LTD BOARD OF DIRECTORS
DOWNTOWN STATION COMMITTEE MEETING
Wednesday, January 28, 1987

LTD Conference Room
1938 W. 8th, Eugene

7:30 a.m.

Attendees:

I1.
II1.

Board Committee Members: Peter Brandt, Keith Parks, Dean Runyan
Staff: Phyllis Loobey, Tim Dallas, Mark Pangborn, Stefano Viggiano,
Jo Sullivan

AGENDA

MEETING GOALS
A. Discussion of Background Material and Work to Date
Identify Committee Questions and Concerns

Identify Additional Information Needs

o O oW

Discuss Decision Process

1.  How/When
2. Involvement of Community Representatives in Process

DECISION TIME LINE
DECISION INFORMATION
Background Paper

LTD Operational Needs
Don Miles Study

Employment Projections for Downtown

m O O W >

Development Scenarios Downtown
F. Downtown Riders Survey

G. Survey of Other Downtown Stations



Downtown Station Committee
Agenda/January 28, 1987
Page 2
IV. SITE LOCATION CRITERIA
V.  SITE OPTIONS
VI. FINAL RECOMMENDATIONS
A. First and Second Choices for Sites
B. Funding
C. Implementation
VII. SCHEDULE NEXT MEETING
A. Date
B. Agenda
VIITI.ADJOURN 9:30 a.m.

dscagend. jhs
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January, 1987

February 18, 1987

February 26, 1987

March, 1987

April/May, 1987

c:dwntown-.mjp

DECISION TIME LINE

EUGENE URBAN RENEWAL PLAN UPDATE

LTD Downtown Station Board Committee Meeting

LTD Board Meeting: Final decision on downtown
station

Community Forum on Urban Renewal Update:
Approximately 300 community members have been
invited to a forum at the Eugene Conference
Center. This meeting will be similar in format
to the community goals session that was conducted
by the City staff a few years ago. The topic of
discussion will be the proposed changes to the
Urban Renewal Update, which include expansion of
the urban renewal district boundaries, develop-
ment of the urban renewal-owned sites downtown,
construction of more parking garages, the opening
of Willamette Street, and the reconfiguration or
relocation of the bus station. It is hoped that
recommendations that will guide the Downtown and
Planning Commissions and the City Council in
their deliberations on the Update will emerge
from this meeting.

Downtown and Planning Commissions Meet: The
Downtown and Planning Commissions will meet
separately and jointly during the month of March
to discuss the proposed changes and the community
input from the forum, and to formulate a set of
recommendations to be forwarded to the City
Council.

The City Council will conduct meetings and hold
at least one public hearing to discuss the
proposed changes. It is anticipated that the
Council will adopt a final Urban Renewal Update
by the end of May.
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ITI. DECISION INFORMATION

The Board of Directors has been presented with a Tlarge quantity of
information relating to the optimum location and design for a permanent
downtown station. This section of the packet is intended to provide a
brief summary review of the material that has been presented, and to
introduce two new surveys that staff have completed within the last two
months. More detailed information is attached.

Item Major Findings/Observations

BACKGROUND PAPER 1. Attached is a copy of the background paper on
the downtown bus station that was developed for
the Community Forum. It indicates that,

although the current station is an improvement
over the previous station, its selection was a
compromise because the best Tocations were not
available to the District.

LTD OPERATIONS 1. The station must function as both a transfer
point and as a major downtown destination point.

2. The station accommodates approximately 8,000
trips per weekday. This includes over 4,000
trips for people who start and end their trips
downtown, and nearly 4,000 trips for people who
transfer at the station every day.

3. There have been several accidents between buses
and cars at the intersection of 10th and Olive.

4. The current station is perceived as unsafe by a
significant percentage of riders and potential
riders.

5. Ridership increased significantly after improve-
ments were made at the current site.

MILES REPORT 1. The current station is inadequate as a permanent
facility because of its size and configuration.

2. As a low-cost option, the study recommends
consolidating the station by moving the two bus
parking section east of Willamette nearer the
10th and Olive intersection.

3. As a moderate-cost alternative, the study
recommends an off-street station on the Butter-
fly Lot or an off-street station at 10th and
Olive.

LTD DOWNTOWN STATION COMMITTEE
01/28/87 Page 04



EMPLOYMENT
PROJECTIONS

DEVELOP SCENARIOS

RIDER SURVEY
(More detailed
information on
this survey is
attached.)

OTHER SYSTEMS
(More detailed
information on
this survey is
attached.)

Employment is expected to grow most signifi-
cantly in the areas on the northeast side of
downtown and in the Riverfront Park area, close
to the Butterfly Lot.

These same areas appear to have, and will
continue to have, the highest concentrations of
workers.

The Urban Renewal lots at 8th and Willamette,
10th and Olive, 11th and Willamette, and near
Broadway and Charnelton are programmed to be
developed.

Additional parking structures will 1likely be
constructed. Although no sites have been firmly
identified, the 10th and Olive site has been
identified as a possibility.

It appears possible that Willamette Street
between 8th and 10th will be opened to vehicle
traffic in the next two years.

The area around the current station is the most
popular trip destination for riders.

The area near Pearl and 8th is the most common
work destination for riders.

It appears that the District carries a much
higher percentage of trips near the station than
farther away. This implies that proximity to
the station is an important factor in a person’s
propensity to use the bus.

Of the 16 bus systems contacted, eight have
recently constructed new downtown stations.

A1l the new stations are off-street.

Of the eight systems that have not recently con-
structed new downtown stations, two are in the
design phase for an off street station, and four
others are in other various preliminary stages
of site selection. Only two systems do not have
a downtown station and have no plans to con-
struct one.

LTD DOWNTOWN STATION COMMITTEE
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DOWNTOWN BUS RIDER SURVEY

Survey Purpose and Methodology

An on-board survey of bus patrons traveling toward the Eugene Mall was
conducted on selected routes during the mornings of November 10-14, 1986.
The information contained in this survey is to be used, in conjunction
with other information, in the decision on the selection of the best site
for a permanent downtown station.

The major intent of the survey was to determine, in some detail, the final
destinations of bus riders within the downtown area. Patrons surveyed
were also asked questions relating to trip purpose, downtown employer,
occupation, opinions about the current transit station, and various
demographic characteristics. A copy of the questionnaire and the frequen-
cies of responses to each of the questions is attached.

The surveys were distributed and collected by a surveyor riding on the
bus. A1l patrons were asked to complete a survey. It is estimated that
about 60 percent of the riders on the trips surveyed turned in a completed
questionnaire. A total 1584 surveys were completed, of which 515 were
completed by respondents who indicated a final destination in downtown
Eugene.

Major Findings

1. There are two primary nodes for trip destinations within the downtown
area. The most common destination for all trips is in the heart of
the retail mall around Broadway and Willamette. The largest work
node is the Oak/Pear1/8th Street area housing the public employees.
A table of destinations for work trips and total trips by block is
attached.

2. Lane County and the City of Eugene are the two Tlargest single
employers of bus patrons downtown, each employing about 9 percent of
all bus riders who work downtown. Small retail establishments,
restaurants, and professional offices are also among the top employ-
ers of bus patrons.

3. Bus riders who work downtown are employed primarily in the clerical
(27 percent), retail/service (23 percent), and technical/professional
(20 percent) occupations. Approximately 12 percent of bus riders who
work downtown are employed as managers or business owners.

4. Nearly 36 percent of bus riders responding to the survey cited safety

as a problem with the current station. Another 20 percent of
respondents believe the station should have more sheltered waiting
area.

LTD DOWNTOWN STATION COMMITTEE
01/28/87 Page 06



5. About 63 percent of survey respondents walk less than three blocks
from their downtown bus stop to their final destination, while
37 percent currently walk three blocks or more.

Discussion/Analysis

It appears that the current location of the station has a very strong
influence on trip destinations. Destinations located near the station are

more likely to be served by bus than those located farther from the
station. This is no surprise, and, in fact, is a major justification
?ehind the staff’s recommendation to move the station to a more central
ocation.

