisory Committee (DTAAC) 

April 11, 2006 
 
Summary of Committee Discussions/ Phase I Findings and 
Recommendations for Consideration by the City Council 
 
1. Background and Appointment of the DTAAC Committee: 
 
Both the Regional Transportation Plan and the Lake Oswego Transportation System 
Plan project that over the next 20 years, person-trips in the Highway 43 corridor will 
increase generally by 20-25%.  The physical constraints of the corridor make roadway 
expansion impractical.  Through Metro’s Transportation Priorities Program, 2006-09, 
regional funding has been allocated to conduct an Alternatives Analysis (AA) to 
examine transit options in the Highway 43 corridor.  This funding will supplement 
previously allocated funding to examine bike/pedestrian alternatives for the corridor.  
The purpose of the Alternatives Analysis is to examine various transit solutions to 
increase capacity in the corridor and will result in a Locally Preferred Alternative.   
 
In March 2005, the Mayor and City Council appointed the Downtown Transit 
Alternatives Advisory Committee (DTAAC) to provide the community the opportunity 
to suggest, comment on and review the conceptual alternatives that the AA will study, 
with a critical eye toward the impacts on the local community and its livability. (See 
Appendix A for DTAAC Charge Statement).   
 
This set of initial recommendations comes to the Council after the DTAAC has 
developed an understanding of the corridor, the potential alternatives that the AA will 
study, the various types of transit that could be used, and the regional and community 
land use and transportation plans (Appendices B-D).   The DTAAC will continue to 
follow the Lake Oswego to Portland Project Advisory Committee’s (LOPAC) process in 
reviewing alternatives and their impacts in detail and will continue to channel 
community input toward their efforts as indicated by the DTAAC Charge Statement.   
 
Many DTAAC members have lived, worked, and owned businesses in this community 
and have a deep and abiding knowledge of it and desire to improve upon the treasure 
that it is.  Therefore, this report contains quantitative and qualitative (community 
perception) findings.   
 
The DTAAC thanks the City Council for this opportunity to recommend an approach to 
higher quality transit that will serve the community for decades to come.  
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2. Executive Summary: 
 
The DTAAC concludes that a streetcar, with multiple stops along State Street is the 
type of transit and alignment that will best achieve the community’s goals.  In making 
this determination, the DTAAC considered: 

1) A variety of potential transit mode and alignments; 
2) Growth patterns, redevelopment opportunities and growth projection for the 

next 20 years; and 
3) Existing community plans and policies.   
 

The community plans and policies that primarily influenced the DTAAC’s conclusions 
express a desire for: 

• convenience,  
• accessibility,  
• privacy and quiet in neighborhoods,  
• a sense of place,  
• energy conservation,  
• sustainability,  
• transit supportive land use patterns, and  
• community prosperity and livability.   

 
DTAAC members also see a need for park-and-ride facilities in both downtown Lake 
Oswego and on its periphery to serve ridership for future high capacity transit.  
However, given the qualities expressed in the community’s plans and policies, DTAAC 
recognizes that a different approach is needed for parking facilities that will be located 
in the downtown.  To maintain vibrancy and a pedestrian scale and to preserve scarce 
land resources, parking in the downtown should be shared when possible, and consist 
of smaller, less monolithic structures than some of the larger park-and-ride facilities in 
the region. 
 
The DTAAC met ten times between March 2005 and March 2006.  The agendas and 
minutes of the meetings are available on the City’s website at 
http://www.ci.oswego.or.us/pubaffairs/DowntownTransitAlternativesAdvisoryCom
mittee.htm.   
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3. Project Design and Alignment: 
 
3.1 Background:  The DTAAC considered a number of options for how the future 

transit project could serve, and terminate in, Lake Oswego.  The DTAAC has 
examined options for project alignment within the downtown core that include: 
 A single terminus/transit center; 
 Multiple (2-4) stops to serve different sub-areas within existing downtown 

neighborhoods and Foothills; and 
 A loop option, primarily serving the area on the north side of Lakewood Bay. 

 
3.2 Findings:   

 Future development will occur within Lake Oswego and adjacent to the City 
over the next 20 years and in other areas within the travel shed that feeds into 
the Lake Oswego to Portland corridor.  Continued development south of 
Lake Oswego (West Linn and Stafford Basin) will lead to increased 
congestion on State Street.  A portion of these trips will travel Highway 43.   

