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Executive Summary

In 2000, Portland Parks & Recreation developed a vision for the

park system in 2020. This vision included the development of a full-
service community center with aquatic facilities to meet the needs

of an increasingly dense urban environment. A key challenge to the
development of this facility was the acquisition of land that was affordable
and met the needs for a community center.

During 2002 and 2003, Portland Public Schools (PPS) identified a
number of properties considered “surplus” based on the recommendation
of Innovation Partnerships and the Real Estate Trust. The inner
southeast community was very concerned about the potential of the
Washington High School site passing out of public ownership, and the
process PPS used to identify properties as “surplus.” After very successful
organizing, the community convinced the City of Portland to acquire 4.5
acres of the 7-acre site. This acquisition cost the City $2,000,000 and
was paid for with both General Fund and Tax Increment Financing. The
Central Eastside Urban Renewal District extended the boundaries of

the URA to include this site and make it an eligible expenditure for the
URAC. In 2003, an Advisory Committee was formed by Portland Public
Schools to create a preliminary design for use of the portion of the site
owned by the City of Portland. This design identified key community
priorities that were carried forward into the second committee process.

In 2009, Portland Parks & Recreation (PP&R) received funds as a

result of the support of Senators Ron Wyden and Gordon Smith. This
money was received as a Housing and Urban Development Grant for
$656,500. In April 2009, a second Advisory Committee was appointed

by Parks Commissioner Nick Fish to develop the scope and program

for the facility. Initially, the committee’s task was to build upon the
recommendations of the 2003 Advisory Committee’s work. Shortly after
the committee began meeting, PP&R was approached by Portland Public
Schools and invited to consider the existing high school as part of the
design process. There was some reluctance to include the facility because
the property was not owned by PP&R. After discussion, PP&R and the
Advisory Committee determined that it would be incomplete to design
the site without consideration of the old building.

Based on community priorities and committee criteria, SERA architects
created three design options for the committee to consider. All options
included underground parking below the playfield.

* Option A was a stand-alone facility located at the NW corner of
the site at SE 12 & Stark. The entire facility and fields would be
developed on space currently owned by PP&R.

* Option B was a connected facility with portions of the
community center in a new development and portions located

within the high school building.
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Executive Summary

* Option C was a center located entirely within the high school. The exterior of the building
would be preserved, but the interior would be demolished. PP&R would have to purchase the
building from PPS.

After much discussion, no Advisory Committee members voted for Option B (September 1, 2009
meeting). Concerns about Option B included:

1. PP&R would have to acquire the property from PPS. That cost was unknown.

2. PP&R did not need the entire amount of space in the old building and would need to identify
long-term tenants — a risky and uncertain venture, or

3. PP&R would have to identify a developer willing to put up capital and partner with us.

4. This design had the greatest square footage which could increase neighborhood impact.

Each of these carried a large amount of uncertainty and risk for PP&R and it did not seem reasonable to
pursue the option further.

After a community open house on October 15, 2009, it became apparent that Option C was
unacceptable because there was significant community interest in preserving the entire high school
building and not just the external facade. A prospective developer came forward expressing interest in
redeveloping the property and inviting PP&R to lease the ground floor for community center functions.
This appeared to be an excellent resolution to some of the project challenges. The Advisory Committee
dubbed this Option D and, at the last meeting on November 2, 2009, agreed unanimously to support
recommending Option D to Director Zantner and Commissioner Fish. If the private venture fails to
transpire, the committee recommended that PP&R move forward with developing Option A.
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Design Process Overview

PP&R Community Center Plan

Portland Parks & Recreation has operated community centers since
1913. The average age of our community centers is 57 years. As of
2002, the City had 12 community centers. Nine of the 12 facilities were
constructed for other purposes including fire stations, boarding houses,
and schools. Only three of the facilities were designed specifically to
meet current recreational needs.

In the 2008 Community Center Technical Paper (Appendix B), Portland
Parks & Recreation identified the following goals for community centers:

* A broad range of recreation experiences and opportunities with
basic levels of service available to all.

* High quality, well-maintained facilities that support intensive use.

* Facilities and programs that are well managed and affordable.

* Equitable distribution of centers throughout the city.
Community centers involve a substantial financial investment. They
can require land purchase. They can be expensive to build, own, staff,
program, and operate and they require skilled management and continual
maintenance. The bureau is trying to control costs and to provide more
sustainable services by creating operational and program efficiencies such

as reduced energy and water use, incorporating “green” technologies, and
providing space for flexible programming.

Specific recommendations in the Community Center Technical Paper
include:

* Build a new full-service community center at the Washington
Monroe site.

* Renovate the gym and auditorium at Mt. Scott Community
Center.

* Build a new full-service community center to fill the gap in
Northeast Portland.

* Add a gym and game room at St. Johns Community Center.
* Expand fitness facilities at Southwest Community Center.

* Study future needs at Matt Dishman and Montavilla Community
Centers.

Site Acquisition
(from the Executive Summary of the “Washington-Monroe Site: Final Report of
the Washington-Monroe Project Advisory Comimittee”)

“The approximately 7-acre Monroe High School site, located in
southeast Portland, between Morrison and Stark Streets and 12% &
14" Avenues, is no longer being used as a high school. As a result, the
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Portland School District Board asked the Superintendent to recommend whether the site should be
declared surplus. Portland Parks & Recreation and the community were committed to developing a
community center with aquatics in the inner southeast and viewed this as a potential opportunity.

In February 2003, a committee which included community members, city staff and district
representatives began meeting and recommended in May 2003 that the site be declared surplus and that
the disposition of the site should provide a financial return based on fair market value to the District,
that the site be used to provide new housing opportunities, to address community needs identified as

a community center-swimming pool and open space for recreational purposes and that community
impacts should be addressed. The Board of Education, on July 16, 2003, declared the site surplus

and established directions to continue planning for redevelopment of the site, under the aegis of the
Portland Schools Real Estate Trust.

A Project Advisory Committee was established in accord with the Board’s direction and met from
October 2003 through January 2004, guiding the development of a general concept plan for the site.

A consultant-staff team was available to provide support, assistance and advice to the committee. The
purpose of this effort was to define the amount of land that would be needed to be purchased by
Portland Parks and Recreation for the community center/swimming pool and playfield (to be confirmed
in an agreement between Portland Parks & Recreation and the Portland School District); to explore
different housing and site development opportunities given existing zoning and possible locations on the
site for the community center/swimming pool; and to address on-site parking needs.

The primary findings in the committee’s report (Appendix A) were:

* Depending on the size and design of facilities, approximately 4.5 acres of the site will be needed
for the community center/swimming pool and playfield/open space

* The preferred location for the community center is at the corner of SE 12th Avenue and SE
Stark Street

* 'The original Washington-Monroe High School building (northeast corner of the site) should be
preserved and utilized for housing; the other buildings are not expected to be retained and the
balance of the site, not designated for the community center/swimming pool and playing field/
open space/tree preservation area, is to be utilized to provide new housing opportunities

* Parking for both the housing and community center/swimming pool should be underground

* The stand of trees in the southwest corner of the site should be preserved as open space/park”

In 2004, the City of Portland agreed to purchase 4.5 acres from Portland Public Schools for the

purpose of developing a community center. The Central Eastside Industrial Urban Renewal Advisory
Committee and the Portland Development Commission expanded the boundaries of the Urban Renewal
Area to include the block containing the future community center.

Portland Parks & Recreation worked closely with PPS over the past several years to develop the housing
and recreation components in coordination with each other. Unfortunately, after several years, the fate
of the housing development was still unclear.

In 2006, with the assistance of Senators Gordon Smith and Ron Wyden, Portland Parks & Recreation
received a grant that funded feasibility work and a schematic design for the center. This grant afforded
us the opportunity to begin to work with the community to develop a design for the next community
center in Portland.
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Design Process Overview

Public Engagement Process

This project drew heavily from information gathered from the 2003 Project Advisory Committee. The
project used the findings of that committee as a starting point and asked the public to weigh in on how
the community and its needs may have changed in the ensuing five years.

Commissioner Fish and Director Santner appointed an advisory committee to guide this process. The
Advisory Committee reviewed all information from the feasibility and community studies and developed
recommendations for the programming and development of the facility.

A key responsibility of the Advisory Committee was to communicate information to the constituencies
they represent. Applications for the Advisory Committee were solicited from the community at-large
and from key stakeholder groups, including:

Buckman Community Association
Hosford Abernethy Neighborhood District
Downtown Neighborhood Association
Buckman School

Central Eastside Industrial Council
Reach CDC

Join

Multnomah Youth Commission
Southeast Uplift Neighborhood Program
Benson High School

Commission on the Blind

Recommended Project Advisory Committee Composition (10-15 people suggested)

Local youth (school or parent representative)
Architecture

Recreation programming (YMCA, Club, etc.)
Accounting

Community — surrounding neighborhoods
Housing Development

PP&R Recreation Staff

PP&R Facilities Staff

A unique aspect of this public involvement process (Appendix C) was the tremendously high response
rate to the second comment form (depicting the three design options). More than 1,200 individuals
responded. The significantly high response rate is directly attributable to 1) high community investment
in the project, 2) grants to community organizations willing to distribute the comment form, and 3)
door-to-door distribution of fliers regarding the project. The results of these activities are summarized
in Appendix D and Appendix E.

Program Development Process

PROJECT OBJECTIVES

To create a design for a community center at the former Washington-Monroe High School site, the
Advisory Committee developed project objectives during three committee meetings starting on June 23,
2009, further refined on July 14, 2009, and accepted on July 28, 2009. Listed in no particular order:
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* Reflects and is consistent with the 2004 master plan that lists the following preferences:
o The location for the community center is at the corner of SE 12 Ave and SE Stark St.
o The site will be used for a community center/swimming pool and playfield/open space.
o The stand of trees in the southwest corner of the site be preserved as open space/park.

o Parking for the community center will be underground.

* The community center will make a positive contribution to the character of the neighborhood:
o Scale is appropriate to the site and neighborhood.

o Minimal impact of parking and traffic on the Buckman neighborhood and nearby residents
and businesses.

o Scope of programs addresses high priority needs of inner eastside neighborhoods.

¢ [s affordable for the public to access.

* Provides for maximum programming flexibility.

* (Can be efficiently operated and maintained.

* Is financially feasible to build when funds are available.
* Enables staged development if necessary.

* Meets a minimum Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) gold standard
(required by City Policy).

* Looks at parking options.

MARKET ANALYSIS

The Sports Management Group, a consulting firm dedicated to the planning and design of recreation,
aquatic, and athletic facilities, was included as part of the SERA Architects team to develop a Market
Analysis to help the advisory committee and the design team better understand the demographics within
the service area, location and services offered by commercial providers in the area, and expected trends
in recreation that should be considered as part of the community center design. The Market Analysis, as
well as the background information that went into its development, were presented at the July 28, 2009
Advisory Committee meeting (Appendix F).

The service area for the market analysis was established as a 2-mile radius from the future community

center site. The population within the service area in 2008 was 90,356 and is projected to grow to
92,549 by 2013. The population breakdown is:

® 45.7% are between 20 and 44 years in age

® 28.9% are 45 to 64 years in age

* 15.4% are children/teens up to 19 years in age

* 10% are retirement age adults 65 and older
Studies indicate that all age groups between 12 and 44 are significantly more likely than other groups
to work out with free weights, fitness swimming, strength and resistance equipment, and aerobics.
Although the percentage of children is small, the actual number of children and teens is significant.

Features important to this group are a teen room, gymnasium, rock climbing wall, and a recreational
pool.
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In the service area’s 2-mile radius, 77.4% of residents 25 and older have at least some college education.
Participation in parks and recreation activities is highly correlated to higher levels of education.

The median household income in the service area studied is $40,142 which is lower than the City of
Portland’s average of $48,944. A significant percentage of the households (14%) earn less than $10,000
per year. Households with higher income levels are more likely to participate in activities that would be
offered at a community center. It will be important for the pricing structure of the community center to
include a wide range of options to allow access by households at every level of the income scale.

There are 18 other service providers within the service area — 11 of these are on the west side of the
Willamette River. Of the seven on the east side of the river, two are private membership facilities,

three are commercial, one is a non-profit provider, and one is the City’s Matt Dishman Community
Center. Commercial and private fitness facilities typically serve a different market from public facilities
because of restrictions on attendance and use by youth. The only public facility in the service area is
Matt Dishman Community Center which has a fitness room that is heavily used; demand for use exceeds
capacity during peak use times.

The Market Analysis prepared by the Sports Management Group also includes a national trends
analysis. Trends they found include:

* Baby Boomers will both work and live longer, health is an important consideration for them, and
community center programs should accommodate their needs for recreation.

* Access to a wide range of safe, affordable recreation opportunities is important in prevention of

childhood obesity.

* Creating social, public spaces available by many modes of transportation (walking, bicycling,
driving, public transit) is important in forging a connection between community design and
public health and preventing social alienation.

* Incorporation of green building components in buildings and parks can have an impact on
reducing ongoing operating costs.

* Swimming is the second most popular fitness activity after walking. Demand for water exercise
and family aquatics centers (pools include beach entry, water slides, leisure and activity areas, and
interactive play water features) is increasing.

TRAFFIC ANALYSIS

Kittleson & Associates was included on the SERA Architects team to perform parking and traffic
analyses. Preliminary information on these issues was presented to the Advisory Committee at their
August 11, 2009 meeting. Based on input received at the meeting, Kittleson performed additional traffic
counts at East Portland and Southwest Community Centers to ensure the most complete data is being
used. Based on the additional information, Kittleson prepared a memo on August 31, 2009 summarizing
their parking analysis (Appendix G). The recommendation is that 2.6 parking spaces be provided

for each 1,000 square feet of community center. This would accommodate the typical weekday mid-
morning peak, including a 5% buffer for turnover and circulation.

DESIGN CONSIDERATIONS/OPTIONS

August 11, 2009 Advisory Committee Meeting
SERA Architects presented preliminary design options for the committee to discuss and consider. These
options were based on a program of approximately 70,000 square feet that included leisure and lap pools
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with a spa, community meeting spaces, classrooms, wood floor studio, fitness room, and gymnasium

(Appendix H).

* Option 1 is based on the master plan with a stand-alone community center located on the corner of
SE 12% and Stark.

* Option 2 includes partial use of the Washington High School building to house the community
meeting space, classrooms, and fitness room on the first two floors. The pools, wood floor studio,
and gymnasium are in a new, separate, 2-story building on the corner of SE 12* and SE Stark.

*  Option 3 is similar to Option 2, but the new community center building is located south of the high
school fronting SE 14". This orientation allows more community center activities to be located in
the high school, reducing the size of the new addition.

* A fourth option was described that proposed putting the entire community center program of
activities inside the high school building. The building facade would be preserved but the entire
interior would be gutted to allow room for the pool and gym in addition to the other activities. No
renderings of this option were presented.

August 25,2009 Open House
An Open House was held to get additional input on the design options from the public. Three design
options were presented with characteristics for each scheme:

Option A (Option 1 from the 8/11/09 advisory committee meeting) (Appendix I)

* Most efficient floor plan (build the least amount of building for the same program area)

* Vertical (3-story) community center

* All new building allows for easy integration of daylight and natural ventilation, green roofs, and
other green features

e Activates SE Stark St and SE 12% Ave

* Activity across from St. Francis Park which provides “eyes on the park”

* Entrance to parking garage close to entrance to community center, minimizing the distance for
people to travel to the center

* Easy to connect between underground parking and center

* Most efficient for PP&R to operate and supervise which results in lower, ongoing taxpayer costs

* Construction of this design can be phased — the facility can be built as funds become available — total
funding not needed up front to begin development

* Does not address reuse or fate of historic Washington High School

Option B (originally Option 2) (Appendix J)

* Nearly one-level community center

* New entrance aligned with SE 13% Ave activates Stark St

* Reuses portion of the ground floor of the existing high school

* Preserves central theater in high school but requires a partner to manage the space and the program
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* The existing building has to be fully rehabilitated to use any portion of it — requires a development
partner to help with these costs

* Additional site area to use for community garden and children’s playground

* Activity across from St. Francis Park provides “eyes on the park”

* More challenging to operate because of multiple buildings on grade and may require additional
PP&R staff

* Renovated building maintenance costs will be higher

* On-grade pool allows for indoor/outdoor connection

* More parking is required to accommodate increased square footage of community center and
existing building

¢ Larger square footage with full build-out and partnership could increase neighborhood impact and
traffic

* Construction of this design can be phased — the facility can be built as funds become available — total
funding not needed up front to begin development

* The high school building is not currently owned by PP&R

Option 3 (eliminated by the advisory committee because it conflicted with the master plan objective to
locate the community center on the corner of SE 12 and Stark).

Option C (the fourth option presented to the committee on 8/11/09 with the entire community center
inside Washington Monroe High School) (Appendix K)

* Largest area left for park functions which allows for separate active and passive areas

* Reuses entire Washington High School for community center

Vertical (3-story) community center

* Entrance to community center at the existing historic front entry of Washington High School
Activates SE Stark St

* Project cannot be built in phases, need to have money up front to begin construction

"The high school building is not currently owned by PP&R

* Preserves views and grandeur of Washington High

A questionnaire was provided to open house attendees to add their input to the process (Appendix L).

September 1, 2009 Advisory Committee Meeting

A summary of the public comments on the design options discussed at the open house was presented.
The committee was also provided with construction and operating cost estimates for each option (this
was not available at for the Open House). All three options included all the programming elements

that the design team felt were important in meeting the cost recovery target. In addition, program
elements that the community had prioritized were added. As a result, the size of the design options were
approximately 80,000 square feet. The committee discussed their preferences among the three options.
Opinions were split between Option A and Option C. Option B received no votes. Some committee
members discussed an Option A that incorporated elements of Option B. The committee expressed
strong concern about the impacts of an 80,000 sf facility on the community.

September 8, 2009 Advisory Committee Meeting
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The primary activity of the advisory committee was a small group exercise to reduce the size of the
community center, maintain the cost recovery target, and keep high priority programs. The result of
this meeting was the “consensus program” that was the basis of future design work.

While the consensus program did provide clear priorities for programming, it did not provide clear
agreement on size. Size continued to be a key discussion point throughout the process.

September 22, 2009 Advisory Committee Meeting

The goal of this meeting was for the committee to make a recommendation on the preferred design
option. The design consultants presented further refined versions of Options A and C as well as updated
cost and budget estimates, program elements, and phasing options. The committee was unable to reach
consensus and recommended a preferred design option.

October 15, 2009 Open House

The purpose of this open house was to gather additional input from the community to help the advisory
committee in their decision making process. Zari Santner, Director of Portland Parks & Recreation, and
CJ Silvester, representing Portland Public Schools, both attended the open house and were available to
answer questions from the public. The result of the comments at the open house did not reflect a clear
community priority — 46.6% preferred Option C and 44.8% preferred Option A. There was a strong
showing of people who expressed concern about preserving the historic nature of the building which
would not be accomplished in Option C.

November 2, 2009 Advisory Committee Meeting

The goals of this meeting were to discuss the open house comment results and recommend a preferred
design option. Susan Lindsay, chair of the advisory committee as well as Buckman Neighborhood
Association, distributed a description of a new option she called Option D. Susan Lindsay had been
contacted by a private developer expressing his interest in purchasing the high school building to
develop using historic tax credits, with the community center on the ground floor with housing above.
Zari Santner indicated PP&R would support looking into this option further. The committee reached a
consensus on recommending Option D with Option A as a fallback.

December 1, 2009 Advisory Committee Meeting

The goal of this meeting was to clarify the size, scope and programming of Options D and A and to
celebrate the work of the committee. The design consultants presented sketches of Option D (Appendix
M) and Option A “Fallback” (Appendix N) to the committee. The committee endorsed this design

with the following qualifications: create adequate drop-off areas, ensure the design is sustainable, and
prioritize efficient use of space.

Detailed meeting notes are included as Appendix O.
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Appendix A — Washington-Monroe 2004 Report

Appendix B - Community Centers Technical Paper 2008
Appendix C — Public Involvement Plan

Appendix D — Outreach Activities Summary

Appendix E — Open House Summary Report: October 15, 2009
Appendix F — Market Analysis

Appendix G — Parking Analysis Summary

Appendix H — Advisory Committee Meeting: August 11, 2009
Appendix I - Open House (option A): August 25, 2009
Appendix ] - Open House (option B): August 25, 2009

Appendix K — Open House (option C): August 25, 2009
Appendix L — Open House Comment Summary: August 25, 2009
Appendix M — Advisory Committee Meeting (option D): December 1, 2009

Appendices

Appendix N — Advisory Committee Meeting (option A fallback): December 1, 2009

Appendix O — Meeting Notes
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APPENDIX A

Washington-Monroe 2004 Report
Link: http://www.portlandonline.com/parks/index.cfm?a=228551&c=51821
Or call 503-823-7529 to order a hard copy.
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APPENDIX B

Community Centers Technical Paper June 2008
Link: http://www.portlandonline.com/parks/index.cfm?a=218786&c=38306
Or call 503-823-7529 to order a hard copy.
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APPENDIX C

Public Involvement Plan
29 January 2009

Project Manager: Susan Meamber

PI Coordinator: Elizabeth Kennedy-Wong

Meeting Facilitator: EKW

Project Start: February 2009

Project Complete: Community Center Opening (This part of the project, scoping and
feasibility study will go through August 2009)

PROJECT SCOPE

Develop a new community center in inner-southeast Portland that will serve people of all ages
and abilities and accommodate a wide range of activities that promote health and wellness, arts/
culture, and social interactions. The center components will be determined through feasibility
studies and market analysis. The design will likely include a community center, an aquatics
center, outdoor recreation facilities, and parking.

PROJECT BACKGROUND

In 2003 Portland Public Schools declared the site of the Washington Monroe High School
surplus and began working with the Real Estate Trust to dispose of the site for redevelopment
into housing. Surrounding neighborhoods, including Buckman, Hosford Abernethy, and
Kerns became alarmed at the lack of public process and at the potential for the site to be sold
out of the public domain. Additionally, the community had long identified the site as the best
potential site for development of a community center. Inner Southeast Portland had been
identified as deficient of community facilities for close to 20 years. After negotiation between
the City of Portland and Portland Parks & Recreation, the City of Portland purchased a
portion of the property for development of a community center and recreation fields.