The area surrounding and immediately north of the current station is the
most popular destination among survey respondents. However, it is not the
single most common destination for work trips. Despite the bias toward
trips near the current station location, the 8th and Pearl area shows up
as a major destination for work trips in the survey. In addition, the
City of Eugene and Lane County are the two employers most frequently cited
by downtown bus riders.

This survey tends to support the hypothesis that trips which have a final
destination that is near the station are more likely to be made by bus
than those which would require walking greater distances. When correlated
to data showing employment Tlocations within downtown, the data in this
survey indicates that the proportion of employees using the bus is much
higher in areas near the station.

If this hypothesis is correct, then the most relevant information for the
District to use in selecting the optimum site for a transit station is the
location of future employment and other trip generators within downtown.
The station would be most effective if Tlocated in proximity to the
greatest number of those trip generators.

LTD DOWNTOWN STATION COMMITTEE
01/28/87 Page 07



do3s sng QL7 SIIeUDLSI]

» — » .
WeT
L]
= 5 g = e 2 E
Yzt F] - 5
-
» .._.-w L
b - \m
yitt
- » . L .
- » L
- » - - . » - .
uwot uoj3e3§ 3JjSuea] auabny
sJeag
» *
Kempeoag L1eW auabing
L Sﬂ -
g
- _._.-I . . - Ld »
£33 | | faunoy ppeauey
L 3
Wil
»| (®42P3J LO3 LLH 1LMH
U9
» » » »
agaey
1L 19nd .
el R :
» * » » =
o
3
=
(-din sy 0} yuepodw) jsow

S| jey} uoneso] ey Auo eyedjpu; eseeld ‘suope
-uijsep [B1eAes @Aey nok jj) -eusBn3z umojumop
ulyum  uopeusep [euy Jnok @ L, ue nd (2
. ‘pue snq sjyi
yo 186 o0} esn | nok eyl dojs sng ey epPud (1
:oseo|d mojeq pepioid dew syjug <—sep [lz

# 0} Bupuejsues|
"0} Bupuajsuen ase nok ejnos ayj jo 1equinu pue aweu
ey} ajeowu) eseaid snq seyjoue o) Buuejsuesy e nok <—0oN []1
2euabing umojumop seeu duy snq 3] 10} uoneuNSap [BUY INOA S|

98/11
l0hsmng T pasnjey

A #emnoy : awn] aleQg

8

000SES I8AQ LI B 666 61500051 UYF¥

000'ses-000'0et ()¢ 666'v1$-000'01$ (¢
666'62$-000's2$ (19 666'6$-000's$ (]2
666'v2$-000'02¢ [ls 000's$ ueyissen (]
LawooulPiogasnoy [enuud ejewixosdde nok st jeyps
oy (12 sppway []1 %8s 1nok s118ym

sseal 2eBe nok ) jeym

DO~

(Awoeds) oo (]
‘uorje)s ey 18 papiaoid eq pinoys seese Buipem jeBuessed jeuonippy (]
‘18JEBS BPBW 8q P|NOYS 8IBWE||IAA PUB Yl0L punoiB BB By (]

‘peanpel
@q pInoys Si9jsusl} JOj sesnq ussmieq yem o} paynbes esueisip eyl ]
‘uojeulsap [euy Aw 0} 18s0j0 oq pinoys uoneis eyl ]

(Aidde jeu e ysew)
LONOWER||IAA PUB YI0L }B UOJIBIS JSUBI] umojumo(] euabing
8y} u] epew ees 0} &) noA pinom m~COE@>OhQE_ DC_;O_—O__ ayl JOo Yydym q

(Groeds) 1eyio (] 9
joyuadg/iesoqe/iedeyyery [l g
19|81 /1910M, @240/IB2MeD [l ¥
JeXJOpA JuBINBISOY/SOES |IBjeYH/eoes (] g
|Buojssejoid/ieduyoe) (] z
1oumQ) sseuisng/epebeusy [] 1

(euo Auo ysew) puonednoaso noA spieym ‘g

L1ehojdwe 1nok sjoypp y<—seA [lz
‘v#uopsenpolon  <—oN [I1

ouabng umojumop uyum palojdwe nok ery m

j8eng sso1) jeadig
(voneooy dojs snq) ¢snq SGY preoq noA pip eieym N

(Apoads) seqio [ €

uoneaey/eRog (] £ ispueg/iopog (] s ooyos [lz

sseu|sng [euosied (] 9 Buiddoys [] ¢ wom It .
(euo Auo suew) 2duy 34T jo esodind Arewud ey sy jeyp —.

) jdjay inoA io0j nok
jueyl -paysiuy 8iB noA ueym JoAsmns eyl o} aneuuoysenb ey} wnjes ases|d

*sjuawaaoidwi ainny
10} ueyd pue e8djAI8s sSNQ JusuNd B8JEN|BA® SN d|ay ||IM SIeMSuB INOA 'Snq ey} Jo
asn unoA pue nok jnoge sBujyl ewos Jno puy o} ey pinom jouisig lisues] eue

ueply sng Jeeq

LTD DOWNTOWN STATION COMMITTEE

01/28/87

Page 08



; '(‘ B
SURVEY OF DOWNTOWN ORIENTED PATRONS NOVEMBER 1986 PAGE 1

~ TRIP PURPOSE
: Count Percent Valid Percent

Work " 057 35.2% 36.5%
School 419 26.4%  27.5%
Other 7 0.4% 0.5%
Shopping 79 5.0% 5.2%
Doctor/Dentist 54 3.4% 3.5%
Personal Business 237 15.0% 15.5%
Social/Recreation 59 3.7% 3.9%
Missing 172 10.9%

Total 1584 100.0% 100.0%

ARE YOU EMPLOYED WITHIN DOWNTOWN
Count Percent Valid Percent

No o 1087 68.6% 78.5%
Yes 266 16.8% 19.2%
Missing ; 231 14.6%

Total 1584 100.0% 100.0%

DOWNTOWN EMPLOYERS
Count Percent Valid Percen

City of Eugene 19 1.2% 8.8 -
Lane County 19 1.2% 8.8%
— Federal 7 0.4% 3.3%
State of Oregon 11 0.7% 5.1%
Library 0 0.0% 0.0%
BLM 4 0.2% 1.9%
LTD 3 0.2% 1.4%
LCC 4 0.2% 1.9%
Sears 2 0.1% 0.9%
Bon 2 0.1% 0.9%
Woolworths 2 0.1% 0.9%
5th St Market 1 0.1% 0.5%
1st Interstate Bank 2 0.1% 0.9%
US National 0 0.0% 0.0%
Other Banks 1 0.1% 0.5%
Small Retail (Mall) 11 0.7% 5.1%
Small Retail (Other than Mall) 23 1.5% 10.7%
Lawyer/Doctor/Dentist/CPA 16 1.0% 7.4%
Restaurants 20 1.3% 9.3%
Other (Volunteer, etc.) ' 63 4.0% 29.3%
Eugene Clinic b 0.3% 2.3%
Missing : 1369 86.4%
Total 1584 100.0% 100.0%

LTD DOWNTOWN STATION COMMITTEE é
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'SURVEY OF DOWNTOWN ORIENTED PATRONS NOVEMBER 1986 PAGE 2

DOWNTOWN OCCUPATION
Count Percent Valid Percent

Manegerial/Business Owner 30 1.9% 12.0%
Technical/Professional 51 3.2% 20.3%
Service/Retail/Food 57 3.6% 22.7%
Clerical 69 4.4%  27.5%
Craft/Laborer 27 1.7% 10.8%
Other 17 1.1% 6.8%
Missing . 1333 84.1%