 The Portland and Western Railroad leases the line owned by Union Pacific 
that runs east from the Willamette River and west through Lake Oswego.  
This line is recognized as a potential future transit line in the Metro Regional 
Transportation Plan. This line is also identified for transit and pedestrian 
preservation in the Lake Oswego Transportation System Plan.   

 Highway 43 between West Linn and Portland operates at or over capacity 
during the peak hours now and will continue to be over capacity during the 
planning period.  The same is true for A Avenue and McVey Avenue, west of 
Highway 43 (State Street). 

 Redevelopment in downtown Lake Oswego is occurring now and will 
continue in the future. 

 Redevelopment is anticipated in the Foothills area.  The City has recently 
tested several redevelopment scenarios in the District for impacts on the 
transportation system as well as financial viability.  There is a market for 
housing as well as some commercial development with the most financially 
viable options having between 1000-1200 dwelling units and 50,000-70,000 
square feet of commercial use.  As noted in Section 6 of this report, the 
DTAAC concurs that development potential in this area is high and is 
integral to creating a vital pedestrian and transit oriented neighborhood 
where auto usage can be reduced if high-quality transit can be provided.  The 
DTAAC would like to ensure that any transit alignment lies within 1/4 mile 
of the largest number of potential riders.  

 Transit oriented development served by high quality transit can significantly 
reduce auto usage by encouraging walking, biking and transit use as 
alternatives to auto use.  
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The initial concepts which have been discussed by the DTAAC are mapped on 
the diagram shown in Appendix C.  Once the Alternatives Analysis process 
arrives at Locally Preferred Alternative for the corridor, the DTAAC will revisit 
these options and recommend a specific alignment to the City Council.  (See 
Appendix D for proposed mode characteristics.)   
 
Single terminus option:  If the design of the project is ultimately focused on a 
single terminus in downtown Lake Oswego, a location near the current 
Willamette Shore Trolley terminus will provide good access to a large area of the 
downtown core and to the Foothills District.  Given topography, constrained 
street access, and the intended urban design of the Foothills District, it may be 
difficult to site a park-and-ride facility in this area.  As development in Foothills 
begins and continues in phases, Foothills would be an excellent location for an 
interim park-and-ride.  But, in the long term, no facility, or a smaller facility 
would be more desirable.   
 
Multiple stop option:  The DTAAC identified a number of locations – all at 
various points along State Street.  Additional stops would allow greater 
integration of the project into the urban fabric of downtown Lake Oswego and 
provide more convenient access for riders.  As shown in Appendix C, extending 
the line south of Foothills Road farther into the corridor could offer additional 
opportunities for locating a park-and-ride facility than the single terminus 
described above as well as more opportunities for supporting future 
development and walk trips from those developments.  Costs may be higher 
with multiple stops.  The DTAAC recognized, however, that not all stops must 
have full transit amenities.  One stop could be served by a park-and-ride facility 
and another could serve as the bus or bus transfer facility. 
 
Loop option:  The DTAAC has considered a loop configuration from State Street 
to A and B Avenues and back to State Street.  The DTAAC found that a loop has 
potential for serving Town Center goals but may be inefficient to serve with rail 
vehicles given the additional cost and potential to slow travel time.  The DTAAC 
found that a circulator bus complementing the multiple stop option would be 
more efficient and cost effective than the loop option using rail.  The DTAAC 
also found that a loop does not circulate within walking distance of the 
maximum amount of redevelopment land and therefore is less able to fulfill 
community goals such as reducing dependency on the auto and providing 
transit as a viable alternative to auto use in the City’s highest density areas.   

 
3.3 Conclusions and Recommendations regarding project alignment: Multiple stops in the 

vicinity of State Street, within walking distance of the bulk of existing dwelling 
units in the downtown and potential areas of anticipated new development, best 
meets community goals.  
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4. Transit Mode Selection: 
 

4.1 Background:   In reviewing transit technology choices that would best fit with 
downtown Lake Oswego, the DTAAC members focused primarily on a review of 
the following types of transit as the most likely candidates for further study.   

 
 Streetcar:  This alternative would use the existing Jefferson Street Rail Line for 

all or most of the length of the corridor. Transit vehicles would be modern, 
quiet, clean streetcars.   