The development of this project has been identified as a priority by the Central Eastside
Urban Renewal Advisory Council, who expanded the URA boundaries to include the site and
prioritized it for funding. Additionally, City Council committed to the development of the site
with its purchase in 2003.

PROJECT DIRECTION
A single design/build contract for the entire project is being investigated. The proposed work
will be broken into phases that will be awarded when funding becomes available.

Timeline
Start: December 2008 End: March 2010
Phase I — Feasibility study, schematic design and cost estimate — June 2009

Phase IT — Design Development and cost estimate — dependent on funding

Phase III — Bid/Construction — dependent on funding

Budget
$40-$45 million total project costs
$667,000 of federal funding is currently available for Phase I
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PROJECT OBJECTIVES
Create a facility design that:

* (Can be efficiently operated and maintained

* Provides for maximum flexibility in programming
* Is financially feasible and affordable

* Meets a minimum gold LEED standard

* Enables staged development if necessary

* Reflects a character that captures the qualities and spirit of the City of Portland

POTENTIAL ISSUES AND OPPORTUNITIES

The host neighborhood is highly invested this project. Buckman Community Association identifies
as the champions of the community center. They have articulated concerns about the facility and its
impacts to the community including traffic and parking. We will need to work closely with them to
ensure that they are integrally involved in addressing these issues.

The development of this community center may have impacts on service and programming at the Matt
Dishman Community Center. This facility should be engaged as we look at programming WAMO.

Hosford Abernethy, Kerns, Richmond, and other neighborhoods have expressed that the interests of the
Buckman neighborhood are being prioritized over the interests of the larger community. The best way
to ensure all interests are heard and weighed appropriately is to create a broad and inclusive process that
ensures that we are listening and responding to everyone who has a stake in this facility.

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT OVERVIEW
A Project Advisory Committee was convened in October 2003 to work with the community to identify
community needs and develop a general concept plan for the site. Primary findings from that work were:

* Depending on the size and design of facilities, approximately 4.5 acres of the site will be needed
for the community center/swimming pool and playfield/open space.

* The preferred location for the community center is at the corner of SE 12th Avenue and SE
Stark Street.

* The original Washington-Monroe High School building should be preserved and utilized for
housing; the other buildings are not expected to be retained.

* Parking for both the housing and community center/swimming pool should be underground.
* The stand of trees in the southwest corner of the site should be preserved as open space/park.

Portland Parks & Recreation has been working closely with PPS over the past several years to develop
the housing and recreations components in coordination with each other. Unfortunately, after several
years, the fate of the housing development is still unclear.

This project will draw heavily from information gathered from the previous Project Advisory
Committee. We will begin with their findings and ask the public to weigh in on how the community
and its needs may have changed in the ensuing 5 years.

Portland Parks & Recreation (Director or Commissioner) will appoint an advisory committee to guide
this process. The Advisory Committee will review all information from the feasibility and community
studies and develop recommendations for programming and development of the facility.
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We will strive to develop excellent communication systems with the interested stakeholders.
Additionally, a key responsibility of the Advisory Committee will be to communicate information to the
constituencies they represent.

Applications for the Advisory Committee will be solicited from the community at large and from key
stakeholder groups, including, but not limited to:

Stakeholder Outreach (this is not intended to be exhaustive)
Buckman Community Association
Hosford Abernethy Neighborhood District
Downtown Neighborhood Association
Buckman School
Central Eastside Industrial Council
Reach CDC
Join
Multnomah Youth Commission
Benson High School
Blind Commission

Project Advisory Committee (10-15 people suggested)
Knowledge of :
Local youth (school or parent representative)
Architecture
Recreation programming (YMCA, Club, etc.)
Accounting
Community — surrounding neighborhoods
Housing Development
PP&R Recreation Staff
PP&R Facilities Staff

Publications/Notification

Newsletters/Postcards
Initial newsletter mailed to carrier routes

Meeting/Event Notices/Fliers
Fliers in local businesses
Distributed through school take homes
Website
Updated monthly
Signage
Posted on fencing around facility
Media
Opportunity for media and publicity around federal support (delegation) of the project.
Need to work with Government Relations to determine if we still want to pursue
this opportunity.

Public Meetings
Anticipate two Open Houses in addition to Advisory Committee meetings.
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PI Schedule
March 2009
Develop materials
Article for local publications and websites
Advisory Committee Interest Form
PAC Recruitment (deadline February 15)
Article in SE Examiner
Information distributed to neighborhood association websites
ONI Notification
Media Release
Project Team meets to review Advisory Committee Applicants
Announce Advisory Committee
Article in SE Examiner
Mail meeting invitations

Week of March 30
Advisory Committee Meeting #1
Project Orientation
Goal
What is a Community Center?
National and local trends and information
Review RFP process and consultant selection timeline
Review meeting calendar and committee roles and responsibilities
April 9
Public Meeting — Project Kick-Off
Overview of process
Review results of 2004 PAC
Public input on what the community needs
Late April
Sub-committee reviews REFP’s
Advisory Committee Meeting #2 — Meet with Consultant finalists

June
Award Consultant Contract

July

Advisory Committee Meeting #3 — Meet with Consultants, Review work plan and timeline
July/August

Consultants work

Traffic Assessment

Community Survey

Market Survey

August 25
Public Meeting #2 — What we heard

August/September
Advisory Committee Meeting #4 — Prioritizing and balancing programs and impacts

October
Public Meeting #3 — Present proposed program
Advisory Committee Meeting #5 — Finalize proposed program

Portland Parks & Recreation
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Washington High Community Center

Public Input Process
April 2009

Community Input
Open House #1
Public Meetings

Surveys

 »

Advisory Committee
Helps select consultant
Reviews current

status/trands in community
center development

Advisory Committee
Identifies priorities

Makes recommendations for
designs

Community Input
Open House #2
Public Meetings
Comment forms

Consultant

Gathers information on
impacts; including traffic
and parking

Conducts market
analysis (what is already
here? what are
gaps/needs?)

Random Sample Survey
Compiles

information and presents
to Advisory Committee

—

Consultant

Develops three design

N

Advisory Committee

Takes community feedback,
makes recommendations for
refining and developing one

design

Community Input
Open House #3
Public Meetings
Comment forms

options

Consultant

Refines and develops

design
Advisory Committee
Takes community feedback,
makes recommendations for
refining and developing final
design
Consultant

Advisory Committee

Recommends final design to
Parks & Recreation Director
and Commissioner Fish

Refines and develops

design
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APPENDIX D

Outreach Activities Summary
May 5, 2009

The following organizations have competed or proposed activities to gather feedback
on the proposed Washington High Community Center.

Completed

Kerns/Buckman Clean-Up Survey 120

Open House Survey 45

Total 165

Planned

Buckman Community Association ~ Targeted Mailer 1739
Immediate neighbors

Friends of Ladd Gardens Survey — Door to Door 665

Buckman Sun School/PTA Youth Activity 200

Center for Intercultural Organizing Event 100

Southeast Uplift/ Event 100
Buckman neighbors

Reach Mailer - 97214 535

HAND Targeted Survey 100

Total 3439

Using the rule of halves — of the 2,939 distributed by mail or dropped at the door — 1
would expect to receive approximately 200 back. The committed events will yield

another 500. This could bring us up to a total number of responses between 800-
1,000.

All events and activities are required to target their participation to individuals who
live inside the proposed community center service area. All responses can be tracked
by zip code.

Portland Parks & Recreation is working with each group to develop consistent tools to
gather information and ensure all outreach efforts reflect a consistent understanding
and message about the project.
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Outreach Evaluation
August 28, 2009

Overview

The Public Involvement Plan for this project outlines a strategy that focused on
intense grassroots outreach and visibility efforts in the initial phases. Through surveys
and community activities the project generated a solid list more than 1,000 individuals
who are interested in the Washington High Community Center. Additionally,
approximately 50 individuals have contacted Portland Parks & Recreation requesting
to receive information.

"This initial list of names gathered from the surveys forms the foundation of outreach
activities for the duration of the project.

Budget
$60, 000 or 10% of the project budget was set aside for public involvement. Below is a
breakdown of expenses to date.

$7,350 Outreach Support (surveys)

$950 Advertising (Open House 2)

$ 30,000 (total projected) Staff Time@ averaged 10 hours/week for 9 months
$ 6,000 Printing & Distribution

$ 6,000 Meetings & Open House

$50,300 Total

Outreach Targets (in order of most likely to actively engage in the process)

e Self-identified interested parties — people who have already expressed an
interest are the most likely people to attend an open house — we have a solid
list of those based on the survey response and an additional list of 110 folks
who have contacted parks directly = 1,000 people

e Engaged community members — neighborhood associations, community based
organizations, etc.

e Business community — through business associations and targeted businesses
through CEIC

e General community

Strategies

e Direct Mail — most expensive, most effective with 1,000 pieces
already identified interest individuals (need to repeat
mailings if this strategy is used to target folks who
don’t already have this on their radar — think about
campaign mailings)

e Print Advertisement 3 ads
$950

20 Washington High School Community Center — January 2011



e Electronic alerts — cost effective, easy to target, easy to
broadcast, easy to repeat. Email can be sent to
identified supporters, supporters can easily forward.

emailed directly to 750
people, 4 times (July
23, August 12, August
19, August 21) —
including
neighborhood
associations, business
associations,
community
organizations

e Posters — good visibility, limited life span (3-5 days)

Distributed posters
between the river and
39" (up to 50* on
Division and
Hawthorne) and 1-84
and Holgate — 2
rounds, week of
August 10 and 17, 200

posters
o Fliers — cost effective 500 random
distribution
e Phone Calls - cost effective, labor intensive, good Targeted to business
persuasion strategy community (CEIC)

Michael Z. assisted
with outreach

e Media — hard for pre-event coverage to increase

visibility, good for day-of visibility

Press release went out,
Channel 2 was present

Brainstorm list at 7/14/09 meeting

Status

Brooklyn, Hand, Creston-Kenilworth,
Richmond, Sunnyside, Belmont Area
Business Association, East Burnside Business
Association, Hawthorne Area Business
Association

10 neighborhood associations directly
by phone early in the project (March).
Each neighborhood association
receives the information sent to the
Advisory Committee (meeting
minutes, project information etc.).
Four notices about the open house
were sent.

SE Examiner, Sellwood Bee, Hollywood
Star— an article or paid public notice

Advertisements were placed for
August editions

Kerns Neighborhood picnic

?

Neighborhood Night Out

?

Sundays in the Park — August 16, combined
with Hawthorne Street Fair. MAS suggested
holding the open house at Warner Pacific.

?

Appendices
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Buckman Blog

Neighborhood websites; HAND website

Movies/Concerts in the Park — an
announcement can be added to the big
screen.

Land use meetings

Not done (electronic notification

kiosks in the area

only)
Libraries — possibly used on their screen Not done
savers (also could be done in schools and
community centers)
Other community centers Done
Kiosks — CY would distribute posters to Done

SE Industrial Area (URAC) — from 12 to the
Willamette. MW commented that PP&R
needed to find out more about that potential
user group. EKW confirmed that due to cost
considerations, the survey mailing did not get
sent to businesses.

EKW contacted Michael Z. (CEIC)
who agreed to contact area businesses.

Walking around the neighborhoods and
businesses with fliers. LG offered to help.
EKW noted that she will request PAC
assistance with posters.

Doggie daycare centers

Children daycare centers

Fitness gyms/yoga centers

Done - 200 posters, 500 fliers
distributed in two rounds

Business Associations

Done

A PP&R media release

Done

It was assumed that the neighborhood representative on the committee for a specific
neighborhood association assisted by forwarding the electronic alerts to their lists and

posting the information on their websites.

We did not discuss doing a carrier route mailing for this Open House. There are
more 50,000 households in the 2 mile catchment area — not including businesses.

Fliers were provided to committee members at the July 28 meeting and posters were

provided for distribution on August 14.

Finally — additional emails have been sent to our entire contact list informing them of
the opportunity to comment on the design options online.
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APPENDIX E

/.“ PORTLAND PARKS & RECREATION
W Healthy Parks, Healthy Partland

Washington High Community Center

Open House Summary Report
November 2, 2009

Overview

The Washington High Community Center Open House took place Thursday, October 15. More
than 120 people were in attendance. The meeting format included brief remarks from the Advisory
Committee Chair Susan Lindsay and PP&R Director Zari Santner. CJ Sylvester from Portland
Public Schools was invited to present information on the position of the school district regarding the
future of the existing building. Many of the participants were interested in understanding the
districts plans for the building and a healthy contingent emerged interested in conserving the
building for future use — not demolishing the interior for a community center. A representative
from the Bosco-Milligan Foundation was present with a position paper advocating for the
preservation of the entire Washington High School Building.

The Portland Parks & Recreation Project Manager, Susan Meamber, gave an update on where we
were with the designs. Questions were taken from the entire group and then the audience was
invited to view the designs at one of the three stations (each was identical) and speak directly with
members of the design team, advisory committee, and Portland Parks & Recreation.

A comment form was available at the meeting and the form was online through October 26.
Notifications were sent electronically to our contact list (1,000+) informing the public of the
availability of the comment form.

Outreach Summary

*  Mailing — a postcard was mailed to our contact list (965 names) in late September

* Posters — 200 posters were distributed to area businesses from Burnside to Holgate and from the
river to 50™. Posters were also placed along Broadway and businesses along Fremont.

* Fliers — 20,000 fliers were distributed to households and businesses from Fremont to Holgate.
In Southeast from 12 to 20™ and Burnside to Powell. Also the Kerns and Brooklyn
neighborhoods were targeted.

* Electronic notification — Electronic notification was sent three times in the month prior to the
Open House to all neighborhood and business associations in the service area.
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Comment Form Summary

Please indicate your preference on Options A or C by picking one of the following.

Strongly prefer Option C 46.6%
Strongly prefer Option A 44.8%
Either Option is great 8.6%
Total 116

General Observations

Respondents who preferred Option C were still divided about preservation of the building vs.
interior demolition

Emerging voice suggests that there is a lot of support for preserving the building and a
community center may not be the right “fit”

People feel they have waited a long time for this facility

The desire for a gym was repeated throughout the comments

Option B was brought up throughout the comments

Many respondents suggested that A provided good anchor for corner of 12 and Stark

More respondents felt more strongly about building the community center within the high
school than building a new building ( 81.6% vs. 60.5%)

Respondents support the notion of phasing if they get something built sooner, but they want
certainty that they will get to completion

Respondents want the high school to be used

Not having to deal with PPS was a bonus for respondents who preferred Option A

Size of the facility did not seem to make a significant difference to those who supported Options
AorC

IF YOU PREFER OPTION A
We would like to know what characteristics of OPTION A influence your preferences.
1 —This is very important to me

3 —

I don't have an opinion

5 — This is not important to me

1. This option creates a new 3-story building on the open site at SE 12" and Stark.

1+2 60.5%
3 Neutral 19.7%
5+4 19.7%
Total 76

Renovation is potentially risky

New building provides community with what they want, program, sustainable
Strengthens intersection

More cost effective

24
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2. The center could be built in phases - start with a smaller facility and added on to over

time as funding becomes available.

1+2 54.3%
3 Neutral 27.2%
5 +4 18.5%
Total 81

e Allows community to get something more quickly — need something now!
e Concerns about completion/delays
e More expensive in the long term

3. Does not address the future of the existing Washington High School building.

1+2 65.4%
5+4 19.2%
3 Neutral 15.4%
Total 78

e While people generally agreed this was a concern — they did not assume the solution was to put
the community center inside the building.

o Find another use for it

e School districts responsibility

. Does not require any property negotiations with Portland Public Schools (12" and Stark

site owned by PP&R).

1+2 66.7%
5+4 22.2%
3 Neutral 11.1%
Total 72

5. Center size may need to be limited due to the potential build out of adjacent Washington

High.

3 Neutral 353%
1+2 39.7%
5+4 25.0%
Total 68

e Don’t limit building size to accommodate the building
o Several people did not understand the question

¢ Limiting size is unacceptable

e Limiting size is a good idea
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6. Activates the intersection of SE 12 ™ and Stark.
1+2 51.3%

3 Neutral 26.4%
5+4 22.2%
Total 72

e Generally like the idea of increasing people/activity in the area

IF YOU PREFER OPTION C

We would like to know what characteristics of OPTION C influence your preferences.
1 — This is very important to me

3 —I don't have an opinion

5 — This is not important to me

1. This option builds the community center within the exterior walls of existing Washington

High School.

1+2 81.6%
3 Neutral 10.5%
5+4 7.9%
Total 76

o Like look and feel of the building
e Concern with gutting

2. The center could be phased with some program elements added as money becomes

available.

1+2 66.7%
3 Neutral 25.3%
5+4 8.0%
Total 75

e People supported phasing as a way to get something done

3. Provides a certain future for Washington High School.

1+2 85.5%
3 Neutral 7.9%
5+4 6.6%
Total 76

e Not the right future for the building
e Great way to take advantage of the building
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4. Requires acquisition of high school building (owned by Portland Public Schools) for

project.

1+2 45.2%
3 Neutral 31.5%
5+4 23.2%
Total 73

e Itisa big deal, but it is not a deal breaker

5. The additional full block of land at 12" and Stark could be used for open/green space.

1+2 86.3%
3 Neutral 11.0%
5+4 2.8%
Total 73

e People really like the idea of more green space

6. Preserves the look, views and external facade of the existing historic high school.

1+2 81.7%
3 Neutral 9.9%
5+4 8.4%
Total 71

e Look of building fits with the neighborhood
e Alot of community attachment to building

7. Allows for a larger community center.

1+2 53.5%
3 Neutral 29.6%
5+4 16.9%
Total 71

e Space will be well utilized
e Already too big — smaller is better
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8. Limiting additional development on the site reduces parking and traffic impacts

1+2 75.7%
3 Neutral 12.9%
544 11.4%
Total 70

e Parking is an issue

e Increase motivation for alternative transportation
e Parking is essential

o Parking is overblown

How much do you agree with the following statement?

If the old high school were able to be acquired and reused for this project, would you prefer to build
the community center there preserving the exterior shell and appearance, and providing for
increased site open space rather than building an entirely new structure for the center and not
incorporating the high school? (pick one below)

Indicate your answer to the statement above.

1 - strongly agree 57.6%
5 - strongly disagree 31.5%
3 Neutral 7.6%
Total 92

Yes 60 70.6%
No 25 29.4%
Total 85

$10 million 25 30.9%
$0 19 23.5%
$20 million 14 17.3%
$5 million 14 17.3%
$15 million 9 11.1%
Total 81
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Demographic Information

I am age

45-59 49
35-44 31
25-34 22
60-79 15
80 & over 3
16-24 2
Total 122

40.2%
25.4%
18.0%
12.3%
2.5%
1.6%

Iam

female 57
male 55
other 1
Total 113

How many children do you have living with you under the age of 18>

50.4%
48.7%
0.9%

(O N N U N S e =)

Total 80

31.2%
27.5%
27.5%
8.8%
2.5%
2.5%

Regarding residence, I...

own 95
rent 19
other 2
Total 116

81.9%
16.4%
1.7%

Appendices
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I live in the following Portland neighborhood

Buckman 49.1%
HAND 19.3%
Kerns 7.8%
Sunnyside 7.0%
Richmond 2.6%
Brooklyn 1.8%
Concordia 0.9%
Fairview 0.9%
Grant Park 0.9%
Hollywood 0.9%
King 0.9%
Laurelhurst 0.9%
Lloyd Center Area 0.9%
Montavilla 0.9%
Mt Tabor 0.9%
Mt Tabor/Sunnyside 0.9%
Oregon City 0.9%
skyline 0.9%
Western edge of Tabor 0.9%
Woodlawn 0.9%
Total 114

88% of participants came from the identified service area.

Caucasian/White 110 89.4%
Other 8 6.5%
Asian/SE Asian 2 1.6%
Latino 1 0.8%
Native American/Alaska Native 1 0.8%
Pacific Islander 1 0.8%
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How often do you travel by foot?

Daily/weekly 98.4%
Infrequently 0.8%
Monthly 0.8%
Total 124

Daily/weekly 57.6%
Infrequently / never 7.2%
Monthly 4.0%
Total 125

Daily/weekly 64.7%
Infrequently /never 27.9%
Monthly 7.4%
Total 122

Monthly 27.4%
Infrequently/never 34.2%
Daily/weekly 38.5%
Total 117

How did you hear about the Open House?

Flier 43 33.6%
Email 40 31.3%
Other 20 15.6%
Newspaper 16 12.5%
Postcard 9 7.0%
Total 128

This question was not asked (the Advisory Committee eliminated Option B in August).
Respondents wrote in the Option.

I prefer Option B
Yes 11

Portland Parks & Recreation
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WASHINGTON HIGH COMMUNITY CENTER

MARKET ANALYSIS

Overview

To assess the market conditions that may have an impact on the facility’s space programming, participation
and total revenue, The Sports Management Group performed a market analysis. It examined the
demographics of the service area and the trends impacting the demand and delivery of recreational services,
and inventoried the public and commercial providers to test the capacity of the market to serve and meet
the market for selected activities.

Service Area

Mileage radii define service areas and target markets. The primary service area has been defined as the
population residing with a two-mile radius of the Washington Monroe High School site at SE Stark Street
and SE 12th Avenue. The secondary service area includes the area within a three-mile radius of the site.
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MARKET ANALYSIS

Demographics

Demographics are an effective instrument for
making conclusions about potential center users
and appropriate programs because recreation
interests vary based on differences in age, family
status, income, and other demographic measures.
The American Sports Data, Inc (ASD) “Superstudy”
is of assistance in this process: it asked a random
sampling of survey respondents to identify those
activities in which they participated at least once in
the previous year, and then asked them to estimate
their frequency of participation in that year. Those
responses were categorized using demographic
indicators, and the study noted correlations
between certain demographic groups and their
frequency of participation. An examination of
educational attainment and income, household
composition, and age groupings within the service
area helps to make more general conclusions on
the ability and likelihood of demand for facilities
and the purchases of passes or daily admission.

Demographic data provided in this report is based
upon data obtained from DemographicsNow,

a Census-based demographics supplier, and is
provided for the year 2008 unless otherwise stated.