Total _ 1584 100.0% 100.0%

SHOULD BE CLOSER
Count Percent

Yes 58 3.7%
Missing 1526 96.3%
Total 1584 100.0%

SHOULD BE SMALLER
Count Percent

Yes 168 10.6%
Missing 1416 89.4%
Total 1584 100.0%

SHOULD BE SAFER
Count Percent

Yes 568 35.9%
Missing 0 0.0% -
Total 1584  100.0%

SHOULD HAVE MORE SHELTER
Count Percent

Yes 320 20.2%
Missing 0 0.0%
Total 1584 100.0%
OK AS IS
Count  Percent

Yes _ 75 4. 7%
Missing 0 0.0%
Total . 1584  100.0%

SHOULD HAVE MORE LIGHTING
Count Percent

Yes 8 0.5%
Missing 0 0.0%
Total 1584  100.0%

LTD DOWNTOWN STATION COMMITTEE
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SURVEY OF DOWNTOWN ORIENTED PATRONS NOVEMBER 1986 PAGE 3

— OTHER IMPROVEMENT

Count  Percent
Yes 169 10.7%
Missing 0 0.0%
Total 1584 100.0%
AGE

Count Percent Valid Percent
12 and Under 14 0.9% 1.0%
13 to 18 ' 249 15.7% 18.1%
19 to 25 387 24.4% 28.1%
26 to 35 ' : 318 20.1% 23.1%
36 to 45 184 11.6% 13.4%
46 to 55 74 4.7% 5.4%
56 to 62 44 2.8% 3.2%
63 to 80 94 5.9% 6.8%
81 and over 11 0.7% 0.8%
Missing 209 13.25%
Total 1584 100.0% 100.0%
SEX

Count  Percent Valid Percent.

. Female ' 820 51.8% 59.2%

Male 564 35.6% 40.7%
Missing 200 12.6%
Total 1584 100.0% 100.0%

ANNUAL HOUSEHOLD INCOME
Count Percent Valid Percent

Less than $5K 422 26.6% 33.8%
$5K-$10K 273 17.2% 21.9%
$10K-$15K 178  11.2% 14.3%
$15K-$20K 116 7.3% 9.3%
$20K-$25K - 86 5.4% 6.9%
$25K-$30K 60 3.8% 4.8%
$30K-$35K 45 2.8% 3.6%
Over $35K 68 4.3% 5.4%
Missing 336 21.2%

Total 1584 100.0% 100.0%

DOWNTOWN DESTINATION
Count Percent Valid Percent

No 868 54.8% 62.8%
Yes 515 32.5% 37.2%
Missing 201 12.7%

Total 1562 98.6% 100.0%

LTD DOWNTOWN STATION COMAITTEE
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'SURVEY OF DOWNTOWN ORIENTED PATRONS NOVEMBER

ROUTE TRANSFERED TO

Transfer Route | Count
- 0 3
1 3
2 3
3 1
4 1
10 1
11 98
12 19
13 20
15 5
17 1
18 2
20 1
21 14
22 43
23 9
24 13
25 21
26 7
rd | 31
30 28
31 71
32 5
33 9
34 3
35 1
40 23
41 20
44 10
50 6
51 40
52 6
53 1
54 1
55 4
60 22
61 19
63 2
65 32
66 41
67 6
Missing 938
Total 1584

1986

Percent Valid Percent

0.2% 0.5%
0.2% 0.5%
0.2% 0.5%
0.1% 0.2%
0.1% 0.2%
0.1% 0.2%
6.2% 15.2%
1.2% 2.9%
- 1.3% 3.1%
0.3% 0.8%
0.1% 0.2%
0.1% 0.3%
0.1% 0.2%
0.9% 2.2%
2.7%  6.1%
0.6% 1.4%
0.8% 2.0%
1.3% 3.2%
0.4% 1.1%
2.0% 4.8%
1.8% 4.3%
4.5% 11.0%
0.3% 0.8%
0.6% 1.4%
0.2% . 0.5%
0.1% 0.2%
1.5% 3.6%
1.3% 3.1%
0.6% 1.5%
0.4% 0.9%
2.5% 6.2%
0.4% 0.9%
0.1% 0.2%
0.1%  0.2%
0.2% 0.6%
1.4% 3.4%
1.2% 2.9%
0.1% 0.3%
2.0% 4.9%
2.6% 6.3%
0.4% 0.9%
59.2%

100.0% 100.0%

LTD DOWNTOWN STATION COMMITTEE
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SURVEY OF DOWNTOMN ORIENTED PATRONS NOVEMBER 1986 | PAGE 5

— ORIGINAL ROUTE

ROUTE Count  Percent Valid Percent

' 11 283 17.9% 17.9%

12 162 10.2% 10.2%

13 114 {2% 1.2%

21 89 5.6% 5.6%

24 117 - 7.4% 7.4%

25 90 5.7% 5.7%

27 54 3.4% 3.4%

30 195 12.3% 12.3%

31 72 4.5% 4.,5%

40 131 8.3% 8.3%

41 190 12.0% 12.0%

55 34 2.1% 2. 1%

61 52 3.3% 3.3%

Missing : 1 0.1%
100.0% 100.0%

Total o 1584

BLOCKS WALKED TO DOWNTOWN DESTINATION
Count Percent Valid Percent

0 68 4.3% 2l1.4%

1 69 4.4% 21.8%

2 63 4.0% 19.9%

3 44 2.8% 13.9%

4 25 1.6% 7.9%

5 25 1.6% 7.9%

6 9 0.6% 2.8%

7 9 0.6% 2.8%

8 1 0.1% 0.3%

9 1 0.1% 0.3%

10 or more 3 0.2% 0.9%

Missing 1267 80.0%

Total 1584 100.0% 100.0%

L1D DOWNTOWN STATION COMMITTEE
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Trip Purpose For Downtown Oriented Patrons

Work

School

Other

Shopping
Doctor/Dentist
Personal Business
Social/Recreation
Missing

Total

238
61
2
33
26
125
25
5
515

46.2%
11.8%
0.4%
6.4%
5.0%
24.3%
4.9%
1.0%
100.0%

46.7%
12.0%
0.4%
6.5%
5.1%
24.5%
4.9%

100.0%

- LTD DOWNTOWN STATION COMMITTEE
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DOWNTOWN BUS RIDER SURVEY

Destinations--Al1 Trips
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DOWNTOWN BUS RIDER SURVEY

Destinations--Work Trips
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SURVEY OF DOWNTOWN TRANSIT STATIONS IN OTHER CITIES
Survey Form

Transit System Tel. Number
(Ask to speak with someone -- probably in Planning -- who is familiar with
the design and operation of the system and particularly the downtown
transit station)

Contact Person Title

Introduction: I’'m with Lane Transit District in Eugene,
Oregon. I would Tike to ask you a few questions about the operation of
your system and specifically your central transit station. Lane Transit
District is currently evaluating potential sites and designs for a new
central transit station and feels that the experiences of other transit
districts such as yours will assist us in that process. The survey should
only take about five minutes.

1. Do you have a central downtown transit station or center?

-- If Not, thank person and terminate call --

2. How many buses are operated during peak hours? Midday?
3. What is your Annual Ridership? (use trips or "linked" rides)
4. Do you operate service on Saturday? Sunday?

5. Do you operate a timed transfer or pulse system at the station?
If Yes:
4a. At most, how many buses meet for a pulse?
4b. What is the maximum walking distance between buses?
4c. Approximately how may transfers occur at the station on an
average weekday?

6. Is your transit station off-street, on-street, or a combination?
(please describe)

7. How many buses can the station accommodate?
8. Do the buses that use the station have assigned parking areas?
9. Do the buses have independent pull-out (by section or by bus)?

10. Are security personnel used at the station?
If yes:
10a. How many?
10b. What hours do they work?
10b. Are they transit district employees?
10c. What is the cost for this service?

LTD DOWNTOWN STATION COMMITTEE
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11. Are any other security systems used, such as closed circuit cameras?
(If yes, note system)

12. Do you have a Customer Center located near the station?
If Yes: 12a. How close is it to the station?

13. Have you constructed or improved the station recently? When? __
If yes:
13a. What did the improvements consist of? (record comments)

13b. How much did the improvements cost?
13c. Who paid for the improvements?
13d. Was the previous station off-street or on-street?