 Bus Rapid Transit:  This alternative could range in varying degrees from a 
frequent bus running in mixed traffic to a frequent bus running along its own 
dedicated right-of-way.  These options would have additional transit 
amenities such as shelters, lighting, signage and enhanced pedestrian access.  
In between those options could be a frequent bus operating in mixed traffic 
with amenities that allow the bus to improve travel times, such as signal 
preemption, along with transit amenities listed above. 

 River Transit:  This mode would use boats on the Willamette River to serve 
transit trips between Lake Oswego and downtown Portland. 

 No Build:  This alternative is required by the Federal Transit Administration 
as a base case.  The DTAAC reviewed traffic projections that illustrate a 15% 
to 25% increase in trips per day on Highway 43 over the next 20 years. 

 Other options:  An option that the DTAAC did not study in depth was light 
rail.  Given the larger size of the vehicles, their cost and their operating 
characteristics, DTAAC felt that light rail would not be suitable for Lake 
Oswego.  This is based upon the City’s urban design plan, right-of-way 
constraints and the existing and anticipated scale of development along parts 
of the Highway 43 corridor.   

 
4.2 Findings:  In examining transit technology that would best fit Lake Oswego’s 

needs, the DTAAC primarily focused on the Comprehensive Plan policies 
relevant to its charge.  The following are excerpted from the Land Use, Housing, 
Energy Conservation, Economic Development, Transportation and Urbanization 
Chapters of the Comprehensive Plan: 

 
 Transit will be fast, comfortable and accessible. 
 Land use patterns, design standards and street/pedestrian improvements 

will be developed that support transit. 
 Transit will be developed as a viable alternative to auto in the City’s highest 

density employment and housing areas. 
 Develop transit centers in Town Centers. 
 Preserve existing rail right-of-way to maintain transit opportunities. 
 Provide a variety of housing types/prices. 
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 Designate high density areas where there are public services, transit service, 
parks, employment and shopping opportunities. 

 Enhance the prosperity and livability of the community.  
 Provide close-to-home employment opportunities.  
 Support redevelopment of commercial/industrial lands rather than designate 

additional land for those uses. 
 Designate Downtown and Lake Grove as primary centers of commercial 

activity. 
 Allow mixed use that will provide for commercial, entertainment, 

professional, cultural, public and residential uses. 
 Do not allow big box retail in downtown. 
 Reduce dependency on the automobile. 
 Ensure that development minimizes pressure to expand the Urban Growth 

Boundary. 
 Provide opportunities for mixed use commercial and residential development 

within commercial zones. 
 Reduce energy consumption through the use of alternative transportation. 
 Require energy efficient land use and circulation patterns through mixed use 

development and promoting high density developments near transit and 
major employment and shopping opportunities.   
 

The DTAAC also considered the Lake Oswego Redevelopment Report Vision 
Statement: 

 ….create pride, enhance shopping services, utilize the unique physical 
characteristics of the area and improve the tax base….an exciting place that 
attracts the public….transporting people to and from the area, creating 
pleasant pedestrian facilities, providing adequate parking, and creating 
activities that will attract the public, are necessary components… 

 Pedestrian network….civic places….high density, compact shopping, 
district….high housing density….a transit interchange to accommodate bus 
transfer, railroad through traffic, future light rail, and “park-and-ride” 
capability… 
 

Other relevant factors the DTAAC examined included: 
Ability of the transit mode to substitute for auto use:  A key issue in evaluating 
transit is the degree to which it attracts riders and substitutes for automobile 
travel, and therefore reduces traffic problems such as congestion, parking costs 
and accidents. Rail tends to provide higher quality service than bus transit. Rail 
is usually more comfortable, faster (particularly if grade separated, so trains are 
not delayed by congestion) and better integrated into the urban landscape. As a 
result, rail transit usually attracts more riders within a given area, particularly 
discretionary riders (travelers who could drive but choose to ride transit, also 
called choice riders), and so is more effective than bus transit at reducing 
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automobile trips (Pratt, 1999; FTA, 2002).  Lake Oswego’s citizenry indicated in 
the most recent Community Survey (2005) that streetcar or light rail would lead 
them to increase their use of public transportation more than increased bus 
frequency or bus shelters ( 41% compared to 7-12%).   
 
Travel surveys find that households located near rail transit stations tend to own 
fewer cars and drive less than households in areas that lack rail service. This 
could partly reflect self-selection (households that prefer transit choose to live in 
such areas), but there is evidence that residents often reduce their vehicle 
ownership and shift travel patterns when they move there. A study of Orenco 
Station, a transit oriented development along Portland’s light rail line, found that 
22% of residents commute by public transit, far higher than the 5% regional 
average, and 69% use public transit more often than they did in their previous 
community (Podobnik, 2002). In addition, the probability of a household owning 
a motor vehicle decreases by about a third for residents of such communities, 
taking into account other demographic and economic factors (Hess and Ong, 
2002). 