Population

There are 90,356 people residing within a two-mile
radius of the Washington Monroe High School

site, approximately 17% of the total population of
the City of Portland (545,917). There are 181,721
residents, one-third (33.3%) of the total population
of the City of Portland residing within three miles of
the site.

Total Population

2008 2013 Increase
2-Mile Radius 90,356 92,549 2.4%
3-Mile Radius 181,721 187,373 1.5%
Portland 545,917 555,514 1.8%

Appendices

DemographicsNow estimates the population of
the City of Portland will grow 1.8% by 2013 to
555,514.The population within a two-mile radius
of the site is projected to grow at a higher rate

of 2.4% to 92,549, while the population within a
three-mile radius of the site is expected to grow
1.5% by 2013.

Age Groups

BABY BOOMERS

Baby Boomers are defined as those born between
1946 and 1964, or those aged 45 to 63. For this
study, the age group is expanded to age 64 and
referenced as the “mature adult population.”

There are 26,090 mature adults within a
two-mile radius of site, or 28.9% of the total
population residing within the primary service
area. This is consistent with the population of
mature adults within a three-mile radius of the
site (28.5%) and within the City of Portland
(27.9%). The mature adult population is
projected to increase by approximately one
and a quarter percentage points in the primary
and secondary service areas by 2013, slightly
higher than the estimated 1% in Portland.

The higher rate of increase of mature adults
within the primary and secondary service areas
illustrates the strength of the community and
the desire of residents to grow old in place.

Population by Age Groups

10.0% 15.4%

28.9%

45.7%

M Children/Teens M Family Forming Adults
Mature Adults B Retirement Age

Source: DemographicsNow

©2009 The Sports Management Group
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MARKET ANALYSIS

IMPACT ON PARKS AND RECREATION:

As these Boomers continue to age, the senior population will sharply increase

in numbers over the next two decades. The impact Baby Boomers have on

the community is significant. Boomers are unlike any generation preceding
them. They are health-conscious, active overall and will exercise, work, and live
longer than any previous generation. As they age, Baby Boomers will likely have
increased interest in participating in fitness activities and enrichment classes that

are designed for them.

Mature Market

30.0% 28.9%

28.5%

30.3%

29.8%

27.9%
25.0%
20.0%
15.0%
10.0%
5.0%

2008

I I |

2013

M 2-Mile Radius

M 3-Mile Radius

FAMILY FORMING ADULTS

Portland

Within the primary service area family forming adults, ages 20 to 44, comprise the largest segment of
the population (45.7%). This is significantly higher than the City (36.8%), Multnomah County (35.9%),
or the State (34.7%). Within this age cohort the largest group is age 25 to 34 (20.9%) also referred to

as Generation X. The unique qualities of the Hawthorne District-- the availability of affordable housing,
eclectic shops, trendy restaurants, and the “fun and funky feel”" have attracted this age group.

Age Groups 2-Mile Radius Portland Multnomah Oregon

Total Population 90,356 545,917 690,144 6,555,088

Family Forming Adults 41,319 45.7% 200,621 36.8% 247,837 35.9% 2,278,824  34.7%
20-24 7,375 8.2% 31,958 5.9% 39,747 5.8% 446,898 6.8%
25-34 18,924 20.9% 80,865 14.8% 97,563 14.1% 898,919 13.7%
25-44 15,020 16.6% 87,798 16.1% 110,527 16.0% 933,007 14.2%

©2009 The Sports Management Group
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MARKET ANALYSIS

Age Groups
FAMILY FORMING ADULTS - CONTINUED

Generation X is defined as the generation born between mid-60's to 1981
(depending on the source).

Gen Xers make up about 20% of the U.S. population and represent an estimated $1.2 trillion in
spending power. Because this group will exercise this spending power to become a dominant force in
the economy, there is extensive research regarding their interests, values, and spending patterns.

IMPACT ON PARKS AND RECREATION:

Traditionally members of Generation X tend to value social time with friends, embrace technology,
want flexibility in their work life, eat better, exercise more, and are more environmentally conscious.
Integration of work, play, family, friends, and technology is a life-style objective.”

In addition, the youth of the adult population suggests that state-of-the-art fitness facilities incorporating
technology and a full range of equipment would have a strong appeal. The “Superstudy” conducted by
American Sports Data, Inc. indicated that all age groups between the ages of 12 and 44 are significantly
(as much as 40%) more likely to work out with free weights, fitness swimming, strength and resistance
equipment, and aerobics than other groups.’

Spaces within a facility that respond to the interest of this group include the game room, group
exercise and yoga studios, gymnasium, pool, and internet café. Food offered in the facility should
include healthy options and wi-fi service should also be available.

CHILDREN AND TEENS

Children and teens represent 15.4% of the population in the
primary service area, or 13,916 people. Whereas the population
of family forming adults within the primary service area is
significantly greater than that of the City, County, and State, the
population of children and teens within the primary service area
is significantly less than that of the City (23.9%), County (25.3%),
State (26.4%). While this cohort represents a lower percentage

of the population the raw numbers indicate a large population of
children and teens to be served.

Age Grou ps 2-Mile Radius Portland Multnomah Oregon

Total Population 90,356 545,917 690,144 6,555,088

Children 13,916  15.4% |130,863 23.9% | 174,173 253% | 1,728,588  26.4%
Pre-School (4 and under) 3,805 42% | 36031 6.6% | 47620  6.9% 432,407  6.6%
Youth (5-14) 6,284 70% | 64,101 11.7% | 85817  125% | 843,758  12.9%
Teens (15-19) 3,827 42% | 30,731 56% | 40,736  59% 452,423  6.9%

Source: DemographicsNow

©2009 The Sports Management Group
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MARKET ANALYSIS

CHILDREN AND TEENS - CONTINUED

The percentage of children and teens within the in the two-mile radius of the Washington High Community
Center is 21.5% greater than that within in the two-mile radius of the Southwest Community Center. In
addition, with a large family forming adult population, it is expected that the child and teen population will
increase over time.

Within the primary service area, there are 6,144 households with children or 12.4% of the total household
count compared to the City of Portland (24.7%) or the State (32.6%).

IMPACT ON PARKS AND RECREATION:

Features that appeal to children and teens include a teen room, gymnasium, rock climbing wall,
gymnasium, and a recreational pool with waterslides, current channel, and interactive play features.

Households with Children
IMPACT ON PARKS AND RECREATION:

With the large number of family forming adults in the primary service area, it is expected that the number
of households with children will increase over the next decade. Planning for this demographic is important
to the long-term use and viability of the Washington High Community Center.

To attract or retain families with children, the new facility and programs could offer a wide range of
activities for families. This includes programs and activities for new parents and parent and tot classes.
Programming for young children should be scheduled concurrently with programming for adults to
encourage participation from all members of the family. Scheduling convenience

is important for families as today’s family is very busy and values their free time.

Households 2-Mile Radius Portland Oregon

Total Households 49,393 237,228 2,536,076
Households with Children 6,144 12.4% 58,680 247% | 825,524 32.6%

Average Household Size 1.73 2.24 2.53

Source: DemographicsNow

©2009 The Sports Management Group
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Education

Appendices

77.4% of residents (53,477) age 25 and over residing in the primary service area have at least some college
education, an associates, bachelors, or graduate degree. Comparison with the City (67.6%), State (63.7%),
and national average (54.5%) indicate the population within the primary service area is highly educated.

Educational Attainment 2-Mile Radius Portland Oregon us.

Total Persons 25 Years and Over 69,065 383,096 4,379,602 201,218,330
Some High School or Less 5,106 7.4% 41,528 10.8% | 457,450 10.4% 30,045,240
High School Graduate 10,482 15.2% 82,697 21.6% |1,130,318 25.8% 61,595,298
Some College or Assoc. Degree 18,195 26.3% | 108,627 28.4% |1,420,725 32.4% 53,709,006
Bachelor Degree 21,355 30.9% 90,450 23.6% 884,254  20.2% 35,327,843
Graduate or Professional Degree 13,927  202% | 59,794 15.6% | 486,855 11.1% 20,540,943

IMPACT ON PARKS AND RECREATION:

Source: DemographicsNow

Education is highly correlated to participation in parks and recreation activities including fitness and
enrichment classes, therefore the higher a community’s education level, the more interest there will

likely be in recreation activities.

Those who are highly educated tend to have diverse parks and recreation interests when compared
to those who are not as highly educated. Children of highly educated parents are more likely to be
enrolled in after-school enrichment activities.
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Income

The median household income in the primary service area is $40,142, up 21.0% from 2000 ($33,183).

The median household income in Portland is significantly higher at $48,944, however, the population
residing within a three-mile radius of the site has a median household income of $45,211. The per capita
income within the primary service area is $31,310 compared with the City of Portland’s per capita income

of $28,169.

Another factor to consider when analyzing
income is the distribution of household
income. In the primary service area,

this distribution is heavily weighted in

the lower range with 14.0% of total
households in the primary service area with
an income under $10,000. The distribution
also shows that 49.9% of total households
make less than $40,000 per year.

Those households with an annual income
under $10,000 are considered to be living
in poverty. Poverty is defined as those
living below Poverty Thresholds, based on
size of household, as defined by the U.S.
Census Bureau and updated annually. For a
single household, that threshold is $10,997.
The population below poverty level in the
primary service area is 16.8%, four percent
or more higher than that of the State
(12.8%) and National (12.0%) averages.

IMPACT ON PARKS AND RECREATION:

Income 2-Mile Radius | 3-Mile Radius Portland
Per Capita Income $31,310 $32,338 $28,169
Median H.H. Income $40,142 $45,211 $48,944
Average H.H. Income $53,993 $61,198 $62,354

Source: DemographicsNow

Households by Income

H Percent of Households

Percent of Households

Income Segment

Source: DemographicsNow

Households with higher discretionary income are more likely to participate in many different activities
including before and after school programs, summer camps, and sports and fitness programs.

To serve a population with less discretionary income, pricing for the new community center should
include a wide range of options. Diversity in the pricing structure for the new community center will
allow access by households at every level of the income scale.
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SERVICE PROVIDERS

An objective of the City’s Parks 2020 Vision Overlap of Community Service Areas
is to provide “a full-service community ]h b ey N o ——
center—a center with a pool, arts, facilities % . .

classrooms and active recreation facilities—
within three miles of every resident” The
City of Portland currently owns and operates
12 community centers throughout Portland
ranging from basic community centers, such
as the Woodstock Community Center, to
full-service community centers such as the
Southwest Community Center & Pool with a
gymnasium, fitness room, kitchen, meeting
and pool-side rooms, rock climbing wall, lap
pool, and recreation pool. Within a 3-mile
radius of the site, there are two community
centers, the Matt Dishman Community
Center and the Hillside Community Center.
The Matt Dishman Community Center is

a full-service community center located

approximately 1.7 miles from the site. The -;.::—'ﬂl-.-

Hillside Community Center, located 2.7
miles from the site, is a community center
without a pool and is not considered a full-
service community center.

A survey of fitness facilities located within the primary and secondary service areas, excluding specialty
facilities, identified 26 public, private and commercial fitness facilities. Of the 26 facilities identified,

18 are located within the primary service area with 11 of the 18 located across the Willamette River

on the west side of Portland. The remaining seven fitness providers include two private membership
facilities, three commercial facilities, one nonprofit provider, and the City-operated facility Matt
Dishman Community Center. Of the seven fitness providers, only two are located south of the Banfield
Expressway and both are commercial facilities.

Commercial and private fitness facilities typically serve a market distinct from public facilities. The
facilities are sustained by membership fee. Generally, commercial facilities do not offer drop-in
admission and apply many limitations to use by youth. Public facilities have traditionally attracted the
“fitness seekers,” the de-conditioned adult market, mature adults, teens, and families. The only public
facility area providing fitness in the primary service area is the Matt Dishman Community Center with
a small 1,300 square foot fitness room. The room is heavily used on a daily basis and the demand for
use exceeds capacity during peak use times before 9:30 am and after 3:30 pm. To increase the capacity
and serve the demand for community fitness facilities, additional facilities must be built.
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Area Service Providers Map
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Name

Address
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West of the
Willamette River

Whole Body Fitness

1408 East Burnside St
(503) 234-7253

Lloyd Athletic Club

815 NE Halsey St
(503) 287-4594

Bally Total Fitness

110 SW Yamhill St # 130
(503) 223-0088

West Side Athletic Club

555 SW Oak St
(503) 222-7800

Riverplace Athletic Club

150 SW Montgomery St
(503) 221-1212

24 Hour Fitness Sport

1407 SW 4th Ave
(503) 224-2233

LA Fitness — coming soon

1270 NE Weilder St
(503) 734-2950

Hilton Portland Athletic Club

921 SW 6th Ave
(503) 220 - 2672

[rvington Club

2131 NEThompson St
(503) 287-8749

Empower Fitness

1127 SW Morrison
(503) 274-2639

10th Avenue Athletic Club

1111 SW 10th Ave
(503) 294-7420

24 Hour Fitness Sport

1210 NW Johnson St
(503) 222-1210

000

Matt Dishman Community Center
(City of Portland)

77 NE Knott St
(503) 823-3673

LA Fitness

1414 NW Northrup St
(503) 928-8892

Northeast Community Center

1630 NE 38th Ave
(503) 284-3377

Multnomah Athletic Club
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Area Service Providers - Continued

Name

Address

Across the river?

24 Hour Fitness Sport

4224 NE Halsey St, Ste 100
(503) 281-4767

24 Hour Fitness Super Sport

4546 SE Mcloughlin Blvd
(888) 243-5002

Willamette Athletic Club (The WAC)

4949 SW Landing Drive
(503) 225-1068

Alameda Fitness Center

4016 NE Fremont St
(503) 548-4011

Giants Gym

5223 NE Sandy Blvd
(503) 281-4776

The Green Micro Gym

1237 NE Alberta Street
(888) 300-4015

It's About ME Fitness

4943 NE Martin Luther King Jr Blvd
(503) 282-7900

Hillside Community Center
(City of Portland)

653 NW Culpepper Terr
(503) 823-3181

West Coast Health & Fitness

2640 NE Alberta
(503) 288-4500

Foster Fitness Center

5623 SE Center St
(503) 775-6399
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Baby Boomers

The aging of the population is having a tremendous
impact at both a national and state level. By 2013, it
is projected that the aging of the Boomer population
will increase the senior population by 20.8% from
9,031 to 10,912 within the primary service area. This
number will likely continue to increase rapidly as the
Boomer population continues to enter retirement
age. Boomers are unlike any generation before
them. They have a more positive concept of age

as well as different fitness interests, retirement and
work expectations, social connection desires, and
health and wellness needs. With these changing
interests and needs, traditional concepts for parks
and recreation are being adapted to better serve this
age cohort.

CHARACTERISTICS OF
THE BABY BOOMERS

Today’s seniors have a youthful self-concept as

over 63 percent of Baby Boomers state that they

feel younger than they are." Several studies have
indicated that feeling younger is a state of mind -
and attitude is key. It has also been reported that
feeling young is about good health and exercising to
stay in good shape. Most Boomers report they are
not afraid of aging and as such expect to live longer.

©2009 The Sports Management Group

Appendices

Many of today’s older adults will age in place.

A study by the National Association of Home
Builders reports that annually, only 5 percent

of people age 55 and up will relocate with 50
percent of those staying in the same county and 75
percent staying in the same state. Many of today’s
Boomers are part of the “sandwich generation.”
Approximately 1 in 8 are raising a child and
providing financial assistance to parents.

A study completed by AARP of Boomers born

in 1946 indicated that almost all of those who
participated in the study want to make a substantial
life change - 87 percent want to take better care of
their physical health; 72 percent plan to spend more
time on their interests and hobbies; and 47 percent
want to do more volunteering.”" Parks and recreation
departments can actively participate in facilitating
Boomers needs as they apply to physical health,
interests, hobbies, and volunteering. A recent study
indicates that older adults seem to prefer moderate
activity and intellectual pursuits as a part of their
leisure activities.""

RETIREMENT AND WORK
PLANS FOR BABY BOOMERS

As Baby Boomers approach what was formerly
retirement age, most do not plan to retire like the
generations before them. A recent study found that
7 in 10 Americans plan to work following retirement
from their career. An additional 14 percent plan to
continue their work as volunteers.

The Bureau of Labor Statistics estimates that the
number of workers age 55 years and older is
expected to grow by nearly 50 percent between
2002 and 2012. However, the types of employment
are changing - 16.4 percent of those aged 50+

are self-employed. Of these, one in three started
their self-employment after age 50.*Those who are
retiring have a new set of expectations as they want
to participate in meaningful volunteering, have time
for recreation and exercise, and would like to pursue
special interests or participate in a hobby.
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Baby Boomers

RETIREMENT AND WORK
PLANS FOR BABY BOOMERS - CONTINUED

The trend of adults working longer will impact
delivery methods for traditional “senior” services.
In the past, senior/adult community center hours
were during the workday with classes or activities
also held during the workday. As more seniors
continue in working, it will be important for the
Parks and Recreation Department’s programs,
activities, and facility hours to be adapted. This
could include offering more adult classes that
target this working population in the evening or
on weekends. Additionally, it will be important to
offer job/volunteer seekers information regarding
meaningful work opportunities. The types of
programs and activities offered will also have to
adapt to the more active hobbies and interests of
the Boomer population.

Health/
Physical Activity

According the report F as in Fat 2008, published by
the organization, Trust for America’s Health, Oregon
ranks 29 out of 51 states (including the District of
Columbia) in terms of overall obesity with 1 being
the most obese and 51 being the least obese. The
report cites Oregon’s adult obesity rate at 25%

and notes that this figure represents statistically
significant increases for three consecutive years.s
The Trust for America’s Health also reports a rise in
adult obesity across the nation. In 1980, the national
average of adult obesity was 15 percent, as of 2008
the estimated average was 66 percent.

As Boomers began to turn 60, AARP conducted a
national survey of adults born in 1946. From this
survey, researchers found that the area of their
lives that 60 year-olds want to improve the most
over the next five years is their physical health.X
To increase their physical health, many will turn to
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physical activity. For many, this will include exercise
walking, as it has become the most popular activity
for Americans over age 45 .1

In addition to physical activity, health planning will
play an increasingly important role in the lives of
today’s seniors. As Boomers age, the importance

of providing access to health and wellness programs
and information will become very important.

In addition to exercise walking, seniors may
participate in fitness activities at a health club.

As of 2005, adults 55 and older are the fastest
growing group of health club members. Additionally,
adults 45 and older represent 51 percent of personal
training clientele. Although many adults 55 and older
are joining health clubs, in general, the Boomer
population is more comfortable participating in
health and wellness activities at a community

facility rather than commercial facilities. Community
facilities tend to promote a sense of belonging and
community that has been found to be important for
adults as they age. The newest trend has been to
incorporate fitness rooms and wood floor studios

in senior/adult centers to provide a wide range of
physical activity classes and programs.

Youth

The recognition of the youth obesity crisis in the
United States has become widespread. In the
past two decades, obesity rates have doubled in
children (aged 6-11) and tripled in adolescents
(aged 12-17). Currently, 30 percent of children in
the United States over age 6 are overweight.

Of these children, one in three born after the
year 2000 will develop diabetes. According

to the Childhood Obesity Action Network,
26.5% of Oregonian children 10-17 years of age
are overweight or obese compared with the
national average of 30.6%." While the obesity
rate of Oregonian children is below the national
average, it is still a concern that at least one of
every four children is obese.
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Youth - Continued

Obesity is directly
related to the loss of
free time for children.
Over the past two
decades, children
have lost 12 hours

of free time a week,
including eight hours
of unstructured play and outdoor activities. Two
recent studies have reported alarming trends - 43
percent of adolescents watch more than two hours
of television each day, and on a typical day, a child
is six times more likely to play a computer game
than to ride a bike.* The health consequences for
children resulting from the decrease of play time are
already apparent and include greater risks of lung
disease, diabetes, asthma, and cancer*'If current
trends in obesity and physical inactivity continue,
today’s youth will be the first generation in this
nation’s history to face a shorter life expectancy
than their parents. i

Over the past two decades, participation in
organized sports has doubled; however, sports
participation does not ensure the necessary levels
of physical activity required for health and
physical fitness. Additionally, there has been a
negative trend in youth sports that has been
attributed to the win-at-all-costs competition.

The July 2004 cover story for U.S. News and World
Report stated the following:

- Drop-out rate for children in youth sports
is 70 percent by the age of 13

« 44 percent of parents say their children
dropped out because it made them unhappy

«  Children are beginning sports too young,
even when experts say child stars are not
created by starting early in sports**

Nationally, 59.0% of children ages 6-17 participate
in four or more days of rigorous physical activity per
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week. Oregonian children rank above that average
at 63.8%. Studies indicate that children and
adolescents are more likely to become physically
active and fit if they have a wide range of accessible,
safe, and affordable recreation opportunities.
Additionally, to sufficiently motivate children and
youth to increase their level of physical activity,
experiences must be enjoyable. This includes
providing a wide range of sports and recreational
activities, and the instruction of necessary skills by
competent, knowledgeable, and supportive adults.
Programming trends for children and adolescents
include programs that are designed to engage
children in physical activity, introduce children to
leisure activities, and to teach skills that they will
maintain throughout their adult life. It matters less
about the specific activity and more about the
opportunity and access to these programs.

Community Design

Cities throughout the State and the nation are
working to address the issue of social alienation
and physical inactivity through community design.
As inactivity and social isolation increase, so does
the incidence of obesity, heart disease, diabetes,
depression, and mental illness. ¥ Until recently

the relationship between community design and
public health was not well researched and not a
discussion point within parks and recreation. The
first proactive solutions related to research about
public health and community design related to
“constructing sidewalks, transit facilities, recreation
facilities, and greenways closer to people’s
home.i However, the organization Project for
Public Spaces (PPS) believes that to be successful
in forging the connection between community
design and public health, strategies need to focus
on creating social, public spaces that are available
by many modes of transportation including
walking, bicycling, or driving.

Research has shown that psychologically, thriving
public spaces give residents a strong sense of
community. Additionally, thriving public spaces
promote the familiarity and social bonds that
make neighborhoods safer and healthier.
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Environmental Design

Parks and recreation departments have a long
history of stewardship of the environment. However,
it is been the concept of environmental design has
revolutionized the design and construction of parks
and recreation facilities. Green building components
can be included in almost any facility or park and
can have a significant impact on the cost to operate
the facility. Typically, facility operators report savings
over 30 percent in the areas of energy, water use and
waste cost.