13e. What criteria was used to select the site? (record comments) __

13f. Were any difficulties encountered in selecting the site for the
station? (record comments)

14. Have you had any problems with:
l14a. Loitering? (record comments)

14b. Safety?

14c. Operations?

14d. Other problems with the station?

15. Any other comments/suggestions for us as we proceed with this process?

Thank you very much for your time.

LTD DOWNTOWN STATION COMMITTEE
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SURVEY OF DOWNTOWN STATIONS IN OTHER CITIES
Summary

Introduction

A survey of a sample of transit systems similar in size to LTD was
conducted to determine their use of and experience with downtown transit
stations. Specifically, the survey was intended to solicit comments on
site selection, on-street vs. off-street designs, security, loitering
problems, and cost. The information is to be used to aid in the selection
of a site for a permanent LTD downtown station.

Sixteen other transit systems were contacted by telephone. Four of the
systems were identified in the Miles report. The other 12 transit systems
were selected at random from a 1ist of comparably sized transit districts
across the nation. A summary of the information obtained from each of the
16 transit systems, as well as a copy of the survey form, is attached.

The information obtained from this survey is intended to provide a general
perspective on recent developments in the design and location of downtown
stations around the country. Decisions on the best site and design for a
downtown station should not, of course, be based directly on this informa-
tion. These decisions must be made based on local issues, and not on
popular trends around the country.

Major Findings

1. Of the sixteen systems contacted, eight had recently constructed new
stations. A1l of the new stations were constructed off-street or on
"bus only" streets. Many of the new stations replaced on-street
sites.

2. Seven other systems were at various stages in the site selection and
design of stations. Two of these systems are planning on-street
stations, while five are planning on or would prefer off-street
facilities. Only one system, in Fresno, California, does not have a
downtown station and has no plans to construct one. Fresno operates
a "grid" type bus system.

3. The cost of station improvements ranged from $1.6 million to $7 mil-
Tion.

4. Cedar Rapids, Iowa, constructed its station as part of a $34 million
office/retail complex. This venture has reportedly been very
successful. Grand Rapids, Michigan is planning a similar sort of
development.

LTD DOWNTOWN STATION COMMITTEE
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5. There have been few reported loitering, safety, or security problems
at any of the new stations. Security measures used range from no
added security to the use of security personnel and closed circuit
television monitoring.

Discussion

It appears that there is a very definite trend toward the construction of
off-street central transit stations. The reasons cited by the transit
systems contacted for their move off-street are very similar to the
advantages LTD staff have mentioned. These include consolidating the
station to improve transfers, reducing conflict between buses and autos,
and establishing a sense of permanency to the station.

The survey indicates that there is a great deal of variation in the type
of working relationships between the transit districts and Tocal agencies
and business groups. In some cases, the site selection process was very
difficult and the transit systems had to settle for what they considered
an inferior site. In other situations, the transit systems were able to
work easily with local agencies and downtown business groups in selecting
and developing an optimum site.

The cost of constructing new stations varies considerably. The stations
which cost in the $4 million to $7 million range are more extensive than
planned by LTD. Perhaps the best comparison is Orlando, Florida. This
station is similar in size to that planned by the District, is off-
street, and cost approximately $1.7 million. This total includes a cover
over the station, but does not include Tand costs (land is leased from the
City for $1 per year). The cost estimates of new transit stations in
these other cities suggest that the LTD estimate may be a little low.

LTD DOWNTOWN STATION COMMITTEE
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SURVEY OF DOWNTOWN STATIONS IN OTHER CITIES
Information on Each City Contacted

Bellingham, Washington

Bellingham completed a new off-street station in November of 1980 at
a cost of about $1.6 million. The station was considered a major
factor in revitalizing the downtown area. The station was funded
80 percent by UMTA and 20 percent by the City (the transit district
is controlled by the City). The previous station was on-street.

Transit staff believe that their station has worked very well. They
like the fact that it is off-street, which minimizes conflicts with
autos. They report no loitering or safety problems, with only one
minor bus/bus accident in six years.

Cedar Rapids, Iowa

Cedar Rapids constructed a new downtown station in 1982. The station
is on the ground floor of an office complex. There are two termi-
nals, with a diagonal street between them. The cost of the project
was $34 million, most of which was for the office complex. A total
of approximately $7 million was spent on the transit portion of the
facility. The station was funded by an Urban Initiatives grant.

Chattanooga, Tennessee

Chattanooga does not have a downtown transit station, but is re-
portedly starting to consider one.

Dayton, Ohio

Dayton does not have a downtown transit station and does not operate
a "timed transfer" system. The transit district is looking at the
possibility of setting up a timed meet system, but staff are dis-
couraged that the only site available to them would be on-street.

Des Moines, Iowa

Des Moines constructed a new station this year. The station is
located on five blocks of city street that is limited to buses. The
street was redone with 19-foot brick sidewalks and two Tlanes for
buses to travel in both directions. The total cost of the project
was $6 million and was paid for by UMTA and the City of Des Moines
(the transit district is separate from the City). The previous
station was in a mixed-traffic street.

Erie, Pennsylvania
Erie has a one-block, on-street station in downtown. Since the

transit district does not operate a timed meet system, only two or
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10.

1L,

three_buses are there at any one time. The system has some money to
make improvements to the station, but staff are waiting for the City
to make a decision on some traffic issues.

Fort Wayne, Indiana

Fort Wayne constructed a new transit station downtown in 1983 to
replace the previous on-street facility. The new station involves a
two-block transit mall (bus-only streets) with off-street transfer
sites at either end. The total cost of the new facility was
$2.4 million, which was paid for 80 percent by UMTA and 20 percent by
general obligation bonds. These bonds were financed through the City
and are to be repaid by the transit district.

Fresno, California

Fresno does not have a downtown transit station. The transit
district operate a grid system which does not require a central
transfer station.

Grand Rapids, Michigan

Grand Rapids does not now have a central downtown station. However,
the transit district is planning to build a station in the near
future. The planned station will be 1located near the central
business district and will be on the ground floor of an office
complex. The air rights will then be sold to private developers.
The station is expected to cost $5-6 million and be paid for by UMTA
Section 3 and 9, and State DOT "Terminal Funds." No local government
dollars will be used.

Oceanside, California

The north San Diego County Transit District serves seven different
downtowns. However, a new transit station was built in the Targest
downtown - Oceanside - in 1983. The station is a multi-modal
facility, serving Trailways, Greyhound, and Amtrak in addition to the
bus system. The cost of the station was $7 million and was paid for
with state and transit district funds. They have not had any
loitering or safety problems, although they do employ a security
person to patrol the site. Some commercial tenants of the facility
help defray the cost for security.

Orlando, Florida

Orlando constructed a new off-street station in October, 1985 to
replace a previous on-street facility. The facility is in a prime
downtown location on land leased from the City for $1 per year. The
station is covered, has capacity for 20 buses on a half-block, and
cost about $1.7 million. The station was paid for by a combination
of UMTA Section 9, State, and local funds. Transit staff report only
"normal" loitering problems and no safety problems.

LTD DOWNTOWN STATION COMMITTEE
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13,

14.

15,

16.

Santa Cruz, California

Santa Cruz constructed a new station in 1984 that is partially off-
street and partially on bus-only streets. The station is located
right in downtown Santa Cruz, and was constructed at a cost of
$2 million, of which the state and the transit district split the
cost.

The station includes some commercial establishments. Security
personnel are on duty during the hours that the buses operate to help
control Toitering and improve perceived safety.

Shreveport, Louisiana

Shreveport completed a new off-street downtown station in 1985 to
replace the previous on-street facility. The station is on a one-
half block, has capacity for 18 buses, is covered, and cost $3.6 mil-
lion. The cost of the station was paid for by UMTA (80 percent) and
the transit system (20 percent). The transit system is part of the
City. Staff are happy with the operation of the station, and report
little problem with loitering or safety.