Ability to encourage transit oriented development:   In general, studies of 
transit’s ability to attract development have indicated that those modes that are 
fixed guideway (light rail, heavy rail, and streetcar) provide the most confidence 
to investors, developers and business owners as they consider development.  
This is borne out in the most recent Hovee study (Figure 1) of development along 
the Portland Streetcar line in downtown Portland.  This study showed that 
before the line was operational (pre-1997), development within one block of the 
streetcar line occurred at 30% of floor area allowed by zoning, while after the 
streetcar was completed, development within one block of the streetcar line 
occurred at 90% of floor area allowed by zoning.  The study also looked at 
development within two blocks, pre and post-streetcar (34% vs. 74%), within 
three blocks (48% vs. 62%) and within more than three blocks (43% vs. 42%).  
There is no similar evidence that bus or river transit, for example, has similar 
development impacts.  
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Figure 1 
Hovee Study Chart1 

 

  
 

Ability to take advantage of existing transit investments:  The Willamette Shore 
Rail (Jefferson Street Rail line) right-of-way was purchased in 1988 by a 
consortium of seven governmental agencies at a cost of $2 million.  Estimates on 
the present value of the line vary from $30 million to $50 million.  In examining 
funding strategies for the award of federal funds for a transit project, the DTAAC 
encourages the consideration of the use of this asset as a potential local match for 
funding.   
 
Using this right-of-way for streetcar would also leverage investment in the 
transit system as a whole, to cost-effectively increase corridor and system-wide 
transit ridership.  The region currently has a system of bus, streetcar and light 
rail transit that functions as a fully integrated system.  Using streetcar technology 
would seamlessly integrate high capacity transit for the Highway 43 corridor 
into the existing system of transit facilities including transit centers, access and 
ticketing facilities, and bus and light rail maintenance facilities, in a way that 
river transit, for example, cannot.  Additionally, streetcar along this corridor 
would provide a direct connection to the planned/constructed streetcar 
alignments in the South Waterfront area.  River transit would require separate 
and new docking facilities, transfer facilities, vessel repair facilities, and uniquely 
trained operators, that are not currently part of the TriMet transit system. 

 

                                                 
1 FAR stands for Floor Area Ratio.  FAR is a ratio of the amount of building area on a parcel to the amount of land 
area.  For example, on a 10,000 square foot lot, an FAR of 1.0 could be expressed as a one story structure 
completely covering the parcel or a two story structure of 10,000 square feet covering one-half of the parcel, and so 
on. 
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 Ability to reduce environmental impacts:  Streetcar is quieter and produces less 
pollution than diesel buses or diesel vessels.  

 
 Ability to reduce reliance on non-renewable resources:  The region’s energy 

consumption currently consists of approximately 50% fossil fuels and 50% 
renewable hydroelectric power.  The Portland streetcar system is electrically 
powered, unlike diesel buses, which are powered solely by fossil fuels. 

 
4.3 Conclusions and recommendations for transit mode: DTAAC recommends a modern 

streetcar, i.e., an extension of the existing and planned Portland Streetcar system, 
for the following reasons: 
 The ability to attract transit oriented development at a scale that would 

encourage accessing a transit facility via non-auto modes,  
 The ability to attract both transit dependent riders and “choice riders” as 

well, 
 The ability to leverage use of the existing regional transit infrastructure, and 
 The transit vehicle is quiet, has no to low emission, and is reliable and less 

dependent on non-renewable fuels. 
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5. Park-and-ride Options: 

 
5.1 Background:  Park-and-ride facilities are typically made available as part of a 

preferred alternative to serve riders that are at the periphery of a travel shed.  
These areas are in more dispersed (lower density areas) and/or are in areas 
where there are not opportunities to walk, bike or take transit to a high capacity 
transit facility.   

 
5.2 Findings: The DTAAC has found that: 
 

 There is a limited supply of land in downtown Lake Oswego and in the 
Foothills district.  Using a large amount of this scarce resource for large single 
purpose parking should be avoided;  

 Effects of park-and-ride size and location on circulation and access should be 
carefully analyzed in any option.   