Facilities that are designed to be “green”

can be certified as a Leadership in Energy

and Environmental Design (LEED) facility. The
standards set forth to reach this certification is the
leading building rating system in the country.

The City of Portland is committed to leadership in
environmentally friendly and sustainable design.
In 2001, the City of Portland adopted a Green
Building Policy which requires the incorporation
of green building principles and practices into the
design, construction, and operations of all City
facilities, City-funded project, and infrastructure
projects to the fullest extent possible.” The City
has directed that the new Washington High
Community Center be designed and constructed
so as to achieve LEED Gold certification. The

City has been an early adopter of the initiatives
to mitigate and reverse the damage to the
environment and recreation facilities play a key
role in this critical endeavor.

Aquatic Trends

According to national surveys, swimming is
second only to walking as the most popular
form of exercise, with more than 368 million
annual visits to swimming pools. A variety of
surveys and studies provide evidence of the
importance of swimming as a leisure activity.
In response to this tremendous demand,
aquatic facilities and programming have
changed dramatically in recent years to
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better serve the public. The City of Portland’s
response to this is embodied in its Parks 2020
Vision to provide a full-service community
center with a swimming pool within three

miles of every resident. With six of the City's

12 community centers containing at least one
swimming pool, the City on its way to achieving
this vision.

WATER EXERCISE

Not only is swimming popular but there is
increasing demand for water exercise. Water
exercise is reported to have a higher percentage
of growth in participation than all other forms

of water activity. Water exercise is just that -
exercise performed in the water. Exercises can

be performed with or without pool equipment
(such as float devices), and in differing depths of
water. With water supporting up to 90% of one’s
body weight, persons of all ages and abilities can
achieve movement in the water. Further, since
exercises can be performed in shallow or deep
water, it encourages non-swimmers to participate.

The benefits of water exercise have long been
known among physicians, pain clinics, athletic
trainers and other healthcare professionals.
Studies have demonstrated the benefits of

water exercise for rehabilitation, injury prevention
and pain management. Arthritis patients, as an
example, have an increased range of motion

and more flexibility in water that allows them to
improve their physical condition. For Portland’s
aging population, the benefits of water exercise
can be immeasurable. In order to better serve this
aging population and to provide aquatic therapy
programs, community facilities have developed
pools with warm-water areas designed to support
these programs. Often the area for therapy is
incorporated into the leisure pool, which typically
is maintained at a water temperature suitable

for aquatic therapy. Older adults and persons

in need of therapy are not the only residents

that can benefit from water exercise. There is

also a growing trend to extend the appeal to
younger fitness enthusiasts by offering a variety of
programs such as water boxing and deep water
walking and running.
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Aquatic Trends

FAMILY AQUATIC CENTERS

The origins of the “family aquatic center”in the United States can be traced to the early 1980's. Around
that time, communities began rethinking the traditional pool that is a rectangular body of water, possibly
with a diving well, bordered by a thin ribbon of concrete and encircled by a tall fence or wall. The family
aquatic center responded to a need for increased and more varied programming and accessibility and
decreased density. Features such as a zero-depth (beach) entry, water slides, leisure and activity areas,
and interactive water play features provide the attraction for families. These features are critical to the
annual participation and the financial success of the facility. It is the entertainment value that attracts
children and families and drives the frequency of use.

The state-of-the-art indoor family aquatic center incorporates picnic areas, birthday party rooms and
packages, an array of play features and conveniences for families including ample deck space for families
and groups to spend a day at the pool. The family recreation pool is a social gathering place for the
community. The new aquatic center addition to the East Portland Community Center is an excellent
example of a state-of-the-art aquatic center.
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Population 2-Mile Radius
1990 Census 81,161
2000 Census 86,420 Growth 1990 - 2000 6.5%
2008 Estimate 90,356 Growth 2000 - 2008 4.6%
2013 Projection 92,549 Growth 2008 - 2013 2.4%
2-Mile Radius 3-Mile Radius
2008 2013 2008 2013
Age Groups 90,356 92,549 181,721 184,373
Children 13,916 15.4% 14,768 15.9% 33,593 18.5% 34,952 19.0%
Pre-School (4 and under) 3,805 4.2% 4,010 4.3% 9,246 5.1% 9,480 5.2%
Youth (5-14) 6,284 7.0% 6,784 7.3% 15,799 8.7% 16,766 9.1%
Teens (15-19) 3,827 4.2% 3,974 4.3% 8,548 4.7% 8,706 4.7%
Family Forming Adults 41,319  45.7% 38,882 42.0% 76,813  42.3% 71,485 38.7%
20-24 7,375 8.2% 7,642 8.2% 12,842 7.1% 13,168 7.1%
25-34 18,924  20.9% 16,470 17.8% 34,293 18.9% 29,519 16.0%
35-44 15,020 16.6% 14,770 16.0% 29,678 16.3% 28,798 15.6%
Mature Adults 26,090 28.9% 27,987 30.3% 51,869 28.5% 54,873 29.8%
45-54 14,956 16.6% 15,062 16.3% 29,684 16.3% 29,449 16.0%
55-64 11,134 12.3% 12,925 14.0% 22,185 12.2% 25,424 13.8%
Retirement Age 9,031 10.0% 10,912 11.8% 19,446 10.7% 23,063 12.5%
65 and over 9,031 10.0% 10,912  11.8% 19,446 10.7% 23,063 12.5%
Median Age 38.1 40.0 38.2 40.1

©2009 The Sports Management Group
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MARKET ANALYSIS

2-Mile Radius 3-Mile Radius
Educational Attainment 2008 2013 2008 2013
Total Persons 25 Years and Over 69,065 70,139 135,286 136,253
Some High School or Less 5,106 7.4% 4,469 6.4% 10,517  7.8% 9,125 6.7%
High School Graduate 10,482 15.2% 10,438 14.9% 21,403 15.8% 21,117  15.5%
Some College or Assoc. Degree 18,195 26.3% 17,203  24.5% 35,050 25.9% 32,920 24.2%
Bachelor Degree 21,355  30.9% 22,205 31.7% 40,441 29.9% 41,681 30.6%
Graduate or Professional Degree 13,927  20.2% 15,824  22.6% 27,875 20.6% 31,410 23.1%

Race/Ethnicity
Caucasian 74,453  82.4% 76,816 83.0% 145,377 80.0% 148,420 80.5%
Asian 4,970 5.5% 5,460 5.9% 10,540 5.8% 11,615 6.3%
African-American 5,602 6.2% 5,738 6.2% 14,901 8.2% 15,303 8.3%
American Indian 1,897 2.1% 2,591 2.8% 3,453 1.9% 4,609 2.5%
Other Race 1,175 1.3% 740 0.8% 2,726 1.5% 1,844 1.0%
Two or More Races 2,259 2.5% 1,203 1.3% 4,725 2.6% 2,581 1.4%
Hispanic 6,144 6.8% 7,589 8.2% 13,447 7.4% 16,409 8.9%
Not Hispanic or Latino 84,212  93.2% 84,960 91.8% 168,273  92.6% 167,964 91.1%

Income
Per Capita Income $31,310 $34,856 $32,338 $35,923
Median Household Income $40,142 $43,963 $45,211 $49,780
Average Household Income $53,993 $58,907 $61,198 $66,748
Households
Total Households 49,393 51,801 92,276 95,564

14,427  29.2% 14,483  28.0% 33,852  36.7% 33,750 35.3%

Family Households
6,144 12.4% 6,019 11.6% 15,289  16.6% 14,881 15.6%

Households with Children

Average Household Size 1.73 1.69 1.90 1.86

©2009 The Sports Management Group
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APPENDIX G

KITTELSON & ASSOCIATES, INC.

TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERING /PLANNING
610 SW Alder Street, Suite 700, Portland, OR 97205 503.228.5230  503.273.8169

MEMORANDUM

Date: August 31, 2009 Project #: 10350.0
To: Lisa Petterson

SERA

338 NW 5th Avenue

Portland, Oregon 97209

From: Diego Arguea and Dan Seeman
Project: Washington High School Community Center
Subject: Parking Analysis Summary

This memorandum summarizes the estimated parking demand for the proposed Washington
High School Community Center. The summary herein is based on the summary and conclusions
provided in the August 2009 Preliminary Parking and Traffic Analysis draft memorandum.

Washington High School Existing Parking Supply

Table 1 summarizes the estimated current on-street parking supply on the Washington High
School various block faces.

Table 1
On-Street Parking Supply on the WHS Site By Block Face
# Cars Parked During
Street Face! Capacity? Morning Peak® Available Supply
East side of SE 12" Avenue north of
SE Alder Street 18 0 18
East side of SE 12" Avenue south of 5 0 5
SE Alder adjacent to stand of trees
South side of SE Stark Street, west 9 8 1
of high school building
On SE 14™ Avenue below High school 10 8 5
building to SE Alder Street
Total 42 16 26

Notes: 1. These streets border the WHS site.
2. Spaces shown are on the same side of each street as the WHS site.
3. Morning peak was observed at 10:00 a.m. on Thursday, July 30, 2009.

Based on the parking inventory, there are approximately 42 parking spaces available on the block
faces immediately adjacent to the proposed site, excluding the frontages on SE Stark Street and
SW 14" Avenue adjacent to the vacated high school building, which is retained in PPS ownership
and, therefore, is not part of the site. Of these, between15-20 vehicles currently are parked there
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during the morning peak period. Hence, there are between 22 and 27 spaces, for an average of 25
spaces, available for public use.

Observed Parking Demand at Other Community Centers

Table 2 summarizes the results of several data collection efforts at other local community centers.

Table 2
Parking Data Counts and Estimations Summary
Measured Se3§on:| ILy-
: Parking aP Juks_ e
. . Total Size arking
Community Day of Date Time Demand (1,000 Rate Rate?
Center Week (a.m)
Measured GSF) (Sp/1,000
GSI;) (Sp/1,000
GSF)
EPCC Thurs 8/13/09 10:30 146 55.825 2.6 2.62
SWCC Tues 6/3/03 9:30 112 48 2.3 2.9°
Firstenburg Thurs 8/13/09 10:30 156 80.982 1.9 2.4
Mt Scott Thurs 7/30/09 10:30 92 56.744 1.6 2.0
Dishman Wed 7/29/09 10:00 824 43.345 1.9 2.4
Notes:

1. As documented in 2005/6 attendance data provided by Portland Parks & Recreation, winter historically has
been the busiest season for attendance at community centers city-wide. Winter was reported to have 26.2%
greater attendance than summer. Thus, in order to reflect seasonal peaking at the community centers, it was
assumed that parking demand, as measured in July/August, would be 26.2% higher in the winter. This factor
was applied to all parking demand data, with the exception of EPCC (see footnote below).

2. Based on observations from EPCC staff, summer peak times (with swim lessons fully utilizing pool, as was the
case) represent full utilization of the facility. Thus, no seasonal peaking is called for, because the facility was
being fully utilized at time of parking count.

3. SWCC is significantly less accessible to alternative modes than either EPCC or the WHS site, and therefore, its
parking demand rate is higher than would be expected at WHS. Thus, this rate should is presented for
comparative purposes, and should be considered as the higher bound for parking demand at the WMHS
facility.

4. Based on survey results, parkers entering during the peak period (10:00-10:15 a.m.) parked their cars about
50% in the lot and 50% on-street. Thus, based on a parking count of 41 parked cars in the lot, it was concluded
that 41 additional cars were parked on-street. This is a re-calibration of the estimate that was made previously,
based on KAI's surveyors’ “best guess” at the time as to how many Dishman-related cars were parked on the
street.

The advisory committee requested that we also consider parking needs at the Metro YMCA. This
facility has been purchased by a private fitness vender, and has been renamed “All Star Fitness”.
Based on casual conversations with athletic club staff, there are currently 110 parking spaces in
the garage, and “there is the need for an additional 80-90 percent more”. Thus, it was assumed for
comparative purposes that the total demand for the All Star Fitness facility is about 200, resulting
in an estimated parking demand of 2.9 spaces per 1,000 gross square feet (200 estimated peak
parkers + 70 KSF = 2.86). Bear in mind that this facility is significantly different in its operations,

Kittelson & Associates, Inc. Portland, Oregon
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and hence parking demand, when compared with the proposed community center at the
Washington High School site. For example, it is likely that a much higher proportion of All Star
Fitness members arrive as single-occupants of private cars, while only about one-third of
community center private cars will likely arrive as single occupants (as observed at Mt. Scott and
Dishman community centers). Hence, it is reasonable to expect that the parking demand rate at
All Star Fitness is significantly higher than can be expected at the Washington High School
Community Center. In recognition that All Star Fitness is a private athletic club and that the data
is “unscientific” at best, this parking rate is included for comparative purposes only.

Conclusions

Based on the data, we should provide a minimum of about 2.6 spaces per KSF of on-site parking
capacity. Based on an assumed WHS facility of approximately 70,000 square feet and applying the
rate experienced at EPCC, parking on-site should include approximately 190 spaces (70,000 =+
1,000 X 2.6 spaces/1,000 gsf = 182 x 1.05% buffer = 191). This would accommodate the typical
weekday mid-morning peak, including a five percent buffer for turnover and circulation.

It can be expected that on occasion the typical weekday parking peak rate may be exceeded as on
occasion such facilities have special events. Given that there are an estimated 26 additional
available spaces (see Table 1) along the street frontage of the WHS site, particularly under-utilized
parking along the east side of SE 12th Avenue adjacent to the facility’s likely entrance, during the
mid-morning peak, this will provide an estimated 0.4 parking spaces per 1,000 gsf buffer to
accommodate these peaks. Thus, including the on-street parking supply available on the facility’s
frontage increases the effective parking availability to 3.1 parking spaces per 1,000 gsf (191 + 26 =
217 =70 =3.10).

Kittelson & Associates, Inc. Portland, Oregon
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Washington High Community Center Option 1  Stand Alone
Community Center
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Washington High Community Center

Option 1  Stand Alone
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Washington High Community Center Option 1 Stand Alone
Community Center
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Washington High Community Center

Option 2 Attach to
Washington High
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Washington High Community Center Option 2  Attach to
Washington High

Section Looking East [ A

BN Advisory Committee Meeting 08.11.2009
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Washington High Community Center Option 3  Attach to
Washington High

Basement Plan
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Washington High Community Center Option 3  Attach to
Washington High
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Washington High Community Center Option A Stand Alone
Community Center
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Washington High Community Center Optlon A Stand Alone
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Washington High Community Center Option A Stand Alone
Community Center
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APPENDIX J
Washington High Community Center Option B Hybrid Design
(Addition and Renovation)
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Washington High Community Center Option B Hybrid Design

(Addition and Renovation)
e — - i
_ I
= —ﬁ e E

( - Basement Plan
[ aBO'_BLGO' 120"

|

o
([

e ——e

Ground Floor &
Site Plan

o 30 60 120'
(> e e —

-_-——-=_ -

S

L

——L 0 o —— <
NI B e 1 Iad —
A LA PR B RECREATON Public Open House 08.25.2009

66  Washington High School Community Center — January 2011



Appendices

Washington High Community Center Option B Hybrid Design
(Addition and Renovation)
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Washington High Community Center Option C  Renovate Washington
H.S. for Community Center
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Washington High Community Center Option C  Renovate Washington
H.S. for Community Center
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Washington High Community Center Option C Renovate Washington
H.S. for Community Center
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APPENDIX L

x"‘ PORTLAND PARKS & RECREATION

W Healthy Parks, Healthy Partland

Washington High Community Center Open House
August 25, 2009
Community Comment Form Responses

117 individuals signed in at the Open House. Approximately 150 individuals were in attendance.
114 comment forms were completed: 76 people left completed comment forms at the Open House. 2 hard
copy comment forms were received after the Open House. 36 comment forms were completed online.

Please rank the characteristics of each design option based on how important they are to you.
1 = very important

2 = somewhat important

3 = not important

Scheme Characteristics — the characteristics have been sorted in order of importance as rated by
respondents. (Respondents were not asked to compare the various options, but to rate the characteristics
of the options.)

OPTION A - Stand Alone Community Center Rank 1,2 or 3
All new building allows for easy integration of daylight and natural ventilation, green 1

roofs, and other green features

Most efficient floor plan (build the least amount of building for the same program )

area)

Activates SE Stark St and SE 12 Ave 3
Construction of this design can be phased — the facility can be built as funds become 4
available — all money not needed up front to begin development

Does not address reuse or fate of historic Washington High School 5

Most efficient for PP&R to operate and supervise which results in lower ongoing tax 6

payer costs

Easy to connect between underground parking and center 7
Activity across from St Francis Park which provides “eyes on the park” 8
Entrance to parking garage close to entrance to Community Center minimizing the 9
distance for people to travel to the center

Vertical (3-story) community center 10
OPTION B - Combination Scheme Rank 1, 2 or 3

Reuses High School with gymnasium/pool addition at SE 12" & Stark
Additional site area to use for community garden and children’s playground 1
Preserves central theater in high school but requires a partner to manage the space )
and the program

Construction of this design can be phased — the facility can be built as funds become
available — all money not needed up front to begin development

The existing building has to be fully rehabilitated to use any portion of it — requires
a development partner to help with these costs

Reuses portion of the ground floor of the existing high school

On grade pool allows for indoor/outdoor connection

Larger square footage with full build-out and partnership could increase
neighborhood impact and traffic.

®| v |onjw| »

Renovated building maintenance costs will be higher
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More parking is required to accommodate increased square footage of community 9
center and existing building

‘The high school building is not currently owned by PP&R 10
Activity across from St Francis Park provides “eyes on the park” 11
More challenging to operate because of multi buildings on grade and may require 12
additional PP&R staff

New entrance aligned with SE 13" activates Stark St 13
Nearly one level community center 14
OPTION C - Reuse existing High School for Community Center Rank 1, 2 or 3
Preserves views and grandeur of Washington High School 1
Reuses entire Washington High School for community center 2
Largest area left for park functions which allows for separate active and passive areas 3
Activates SE Stark St 4
‘The high school building is not currently owned by PP&R 5
Project cannot be built in phases, need to have money up front to begin construction 6
Entrance to community center at the existing historic front entry of Washington 7
High School

Vertical (3-story) community center 8

What other characteristics are important to you? (For detailed comments see end of document)

General Summary

e Most people reported a favorable opinion of Option B.

e Many people indicated a desire to reuse the school, although not necessarily as a community center.

e Several comments referenced the feel of the facility in relationship to the community, urban design
and landscaping.

e Several comments referenced cost and getting something done.

The plan calls for a playing field and preserved open space.

Please rank the following other site features in order of preference: (1 = high priority)
Active open space (open lawn areas for informal sports such as Frisbee, touch 1
football, soccer, catch, volleyball, etc.)

Passive open space (smaller seating areas, places for sunbathing, reading, relaxing)

Rank 1 thru 9

Stormwater/pool cleaning feature
Community garden

Shaded tree area

Interactive water feature

Children’s play area

AR =N EN L)

Picnic area
Other: Off-leash dog area
Space for rotating or permanent public art
Dog park (1)
bike entrance on smaller street
Fire pit
Artwork or fountain in front of old HS (1)
I like the idea of outdoor amphitheater/hang out space (1)
More arts & crafts
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The plan calls for a swimming pool.
Please rank the following aquatic amenities in order of preference: (1 = high priority)

Appendices

Rank 1 thru 8

Six-lane lap pool

Shallow water for swim lessons

Spa

Beach entry (zero depth)

Water slide

Current channel (similar to EPCC and Mt Scott)

Tot slide

NN B[ W N =

Other: Diving (8)
Access to natural light, views, open air in summer, etc.
Competition deck and storage with flex spectator area
Connect lap and rec pool similar to Dishman

Diving board (3)

High dive platform

Lanes for lap swim is most important

LONG lap pool

Other options are equal in preference

Please make it warm enough. Many of Portland's indoor heated pools are
too cold.

Salinated water

Please tell us about yourself:

Age
16-24 5 4%
25-34 20 18%
35-44 31 27%
45-59 39 35%
60-79 14 12%
80 & over

Iam
female 54 48%
male 51 45%
other

0 49 56%
1 17 20%
2 15 17%
3 5 6%
4 1 1%
How old are they?
<2 9 14%
2 2 3%
3 2 3%
4 4 6%
5 5 8%
6 2 3%

How many children do you have living with you under the age of 18? 87 total children

Portland Parks & Recreation
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7 4 6%
8 4 6%
9 6 9%
10 3 5%
11 4 6%
12 4 6%
13 3 5%
14 3 5%
15 3 5%
16 2 3%
17 3 5%
18 1 2%
Regarding residence, I
own 88 78%
rent 16 14%
Other 5%

I identify as (please check all that apply):

Latino 6 5%
African American/Black 1 <1%
Asian/SE Asian 5 4%
Pacific Islander 1 <1%
Native American/Alaska 2 2%
Native

Caucasian/White 95 83%
Other

My most frequently used mode of transportation is:

foot 21 20%
car 42 40%
bike 37 35%
bus 5 5%
other 7
Zip code

97202 6 5%
97211 1 <1%
97214 90 79%
97215 1 <1%
97219 1 <1%
97222 1 <1%
97232 4 4%
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Comments
Comments were sorted into categories based on similarity. Comments with multiple ideas were separated.
No language was changed.

This is not a quantification of priorities, but provides an indication of the views of those individuals who
chose to complete a survey. More than 1,000 individuals were presented with the opportunity to complete
the survey.

Preferences

Maintaining trees in front of school 2. Rooftop access common area for view 3. In option C -
showcasing large artwork in circular park at NW corner of property. 4. Understanding access to
parking entry proposed at SE Washington and SE 12th Ave. 5. Accessibility to Blind and Visually
Impaired neighbors across the street.

Uldimately I liked Option B best, then A, then C.

I like A & B best.

While I much prefer Option B and C to Option A, one component that seems present in the rough
sketches for A but not B or C is a circular drop-off spot. I'm concerned about people pulling up on
Stark and dropping their children off there, which would certainly cause congestion and possibly be
dangerous. Could a similar drop-off circle to the south of the planned building (between the building
and the parking ramp) be included in Options B and C?