The site of the station was controversial, which was partially
responsible for the 10 years the station was in the planning stages.
The ultimate site is very desirable from the transit district’s
perspective and was selected by the Mayor.

Spokane, Washington

Spokane has an on-street downtown station that houses 28 buses spread
out over four blocks. Staff hope to make improvements to the station
in the near future, but are uncertain as to what those improvements
may entail. They expect to remain on-street.

Stockton, California

Stockton does not presently have a downtown station. The transit

district is planning to construct a one-block off-street station in

the future. Currently, staff are in the process of having to condemn
some land and businesses in order to construct the station. They

have had some very significant problems in identifying a site. The

gtation is expected to be funded completely with transit district
unds.

Tucson, Arizona

Tucson has an on-street station. Because the transit district does
not have a timed transfer system, the station need only accommodate 7
buses.  Staff are planning a new downtown station, but have not
determined design or site, although they would prefer something off-
street. They have had significant loitering problems, especially by
kids, at their current site.
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Lane Transit District
P.O. Box 2710 Eugene, Oregon 97402 Telephone: (503) 687-5581

October 13, 1986

MEMORANDUM

TO: Board of Directors

FROM: Phyllis Loobey, General Manager

RE: Recommended Criteria for Siting of a Downtown Transit Station to

be Included in the Urban Renewal Plan Report

The criteria proposed below are based upon the policy statement adopted by
the Board at the September meeting. That statement is:

A permanent off-street Lane Transit District station which
includes the following characteristics or design elements shall
be developed. It is to be located near the employment and
retail centers in downtown Eugene; must function conveniently
for transferring patrons; must be efficient and safe to operate;
must be capable of being constructed at a cost appropriate to
its Tong-term benefits to the community; and it must be consis-
tent with the long-term growth and development of the downtown
area. The station is to be jointly financed by the City of
Eugene and the Lane Transit District.

For each major siting consideration inthe policy statement, a general
objective is stated below, followed by one or more specific criteria that
are to be met. It is intended that both the objectives and the specific
criteria be included in the updated Urban Renewal Plan.

1. The station is to be located near the employment and retail centers
in downtown Eugene.

The station is to be Tocated as close to the corner of 8th and Oak as
possible. In any event, the station is to be located within the area
bounded by Charnelton, 11th, High, and 7th.

o, 2. The station must function conveniently for transferring patrons.

The station is to be a single, unified facility.

LTD DOWNTOWN STATION COMMITTEE
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Board of Directors

Criteria for Downtown Station Site
October 13, 1986

Page 2

The station is to be as compact as possible, with a maximum distance
of two blocks between buses.

Patrons should not have to cross more than one street in order to
complete a transfer.

3. The station must be efficient and safe to operate.

Excessive out of direction bus travel in the downtown area in order
to access or leave the station is to be avoided. The station is to
have direct access from the west, south, and from the Ferry Street
Bridge.

The station is to be located off-street in order to minimize bus/car
and pedestrian/vehicle conflict.

The station is to be located and designed in such a way that bus
riders perceive it to be a safe area in which to wait for or transfer
between buses. The design of the station must be such that the
District can minimize loitering.

4. The station is to have sufficient capacity for buses and passenger
waiting and boarding areas.

The station is to have capacity to park a minimum of 22 buses. For a
completely off-street station, this would require at least one-half
of a city block.

There is to be at least as much passenger boarding area and waiting
space as exists at the current station. A minimum five-foot clear
aisle along bus parking and an additional ten-foot pedestrian travel
lane are to be provided.

5. The Customer Service Center is to be conveniently located near the
station.

The Customer Service Center should have visual access to a majority
of the buses and be located within one block of the center of the
station.

6. The station is to be consistent and compatible with current and
future development.

The station is to be compatible with existing adjacent Tand uses.

The station is to be buffered from possible negative impacts of
future development.
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Board of Directors

Criteria for Downtown Station Site
October 13, 1986

Page 3

The station is to be located to provide convenient patron access to
future major developments.

7. The station is to be cost-effective.
The construction cost of the station is not to exceed $100,000 for
each year of programmed life. Thus, for example, a $500,000 station
should be programmed to last at least five years.

Staff Recommendation

That the Board approve the criteria provided in this memorandum for the

siting of a downtown station and that the criteria be recommended to the
City of Eugene for inclusion in the updated Urban Renewal Plan.

/) ,
/;.,/ ’ &6{,}/ o)

Phy1¥is Lobbe
General Manager

PPL/sv:js
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V. POSSIBLE SITE OPTIONS

Staff believe that every feasible site for a permanent downtown station
within the downtown area has been considered. The following is a 1ist of
all the sites considered and a brief discussion from a staff perspective
as to their advantages and disadvantages.

i

10.
11,

CURRENT STATION: One of four final sites in the Miles study. Low-
cost alternative, but has operational problems, not optimum Tocation.

10th & OLIVE, ON/OFF-STREET: Recommended Tlow-cost option in the
Miles study. Problems include not optimum Tocation and City of
Eugene opposition. On urban renewal land.

10th & OLIVE, OFF-STREET: A final site in the Miles study. Problems
include not optimum location and relatively high development costs.
City of Eugene staff have indicated a preference for this site over
either of the on-street 10th and Olive options. Partially on urban
renewal land.

BUTTERFLY LOT: Recommended moderate-cost option in the Miles study.
Site is optimally located, is off-street, and has the support of the
City of Eugene. Problems include questions on availability of land
and relatively high development cost.

CITIZENS LOT, 10th & PEARL: Site not a finalist in the Miles study.
Staff have since re-evaluated site. Problems include not enough land
available, not optimum Tocation.

GREYHOUND LOT, 10th & HIGH: Another site that was re-evaluated by
staff after failing to make the final list in the Miles study. This
site is considered too far from the center of downtown.

8th & WILLAMETTE LOT: An urban renewal lot that has been eliminated
from further consideration by the City of Eugene.

NORTH COUNTY LOT, 7th & OAK: Site is located between 6th and 7th,
and thus has some access problems for pedestrians.

CHARNELTON & BROADWAY LOTS: Lots are owned by urban renewal. Site
is too far from employment centers.

5th & OAK LOT: Site is too far from the center of downtown.
8th & OAK, ON-STREET: The on-street design would leave buses too far

apart to function well for transfers. The station would also be
bisected by some very busy streets.
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12.

13.

14.

PARK BLOCKS, SOUTH OF 8th: These blocks do not have sufficient
capacity, and there are problems with incompatible surrounding land
uses.

8th & PEARL LOT, SOUTH OF CITY HALL: The City has eliminated this
site from further consideration since it is the site of the future
City Hall.

10th & CHARNELTON, SOUTH OF SEARS: An urban renewal lot. No real
advantages compared to the 10th and Olive off-street, not as good a
location.

LTD DOWNTOWN STATION COMMITTE;
01/28/87 Page



SUIE
4861 AUVANVT

LOIYLSIA LISNVYL ANV

d04

SNOILVUNHIWNODHY

NV AdALS NOILVYLSININAV AYVIVS

_llllll!!!f!ﬁl-ﬁlllll




, 0065-Ttt (902)
12186 uojbutysem “9131e9S
Buip|ing pueyduelg B Y3d4no4 00LT
$994A49S Bupznsuo) ssurp

£86T AYVOANVC

L1JIYLSIQ LISNVYL ANV
404

SNOTLYONIWWOIIY ANV AGNLS NOILVYLSINIWQY A¥YTVS

!lllll!ll(!ll_ﬂlll@l!