 State Street currently experiences high traffic congestion at peak hours.  
Locating park-and-ride and other transit facilities in a manner that does not 
result in increased congestion, but adds capacity to the corridor, should be a 
high priority; 

 Lake Oswego is pursuing a broad effort of plans and investments which are 
directed toward achieving a more vibrant and walkable downtown.  Large, 
single-purpose park-and-ride facilities in the downtown run counter to this 
approach. 

 Transit demand from West Linn, Stafford and other points south will 
continue to grow over the next 20 years and beyond, and will need to be 
largely accommodated through bus service or park-and-ride facilities that are 
designed and located to intercept trips south of Lake Oswego prior to 
arriving in downtown Lake Oswego. 

 Other sources of transit ridership come from secondary areas that do not have 
convenient access to transit but are able to drive to a park-and-ride and then 
access a major transit facility. 

 There is a need for some parking facilities in the Town Center to discourage 
parking on neighborhood streets.  

 First Addition Neighbors (FAN) Neighborhood Plan (City of Lake Oswego, 
1996), Parking Chapter, Policy 1 indicates “Discourage long term, non-
resident and non-guest parking on Local Streets in areas zoned for residential 
uses.” Policy 4 indicates “Ensure adequate but not excessive off street parking 
is provided for all land uses in FAN.” 

 DTAAC members who are neighborhood residents report that long term 
transit parking currently occurs in neighborhoods near the existing transit 
center.  These members see a benefit to park-and-ride facilities.   
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 Some DTAAC members who are business or property owners see a need for 
additional parking downtown for their clients and employees.  They would 
prefer to see valuable land resources taken up for these purposes, rather than 
for transit users. 

 
5.3 Conclusions and recommended criteria for evaluating park-and-ride size and location:  The 

DTAAC concludes that some form of park-and-ride facilities will be needed with 
high capacity transit.  The DTAAC did not come to a conclusion regarding the 
size or location of park-and-ride facilities.   

 
To the extent that park-and-ride facilities are included, the following criteria 
have been developed and are recommended for use in future recommendations.  
Options that meet these criteria should be favored throughout the process:   

 
 Shared parking is preferable to single-use parking facilities when timing of 

parking needs for various uses is compatible. 
 Park-and-ride facilities in downtown Lake Oswego should be designed as 

smaller, less monolithic facilities rather than as a single large facility to 
comply with the desired character, scale and walkability of the downtown. 

 Locate larger park-and-rides where there are minimal opportunities for 
transit oriented development and a need to intercept riders from the south 
and west of downtown, outside of downtown Lake Oswego. 

 Facilities should be designed in character with surrounding development. 
 Consider park-and-ride as an interim use if land is available prior to 

development. 
 In encouraging ridership, it is preferable to consider the following options 

over large park-and-rides in the downtown: 
o More efficient bus system design or  
o Establish a circulator bus to facilitate access to streetcar, concurrent with 

the development of streetcar service, to provide convenient and efficient 
transfer of passengers between modes.   

 Pursue opportunities for park-and-ride spaces in redevelopment projects. 
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6.  The area’s potential for transit supportive development: 
 

6.1 Background: Since one of the primary sources of ridership anticipated would be 
from transit oriented development in addition to park-and-ride facilities, the 
DTAAC, as an exercise, considered the upper range of possible development 
intensity for areas within 1/4 mile of potential alignments.  This discussion 
helped inform DTAAC’s recommendations regarding transit project alignment 
since it recognized areas where redevelopment may be likely to occur in the 
future.  Density and design types that the Committee worked with are shown in 
Figure 2.  DTAAC based the rowhouse and village mixed use design types on 
existing downtown (EC Zone) zoning standards.  While the EC Zone allows for 
densities at the lower end of the range for the higher scale mixed use, it would 
not provide for the upper end of the range today.  The DTAAC divided into 
three working groups for purposes of this exercise and produced slightly 
different scenarios.   

 
6.2 Findings: The DTAAC’s working assumptions for this exercise included the 

following:  
 The Foothills area will be redeveloped with transit oriented mixed use 

development, including housing at densities that may be somewhat greater 
than those currently allowed by the primary downtown zoning district, the 
EC zone.  

 Redevelopment elsewhere in the East End will continue at its current levels, 
but more intense development could be acceptable in certain areas, 
particularly along the compact shopping street, if allowed.  