Prefer option c or option a. Plaza opportunity for 12th and stark with C. with A, be great to have glass
on upper floors for view and a rooftop deck and roof garden.

Opverall I would vote for option #2, with option #3 coming a close second. I do not like the idea of a
community center without reusing Washington high school.

A & B are my preferred plans.

The impact to the neighborhood for both Option A & B would be huge. I don't think anyone that
lives here would like to see the massive influx of people from all over the City that would take place
with a Community Center of this size (Both A & B).

Option A

Option A ignores the original building for the site to work well all elements need to work together.
As for Option A, I really do not like that there is no entrance on Stark St. Living in Kerns and having
friends north of the center in Buckman, I think it would be nice to be able to access from the north.
Rooftop garden or cafe/pub if option A

I like the idea of reusing Washington High school in addition to having a separate community center.
Ilike Option A the best.

Most important is to have something that can actually be built. We've waited years for this. Let's get
something done. Option A seems most feasible at this time.

Solar panels do keep utilities cheap. I like option A. THe existing building, I would hope could be used
to expand for private use to boost local business. I would like this to also add public interest in st.
francis to help clean it up and use what is already there.

Option B

Option B is clearly the best scheme for constructing the best facility.

Design refinements for Option "B" A. 12TH Stark coner needs to be beveled and create a two to three
story landmark. reduce the playpool area and pop the waterslide out through the glass plane out over
the side walk. B. The water feature on scheme "A" is better on the corner. Add it to the Scheme B "B"
feature. C. The 6 lane pool requires a competitive competition deck and at the deep end and a
spectator area above the 12 th street walk. It can create a covered walk way and tie into the exercise
area to the east. Add collapsable bleachers into the back wall. D. Better connection from the locker
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rooms to the pool. E. Better connection from lobby to locker room. F. More storage everywhere. G.
Add a raised track around the upper gym level on this schem. connect to the roof garden. H. Build out
the entire site for parking. Make sure the calculation includes enough seperate parking for 1.5 parking
spaces per potential housing unit in the 3 upper floors of the exisitng school (or 4 thousand square feet
for commercial office which ever is greater.) with seperate secure connection from parking garage to
WHS building. I. the SW corner of the parking garge should be exposed to the park. J. LOBBY /
Garage connection 1. THe proposed connection is too long and enclosed corridor. There should be
an open air /covered connection from the parking lot to the lobby. 2. An open three level ramp system
with Growing planting and falling water brings the garage users to the lobby. Then from the lobby to
both sides of the program.

Opt #2: preserves theater: a plus. Requires partner: a complication, but consider a different plan that
creates storefronts on Stark on 1st/2nd floor; uses the upper floors for CC.

Favorite option is B

Inner SE is a dense area and I feel needs a large community center. Option B looks great but may be
the most expensive option. Having underground parking is a fantastic idea!

I personally like the look and feel of option 2 much more than the other two.

I would like to see Scheme B explored in more detail with more recreation functions included in the
WAMO building.

Housing is worthwhile and ecologically sound. Plan B would drive this unique development and still
preserve the site.

I do like very much any option that could preserve that theater. Option B does, and perhaps a partner
could be found to make the rest of the building into an arts incubator! A great match with the Parks
community center.

Our city's population will expand exponentially. We should provide as much structural space for future
use. Plan B addresses this while increasing green space. Thanks for the parking garage.

Option C

Option C is to limiting to the original footprint

A new building along SE 12th will block the view of historic WHS. Reuse the existing building, and
save as much open space for outdoor uses.

Consider Opt #3 with small stand-alone aquatic center to be phased. Consider keep theater, create
small gym out of 2-3 classroom areas, use eco-roof for walking track, tai-chi, other individual/group
activities.

Ilove the idea of using all of WHS, but do worry about the cost of the renovation and purchase of the
building. Leaving more open space is highly desirable!

I choose C to reuse Washington High and keep the footprint manageable and efficient. B creates too
much square footage, parking traffic and needs a partner. A leaves out old building which will be
dwarded by new one.

I really think that the outdoor space in option C is what will really allow the neighborhood to adpot
this space and make it theirs. The old building is beautiful and would make a grand community center
that could be decorated with historic references similar to some of the McMennamins projects to
engage local artist and stimulate the memory of generations of neighbors.

New aesthetic and design incorporated into older building. Increase lighting, ventilation.

Much prefer option c. use of architectural elements in the landscape to echo old building arbors,
trellises, benchs, etc. option for community garden on site - either on roof or around ground level.
Much prefer option C, but with modification of pool at corner of SE Stark and 12th. Feel strongly that
natural light is very important to pool center and am concerned that would not get much in ground
level of high school. Also am concerned that tough element at St. Francis park will see open space and
move some activity to our community park.
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e Ilove the amount of green space that Option C reserves for public use. I feel that the combination of
community center and lots of outdoor area would be a nice balance for the neighborhood.

Reuse

e Any designs using high school building should think about using/accessing the roof space -- walking
track, tea house, etc.

Some assurance that Wash HS will be preserved even if it's not part of the project.
start work now to encourage safe and development of high school for compatable use
Doubt can realistically build without addressing fate of school building, what ever it may be.

I like the idea of using the high school mostly because I don't like the idea of a vacant building in the
neighborhood.

e preserving inside and outside of WaMo. repurposing interior space instead of gutting it. American's
always through away their history.

recycle existing building lots of open space limited car access

save the old high school for another use, that can preserve at least some of the historic interior, the
theater, etc. as well as the historic exterior.

e Option 3 doesn't activate the 12th & Stark area -- small scale retail there could help, park isn't enough

Stark & 12th
e Activate the streets (especially 12th)
e Filling out the corner of stark and 12th is a great move.

e 12th is a busy street and it'd be better to have the entry on Stark to encourage neighborhood
pedestrian traffic & support nearby businesses.

Urban Design
e (At this stage) don't see enough emphasis on role of Com Center in overall urban design for the area
e Setback of buildings along Stark in Options 1&2: try to create more "public space", landscaping, etc.

Dog Park

e A fenced dog park, this has been the use of the land (unofficially) for several years and we should honor
what has been as well as what will be!

e At this time the buggest use of this land is dedicated to people enjoying exercise with their dogs. I
notice this has not been montioned in any of these visions. Please dedicate a parcel to our needs.
e Dog Park on 12th and alder
Off leash dog park please! Hopefully.
Off leash park a big plus

Sustainability features (incorporated in other comments as well)
e A green roof
e Energy effeciency

Athletic Features

e A gymnastics gym with proper equipment, properly and safely installed. There are virtually no places
in inner Portland to take gymnastics classes that have proper equipment.

Parking

e Underground parking.

e Allow underground parking for shoppers on Stark.

e Design parking so that it can be phased in and shared for washington high use at a later date
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Parking: consider parking available on 10th, 11th, 12th Aves; possibility of partner with CEID with
parking structure [W] of CC.

More parking for downtown parking people to bike in from here!

Local residents and businesses fear all of the on street parking will be taken by clients of the center.
Why would anyone park underground where the possibility of theft, vandalism or crime will surely
occur when they can aprk in the daylight and sunshine in the open, especially women! Parking on 12th
will be closer to the entrance then most of underground parking

Secure indoor bike parking car parking that is self supporting or subsidizes the centers operation
money. There is no such thing as free parking.

Program

Adequate space for classes (arts and science) - sun school for adults and kids. A bit on the order of the
multnomah art center/mt. scott/ EPCC

Art Classes are covered by 100th Monkey (16th Ankeney) and newspace Ctr. for photo.

Arts programming! make use of theater as a theater, not a pool.

You need a computer room!

Pool

One thing I would like would be the indoor/outdoor pool idea (since we already have indoor with
Buckman).

I'm also hoping for a saline pool and if any pool will be on the street side, it should be the activity pool,
not the lap pool. Can the lap pool have more lanes?

The space liberated by deleting that play pool could be used for more valuable functions and
amenities, like a cafe, kitchen, small theater space, etc

I strongly object to the Wild Waves type play pool- size and glitz factor are out of proportion to the
promised local neighborhood character the project was supposed to have.

Lip of pool should be at water line so you don't strain your arm when getting out. Low chlorine or
better yet saline pool. Lots of light and ventilation in pool area. Sauna. Non slip pool side and locker
room floors. Poolside open showers to rinse off.

The most important issue in any development of this facility is that it features an INDOOR POOL.
Inner SE is totally under served for swimming and a key commitment must be made to this issue. A
POOL is the most important feature of anything that is designed and built.

Outdoor Space

Also, sad to see there isn't any space reserved for a skate park - even if it would need to be funded by
private funds and business donations. A skate park would be really loved since it's a 15 mintue drive to
any others (pier, ed benedict, sw comm center, ..)

Grass amphitheater in circular park. try to connect project w/ st. francis church and encourage
renovation of st. francis park. rose garden - small and semi enclosed (similar to rose garden in fenway
park, boston)

In the tree areas there needs to be viewing corridors or alot of people will take up residence in the park
a condition which the city of Portland refuses to address once it happens.

Community gardens big plus

Missing from all design options is an attempt to create multiple rain shelters around the building(s). it
would not be difficult or costly to include rain shelters arounf the site and attached to the buildings
that would enable greater year round use of the site. especially with design option 3 with the multi use
field, this would create the ability to have events that may be challenging with rain. built in shelters,
awnings, and other rain shielding devices would add to the beauty but more importantly to the
functionality of this community center.
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The site design and landscaping needs more work - more interactive with people. Include street scape
along stark. include a commercial coffee shop/meeting space. Keept the internal appearance informal
and non institutional! Keep it affordable for all income levels.

Social Service

I hope there is some way to partner somehow with ST. Francis so PP&R can be of some help for the
homeless, ie, access to showers, community programs, etc.

General Comments

Anything at all will be better than what we have now. And honestly, I liked all the options.

As a renter two blocks away from the site who is currently building a house in the neighborhood, it is
most important that this activate the neighborhood in a wide variety of ways - not just through the
internal activities that happen within the walls of the center, but how the project engages with the
existing neighborhood and helps bring added vitality to the site. This center should not only serve the
car commuters, but also the pedestrians and bicyclists. In addition, it should serve the immediate
neighborhood - a neighborhood that is, according to the 2000 census, 85% renters; 52% 22 to 39; and
52% one person households. Features including maximizing open space, including community
gardens, multiple uses for the exterior, and street presence on 12th & Stark are the most important to
me. Sustainability is also critical, and while I would love to see the vacant high school building reused,
I don't feel like any of the plans do this in a comprehensive way - I would like to see more reuse of the
existing structure (not merely the facade), but feel that of these three plans, the new building provides
the most opportunity for sustainable building within a more modest budget.

Community center enhances vibrancy of buckman and is built to scale for the area.

Why focus on a fitness-center model CC?! The plans ignore the NAs' preference for spaces for arts
and crafts. There are many public and private fitness centers in inner SE and Portland, but no place
where one can learn to throw a pot or sew, practice a musical instrument, create a painting or
sculpture, practice dance all in one space. Let's offer alternative space/programming that can fill a
vacuum.

I feel like the program for this community center is insensitive to the neighborhood. We are a
neighborhood of renters who need community garden space. We are a neighborhood of artists and
musicians who need practice and performance space. These needs are unmet and unrecognized
because there has been little effort to reach out to all but a small group of people who do not
accurately represent the demographics of the inner southeast. Additionally, none of the designs address
the adjacent commercial district. While a few years ago there wasn't much happening there, several
cafes and shops have opened up along SE Stark in between 12th and 15th, and any new development
should aim to be a part of this, to integrate with other activity without trying to stand along as its own
thing,

I think that it is important to make this a safe/clean part of the neighborhood. I worry that extra park
space would invite the homeless element, that already plagues the area, on to this zone, that they now
largely ignore.

Comment Form

e Tkind of had a hard time understanding how exactly to rank the different questions, because some
of them came off as a little ambiguous (i.e. I couldn't tell if "Very Important” was as in "this is very
important for me to have" or "this very important because I am concerned about this element."

e This is one of the most confusing opinion forms I have ever completed.
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APPENDIX M

Washington High Community Center Option D

View from Northwest

Bl S Advisory Committee Meeting 12.01.2009
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Washington High Community Center Option D
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APPENDIX N

Washington High Community Center Option A  “Fallback”
Reduced Size
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Washington High Community Center Option A “Fallback”
Reduced Size
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APPENDIX O

4%k PORTLAND PARKS & RECREATION
W lealthy Parks, | lealthy Portlandg

ARG

60 — 300 P
Pordend Opers Officrs
211 5F Carathers

Commitize Members: Tin Halbnes (CEIC), Martha Prok Andresa, Mike Whitmarr {ENAY, MaryAss

Sciresh {SNA), Jeff Milkes (FPAR}, Bab Dawning (FPAR}, Christiee Yun {Barkmany, Ehzbeth Gartl
(HANDY, Suea Lindmy (Chair}, Ellca Wax {Faraklc}, Noen Rich (MAC Club/Boorcation), ‘Trida Tillman
[Paﬂaluud},ﬂm![hppu{PPE},Nmnf[H:mnhnHtﬂE&}

St=ff Somin Moamber, Elimboh Eonncdy Woag, Samh Coates, PR}
Mecting Outoromea Grmls

=  Intodurr the Advisoey Caminitter, Pordand Parks & Recreation Staff

=  Introdor Projoct Goals, patonines shd dineline

= Fovicw Commitize roles sl respoasibilides

L Introdotion

Caminittre incinben were ghen “Prapke Bingn™ w an ichrealer. ‘The chair began the mecting snd iivied
the commitier o intradua themaches, and share 2 bk of dieir cxpedenee and hierest dh scrving ah dhe
coininkice,

Project Overviewr
v Hinary af WAMD Communhty Coner
‘The chalr revkewnl the hismry of the mimmahity coner aid revicwed the recommenduadans from dae 2004
Advlsary Comindtize. ‘The mimminze recrmmesd st at that dine indaded:
A ominanity ceoter loaizd at the narthwest mmer of the adic
A playficld will be inchuded
A mwimmirg pocl will be indnded
‘The trees in the sandrecst carner of the sl will be presareed
Traffic limpacta @ the inmedatr: mxmmaonity, capedally 14* and 15* Axca, will be mindmdzed
b. Correas Effoet
1 Timcline
‘The Prajoct Maneger revicwed the praject timeline. “The consahuit 1s experizd ta be oo haard by Junc,
July they arc expertzd 1o focun ph markes siwlics, oafic snalpis cte. We are achedaded ta cmples the

project by Scptember 2009.
L Prodoxt

‘This phasc af the praject will ke the dexdgh throogh land nec review and pravide m with schomatie
deadghn The few: phasc wonld be deslgn development and cotstractan.

Caminitire Rales and Bespandbditics

- N 1 ___ L
[ MR T~ F FF

Public Tovnlvement Maneger revicwed the masna of the naichook — cipecially forandhg oo comimiae:
reapanadbilitcs, groohd reles shd dedalon-imeking. The oominides sgrecd o following 2 coaschsm based
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decixion-making meded, mopparted lknedsg dhe gremnd roles and o1l peesent agread m the mles and
respanaibdlitics sa padined in the satchock.

Meedng Schedul:
The next mecting wa scheduled for May 5. Thore wan same dscondan sboat the June mectihg doe ta
achool achedules Dates were sclected for the Joly and Angos: meetngs.

Praja: Manager mak on schedunling the June mecting.
Schedaling the Open Hoor wa deferred mtl] the eoasadant was seleozd.

. Next Sixpa
L Opeh Home
Camnitter mcmben were reminded of the dut, tine wrd Ioatian of the Open Home and requested o
nitcind an part af thelr rerponaihilites.
b. RFP Revicw Vokmtrem (2}
Scwn Lindeay, Micher] Whitmoer and Marthe Pecle- Andrews valonteered m serve pb the RFP review

mninkse

. Public Comment
‘There wm na poblc minment.
Adjparn E05
Next Mecting
My 5, 2009

Eut Parthrd Cammmnity Ceaer
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4k PORTLAND PARKS & RECREATION
W lealthy Parks, laalthy Portlana

G:00-8:00 PM

East Portdund Commantty Comter

Mexting Outorm cafGisla

Pravkk the Project Adviiory Cammitter with informatica e Pordand Commanity Centers, Meetdng
rcloded & toar of the Fast Pordend Commandey Center led by Daog Brenner, PPER Zoar Manegrr, atd mm
Inknrmadianel dsensdan an Portland Commmntty Cenzem ld by Doog Brenner, Bob Downing, Porthad
Parka & Brercation (FPAR} Operatinns and Maintraanrr, snd Joff Milkzs, FPPER Zanc Manager, Miecting
il indorded Project Advlsary Comimdttes: (PAC) questicas snd shreeem, and poble comiment.

Participartin

Committer Members: Tin Halmea (CELC), Martha Prok Andrews, Mike Whitnare {ENA), MaryAnn
Schrenb ENA), [cff Milkes (FP&R), Boh Dawrdng (FPERY, Chrlrtine ¥ (Burkiman), Eltabedh Gurd
(HANDS, Susan Lindwry (Chuir}, Fllen Wax {Earmide}, Noem Rich (MAC Clob/Recresdan), “Tica Tillnen
(Parkn Board}, Dany Cappe {PPS}, Nancy Oberschmids (HCA}

Staff: Svmn Meamber, Flzsberh Eenncdy-Woag, Sarmh Costes, (FPAR}

Irrvited Presenters: Boh Dawning, Doag Breaner, [=fF Milkes {PPER)

Comrmonity: Seven momben of the poblic stended die meeting.

Mexting Summary
‘The meeting hegun with a omr of Fant Portand Commanity Center {EPCC) ked by Doug Brenner, Zoar
Mntn:l:rfnrfanl‘nrdmd. ‘The Communlty Center indales a variety af speces and mes.

rhnr-"—hh"'h.nlnl that the 1ﬂﬂm—ﬁunm-:—nhpﬂﬂm-mdﬁhmmﬂ

I.ll.l:l.llIﬂm twh:mhq:mdﬂmﬂyh: wred

L Rentb af the spacr belngr ih revenne foe PPER.

3 ‘The EPCC sitz waa scquired by a Lind swnp with the David Thoaglas Schaal Distdet (va mancy
wu tirvolved in the swnp).

4. Cucatior: In therr 1 model orwhat conatiates 2 mmandty et Anrerer: Camimmnity Coner
mah typically tndnde moltdpl: sgodos feaores, comria/gpmnesinms, a walldfoy track (which
EPCC doca not have}, growp excrce stadios, dimbing wall (ahbeogh PPER docm't requendy
bawe ditmbigwalls), Bnes center, partfrental roams, beloyr lomied bear green space, smmge,

5. Quctiot: What J the et aber of EPCC? Per SERA Architrctore FPCC indmling the agada
nrdditiom da 44,18 scuare foo

Afzrthe war, PAC Chair, Sman Lindsay, millal the meeting to arder snd led inoodoctions. She then tomed
1. Duoug Breaner commented that the EPCC mtal prajert cost (incinding permittdng, dedgn,
mohstrurtian, o) of the prginel Imilding, openal in 1998, waa $5.58. The addithan, which was ot
mhstrurtcd, mat $12.3M. Soodrerst Cammunity Center (SWCC} openrd in 1999, Ihra 312.5M
] project cont. Thang boted that soime: of the conts lvvabed develaping the ares sorroanding the
park, Hir adding sldewnlla.
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1. Quetion: Are there comimmity centeem with 1 second floee? Anrwer: Nat corrently da dhe PPER

m,wﬁmhmh?mﬁmmhqﬂmm}.
3. Qucetiore What Ja the mial baipeint of the mminan by o il padkeg loe combined? Anveer:
mhmhﬁmmﬂqwm&:mmmﬂ&mhu?m

A __'I:l_._.__.._._l oL . TATHEL.TH L__ P By R — PPN W PR Ey———
b 1] JJI.HI.!' ICOOET NI UGEL © O RS mmunrsspwm-:mpnqusuﬂn!mnumumqm

parking Jot for ban-commnity conter nac.

5. Cast roowery refen ta the mhml penrnge of the mat o ron L oimmonig coner that i reovered
by revcime generated by the commonky ceaer. EPCC oont recovery b set Ior 0%, SWEC ooec
recvery lnaet at BO%, wnd M. Scoer boaee st 60%. Poge: 28 of the Jone 2008 deaft Commeesity Crrters
Tockrsioel Pirper Hitn coat recorvery sl

6. It's nat vhosml for e commenky ceaer Edlity o ke 1.5-2 yram @ cohetroet.

7. Qnecrtios: Has there been any dicnudon of ming 2 mbine poel? Anreer: ‘The Stz of Cregon has com
llowahlc treatment optans for poaks: dhlarine ar bromine. Saline oratmene ms be mmal m
chloelne.

JeiE Milken, PPR. Zoar: Maneger ke Soath Parthid, provided sdditonal inforinedan reganling comimmnity

atces

1. Jeff anizd that cverpanc in the minimmnhy gea o be part af the commmnity aonter, wnd e s
important o rememhber that dhe commanioy need will drive the progreims, ssd dhe peogrema will drive
the design of the fadlivy.

1. Ecy program arca indnde: Rincaa progmm/gymassom, woight room {will be a highly vaed area,
e/ turtroction duses, aqmatios, apedal svena, art/cakural eveno, {these gee peopke Invtredoced 1a
the: ey}, umpa wnd sapervibed programa, indoling preschools

3. Opemting cxponara broalelawi: 75% goes for pemnanel, 15% gocs for Gelliio, snd 10% b apent e
pdher exprasm.

Bob Downing, Parks Malntcrance Soperviar, jravided Inforimation pa what k ke ta ron o Bdliy over the
courss of ka lifctkne:
1. Mabnicnencr af mdlides is genenlly covered by General Fond dolhr. Whilz desdgh in ahdecssy
PPER dacs comt estimatian, sa whes ic apens there are fonds ready I apersdans and madniesanes.
1. Mabmcrance come A i whhoot 2 pool nmally costs $2-3agquare: oot annmally ta mednisin (or $4-6
nckding ntilitkes}. A adic with a pool wually et 35/ayuare oo {or §1igore bat ncloling
wtilides) 'While paals are expemive, they are 1 high valoe fiom ih the commanicy.
3. LEED cxrdfetion drives the cont ap e n project, demgh same prodoca mey ant reqoie uomoesh
madvrhsner over dine, s where there womld be 1 greatr inidal cont, there wemlbd be o lower oot
over dme

PAL Docaticms

1. Qucatior: Do you penzive dhere b n aeal for mechanioal wentlation for spaccs Hekr 2 gyminssiom that
coald be natarally wentllated? Anreer: Onera design tram is oo baard, they ooald Iock S and
tincomn that forther.