-1 = . TI0L°XV+:2"0062

EL suoLsn|ouoy ¢
21 °bd buroey A9AJ4ng eAJLY |BD07 ¢ 9 LRy °
11 *6d Buroey ejeq AoAung - m_wuwgpmwo JLSUBLl ¢ g JJRY)
q0T1 eaJy |ed07 - ejeq A9Aang Asewwng : JI 9[qel
| e0T eqeq A9Aang Laewwng @ T 9|qel ° .
. DE~L SNOSIYYdWOD A¥YIYS TVNY3ILXT “Al
g *6d Buroey SUOL1LSO4 paLJe[eS iy 34eyy °*
@ 9 quswubL|y A4e|eS |eudaju] *
| 9G-eg suoLjenieA3 jo a|qel °
G-t SUOLIBN|BAJ UOLILSOd *
b SISATYNY TYNYIINI “III
£ . ele(Q 3ua3ju0) qop °
3 sbupjatag -
. £ NOILJ3770J Yiva IN3LNOD NOILISOd °II
|
| 4 UOLIRULP400) pue Buruueld °
| I NOILONGOUINI *I
abeg

SIN3INOD 40 378VL

B E R R EEE N E G N OB W W N W N W B



61
PBT-8T
e/1

97 *6d Buioey
61

L3 41

abeq

24NpadoJd |eaddy apeuy Aaejeg °

Ue|d uorjejuaws(dwy - A @iqe] °*
94n3onJ3s Aue|eg pagsabbng - A1 8lqey
SUOL3LSOd palueleS Y-y jueyy -
SNOILVONIWWOIIY A¥YTIVS

A8nung 3Lyouag abutug - 117 o(qey °
S1I43N3I3 3JONIYS

"IA



- T - T1°X¥:2°0062

*SUO L JepUBWWOIB.U
93eiudoudde ayew pue suafo|duws JaY3l0 JO 3SOYI 03I $3LJ3UIQ YSRI-UOU S§,30L43SLQ BY3 3Jedwo) .

“Aed 03 AJL[Llqe |RLOUBULY 5,30L4ISLQ BYJ YILM FUIISLSUOD
pue 9AL3L33dwod A||eUJ3}X® pue 3|qeiLnba Alleu4d3ul Yy30q St 3BYJ d4n3onuls Auejes e puswWwWo 9y ¢

*suotjezruebuao
9jeAtud pue oL|gnd buijadwod Buowe siaAs| Auepes 4o AaAans e uodn 140daJ pue 32Inpuo?) .

‘olqejtnbd A||eudajul St jeyy juswubile Auees
¥ puswwoddJ4 pue uoL3isod yoes 03 paubLsse saL3L|LqLSUOdSEBA pue SILINP JO dnjeu 93 autwex3 :

*weuboud uorjen|erd uorgisod juadund S,30L43sLQ 9Y3 DuLuJ4BIUOD SUOLIRPUBILOIDA BuRd3Ud .

"949M S3UBINSU0D By3 03 paublsse s8AL3930qo OLy1dads sy] *30afoud ayz 9ziuebuo pue ue(d 03
SOALINODXS 30L4ISLQ Y3LM sDuLIdaw 4O SoLU3s B plaY Sjuel|nsuod ay3 “30afoad 8yl JO uOLIRLILUL OF A0Ldd

*Apn31s sy3z JO SUOLJEPUSWILODIDU
| pue sbutputy ay3 sjuswndop j4odds siyl *suoLjLsod 9ALIRASLULWPE S,u0L3RZLURBUO BY] 404 B4n7FINULS
AJdees © do[aAdp 03 30L43SLQ 3Lsued] aueq] Aq pajsanbas sem S9OLAUSS BuL3|nsuo) sawep 98T ©42q0320 Ul

NOILONAOYLINI °I

| | ( |
———‘ ——n _——m_——1-—E-—~_-T_-T_-v A.--T _-“--H--.--_.-t--“.---K.-.



o e e

INI
J031RJAISLULWPY |BUUOSUS4 - UOSLJALRH PLAR(Q "
JOQUBY PJROg - YILWS pURydLy R UOLIBUISLULWPY JO J403I94LQ - udogbueq yuey o
J9qUBY pJeOg - JJIA|R] j3URQ s suoLjesadg JO 403234LQ - Selleq wiy -
A3qUBl paeOg - JpuRUg JD184 o J4abeury |eudUdn - £3q007 SL||Aud o
SJaquay p4eog 33835 10LJ43SLg JLSUBL] oueq

19Je 99771WwW0d JYBLSUBA0 Y] 4O Sudquaw Y]

*Apnis ayy jo

SNJ0J pue UOL3I34Lp 3Y3 BuLuLWUIBP UL 3104 A3 dY3 paw.0suad 8977 LLWOD JYbLsS4eA0 BY| *uoL334Lp AdL(od
uLe3qo pue ‘sbuipuiy Aueuiwi|sud juasaud “309foud ayj 4o ssauboud Yl MILA3J4 03 dnoub ay3 yatm A|auenb
~9J44 JSW SIURILNSUOD BY] “YUOM S,JURJ|NSUCD 3Y} 03 UOLIODULD PIPLAOAD PUR PaMILASL SJBQUAW PULOq pue
juswabeuew 39143S1Q JL1SURML BURT JO SIALIRIUISBAADL 4O BULSLSUOD 9937 1uwod ybLSU4BA0 Uy *S|BLILJO

. 39L43siQ pue weaj Bul3|nsSuod BYj uPIMIDG 3OBIUOD PUR UOLJBULPUIOOD 9ALSua1Xe AQ payuew sem 323foud ayy

NOILYNIQYO00J QNY ONINNYd

H E B B B B B B B B B @ 5 = I & w5



lml

. *So4leuuoL}sanb ayz Burpaebaa pey saey Aew SIURY|{NSU0D 3Y3 suoL}sanb

Aue 8A[0s3d 03 pue sd8L3np qof BuLuusouod UOLjewuosulL 833 dwO pRY SIURY|NSUOD BY] JeY] NS Iyew
O3 SPM SMILAUSUL 3S3Y3 JO Bsodund Byl *3ue}|NSUOD B AQ POMILAUDJUL SBM 9ako|dwe papn(ouL yoey *

*S3JieuuoLysanb 3yj- anosdde pue MaLAS4 03 A3Lunjsoddo ue
PeY sJosiAuadng  saLgL[LqLsuodsad pue saLinp 1 SUOLLSOd JLBYY JO 34N3eU BY] JNOGR UOLIRWUOJUL
A3) uie3qo o3 psubirsap 94LBUUOL]SaNb Jus3u0d qOf ® 933 dwod 07 pajsanbad aJam saa/o|dws ayy *

$$324n0s OM] Ybnouyj pauLe]qO SEM UOLJRWUOJUL SLY]

"3US3U0D qOf 3O 9AL3D9[ 434 B4R SUOLIEN|RAD UOLFLSOd Y] 7BY3 PUB 3IPUNIIE st Buryojew
A2Aans fue|es @y3y jey] SunsSe 03 |BOLJLUD SL UOLJeWAOSUL SLYl *S3LPL|LgLSuodsaa pue saLinp s,uoL3Lsod
YORS JO d4NJBU SY3 IN0Qe UOLJRWUOJUL 933|dWOD PUR 33BUNIIR SARY SIURY|NSUOD 2yl Jey3 juejuodwtr st 3]

Y1vad IN3LNOD gor

"94lRUUOLYSIND JuB3U0D uOL]Lsod ® paute|dxe pue PaINQLA3SLP SFURL|NSUOD BYy3 sBurjatuq ay3

butanp fos|y °suoLysanb 9340 dwa 03 puodsad 03 se ‘| |am Se ©S2W0dIn0 ?|qLssod ayj pue “pasn ag 03 SpoyldW
9yl ‘udjejuapun Bulag 3L 404 uoSEIU pue punoubyoeq ayz €saAL32alqo S3L “303foud ayy ure[dxa 03 jiels

LLB YILM pI3y sudm sBurjailug Jo saLuas e ‘303foud ayj Jo 318su0 Yl Iy *SJA0SLA43dNS pue saafo[dwe

Yiim A pLpued pue £|a1a|dwod buLjedLunwwod 03 uaaLb sem uoLjuslje Je|ndLided 3L AQ pajdajse sasko|dws
941 J0 juoddns pue Buipueissapun 3yj3 uo sunseau obue| uL spusdap puiy siyy jo 32afoud Aue 4o ss822ns ayj

: SONT43T4d

NOILO3T100 VLVG INIINOD NOILISOd °II

(
_---_A &-—sﬂ-m“-—.-—M_-m--m—-m hrnﬂ --M--q,--m-l-n---II_-l-_lnlnln.