 
6.3 Recommendations or Recommended Criteria for Evaluation: The DTAAC alignment 

recommendation along State Street places the transit line within walking distance 
of the areas of greatest potential redevelopment opportunities.  The positive 
ridership impacts of this type of redevelopment on the viability of the potential 
transit project should be taken into account in the Alternatives Analysis and in 
the location and siting of transit related facilities, including park-and-ride 
facilities. 
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Figure 2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

A typical development in Lake 
Oswego at this density is the 
condominium development 
bounded by 2nd/3rd /Evergreen 
and A Avenue, at about 32 units 
per acre. 

In terms of density illustrated in 
this design type, the Lake 
Garden Condominiums, 
currently under review by the 
City, to be located at 2nd Street 
between B and C, is a four story 
residential development 
proposed at 60 units per acre.   

There are few mixed use 
structures in Lake Oswego with 
retail on the ground floor and 
housing above.  In terms of 
development at the density 
shown in this example, a 
development that readers may 
be familiar with is the Belmont 
Dairy in SE Portland at 34th 
Street.   
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7. Glossary Terms:  
 
Alternative Analysis (AA):  The AA is a term used by the Federal Transit 
Administration.  The transportation planning process of Alternative Analysis includes 
a) an assessment of a wide range of public transportation alternatives, which will 
address transportation problems within a corridor or subarea; b) ample information to 
enable the Secretary of Transportation to make the findings of project justification and 
local financial commitment; c) the selection of a locally preferred alternative; and d) the 
adoption of the locally preferred alternative, which will be part of the long-range 
transportation plan. 
 
Choice riders:  Transit riders who could drive but choose to take transit. 
 
Locally Preferred Alternative:  A locally preferred alternative is the transit project 
identified and agreed upon by local and regional decision-makers and adopted by 
Metro, and is the final step in an Alternatives Analysis. 
 
Transit Oriented Development (TOD):  Higher density development, as envisioned by 
the Lake Oswego Downtown Redevelopment Plan, located within walking distance 
[approximately 1/2 mile] of a major transit stop, generally with a mix of residential, 
employment and shopping opportunities designed for pedestrians without excluding 
the auto. TOD can be new construction or redevelopment of one or more buildings 
whose design and orientation facilitate transit use.  
 
Travel Shed:  This term refers to the geographic area that encompasses the origins, 
destinations and primary paths of the majority of trips contributing to and/or affected 
by the identified transportation problem or need. 
 
Downtown Lake Oswego:  This term refers to the area included in the Lake Oswego 
Redevelopment Agency (LORA) boundary as shown on the following map: 
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City of Lake Oswego 
Downtown Transit Alternatives Advisory Committee 

Charge Statement 
February 20, 2005 

 
Background: 
The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) as well as the Lake Oswego Transportation System 
Plan (TSP) project that over the next 20 years, person-trips in the Highway 43 corridor will 
increase generally by 20-25%.  The physical constraints of the Corridor make roadway 
expansion impractical.  Through Metro’s Transportation Priorities Program, 2006-09, regional 
funding has been allocated to conduct an Alternatives Analysis (AA) to examine transit options 
in the Highway 43 Corridor.  This funding will supplement previously allocated funding to 
examine bike/pedestrian alternatives for the Corridor.  The purpose of the Alternatives Analysis, 
is to examine various transportation solutions in the corridor and will result in a preferred 
alternative.   
 
The AA process will occur during 2005.  A general outline of that process is attached.  The 
purpose of the Downtown Transit Alternatives Advisory Committee (DTAAC) is to provide the 
local community the opportunity to suggest, comment on and review the conceptual alternatives 
that the AA will address, with a critical eye toward the impacts on the local community and its 
livability.  The DTAAC will ensure that the AA reviews issues and their impacts on community 
livability, economic development and transportation goals. 
 
Some of the current community issues and efforts to enhance livability include:  

• Enhancing the development potential of the downtown 
• Studying the feasibility of rezoning the Foothills area to encourage a vibrant, attractive 

mixed-use area that will become a distinctive part of the Downtown Lake Oswego 2040 
Town Center.   

• Integrating multimodal transportation alternatives into the downtown and Foothills area 
to best serve future anticipated growth in jobs and housing and enhance mobility for the 
Town Center 

• How to best integrate the existing Willamette Shore Line rail right of way, into the 
proposed alternatives. 