2. Cuestiore The Junc 1008 dft Cosermmity Craterr Tedriad Paper sayn the primary scrvie area fora
mnmunky cetire iy n I-mile ndion. For aower facdlides, haw Br are peaple tmwcling? Answer:
With nrw facilitiz, mch wa the FRCC poal, same new people are coming ta the commoniy ceneer.
Typizlly, peaple come o the comimmmity conter froim o 3-5 mwlle adii,. A map svrelnga 3-mile
ralian of the Wishirgton High arca was handed pat.
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3. Question: What sboar denaity? ‘The Washington High arca 4t a high deasey area. 'Will that be

lbokzd at when planning for the fdlioy ta s what inpacts coald resadt from dhat (b snd @ed)
Answer: Part of the mnsal tanin woek will be dolng 2 marke: feandbiicy wnalyds.
What perratege of poapk e o 8 comimmity conter® Anewer: An part of the coasel eint woee

. I | | [y S . . SIS -
LLGTE: WLl L- M LEdI N I.II.I.I.F.II-

. Querdore Can dhe bos routes be pverlaid an dhe 3-mike mdbon scrvice arcs map? Anewer: PPER will

imake: the nddidan 1o the mup.
Oncstior: Can the PAC get stotstios from exising PPAR eotnonity conter oo which programa
belny in the mostflcant revciee? Anewer: To be provided at o Inter deic by PPER. PPER will

pewhle: dhe Advisary Commictzs the 2006 Cane af Scrvios Study aed Cost Rocavery Policy (appendis
na well an the 2007 & 2008 Update for hedagromnd information shent the Cloy's oot recovery pelicy

nhd expenar and revenoe informadon by progrm and commmity eenter.

. Querdore In PPER an baard with the 1dea of 20-minotr: acighborhnoda, ar are they loakng for 2

hryrr mizdhiment arca for this commonity conter? Anrwer: FPAR b sapportive of the idza of 20-
minoir aeighborhoods, ot for larger ttema, Hiee o commmicg center, PRER doesn's hawe the frnds
placx: than in overy helghlorbaad h the Chy, s we have o look ot 2 hryer aacchiness ares,

Puhlic Conment

1. Irwoul be Gnmsde toheve an B hae 25-yand pool for frmal cob sedon meeta.
1. Qucitlors What arc noxt sixpa for the deslgn proces? What informetian J needed? Whea doea the

public grt m comiment pa i A: This ina PAC irknrmedan meedng. PPER will cmail 2 proccs
chart shoreing where and baw pohHe infoematon will be guthered and oeed during the proces.

. Quertdor: Slner PPER"s mbsog i ta pravide healibder ciovimaimenta, what sboat Joakdng at pasive

vontildon? Tdnor sir guality is imporsint @ highlight m the dedgh am. Anvwer: FPER

recoghizrea the imporanee of air qoality. At mistnom, the bailding will be coastroeezd o o LEED
Gok sundard.

4. Mecdng adjonrned at 302p.m.
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4% PORTLAND PARKS & RECREATION
W lea thy Parks, |ealthy Partland

Washingtrm High Project Adviscry Comrmnitice Mecting
23R

600 B: 00 P
Soateen Cammmmity Craver
GHIO SW 45 Awc

Mecting GutzrmeafGomls
Provkk prajer: statm repoct, revicw/monfirm project objcctives, and discow dhe: conschsa dechion-making
procea

Participarrie

Committer Miembera: ‘T'm Halmes (CEIC), Miartha Peck Andrees, Mk Whitmare {ENA}), MargAsn
Schrenh SNA), Jeif Milkes (FPAE), Bah Dawhing (FP&RY, Chrirtiae ¥ion {Backman), Elabech Gurdd
(HANDS, Snean Lindsry (Chuir}, Ellen Wax {Fartrlde}, ‘Tricda Tillman (Parks Board), Doay Cappa {PPS),
Nancy Dberadunidt {BCAY. Narm Rich (MAC Clulv/Berreatina} nat preachit.

Staft Swwmn Meamber, Fizsheth Kennedy-Woby, Sarmh Coates, Lim Petiersan, SERA Architert, Barbar
Hart.

Trovited Presenters: MaryAnn Takeshima, THreotor, Soatdren Cammmnity Ceater, Zar Santner, Direcmr,
PPER.

Comrmnity: Leah Hytman, Maneger SE Uplift, Loke, Peter Curds, Eon Dicser, Jabn Wright, Kine Vack,
reakdent of HANTD, minzm perner in Borkinan,

Mecting Sommery/Notes
1. The meeting hegun with a enr of Socthwen Communhy Cener FWCC led by MarpAnn
‘Takushims SWOC Directer,
L The Communky Center 1 48,000 square: feet aind dncindes a vardcty af spaces and oen
b. Sowhwest Cammmnity Center in mrgeted o aporated s wn K% oo revery i
During FY 0708, the conter had 1 W% cost anvery af la direct apemting cxpourca

[ mﬁ:hiﬂh;mmmmﬂlﬂpmnap.kmnlﬂwﬂuﬂ

2. Somn Lindsay {SL) mlied the meeting to ander snd led intodoctioan.

3. SL oommented thut she had questinac] why the proccs wea being pahred ao quiddy, and the

reapanac ahe received i that the project I moving guicdy to easare the project i ready or incdandon
ib n patential 2010 band mesare.

L SLwodd sho like m dicos poteatally looking st amaller conmonky ez oo additianal
Beld trim, wnd adding addimal meednga.
4. SL intmdoaed PPER Dircctor Zarl Santher.
L Zarl thanked all the PAC mrmbers for their willingnes o particpate in thin prooss. PPER

ia in the process af developing a 25 -prar cophal plan, which ihdades existing asscts, wawell s

aildre b prrmn o mxmmnhr mred el In._..-.-l.n-.-.- e deliverr, Bhe e s of
AT ANe T &

Fmdhgﬁr?aﬂu,whldlhdthP&:anﬂuﬂimﬂy!uhgm the voizem for major pil
fonding. ‘The Washingion High Cammunity Contrr s phe of the highest priceky aew
project for PPER.

b. Zarl wantn the comimmnity center o Bt inm 1 pelghbarkoad, @ scree the tayret cimmoniy,

nhl ta have u light Iatprint pa dhe planct.

Portland Parks & Recreation 89



Appendices

c Roveours from all conten are combined - esem aren't in competiiog. Cost recovery goals
depend pa the demagraphics wnd the abflity of the commonity where the Edlity b loaed. In
gencrl, PPER needs to do a cont recovery of 19% . Coready, PPER b aboac 35 %.

5. 3L and Susan Mramber (5M} led a disoandon of the proces overdes:

L FFP Sclection Procose Miches] Whitnare, Marthe Peck-Andees, Scomn Lindsay, and Bab
Dowhing, Snean Meimber, Denyare MoGriff {PTRC, and Eilern Argenting were the ekmtion
comimniotze members.

b. There were 11 praposcn and 4 were lvervlcwsd.

Javalved i the EFPCC projeat, atd wes fnvalved in the Wahington High prajot i it tnftis] aking
cminiraton phase. SERA will hepefully be ander costract by Joly 1+

c Fimznbarg Beld rip: Seveml mmimze membens ook o Bzl odp @ the Fisteabery
Camnmunity Ceater. Rovoime gohemtiah b important, niilizng loa of windaws for visibilicy.
They did have a scoand story, with an clevator, and the WaMin sl will ohdobdly be a
naki-stoey stractore. “They alsa had an extenatve shop with snada and seppliea. “Thelr
parking lot ia reported ta be shwaya il Beomee it Ja very sadmrben, most wen arc driving o
the fadliy. The Edlity had » very nice, profesdosal, kichen, The Imilding b LEED Gold.

d. RFP & Lumcs matrhc Onee SERA b an haard, PPER will work with SERA ta deizrindne the
beat methad of krepdng the conmlnnt maving and givieg comimitiee inpot. It my be dhat &
inakzs sonar @ udd some sddittona] mectige. SM ol pused aot the proces Bow chare and 2
atrix ta keep tack af requests and fieima that have heen reqursed.

1) PAC member requested o receive Boor dagrama and lise of program clements
arean for cotumondty cottee dhat the PAC haa vhit=d.
5 SM lod a diwwowinon of the project abjertivea
L SL wan marrrhed shoat the project abjertives disooard at the Bt mectihg and the lade af an

phjcothee that addressca the praject imparca an the acighbodhoed, and dedre not 1o harm the

neighbodhood.
2) PPER will darlfy krina 1 and 3, mdd definidons ta 4, and fardher define 8. The newr

propoacd izma, warked dhroagh by FPER and the mb-commites consdsing af Lz,
Nancy, and MargAnn, will be distribatzd by zmeil hefore and will be an agonds izm

ut the hext meetlng.
7. Elimbeth Kennedy-Woag (FEW} lod a discaowion of decslan-maling procrdares.
L FEW nnted that the group jost hed their Bt expericne af mnssnwn proces discosing the
project abjectivea. She aaked dhe: groop o reflect oo how the proces willl madne: ta wodk

pacr the Jseza are higher sake gaak.

b. Barlwra Hart mygested ming Bngers ta chedk in with dhe groop: 1 Anger means pon lly
mappoet the propoml, 2 Rngre mean the persan man live with 1 if the groap want @ mae
o, 1 Bngers incann the peranh has coneerna st questans. ‘The groop sgreed oo the
Buger comiment methal.

e EEW aba nated dhat sabatantive comnmmization (decosdan ar decldan -making} shembdn't
happen by cinail.

d. 5L affered thet cxomimiter member were weloame ta join her in the bi-weekly meednga she
hus with PP&R.

H. Somnr groap members ndicated an tnterest in mare frequent mectivgm @ meet the deadline. The

group will re-vink the ople of o mectdng.
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¥. Doag Cappe guee some sew Poedend Pohle Schaak (FPS) developments, FPE awta the achool
buailding which may bz Incarparsted dnin the cminmndty conier and shndher pleer of praperty

mplnmdh]rth:ﬂnH.
_a .l . _rToma 1L 0 _.1_ __ _____ T __'I.J..__._J_'l"l'.l

e

hm&dngmdduhuﬂhgmhmlmhmmthnﬂghhﬂmnﬂhﬁﬁnﬂ.
FPER will nced to rescarch whether Iooking ax the exdrtingr property woald be feanlble in the
projec: scope, o in SERA' coatract.

d The schoal baard sandund price for the peoperty b Eir mardet valar.

£. ‘There muy be pppartonitics o otivme toerdyuidng ndng dhe: 1* Boar 21 cooumnndty oonicr,

with hanudng sbove.

L Scwml committes momben valoed mppoert bot 5o voiz mkon now.
10. Pablic comimene

L The panildlity of ming the exising bodlding opesa the diseosion widely - so mater what dhe
decisng wai befoer, oo becded m phis for ther olking e part of the project snpeny. B'an

great apportaniy.
b. It woul be inzroating o do a LEFT rehabifinden af the cxirtng bailding, alang wich 2
LEED Gold new badlding: “The combinatdoan wemld be o great demosstraton project.
c A mcmbcr of e public requena @ khow when the demagraphic sad Boor pln infrmerion
will b availahlc.
11. Cammittee revicwsd wnd approved the Moy 5 meeting notea,

Scnd agoinds mgyration o Sown Lindsay, chalr, and oz S Meamber, Projeo: Managrr.
Next mecting with prajoct staff snd cheir wre Juby 1, %340 am - 106:30 am

7]

Meocidng ndjmrned at 35 pm.
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4 PORTLAND PARKS & RECREATION

w lea thy Parks, Healthy Partland

B0 B:00 PM
SE Uplif
35%4 5E Main {2 blocks noeth of Hawdhoenc)

Mexting OrutermesfGols
Drhoom and confivm praject phiccthves, dscom ommantty oomreach process, and discans praject avcrvew
with dedgh tram.

FPartidparrts

Committee Members: ‘Tin Habnes (CEIC), Martha Prok Andrres, Mile Whitnars {ENA}, MaryAns
Scireh (SNA), [cfFMilkes (FPAR}, Boh Dawsing (FPAR}, Christse ¥in {Burkinan), Flimbeth Guitd
(HLANDY, Snsan Lindery (Chuir}, Fllea W {Eastside}, Demgr Cappa (PP}, Naary Oberclimide (HCA},
Narm Bich {MAC Clob/Brrreaton). Trids Tillman {Parla Baard} not prescoc.

Staff: Sowmn Meamber, Fizsheoth Kennedy-Woay, Sarsh Costes, Knrt Scholiz, SERA Archiccts,
Invited Prescnicrs: Noac.

Comrmunity: Koo Dicaer, Sown Prare (Hoafard -Aberncty Nelghborband Amarietion) Roe Plambedk,
(Partland Devclpiment Cammlmiog), Peirr Kaioa, David Recs, Linds Netzleren.

M::ﬂll.' Sommery/Notes

1. Sown Lindsay {SL) mlled the mectng o ander s led imdoctions

2. Committee apprwrd the ovoning's agohda.

3. Commitice reviowsd and spproved the June 23 mecting nates, with anc addiiion ander liem 4.5 -
bodng thet Zar] Santher wan on baard with the 1des of 20-minmic acighbodyanda
4. Na pablc canment.
5. Pm;hnt abjetivex A sob-mumimitee: met o dwift oot peoject abjosives,
Changrl m “h Bnsnclally feaddhle to boild when fonds are avnilshle”

I:. Cant'd pressare o try ta ihdade parking. 5L affered o have dhe laoe taben hack ta dhe sab-
moinmicze.

c MW nainol be dhinla lodkdng at the cdsdng Washinginn High bailding shanld alsa be s
pbjccthee, bot FIR doea aot correndy awn the bailding sa hwill oot be incloded yor 24 an
phjcothe.

d MP-A requests m changr the ®loak ot parking aptions™ m be wonled *parddng optians will be
crlmizd dudng the deslgn procesa”

5. Community autreach debelck: 1,233 people rerpondol @ the sarecy. It was loaadly dsidboted sod
reechved a bigh mie af respoasc bot wea bot sclondfie. A higher pereeninge af respotsc aune from
hoine oenem, shd people from the s doacst 1o the community conze were more likely @ respand.

L Owroach for the ppen home: FPR satddpates dhat approdimaiely 200 people will atead,
EEW will loak for aparx: fr 300,

b. PAC hmintarmed autresch doas thet EEW will we ta pat together a simicgy m sond o the
PAC.

92
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= Sorecy resala will be prescinied ac the Joly 2dh meeding, sloogr with rembin of odher snalyals

the design

traimn ban beoh doing.

7. ijnmni:mEmEdmhzﬁERﬂ}.mmddmﬂER&huhnmhmlwdhdmpmjmhurﬂn
phaacs (from 2004 sody an} sod 1 faniler with the hadegromind of the prajat. SERA msamens thoy
will he ahlc i Ioak at re-aalng the cditivg achoal a1 anc af the aliermatives. Ar theirown rak, ey

have sarzd poting ogether a heae domwing af the schoal.
L The bar-manth prajest Himclins e SERA's work ia shoen as Joly-Oomber, thaogh some

permitting may pocur afizr Doaber.
b. T]mr:u:ﬂmdi&rmtmm!mlu of nala:

L LY

1]

5

-

nﬂnﬁ!mmnmqrm]r Lnuwmmmlu:mm:umlm]uu,
programindng, demographio, reoeatan treds, and piher backgroond meerdsl
Thﬂpmnﬂnnngmmtﬁm{[ammhhpnu}uﬂh:vnghnﬂmddﬂ:&h
mmponcat. Lanren ia scthely workdeg oh information getherng at dhis ime
incholing comparatives for other commuanioy conterm

1. SERA will distrituir corrent rescarch tn PAC members a weck in

2. MAR wmld Hkr m acc ahc af the maegpa be the poc Meniified in 2004 wnd
‘T'raffic simdy. The taffe: wark will peimarily be conduncted by Koo & Avee
who warked on the 2004 repart sad are acthely gathering oaflic inforimathon at this
dime.

1. SFRA will howe preliminery parking datn ready by the Aogaac 25™ apen hanss,

nad hopefully by the Angant 11* PAC mectiog.

Denigh Procom. ‘This campancnt will be led by SERA, who has a dbwenc tcam
mwcinbled Their mam indodes stroctural chgineen (EPFF (for Washingon High'
nad ABHTY, Intcrfarr Engincem, Langn Hunacn sa the Landwape Archiiors, and
Prizr Mcijcr Archiroa.
Land Usc appraval proccs: ‘Thia proces will hegin aher the pptians have been
ormatrd. i wxmld be ady 2610 beforr & land nac appeowl b reached. Beverdy
Bookin & the hind me spedalist. Onoe SERA han three desiga, they can proaxd
oaversatinha
Projct Mansgomene: Indudes lhicdin repora/dcliverables.

e Upmning Mcctngs

1)
I

Azt the July 20* PAC mecting, Laaren Liviegsimn will prescara brdcling an the
nhalpads she has doac dhan fr.

Eco-Charrctir: Befare Aoguat 11th mecting, SERA phite sh coo-charretic with FPR
ahd conmbtanta, and same PAC member valootcom m disam dhe i, the ballding,
pocutal program, susetnebdlity featres, the sviminabilicy goals. Thn Smid,
SERA dviz conlogy cxpert, will abznd. PAC members intcrested dh soznding
inchodrd: Nuncy, Christine, ‘Tin, Mike, MargAnn, Andicnoe memhor Ken and
Linda alsa expresscd Intcrest dh adcnding.

3) At the Aogoat 11* PAC mecdng, SERA will be prescodng preliminery Bnsndal info,
traflic analpia, vory preliminery draft conespt aption
q) Project apen bamc will be Aogoat 25, At dhis apon hooee, SERA will gather pablic

2

Ecdhack an the pptia., SERA will provide PAC members with that

=t Ernnrlhlﬁ'ﬂ'ﬂ'lrﬁnmﬂ TR iy e

i=E L 2 LR~y 58 REEES LL | R o =
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5] ‘The bemat of the Anal open booae in adll ta be deenmdned, bt will Bely indomle
inlnrmedan prescaction w woll s same comimmmiy bopot.

. The prescatation o Cliy Coandl ia inkrmedeanal.

e ‘The Beal deltwerahlc for the design and lind o process will be 2 finel repoet which inclndes
u IR N M
LI.I.IF“[I.'I.I.I.!I-

L Al the achmic snalyals that wea doac previamly an Wadhingion High was dans conaiderdng a
reddential e IF & s mecd for o different e {Hee 2 ooty conies?, it will have @ be re-
doar.

g SERA will propere » document jost showing the PACAHen Honee activitics snd
arhding the other SERA activitics.

h Ths Wathingtos High badlding in approsimut=ly 8,03 SF per foar, and & ha 3 oo,

1 Somn Meamher toed thae SERA b bow mnder contract.

} PPR scint u letizrta PPS rojurating a letier back o confinm dheywune FPR @ undertabe the
desdyn analydn and that dhey make infoemation, and aceesn, smilble o asdat in the anabsls,

k SLwill sak Hrud Moaleos far the informedon they gathered dudng dhe 2004 repar: procca.

1 Oncofthe PAC mgyratdnns wa o heve 2 mecting calnation orn,. M passed them pat foe
PAC members o A1 pa.

m MW woadered Hf the mrvep provided an ides af commoniey goal for deslgn developmend
ES mafinned chat SFRA hus hecn able o guihver a sensc af gaal from dhe meveps wnd
rescarch danc sa Br, though ic will madner: ta cwhe.

§. Fomre agende iema'izma for the e marie

r Lanrco has the recovery rate for the Forsznbery conizre

b. Rcflcot the muichment wroan for Mad Dlibinan shd FPCC- PPR will pravide tha
infrmudan,

= PPE might go for a botul e sa PPR plans ta meke 2 decdan by 172010 shant whedher dhey
wmld pracced with a band in 2016,

d. Inckole pdher rrreatinns] factlidies pa the map

7 EEW will scnd a pdf of the map, and will loak inm & mep that sl incades
ncighborhood hanndarica.
£ SM will ardd theae iteme tn the isme matrix

Moctdng adjemrnrd at §:15 pom.

Next Miecting: Joly 28, 2009, 540 pm — 3400 pm {oorat 5:30pm for those interened)
M. Senit Caminnnity Conter, 530 SE 72 A
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4w PORTLAND PARKS & RECREATION
W lea thy Parks, |H=althy Partland

7RG

BA0-0: ) P

M Senit Comimity Ceawer
5530 5E 72 Asr.

Mexting OutormesiGrmls

Discum whil mnfirin praject phicetives, share and cxplin ivfoaneton from praject teem an oohds, scrviocs
nhd surveps and descrdbe the relatioaship between progmim, revenor sod need and the respanathiliog af de
mninkice o balsnoe these needa.

Participarvie

Committze Members:, Mike Whitmore {KINA}Y, Marpfim Schreah (SNA), Jeif Milkes (FP&R}, Bah
Dowhing {(PPEE), Christine Yun (Buckman), Elimbeth Gaetd HHAND), Swan Lindsay {Chatrb, Ellen Wax
(Fastaisl), Nancy Dbcechimide {BCA), Narm Rich (MAC Clabé/Reoreation), Bob Dosning (PPAE).
Staff: Scwmn Meamber, Kylc Mormlod:, Kort Schuolix, Rarbars Hart, SERA Archizctn

Trrvited Promenters: The Sparta Managoment Groaop

Conrmunity: Linds Netzkoweh, Sawn Pranx

Not in Attenrdbanee: Tim Habmes {CEICY, Marths Pock Andrewn, Elimmheth Eoonedy Wang, Doag Capps

EPS)

Mexting Summsry/Noics

1. Somn Lindsay {SL) mlled the mectng o ander and led inraductions

1. Cammitiee spproved the cvening's agonda,

3. Sowmn Mcamber {SM): (Projcct Manager Updaie} An addivon of the ballding amendment has goae
pat. Mot whh Doag Capp bbbl info.
EEW rclancd the open hamc nattfication schedale. Tnterest wai cxpressed in pasding pat pasicn af
inap. Ang. 11* mecting in whea dheae will e drirfloted.
Inwurn imatrh was vpleicd and s wmikble paline. There are mpics of Soar plane foc W, FPCC and
Firsrabary sitzi. Aba have avallahlc: Matt THahinan wnd M. Soot maps, Faclivkes providing

L Cont roawery recommchdeden Eroim iniernal analyt grp: 51%.
4. 3M: After st meedng, Fecdhack was bot cloar on whether arnot objectves were mee. Neal @ agree

befare we mn proceed anight.