*S4ay3o yjim Bup|esp up S| 1S uOLIRILUNWLOD
30241p 3SLOJ9X3 03 paJsinbaa sL uot3isod ayj YoLym 03 Ju33xd Yl - S[LLYS SuoLje|ay uewny -~

*quswsbeuew JO Sjuswa|d Jyz 40

uorjeatdde ay3 ybnouayj S3|NSa4 pud uoLleZLuebU0 JO[RW JO JUSWAADLYOR BY] - S[|LYS Juowsbeuely -

*qof ayj3 wuaojuad A|L4030€1SLIRS 03

MOUY 3sSnu jusaqunoul uoijisod ayz udtym 3ey3 4o A1Lxd|dwod pue yjzdep syl - obpa|mouy |edituyde] -

tJ4auuew Au1030eysiies e ul uotjrsod 3yl Jo suoLze3dadxe ayjz ysi[dwodoe 03 u:mnE:ucm ue JO padinbaua
SaL3L|Lqe pue ‘s||Lys “abpa|mouy jo Apog |e303 BYj sdJnseaw juauodwod Styl - STIINS AIYINDI]Y  °

:paJ4nsesw aJam “suoritsod ||e uL juausyul ‘siusuodwod 234yl burmoy| |0}

9Y] °"PLJ33LJ4D JO 335 Bwes ayj Agq suoLiLsod [|e O SuoLjen|eAd 3Lwudd 03 pako|dwd SeM pOY3}aW UOLIBN|BA3
JuLod-4030e) Sawep sy *dJuewWJOS4dd JO |9AI] 4O SuOLIeIL4L|enb S,3udqunOul |enpiALpuL Kue 40} puebau
IN0Y3 LM Jua3U0d s,uot3tsod ay3 03 BuLpuaodde sjuej|nsuod 3yj Aq pssnsesw sem Apnis 9yl ul uotjrsod yoeg

SNOTLVNTYA3 NOILISOd

SISATYNY TWNY3INI °III

| o | | (
AT B E R E R RS



‘340dd4 SLY3 woJy d3eJeddS 30LJ3SLQ 9y} 03 papiaoad Buirsq St S3deyd uoLjen|eAs Jo 33s y

‘ubysep uoljisod papudjui JO 9AL303| 494 AN d4aM ABY3 JRYJ DUNSSE 0] SIALINIIXE UOLFRU0dU0) .
Y3LM paMILASL duam sbBuljues qof 3yl *9|qe] BulMO[[04 SY] UO UMOYS BJe SUOLIBN|RAS ,SJURI|NSUOD Y|

“35UdN| JuL o 934bap ay1 pue Buiouan|jut
404 9|qejunodde st uotjisod ayj uoijeziuebuo ayj jo dJeys Y] - dousn|Ju] |euoLjeziuebag

"Aljuspuadapul uoLjoe 3je3 03 uorjtsod ayj paljiwsdd opniLie| JO junowe ay| - A3L4oyiny ¢

:Aq pajuesaudad st A3L|LqLsuodsay °S3|Nsad pud BuiAsLyde

03 suciinqLJjuod pue 404 A31|L1qe3unodde s,uoLqisod ayj Saunseaw Juauodwod SLYy| - ALTT11SNOJSTY

*9A|0S
03 pauinbsJ st uoijisod ay3 swa|qodd pue sisheue jo A3Lxa|dwod ay] - abua|[eyy BuLyuLryy °

*Butajos-wa(qoud swuosuad
3L usym uorjtsod ayy 03 uado saALIRULDI|R JO 9bued By - juswbpnp judpuadopul 40} apnitje] °

1s4030e) DbuLMO| [0} 8y} Aq pajussaJdad SL 340443 |RIUSY *swo|qoud

9AL0S 01 pue SaALjeuUJd]|® BZA|RUR 03 SJuUSWBALNDAJ BY] Saunseaw Judu0dwod SLY| - 180443 IVINIW

" W B B B E EEREERNREEE EET-

= 5 ==




1°30L:0062
(403RULPU00)
9EY 10T 20 10T (1T)¥3 vee 913 Burssadoud ejeq) 3sAleuy aALjedisiuLuwpy
v0S PET 9€0 T0T (0T)¥Q 692 9113 JosLA4adng uoLjejuodsued)
029 LLT OE3 vET (TT)¥3 60€ OII3 4abeueyy ysty B A33jeS
029 LLT 9£3 vET (1143 60€ 92113 J072USLULWPY [BUUOSUI
EvL vee Q€3 ¥ST (11)43 66e OII3 Jabeuel adueudjuley
68L €0¢ Q23 LLT (TT)¥3 60% °9II4 403RU3SLULWPY dIUeUL
68 | €02 023 LLT (TT)¥3 60y °OIId J03edjstutwpy burjeyaey
. 68L €0¢ @23 LLT (TT)93 60% OII4 J03ea3stutuwpy Butuueld
G668 692 0€3 | LT (T1)¥3 607 ©°IId Jabeuey uotjejaodsued]
8621 60v 0€4 | 60€ (ET)¥d | O¥S 2IIId suotjesadg JOo 4032841(
8621 607 9v4 60€ (ET) ¥4 0vS °I114 S8JLAURS BALJRAISLULWPY JO 403D34LQ
N MOILISOd
S1NIOd AlLlTigls S1HO443 STIIMS
IVLOL | -NOdS3d TVLNIW a3dinoay 9861 ‘4oquadaq

LISNYYL 3NV
SNOILYNIVYAI LNVLTASNOD

SNOLLYMTVAZT 40 3719Vl

" . , , L o
B E 29 BB EEELEBEE SRS BEBE B &




ﬂ =g =

! ¢ 30L:006¢

m 8L1 €€ 010 | 62 (L)€ - |9TT 41D AJ4e39409§ BALIRAGSLULWPY .
€61 br 9T | €€ (8)€) [9IT eI URLOLUYII] BIRQ BIURUBIULRK
952 99 9T0 | vv (8)€@ |¥ST qIQ A0S LAUBANS WaysAS
6T€ 9, 910 | 99 (0T)AIQ | L1 913 aALIejuURSBAdRY Buljaduey
£2¢ 88 410 | 88 (6)€d | /.1 910 40SLA4RdNG doURUBIULRY
£2¢ 88 Q10 | 85 (6)¢a |1 210 (40sLA4dNg 3D1440) A4R1B48G DALINIBX]
Gee 9/ 91a 9, (0T)€q €02 ®I3 JURISLSSY Youeasay
9e€ | 10T QT0 | 8 (6)EQ | L1 214 Jostauadng plat4

|
66¢ 9, 910 | 94 (om)va | €0z qI3 JBUUR |4 FLSURL

1

w L9€ 88 0¢d | 9/ (om)va | €0z qI3 Juaby BuLseysung

| 86€ 9L 910 | 88 (OT)AIC | €2 qI3 J3UUR |4 JOLUDS

m

w G2p PET Q13 | 88 (TI)vI3 | €0z 213 uabeuey 9ILAUBS 4BWO3SNY

{

w MOILISOd

__ S1NIOd ALITEIS S1HO443 STIRMS

| 1oL | -NOdS3 TVANIW a3yINoay

m | < A SNOLLYNTYAT 40 37Vl A



luml

€°301:0062

601 61 018 | %1 (S)zg |9/ eig 3sLdhL /%4919

8.1 €€ 01D | 62 (£)€D {911 eI) d4919 Butzunoooy

8.1 g€ J13 6 (L)€D 811 4912 £ae13.4085 suorjeuadp
MOILISOd

SINIOd ALlTl8ls S140443 ST17MS

IVL0L -NOdS3y ._SZwE a3dino3y

SNOLLYNTYAZ 40 319Vl

(

/]
&

TETE e



e ed

00¥%T 00271 0007 008 009 00¥ 002
_ _ - 0002
9861 ‘Iaquada(
STU0I}Isod polIe[es
¥V 31eqp : '
. 0022
v 00%2
7 0092 AJRTRS
0082
—— 000€E
002¢g
101I3SI(J 1ISUeJ], aue]
( - ( - (