 
Objectives: 
The Downtown Transit Alternatives Advisory Committee shall assist the City Council in: 

• Suggesting, reviewing and refining transit alternatives for the regional AA process. 
• Developing criteria for review of the effectiveness of chosen transit alternatives on 

community livability, including local economy, mobility and circulation and land use 
• Recommending preferred alignments within the City of Lake Oswego for various 

alternatives and their impacts including, but not limited to location of a potential future 
transit center, streetcar terminus location, feasibility of and potential location for park and 
ride facilities, docking facilities or other facilities.  

• Monitoring the AA process and communicating other issues or recommendations as 
requested by Council and ensuring that community needs are addressed.  

APPENDIX A 
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• Assuring and channeling community involvement regarding livability impacts of transit 
alternatives. 

 
Scope of Work/Product 
The DTAAC shall work with City staff and a consultant to develop a graphic and written report 
for recommendation to the Council for those objectives listed above.  The Committee’s 
recommendations for addressing the objectives, above, shall be documented in a report to 
Council as well as regular communications to Council regarding progress toward Committee 
objectives. 
 
Membership 
Membership of the Downtown Transit Alternatives Advisory Committee shall consist of up to 
nineteen (19) voting members appointed by the City Council, from the following groups: 
 
• Business owners in the Foothills Area (The area bounded by the Willamette River, Tryon 

Creek, Foothills Drive and State Street) (1 member) 
• Commercial property owner in downtown Lake Oswego (2 members) 
• Surrounding Neighborhoods representatives (Lakewood, Evergreen, First Addition, Old 

Town (4 members) 
• Oswego Pointe resident (1 member) 
• Lake Oswego Chamber of Commerce (1 member) 
• Lake Oswego Transportation Advisory Board (1 member) 
• Lake Oswego Planning Commission (1 member) 
• Lake Oswego Neighborhood Action Coalition (LONAC) (1 member) 
• TriMet (non-voting, advisory only) (1 member) 
• Metro (non-voting, advisory only) (1 member) 
• Transportation activist (1 member) 
• Engineer (1 member) 
• Developer (1 member) 
• “Friends of the Trolley” representatives (2) 
• At-large member (1 member) 
• Karl Rohde, Chair 
 
Staff shall be in attendance at specific meetings and to provide technical assistance (e.g. 
City Engineering, Planning, LORA staff). 
 
Qualifications: 
The City Council should consider the following in the selection of Committee members: 
 
• Experience working within a consensus-driven decision-making process, and a 

commitment to such a process for objectives outlined in the charge statement;  
• Understanding that Committee serves at the pleasure of the City Council and the City 

Council as the governing body may request additional review or input into committee 
recommendations. 
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• Ability to share information with, and receiving information from group(s) they are 
representing and the community-at-large. 

 
Time Frame and Performance Requirements 
The Advisory Committee’s work on each task shall be with all deliberate speed as requested by 
Council.  The Committee shall be in place as long as the Council needs to review transit 
alternatives issues for which it would like the Committee’s advice.  The Committee’s likely 
primary time commitment will be in 2005.  The Committee shall submit a report on its 
recommendations for various issues and may report to the City Council at various times.   
 
Organization  
Chair:  The City Council shall appoint the Chair and the Vice-Chair of the Committee.  
City staff shall serve as technical representatives and shall be responsible for assembling 
and compiling all information and reports necessary for the progress of work, including 
meeting notes.  Draft meeting notes and reports will be made available in a timely 
fashion for members’ review and correction.  If all Committee members are in 
agreement, meeting note distribution and other Committee communications may occur 
via email.   
 
Meetings:  The date and time of meetings shall be established at the first meeting or by 
an indication of general consensus thereafter.  All Committee meetings will be open 
work sessions, where the general public is invited to attend with the understanding that 
active participation shall be at the discretion of the Committee chair. 
 
Quorums and Decisions:  A majority of the voting members of the Committee shall constitute a 
quorum.  Decisions shall be made by an indication of general consensus among the Committee 
members present.  Staff will not participate as decision makers.  When this method does not 
serve to establish a clear direction, the chair or the chair’s representative shall call for a roll-call 
vote.  When agreement cannot be achieved on an issue, business shall proceed and City staff 
shall document and present minority positions for future Council consideration.   
// 
// 
// 
// 
// 
Approved by the City Council:    
 
__Judie Hammerstad     /s/_____________ 
Judie Hammerstad, Mayor 
 
Date_____March 1, 2005_____________ 
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