- ™ iy o .. . 1.1 _..1___ . ___1___.1___..1_._FE g N N, o I R
AN =i .

peimary bsar that shoald be agrecd npoa.

b. MNcighbar: © of address high needs af ihner conadde » Zar
smtcs that there shemld be n disdnctkon berwcen aclghbom st reabdovs, Zad prefen die
ward reabents

"Neghborbonde™ is acceprizd.
5. Spora Mansgriment Group (Lauwreh Livingend: prescnird alids show o groop an mecting heolds of
moimmahity.

L Donagraphio
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1) Childrenstrenn (infunt-19y 15.9%

1) Fumily krming adula (20-34} 45.7%
%) Matare alala {45-54) 20.9%

§) Retrement agz {5 over) 10%

5] 'Taml hoaachokls (2008} 47, 43

5) Homschalds whth children 6,144 (12.4%)

b. Bresk from Slide shere: Definitan of full serviee commandty cesees e0d ' have: indeore
pools u well a1 pdher snchitien. Peadhmls and Manteeillh heve: oocloar pooh sad are aoc
maadrred "Fall Scrvker”™ beramec an aoaloar poal daes bot drew the mime smoan: af oaffiz,
bor b & apen during certatn scasan,

c Romme Side show: Trotds Iinpactdng recestian progrimining {Boomer gracradon,
Saralwich gencraton, Childhoed abeiity, Healdhy commanites, Enviranmental sicwnnlship,
Decreascd

1) Sandwich Generation: 20 millan sduda pravide e for bodh s parcot wed o child

d. Surcy: /0% ux oewoold pec squudis

§. Group Excreie

L Each poran in the roam b ghven 6 rol dots fhighes: prdaricg) wad 6§ bloe doa {nexe highest)

b. Lint of Poradsl Featuren: ndnkt sachl rooig ara sindio; child deop in; comimunity roam;
demonstratdon claurmom; Boem ooy game mam; gpmnssinm; ndear playgrennd; jogging
ruck; lap poal; Kmre poal; maldparpess gym; muddporpase dasrpam; poakdds roams;
preschan] dusranine; oen moom; wood foar siedis; yogadpilsicsdano selio

. Imwun with the exeredsc:

1. rprexcnmtoa/mimmontty hpo:
1. wodahap mams Hix woad shap, kichen
Inwara wre resabed

7. ﬂunPurm[EP}clfwﬂlhmud;rdnmﬂlﬂltpdﬂhm&nﬂm&dmhr!m!mp

pomible, we need 1o aim for mid m cardy Scprember.

§. LL: Sprapab of cxxrelsc: Arta simdin b dhie iop pdarity and Eatares havlong oo da with arta.
Caminmhity roam, scoand; Rihesn roam, third; hp poal, foord; leimee: poal, fifd; moldporpase
clausworym, sivth, Lower on the Hit b game o, teen roam, pre schoal dasrooms cm

7. MS: Mark Bardcit snd T wonhd like: the groap ta go hack ta Zard, and mentian e we bave Ioa of
apecial aeeds kds who wemld Hir: 2 placr o sadalize. We aeed m be there walee.

MEccting adfmrned 8:45pm
Next Mecting

Angunt 11, 2009, 650 - &3 pmn. {Poendal Toor 8 Dishmen for thoe Intrresed:
Urhan Leagne of Parthind, 10 . Eowll
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f.ﬂ PORTLAND PARKS & RECREATION
w lealzhy Parks, Heaalthy Partland

V115%

G001 M) PM

Urhan Leagne af Partland
10N, Romacll 51

Mecting OutzmncafGrmls

Apprave meeding sotea far 7714 and 7420 mectivgs, reviow dhe 2-inlke mhiment arca ahd peoject tincline,
understand dhe methadalogy of the oafic sindy, darlfy markes analpis sonnes, and provide inpot far the
preliminary program.

Partichpars
Commit tex: e bers: Mikz Whitmare {ENA}, MaryAnn Sciresh {SIVA), Jeif Milke (P&}, Bab
Dirwtieg {PP&R), Elimbeth Gatd {HAND), Suan Lindaay {Chalr), Nascy Oberachmids (BCA), Bob
Dirwtiegy (PP&R), Demy Cappa {FPS}, Martha Peck Andrews, Tim Hoknes {CEICY

Staff: Sman Meamber, Kyl Moralode, Kurt Schakr, Barbars Hart, SFRA Archiecta

Irrvited Preseniers: Dan Scciman (Kidlcman}

Comrmunity: Linds Netzkowen, Sown Prarer, Kine Vacke

Not in Attendance: Elimheth Konncdy-Wany, Narm Rich (MAC), Ellen Wi {Fasiaklc}, Christine Yoo

| (Bockman}, ‘Trich Tillnsn {Parda Baard)
Mccting Summary/Notcs

1. Mcring nairs fram Joly 14 end Joly 28* mectngs were approsed.

1. Somn Meamber (SMY: The michment areas ki the cominnndty conter siarted oot wa 3-miley-which
ihduwled oor dhind af the papnlatics of Pocdsnd. Parks Yisdan 2020 ard a1 2 gosl o "Devekap o el
mcrvice coimimmmity conter ... within dhree miles af overy residenc” ‘The 199 guideline are mare in
B with a 1 mik mchinent arca helng recommended by ‘The Sparts Mensgement Groap, Inicrnal
Parka’ dots an hew Bar poaple ] to mimmanity ceaem sated dhat 50% tmvel 2.2 milo pa
RYCTEgTE

3. SM: Coarcriw were milicd an prajea timcline ot SERA b tracking an schedule and dhere b sl Lot
of wodk 1o do. Detober b the deadline: @ hawe a prefeored dedyh optan thet is sooped and eximeced.
For par project o be canaidered foe . posible band, we aeal m get aur scape and cost infoomation 1a
the mpla] accds groap ASAP. There will be palls ta sce how patential projects resanate widh the
pablic. ‘This ia the reasoh for an ambdtioos deslgn schedule.

n 3L I therr in o g Park hand, ey oo 20 dollars & mondh an property maes. Wonld »e
mex?

TUnanimoams YESI
4. SL: concoriu abant project S dfdng” wnd o of the ald schoal balkling.

L DC: Wl conecy this o the schan] boand mmarro.
b. MW: When da wr gt o scr the balkling, snd compare it o adsting parka e conter?
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5. Oponh Homee and Open Hooae Daireach

L Barlwrs Hart {HH}: We will kaxc morrecicd postce for committer memben ta distrdbate.

b. Wheh yom ohier the mom yoa will be bk o ace desigh aptioss, beckgroand, schednle ce.
We will da a project avcrvicw, thinchine schedule, faonding. Firt dmers will be oolenied. Tak
shout pablic involvoment proces, part, present sl fotore, Preacninton by SERA ph alides,
imagra, and dedgh ppaans. Q&A birdoiign am, then hreak op for infoemal discosdons
whea you i tnk i parka sinff aie] SERA saff. Comment forms will be wvnilable reganding
procem aad design, and om ma wke dhase, Can reapond anline, Gy, cmail ez A vk taza
duys will be provided fbr nments wnd we hape o gather Jom of Fedbade,

e Suwh Prarr (8P Same heve roxdved postmnd and soime have pot. Neod o make sare dhae

. 5L: cohoerns about misaEwinedan and prepamtion wx first apen hanee, dechlal o
inmrporste cimmahity inbat beore.

fi. IhnEmmn[]]E]{TnEc}:pmﬂmhrgmmluannddngmdmmnam]ph

L Bask: chicothees: well munaged parking, with o hl;hdngmmfmnnm&rhyuﬁmﬂhg
ncighborhoods, Carrendy, the paloirian spricm b well esablishol —well coneced.
Bk - have bath Belinane snd Merrion, 11 pnd 12¢h,

T'runusit — Beknant Marrima, 1%, 12* are rehtively well acreed by tranadt (o 15).
Traffiz — il coaht were takeen in July i the mocndng whd ovenlng dodng peak hooars wad
oraffic wan anizd an 12* and sk, Adeqoatr: aerviee induding during schoal year.
1 Hwcwanicd o drive o ranspart dawh, we conkd inplement, cransk progrema, cr
pool progrima o Laow perceniage af viskom dthat go ather then cr (0% cke s
o} Howover there ia o high riic of crpoaltng 2.6 per aar, And 3.7 amangr maldple
poarpaint vehidea,
e Lo of mamcr miscd abou: nsdequate parking at ather conters, parkdogr along
ncighbochood sreea, mitkon of mrking spacer. Groop will madoor: ta discow parking me.
7. LL: Survey hased upon comimunity peinetty saorecy dane: by Parks wnd PSU. Tnduatrial dstrict wnd
wholr diy incinded. Scientific, good deo.
L MW:In criv of parking snd Bohems iz cach nsheger has qoaicd dhat cach ceeer aecds
nore raam and EBdbdes, Grester demand than cepady raea

H. XS: SERA abligatrd ta pravldc threc dedgh ppdai, wana fecdback ph which @ prescnt at open
hoaar.

. Dpdon 1: based off the mastrr plan acheime,
1 Takr all mein parking off af 3E 12* Avr: at the Wuhingtan 3t inecocotion snd the
drivcwny goea o ke ground parkdng. Alw want crerything along 12* & continnoa
park. All apcn specea shanld be mintnmoms. Haping oo scr commanity gandc in

moajonctian with hike parking ciz. Bscred trees mont get inegmicd b the plan.
H 3 sary Imildng. Gromnd Jewcl i all lablby ard passive: activitics. Labhy loaks dawn

o roaim with dhe poals. Pools shoald be set dawn dhin the groand. Than comimmmiop

r-dli:-rmnhn'—rlr_h T‘n-'hnt-'—-‘.ﬁ'-um‘ln il!niwu‘.l‘lrl\‘hnhr‘ln ] IIHI:II-‘

DT i T DF COre. JATED O SIS Al YA N E pHEL Wi =

ua the ondergronnd parking:. Lader mooma are ih dhe hascment. ‘Thin sl falfills the
diy conndl mandaic for a pool @ be & smnd aloac sddiden.

.  Parking mdght be 200 smll. Parking spacr b et lomanr it dacan't go all the way
m 14*,

br.  Upsirs in acthee fitoess, There s a gymnseinm that sia an top af the pasde wiog:
Gym cxmld sl be phased. ‘Thia program of 70 a i hand ta pama band meamre

-

B R
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kor. Iin any scheme, the gym woall peobahly be phased in. It's all abamt how the el
urc stncked Bailling shoold seccp dewn ta dhe soadh and dhat way we have: loa of
ppporamity foe greeh Mean

b. BI.:IH'II?_;_I __._._'IJJ..LJ._'I!__.__ LE

o aF TTH I.I.lql ﬂlmﬂrl“rl‘.ﬂlll’m

H. Poola are atll low=r. Poal will be & twn stary spacc in a scparir: milding at the corner
of 12 and Smrk.

H. Al commmnity sparcen are saw in the WaMin bailding, Danee and Bnewn are alia ds
Waka Imilding. All programndng requiring larger spaccs sch wa the acrohics siolic
will make o the kower lovel of the W bailding, crpecially ifwr: mainein theater,
bernar: iy 2 wider spare.

br. Upper lovcl of WMo i chill waich, maltne: dasrmaima, arts moaina ciz. e the

theatzr {which wxmld be rehaldlinezd).
v. 1af4fooes wre vhble for the conter. Upper floam might be & partneeship pportmity
krr heming, officr: spece, ot
= Opioa 3: b imare af a simigh dallars s oonin spproach. Tt woold mexdimizz the
progrumndng thet mald be ot inm the high school boilding Tt vinlstes the 2004 Moastrr
Phnmmmm:mhﬂnuﬂmdmmmmulqmnmrh:lnmtuhtﬂmmmduudsm&.

1. nm:rnunmymmm:lﬂﬂﬁ'ﬂﬁhnﬂdiﬂg Tnhiﬁummlmmmm

Ecade Go down i main Iohhy.

H. Sooff lncker mams in Jower level of WaMe, Soveh e snd welghts wroand the
[DrheT.

H. Pool la samr: sizz with gyin stecked oo tap. Wik this schane the dxz of the addidean
would go down condderhbly.

. 84l e Boan with more progmim space: xid yoo wembd 2l heve opper teo Boan.

v. 'Thisracheme hes problea width fickds sretched ta the comer, ke taffic all the vy
back. Lcssains frerim chin shoald be applicd 1o Optian 2, prefored by SERA

d. Opioa §: The WaMp boilding b mdiclly trandoemed oa dhe inslde.,

1. "Bhip in the haide® apprasch kar the poal.

H. Scoop aut the inaldr, aind Tdld & hew simctare. Badldieg in 110,600 2. f atd ifwe
scnoped it ull pat, all the progrem sctvites wonld £t

T =T

H.Iﬂ.ll:ll:l.llll‘l:l:l.l:lﬂ.:l. Youu§ Nosd

Meccting Adjoarned 9:13m

Oyxn Homac:
Angast 25, 2009
74Kpin — 90 pn

Barkiman Elemeninry Schaal

Next Mecting
Scpember 1, 2000
6:00pn - &30 pm
THD
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f.ﬂ PORTLAND PARKS & RECREATION
w lealhy Parks, Healthy Partland

:ﬁ;mmﬁmum&mmw

6:00-2:00 PM

M. St Camimmity Cretwer
5510 8E 72

Particiyars
Comrmitter Micmbera:, Mike Whitmere {KNA}, MargAnn Schreah (SNA), Jeff Milkes (FP&R), Bah
Diretng {PP&R), Elimabeth Gaed {HAND), Saim Lindray {Chatr), Nancy Oberachmide (BCA), Bob
Dawniog {PP&R), Martha Peck Androws, ‘Tin Holmes (CEIC), , Narm Rich (MAC), Elloo Wi {Eastade),
Christinr: ¥un (Bockman)

Staff: s Mesinber, Kyl Momlode, Knrt Scholiz, Barbars Hart, Elizsheth Konncdy-Woay, SERA
Architcotn
Invited Presenters: Nance
Comrmumi ty: Soean Pearee, Kine Vaclz, Ezn Dicacr, Rom Plambedk
| Nt in Attendance: T'ricia ‘Tillnan {Parks Baard), Deang Cappe (FPS}

Mexting Summary/Notes

1. Sown Meamber (SM): Opcn bame revics: 150 tn atendanee, 113 comment fnina, Peaple lilkad:
Opdon A: FlRdcnt leyoat, grecn mal, netore] wentlation, ot of netorel sonHght
Opdon B: Siz plan, children's plapgronnd, ool dheatre, phascable dexdgn,
Opdon C: Grandear of WaMb peescreed, large ares for park fonctions,
Candudan: Optioa B was prefermed, peaplke wanizd o rensc the achool bot ot neocsmrily aa
1 Comimuntty Canter, They alsa mentioaed dhe: importsnee af dhe high schoal oo the
mnimanky, oot stndrtdos, pppartmitics o reht opoh spece for ek o, desies o pasive
apacr. § lne hp poal waa mp poarisy.
1. Immxcswith dp oude deta, home pwnembdpfrencls - date will be Baed. Aley coneerss dhat many
Eimilica comkdn't noend

3. Eurt Schokx {ES} revidtdoy design aptions

n  Caphal hends: identifizd 3300 million worth of needs Tt likely 1a gee $100-200 million.

Camimunity priaridcs are equity and melnichaner.
b. Imajar praject dhat we ko will he indoded: The Tabor yand and Wik, Aba mmaller

prajoca The working ssminption far thess major prajecta b aroand 20 millios cach, 20% of

PPS alw guing for a bond. Hand 1o pas bath

=

d. Ofien caderta phese 3 commondcy ceotees, A wnd B are phasmble, while C b nat o mach.

e Cont mmpariaas wre cwcnthlly the mme ih 0l 3 schomes, This 30k g ft program hia the
§3% oot recovery bot praject will prohsbly necd 1o be dmaller.

4. Laurch Livingeioa explained how st and cont ranwery are lonlaied. Dot cxcrdsc and oooummndty
murvcy abant prioriics aexds o he ke fota oaskeration sloag whth bew dfcreat progamming
changes cont recovery. Other mineeona disowed indoded whether the 2 mike uizhincat arca conld
support 53 % recovery oz slae moch af it b Jow lamine. Scholmbdps for low income fxmilies noar
xoirr, must be mads wenre of ppportanity.

5. Merdng mnimary noi. AFFROVED.

R e
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Mecting Break @ 738m.
Back in scarkm 8 7-48pm

5 Back o derign aptioan
v For band, 57 millioa ia ma tvodh, sl we will aecd o arestc 2 smaller conter o some degree

Berween how and the next mectng, Lanren and PPAR will be knaking at the smalles:
reasanable shr. and creatz 2 Hat of mmpoarsa

b. Opdoa C moee expesatee, harder to phase. A pnd B have some: ineees: from developem,

c  Parkdng dscowdan: u revlicd padting memn ha been provided. Fardng snalpa wa redoar
with mare cetizem indwled. Dan's recrmmeadadan waa 2.1 per dhoornd. 2004w 2.5 per
thonsand, Corrently we wre xt 16 per thowmnd ay. fe This b whet we aaed for the cos:

nhalyd. As commmndty center gea smaller so will the pardeg, and this will help o e

mohey.
. Otherarta iz berak oven, Spedific grpea of programiming dhat grocmte revciome arc mom:
inportanc than jo dee.
7. Public Cominent:
v Caompeildve swimining ina Iy Roor i ot recovery, ipa of arighbarhiood ks ihiwrcricd in
dub swlinming. Compedite swlnimer drive loa of poal nec, bot goad o of fonds i poal
mn't be ol for competitve swlinming. Sopparts Opdon 8.
1. Narrowing Optians
n OptonA
1 Prox casest ta phasre shd market, poal mpsde {bat need mare: space for vicwing),
mould move: parking alot ta Alder aind hawe imare spece, krepa PPS hancar, all aew snd
mairineble, mesr effickent ow of spacr, oomld canskion ta B or "s"
H Cone: grescest threst of awermee for dhe commonicy
b Option 8
1 Prox goad i mn And partner, saw damecter of WalMbn, aomld be srchircmmlly
Entastic, apdmistic, spectamr ares aver poal
i Cane: s lot of manrcy for nvcen partherahdp whd not owhing by, costs of
mairainingrald todlding
e Opton C
1 Prox more green spucr, prescrees autakde of bollding, inslde: in LEED, rmnd phea
bk nhd rehuiza ta rent of nelghlorhaad, moet Partland-like, Lot aint of rkiag
bexded
L Cahe: bot Brancally feaible, balating dirsnzdsdn, mare palida, oot ey
phasrable, requoires meare npfroat fonding and creathe fmnding, raber, waste af ipece,
bt Aexible

Ancather Mecting s schoduled foe dhe: B*1

Mireting Adjorrncd 907 pm
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< PORTLAND PARKS & RECREATION
w lealzhy Parks, Heaalthy Partland

wmﬁmummw

6:00-9:00 PM
Ca-Axin
1515 5E Water Arc

Mexting {hutermeaGrzal:
DHscom program clements ahd overll see of comimmnity oonter; makr: recommendation on preferrod deslyn
Dpptian.

ﬂﬁmhﬁ:!ﬂhmmm}.]ﬂ% {PPER), Boh Downing {PPER), Elimbeth

Gaed {HANTY, Snean Lindwry (Chatrl, Nancy Obersclimide (BCA), Bob Downing (FPARY, ‘T4 Holnes

(CEIC), Chriating Yan (Buckmas), Doay Capps {EPS)

Staff: Sman Meamber, Kyl: Morodode, Enrt Schoke, Barbars Hart, Flizsheth Kenncdy-Woag, SERA

Architcctn

Invited Presenters: Nane

Comrmnity: Soean Prarcee, Kins Vaclz, Bom Plambeck, Eip Richandaon, Rosn Planbeck, Linds Nettelenen,

Fahiana Wallis, Mt

Not in Attendance: Trics ‘Tilman {Parks Baard), Norm Rich (MAC), MargAnn Schwab (SMA), Ellos Wax
| (Fasaids), Martha Pedk Andrewn,

Mezting Summury/Note

1. Backyromnd was Bk sq. fr. for ariginae] 3 optias, bat saeewe bnaw this b too large. New gzt i 6k
m. f (30 millica dallars), which will ]l prohahly be phasal. Tneost cxpressal i emmindsy
Dhihinan's “mtnbined” pptan for lelare pacl

1. Duaug Brohner {DBY: Filing dn for Nancy Rodh. § inzroat arean for squutio, Aqnatios shvayp mevep
high wndl programa thrive on that design. Muny Edlides have 3 pools, moltdple activides at the sume
dme.

different water temperatores and watcr deptha.
b. TIhrtroctiooal: Swimming lesso, synchronkzed seimming ot
c Exxrds Progmme Lap swimming water ool dascs
d. Campetdve Programe THying, watcr polb, compedihe swkuming
1. DB: Wt don't charge PPS far mceta and practices, PR neta 35, (K & yoar from PAC,
& Thempeaic Progmims: walking, streiching cie
3. Jcif Milken (M) Gymbasioron (M. Scatt, EPCC, Monaville) We mrrently have 2 shoriage of gyma
nhd mowt thnes they are scheduled o W% of mpacky. 1t's rened foe sport groops, kids play, leagor
pleyactvides, and drop in (apen gpm). Mokiporpoie: rooma il belpinl e pace. Within parda, aor
indsdan sinizineat b ahoot Bthrm, shd gy really Bdlinee that deatre e B, Mast gy o pay
n ghahal Ec.

s T = 1o L _ _ __ L __Il ol __s1 11 1 _____IL . l1a,.
L mmlnqtmnm!qlmwlu.::n.mu I.I.II.I.HE.I.'I.I.I.! [ 18§ [Ty

popalar, anc nearky ae 12* and Buride

i, I, R | N —
[TT1, ]

-I.I.IH—IEI.T
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4. Eillzen Argonitine (EAY MAC dacs very well in Pardand. It's a good sz fadliog and they lease ant
shout half of their property m tehant, They alsa have & ol masn and they have reglanal daw. It's
different than a coimbined conter. Tnless we bad 3 ignifimnt critoa] o for WaMs i woade’c he
s sxcubol wa MAC

L Inrrest in rentieg oot spare like MAC daes, bat comimonity concerin for low-inicoaliy
(badng bot tsincw). FEW provided dam.

5. Progmm clkements cxerdsc: aoter it of 60k . f, anc cobscnms progmem from cach of dhe three
groups, 11k aq fi far required space. Cast recovery ia dullenging hecsane dhere 1 sine ayncogy dhat
happenn when yoo heve spaces that geocrae the balk of the revenor bot prajaczd 1 millan dallen in
mlen froim passcs fram me of the Bincs conter, panh, gym. Dverhesd exponac -20. Alindng fora -4 m
achirwe et reorvery.

L Gronp 1: Wont ki the doable pool, with sdministradve space, wood foor, sra, mecting
rantn, pat the smaller gpm in ot 11k oq. f. 62 600 oq. ft and arc at -4,

b. Granp 2: 1 pools, large Rtnem rooin, child weoch, ttced of mecting roam we wont Ior
maliporpose with wnod Aoor smdia and kitdhencitr, danhlc art spare, pachide roam. 51,080

-57-4 drpending an haw pou moant w' 143 parking sparra. ‘Ta sve spare: yoa conld bawe
paizdoar Hehen spece. Sohmam, Inpraving amastios o mmie roam. The mald-parposs

raotn o alsa fonctiah wa & meetdng sparr, there wonld need 1o be same sore of special
axmtaa] oreatiment, ar mayhe 2 afing mald kewer and risc for die differont condithana.

e Groop 3: Art siwlin, child waeh, large comimonity hall, large fitnes moam, gym {phasing,
wad fpar smdia, poolsde mom, lcisre pool and na lap pool. -1, 54,090 2q. b Large
meriihg space, mren kishon, aoolear ol op specc, 1t eammarge peaplk o debe
mpgether.

. Publicz Art conter rither dhan a Bitncss conter, prescnt akeonatve. 2 paoh, et stodio divisdhle
into dasses and free sndio time with no instrocinr st Child watch, theatre that serve e
mmmuhky hell end mn scrve w same of the gpm focdan, increasr the sl of theate o
urammndate smorgz and sigz spece. Rovoher from dheatre, amaller Bowes room and
smrgz, poolskle ropms were oo whd cambined whth dhe ara, Wood Boor soolio
makiue: for gpm fnctah. Canddemdans for holac shd srmoms {chindne) snd provides frec

dimr sndia sparr. -2 nat Ivdaling changes with theatre whth 154 parking spacra. Roafiop
ganich u well,

t. Caohscnims an child waich, peolslde, woad foar, 1 poal aption

f. Suooagmppant ko art speer: bat coaeerna aboat oot recowery, elylng wa heardly an
ncighbom who @n't sffond it

g Gym: same sy plenty of athlct: Gt in area, bat bigh scheol gyma ded op widh sparts 38
wihizraidd community conten lase alder oo, who me gyma Al goad Ibrcont reaoery.
Could phasr: gym.

ES: We will =it the programming in A wad C wnd how they might be phased and conddered.
EEW: We hawe crested a schaldde for neighbarhood mectings dhat wr wxmld Hir ta sttcnd, srd w= wonkd
W the hodghlnrhoad represcamtie o come with o

Mectng udjonraed: 9:21pm

Next Meedng:
Scpezmber 22, 2000 8 Coaxls

fpm — Ppim
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g PORTLAND PARKS & RECREATION
W lealzhy Parks, Haalthy Partland

Washingtom High Project Advisry Cormnitice Mecting
W22RN

6:00-9:00 PM

City Hall, Partland
1221 BW 4* Ave

Mexting OutomneafGomls
Dicom prajert updatrs; comider revlscd st and Trdgree, progmm snd phasivg for sow mmandey eeater.
Malr recammeiddation oh peeferred dedyh opdan.

Participarts

Commitier Mombers:, Mikez Whitnare {KNA}Y, [l Milkes {PPER), Bob Downing {PPAR), Fhzabeth
Gaod {HANDY, Suxan Lindray {Chalr), Nancy Obcrchinide {BCA), Tin Helnes (CEIC), Christne Yo
(Bockman}, Marths Pock Andrews, Narm Rich {MACY, Trda Tillmen {Parks Boand), MargAnn Schesb
Stuff: Steah Meamber, Kylc Morolodk, Enrt Scholiz, Barbars Hart, Fhzsheth Konnedy-Woag, SERA
Architcots

Inrvited Prescriers: Nahce

Not in Attendance: Doag Capps {PPS}

1
l 'ln.nllll"hlrhl.l’hnl— hhllr-lil'l '-'.rI'I'L mhmg: ‘J.T‘\.n..‘!luﬁ. E_._h M mﬂ aheminre rousrseess

lhuntnql:ﬁ:ynmd:m
3. 34dll lna af Bexdbilcy with programs, e, sa oo an dedgh onight. Updeed lames matric
prereided
L There wu a mecting with SERA, Minhhoimeh Ara Ceater (MAC), and Commanity Munade
groapa that fondmtec.,
b. Very soang neighbarbaod sopport for arts- ntliz: sorecy dat.
4. Botd discuwinon
L Abm for £20 odfian (il noed o da paling @ detcrmine et wme), which is keer than
what dedyra require {ore progrum of 56 . fo, 70k ag. & w0 gym which womld be
biggest xoter ever, 1 leve] of mrking nnder Beldy- mant be phascable
b. Cancerinabaut SE betng the prioekcy wnd other projecta reducng mosa, betngr foreed Into A
beraaar af phambiliog

- iy, [P L N — PR E—
i Rndm:llmnfﬁ—hmﬂmpud,lm]:dunumﬂm&mdm
5. SERA preschindan an dedyh
L Optoa A: sind-alane conter like 3n Marter Plan

1. Take rhk in assoming Waln will be around, male it fel connected @ oonter and
Dfch aparca
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L Aciver Stark B¢ wf plam {ldeally Inrara), Wiaka devcloper moald sccc 1# Boor,
rall-up gurgz doan for sob-athietie Edldes (wry ppen, acccuibls)

il Showmsc poals an 12%, phyficld an 12*%, qoicier acdvides 14%, parkdeg throagh Alder
uwhdergroand op o plaxs

tv. 3 stary hldy cven w/nat gym: pool ih bescment wf narth/santh lighey, Brncs arca
above, arts cizan 2 fpar, gym an op, grecn mofl maneszd o park apoh space

v. Sphoing ake in helf i £20 mdllan ot hend 1o sphic

Optinn C: nsc cxisting § stary hldy fr 3 stodes
1 Eunter from portdom, 2™ foar nan-reareation, op ar dawh m athletioy, poal ph 1

| | P [ ENNI——, ) K [ " ﬂi-J.- 'II' ['= MY . P |, —— Ny .f‘-

llr!:'hﬂ:tuh'lnnﬂnmﬂmh:nmtptm&d loa of § in phasc lhnﬁnr.nm],
I Far %10 millica: 2™ Anor, Bihem ercan, wood ficar arcas, shell for poal, 8o parking

[mpmrgmu‘andﬂu&)

Crimr on 14*, dog park coald help kzcp nres bany

Sappor: Dptlan C and arts programimicg, oot "cither’or” o Bihes

Borkiman community member, o qualides of siic, ool Innincses, poal shonld be oaad 6ot
borrmardly showcascd

SE Partland reddent, sapponzd Opthan B, gyina scoasary o kids and redoding erlime,
Clercland progrmins comld oae gym

Sapport B, lodk at oot recovery bor parkdng Aot jost programiming

Sarvcy drove archiccts, how wan bias midgeicd ih sarecy? Waa lhner Went 3ic indnded?
(wnan't heavily mrgetedt Conter da ara + panl, docan't represch comimuonity withoor 2 gpm.

¥ Suppoct A, mgges: hldg gpin dgbt away in © ta myve coea, Hkes scxccsing grecn roaf foam

park, wish B wm still an ppian

h 3 peapk here and mayhe 1 oe 1 hike, shoaldn't spend 36 millioh pa frec parkieg, make &

barder for people ta dewe

Sappor: C mnd godhy i 2 boad asep, bo gramintce Waln will cxdst ia 5 yoa f nat oaed Do,
SERA principals af dvic ccalogy shanld be iachnled, marban cmiminas expected oo deoreane
K% in 40 yra sa parking kat ia ma biy

Sapport A becansc with C, might never be & gym. All ather conters havwe gyma, comimmmioy
expecia anc, all 3 aptoss st apen bansc had & gyin, spora progmime need gpm, poung people
mh bor off cocrgy which will redooe vandalsmfinorrass: healdh

7. Committre inpat an A and C

General comimena

1 Many poaple want gyim spece which b ih shariage

L Proccs ma ruhed

il (poic resd @ comimitee} Parks might he saving open sparce: for fviore hansdng o,
cxparts canvermdan betwren Parda and PPS Rral Faine Trost. Flih savcd 38,5 Lo
Park from private lnvestment for leaclell PG 30% act-anldr in Bockiman incdodes
Hoaper Deinx Center. Cancerhal shant pablic iovolveinent hoacstpfransparcncy.
Dypch sparx: shoald be preserved fr comimonity nec- me 2020 refincment dom m

[ I | S, ERE. | PURFI R PR SR N . Y N | N M. . S N g . —"
SO DL DT SO W PRy glnipaae LG IR A AR LN L AR

mappora C if open spare: in prescreed regandles of bodget shoedall.

Need o Lift $20 millon mp- do it dght or dan’t do i ecall.

Neither aptios i very phasablc sa aeed o da awh bond mcssore snd go or the Wy
dream (C)

a
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vl Chargr for parkdng (nat discwwing parking now), phas i
vl Prefer parking vla Aller noe Washingion

b. Optmn A
1 Prox greeh spar, palital frasbiliey, phasshilicy, siz mare: realisde, slapbog bldg
o bk park better, Jeaves by bldg Incy, ant plam onincets vood/oatadoar
i Cane:shoold be smaller, mre poak are o fd, wrchiectore dacm't B acighbodsand,
WiaMa might be Lo vacunt
e Opdomn C
1 Prox green spare, ming the achool, aption for apen spucr, big dream, dmma, people
who live there want @ preserve by, coliore, maximder ppen spacr, Beld importan:
L Cane: phambility, nnenrecred q's, ook like PPS doesn's waint ta make 2 dal

$ for A, £ for C- nn ameenme
§. Next szpe: preseac bath opdons at open hoow: bemmse va cotsenima.

Mocding Adjparned %:27pm
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&gy PORTLAND PARKS & RECREATION

w Healthy Parks, Healthy Portland

G000 P
Comnmninio for the Blind

535 5E 11* Asr

Mecting Chimrmea Gl
Rereive ppen honse: resala, dscnu praject npdates, snd make recommenduation of prefereed design aption.

FParticiparie

Committee Mombers: Mile Whitinare {ENA}, [<ff Milkzs {PPER), Bob Downing {PPAR), Flizshoth
Gatl {HANDY, Snsan Lindmry (Chair}, Nancy Olendinide {ACA), Thin Holmes (CEIC), Christoe Yon
(Bockman), Muarths Peck Ardrews, Narm Bich (MACY, Trich Tillmen {Para Baard), MargAnn Scvwab

(SNA), Ellen Wax (Euaide), Doag Carm (FF5)
Stuff: Swmn Meainher, Eylc Moeedock, Kurt Scholer, Barhars Hart, Ebzabeth Kennedy-Woag, Zarl Sanoher,

SERA Archbroa, Fileoh Argeintine, L Peizrns

Invited Preseriers: None

Comrrmrnity: Snean Praree, Kina Voclx, Rom Plumbedk, Linda Nedckoven, Mao: Kirkpatrlde, Fred Leeaoa,
Lec Pen Mun, Michar] Szparink, Ken THoner, Kip Richardsan, Johs Wrght, Mary Franclllan, Paa] Falirtin,
‘Traccy Simpans, Nathalie Wedsateln, Sarah Mirk

1. Agcruds spproved.
1. W2l mecting sammary spproved with amendmence Elabedh Gatd ond Ellen War sttended.

3. Sotcment by Zard Santorer: danked cmmibozs for B manths of wark snd reodnded dhem of
importace: of dheir-wark. Parka anly hes § oeniers like this and anly tmilds them svery 10-15 yr. Fish
dircotrd Parka to prepare: band foe Nav 2010 which will indode $20 millich for aenter ot they need
n design from dhis groop. Parks will hanar groop's decdans sa ooy as they arc coninient with the
pelginal goals of the cmindttee- opedally mty priocky aecds of oiminndty avd baviag Branccs o
mastrurt & pperatr. Hinory of procsx sinrial fram 2004 maerier plin bat then begen ta-wode
wrouhd achool, extended process snd balget bat seed a declsion now. SL concinded mryieg
minmitze o reach otschm mnight.

4. Open house remha (FKW): 46% kir C, 44% kbr A, 10 wia {& many comment) for B. Resada
mnhnt be curapoluid.

C. mpporizm £l sroogly shont prescrving budlding.

Cammmnity waked a Jang dme, ak with phasdeg bar samething soon.

Diendre for & gyim, sixz of Aol oot wery inpornt o people.

A mpporezr mid conee's 2 good anchar for 12* and Sk

Preferred o avald a deal with PPS.

8% af repotulenin fram Bocimen, Kerna, ar Suniggaldr.
Kzrnn had Liter mitgrand voied 7 foe A, 10 50r R, § e C

oy 0 R M
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5. Washiegten High

b

PPS did nart dendghniz s Msinde bat anather entliy moald da dhee- oo hencfi for PPS bat
benchis for privae awhen. Schoal aascucd hldgs @ determine which clement shoold be

prescrved, nat ko L.
Changrs o Indlding coald il be made cven i placcd ab reglriry.

fi. Dpdan D {SL} pehvate developer wana o porchae Imilding snd pat §t oa the reglater, reseore i,
mnmuhky ceacr ph gronnd foor, homing abowe. Like Oprica B bot Parka leases inszad of

owhingfresmring.

I:.

B r

F om o

L Conter moald be fbotpring aquntos and botd moasare hier.

B4l ared m dechic pa sizr: bt wnald he Largz cnongh even widh abawe- gromd paddeg on
14%,

DC mopportive, casicr than Parda/PPS agrocmant.

Z8: Parkn hot dlotating srpthing: jost can't comimit m bodld widhoot boad measare. Boad

Wih band, mui:l]lnl:pnn] uwhrlergronnd parking.
-IntHugnhmu:rmny,mn.Hﬂtnrmmhmth

Parking for reakdenta (S0-60 undta in ol howming plan) coold be an soath cod, everpane el
pa street, undorgronnd when aqueda motmes.

1 scparuic bldgn, 1 Ior aquatics wnd gym, ather for pasive sctivitics. Bigheight kreer &
wroldn't hawe @ have large by an camer.

7. Banlget (BMY: commitier membera reccheed packet.

L
b.

=

Spetw more: than planned ot @i campleie prajeet i dediion roechal.
SERA dd mare drawings then cxpected bat Todgee b miBdent.

Spora Manegrinent have: Lk ovare dget, mayhe haven't billal everything, wed op their
fonda. At limht for cost catimatiog.

H. Puoblic Comment:

b

.

Kz Dioncr: dhinka yon cun link hldgn (Mrtare conenlmne adelicd aguinat), I is win-win, A
shoald he hack-up hommec © won's happen for jean. Iinpact o nrighharhood at PICA miy
ot an fume.

Paul Falcin {Chatr of Hisinorle Resoarer: Comindites for Amerion Institnie of Archiccta:
Wakka mnkal green which allows for greacr Bedbiliy and cezaking while sl bedny cligible
far regletry, oot 20% hand and saft oot bot bave o ollow same ralea

D in aexc-beast after B, conocraed ahont aot having pablic process for private tvestar, DO say
loa of pohlic prooccs in sachoal boand voiz, shpans mn sl get info ooline snd meke wh offer,
Nav 10* miy.

Excryanc wani ta knaw who developer ia bat praces b confidendal il en offer is made.,

L. Doy ppdam- comimitee Eedback

-

W mp R

Chy han frmal smthardmtipa for 2 boad, needs spedfion o writc the polinaner i March. PFPS
indghe il go for a boad.

Dpdone A ta D orwith D as hllbecdk T) whh A an BlThade

T ineein peemds of cimimpndte. hetiernes af bansd meapes T3 adll has I..-.....nr.hn.tn_-

= LSO B O N T S IS Ol S e . s i e e e I f=19

mmhtﬂ.ﬂmhtﬂ.m:rhdlth-ﬂd:h!md.mﬂmuﬂltﬂlhmpmpnmhgmlf
boad il

Lagkal way ta scparir specc i fecfihn foc, beed el poine

Scrurity: pedophiics in arc, shin dhiordhes and sadal centrem bearhy.

Requent o recommend D widh a Rllback of A:
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WE HAVE REACHED COMNSENILUS ON D

Next Sirpa
3M: New meeting to pin dawn the rent of dhis soff.

Micting Adjoarncd @ 003
Next Mrcting: THID
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f.ﬂ PORTLAND PARKS & RECREATION
w lea thy Parks, [Heaalthy Portland

Belimant Thiry
3340 5E Belmant
Portdand, OR %7214

Mecting CuteomesGmls
Drhoom deadgn refincmentn for the sow mimmanky cenier, and oclchic the wode af the oomimdnee.

FPartidparrts

Cammittre Membors Mike Whicnoe: (KINA), Toff Milke (FPAR), Bab Dawndng (FPER), Elizsheth Gard
(HANDY, Snsan Lindmy (Chair}, Nuncy Oberachmiddt (BCAY, ‘Tin Hobmra (CEIC), Chrlstine Yo
(Bockman), Martha Pock Andrews, Trids Tillnen {Para Board}, MargAnn Sdveub SNA), Ellcn Wax
(Eastaldc), Doag Capps {(PP5)

Soaff: St Meamber, Kyle Moecdodk, Exrt Scholie, Barbars Hart, Elmhcth Kennedy-Wong, SERA
Architcctn, Ellecn Argradns

Invird Presenien: Nans

Cammnnity: Kine Vaclz, Rom Plambed,

Nat in Attznrdense: Noemn Rich (MAC), Rob Dawning (FP&E}

1
.
L8

wf

. Agorls spproved. Comminze mombers mld o read 11742 sonmary.

Purposr: of mectiog: discos sl and smpe, cont reoovery of A and D s SERA can male desigia.
Cant roxwvery: 53 % br WaMn, Moat poaple in arca st malls lsmine kevel and mn pay, schalarhips
wenilable, widc prdcc mnge foractivhics
L Coheern thet cost recavery ia driviog progremiming, sizz- it's a Botoe bat nat the anly Beomr.
b. Reminder that ather City scrvios lie Fire Boresa compete Ior fond g, sa Parks bas @ mect
mine et Conrerha cuh be miaed Inter whh the Commdadancr; not actding cosa enight.
Diexdgn upduics {K3}
L Programming was 70k and met CR, tricd 80 which dide'c. Efidont nec af spacc maticm wad
s help meet CR. Optioa I makes 3 smry ivio 1 stoey which helps.
Now ppdan 1: still hawe mominmhal space: (axta plazs), 2 Jobbies foc cach pdher, Wk with 18k ashle
sparr. Groand lovel: Iohhy, art sedia, dyild waich spacr, largr mecting mam, Hihen, restrooma Na
oifices ar saffing of both Todldings. Now hldy 2000260 (doy blodk i 200x20800, ooniral contro] deal,
Bincu, pool, gym {52k, ar 40k withoat) Pardng impraved, 172 spacea
Oypdon A Elllede: op o be smaller wnd cfident while g CR. 1 sory, 2000260 footpelne, clomena
shndlar 1 T bot pastbee spuer: in aew bldg, Bincs laficd oo 2 sinry.
Camment an D and A:
r  Parking minimom %2% millioh. Coald gt pools & sdmin with bosd bat ot parking: Phase or
redmx (lcbmre} pon)] aler.
b. %20 millon p b 0ot lemc of comminee, shoold jort sddrew programining, space, CR. Snif
will werk pat phantng, einl oost.
c 2 min ncighbarhoad wnd 2 mile michinent are ompadhle.
. LL msypn hagr demend for pools, alsa me't shrink Beacs moch.
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e. Developer looking at options, wants to keep auditorium, parking is an issue. RFI will be put
out for other developers too.
f.  1-story D more accessible for disabled, design fits neighborhood.
g. Could cut pool 6 to 4 lanes, birthday room, leisure pool.
h. Could flip and have drop-off on Stark, but busy/back to WaMo.
8. Public Comment
a.  Kip Richardson: supports D, flexible, look at fields for parking.
b. Kina Voelz: purchase space across street and build structured lot, more long-term solution.
Pool & gym not positive contribution to urban fabric, turning back on 12 and Stark.
c. Keep pool full-size, hard to find full-size pools.
d. There is a need for competitive swim facilities. This facility should be explored as an
opportunity to meet that need.
9. SERA has enough information now to update costs and look at chunks for phasing. Committee work
is done but will still be kept updated and can be involved in later parts of the process.

Meeting Adjourned @ 8:58pm

Consensus Recap

The Washington High Project Advisory Committee has reached consensus, and created a design for a
community center at the former Washington Monroe High School site that achieves the project objectives.
In reaching consensus on “Design D” with a fallback of “Design A”, the committee has given adequate
direction to SERA with several considerations including, but not limited to:

Giving the center adequate drop off areas

Ensuring the design is sustainable

Addressing issues of size, specifically in regards to the aquatic elements
Though the committee has completed its objective, the public process will continue to be a valuable and
necessary step throughout the duration of this project. Thank you for earnest efforts and deliberation over the
past several months. Without your sincere dedication, none of this would have been possible.
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