"OULL pusJ} 3y} MO|Bq A|qRaDLIOU BUR - JURYSLSSY YDURASAY pue 9AL1RIUBSAUdRY Buljayaey - suorjrsod om]

*sopeub Aue|es jo usqunu uabue| e 404 posu 3y3 woJj weys 03 sueadde uoLsuadsip ayj 1O auwog
*dul| uoLssaubau ayy jo juaduad ALy ULY3LM B4e s301d 3yl jo [|e 3sow|y “a|qLiedwod ade SuoLieN|RAD
S130L435LQ 8y3 pue ,sjuej[nsuod ayz ‘jued 3sow 94l 404 “3eyl s|esAsd sjold jo uoLsuadsip ayz Jo uoL3oadsug

"S|9A3| anjeA juLod 3UBU4Lp 1B S30(d

40 uoLsuadsip pue J4aqunu ayy o3 ucLjeuspLsuod ajetudoadde areb am “Louspuay Fogucmu 30 sauL| ay3z buroe|d
U[ °SuoL3Lsod J4Ldyl 4O YlIOM Pajen|eAd ayj 03 9ALje |94 saafo|dwe ay3 Aed 03 Aouapusy ayj Butrgeaipul

pue sjoid ay3 jo uudjrjed ayj3 Burjussaudaus Aduspuaj |euajuad jo auL| e SL 34RYD 3Y3 uo auL| pLLOS 3y

*uotjtsod yoea Joj sjutod uoLien|eAs [e303 pue sjurodpiw sbues Aue|es Jua.und pue ydeub ay3 uo pajjo|d

‘suotjen|eAs uorytsod s,391435LQ 9Y3 pue 1 SJURYNSUOD 3Y3 udBM]aq uoSLJedwod ® SBpLAOU

OS|® JJeyd sLyjz ‘sobuea Lue|es QULWASISP 07 walsAs uorjen|ead uorjiLsod umo S3L S8sn 30L43SLQ 3y3z 3duLs
*94n30nu3s Aed s,30L4351Q 3y3 OjulL paubt|e A|3usuund aue suotjtsod ay3 moy pue suotjisod letJabeurw

.pue |RUOLSSBJOU4d BY] 4O uOL3BN|RAD S,3UR|NSUOD 3Y] usemMiaq uosLuedwod e sAe|dsip ‘abed buioey “y J4RYU)

Juswubt |y AuejeS [eusdFUT

(
B B B B B R N R R e



e AT b W

Addeg swep|Lm
Auedwo) Auzinod aj3awep |1y

uobaug jo A3rsaaaLup 19L43sLq uorjejuodsued) ueyi|odoaga) A3uno)-La]

S9LJ43sSnpul sa3e3s A3La0yany 3Lsuea) aueyods

30 £31) “praLjburudg . 10LJ43SLQ JLSuRU] SSel eaJdy wa|es

p4e0g A3L[13n pLaLibuLudg Vdld A3uno) sd4dtd

L1®8 3S9MY3UON OLiLde4 : jLsuea] desaLy b

K3unoy aueq jLsuedy A3Loul3u]

SJUBWUUBACY JO [LDUNOY Bueq JLSuRA] A3 Lunwwo?
burysiigng paeng £1140y3ny eaUy 1L J3uag

40 £31) “suabn3 uotjejuaodsuedy aLqnd A3unog yae()

p4eOg DL43239|3 pue 4d3eM auabng : 3JOLJ4ISLQ JLSURUL UL|Yued] udg

eady LE007 " $3014350Q FLSUeA]

*suotqeziuebuo Bulmo| (04 9y3 pspn|oul SAaA4ns 9Yl *9seq BULILNUIAL §5,30143SLQ Y] ULYILM 3SO0Y3 pue aLl

03 A31x9|dwod pue 8z1s uL a|qesedwod suotjeziuebuo Burjadwod 10 aALFRIUISAUdIU 9q 03 dnoub jybLsusno

PUB S3URY|NSUOD BY3 Ag A|JuULOf Pa72918S SBM SAIAUNS Y30q ut sjueddrjued AoAuns Jo 3| dwes 9y] *susafo|dus

. (A3unoy sueq) |ed0| uodn pasnaoy AaAuns PUCDIBS BYY S| LUM SIOLUISLP FLSURUYL JSIMYFUON L 4LORd 9]qededwod
03 p3je|sd AsAdns 8up *suoLjeziuebuo buriadwos Buowe sadijoeud AJeles j0 sAaAuns [eLd3dS OM] palonpuod
SIUBILNSUCD BY] “UOLIBWUOJUL SLYJ YSLUJANY 0} JDPUO U "suotjeziuebuo 4dy30 Jo S|9A3| uoLjeSURAWOD BYY
Y3itM suosiJedwod Buryew sadinbad $30130Rud AuR|®S S,30L47SL(Q 941 30 sJnysod 9AL7139dwod 3y3 BuLsssssy

SNOSIYVdWOD AYYIVS TYNYILXI °Al

{m—————-% H EFEEE = m-_ B OE OB O O ---A —



J0JRALSLULWPY |BUUOSID
J0jeagsiutwpy buijayaey
J9beuely uorjejuodsued)

403BUISLULWPY |BUUOSUDY Jabeuryy wupmcmp:wmz

SOOLAUDS BALIRUISLULWPY JO 403234L(Q " 43uuR (g JLSued]
A4e394295 BALINI3X] A0SLAUBANS WR3SAS

34919 Burqunoooy A0FRUISLULWPY DIURUL 4

A4e184085 9ALJRUS LULWPY . S3JLAJDS DALIRUISLULWPY 4O 4033.4L(Q

juaby Butseyouny suoLje4adp 4O 40329uLQ

B
.

Aot

A9A4Ng ®oJy |€DJ0] A9AUNG S3D1U3SLQ FLSuURA]

. 894@ Su0L31s0d 3ARWYOUBY BY| *SUOSLURAWOD |RUUDIXD 9yl 40} SLseq 3y se
Pesn 8q 03 =-- SYJRWYIUS] 4O -- SUOL3LSO Aoy jo dnoub e Jo uo(329(3s ayj paAloAuL ssadoud siy| cpafo|dws
Sem yoeoudde Bulyuewyouaq ayj ‘suotjLsod s,39t43sLQ FlSued] dueq ||e J0j4 ADAUNS 01 3[qLSeS J0U SL JL SY

M e A it T e T < e AN SRR
|
l

Fm .

:

A
',
' ‘



*uot3didosap uor3isod yJewydusq pakaArdns ay3
ueyy 49ssd| 40 4a3edub A{qeadLjou sem yoLym ejep s,juediorided Lue o3 paLidde sem ao3oey juswisnfpe uy

*sayojew qof ayj yjtm swaiqouad

Aue dA[0SaU 03 JURILNSUOD B AQ PajoRIU0D A |eUOSJad SJoM suotjeziuebuo syj “‘Ajusnbasqng cuoLjewUOuUL
AJe(es Ju344aNd 3pLAOLd puR SBOUIUISSLP UDJUOD qol juediyiubis Aue 3qLudsap ©yaewyousq yoea o3 uorgisod
2|geJedwod 41343 YIJBW 03 pIjsanbad Jam sjuedLoljued ay| “suopjeziuebuo AaAdns a3yl 03 paysiuang

pue pado|3ASp SBM WUO4 UOLIDD| 10D BIEP © DUR SBLJIBWINS HJBWYOUST YILM JuBWNIISHL :omuumpﬁou Raauns y
*Su0L3diudsep Adewuns Jea|d 03 9(qiidadsng

*ubLsap pue sunjonuays JLayz uy snonbiqueun A{aA1ie|ay

*suoLjeziuebuao AsAdns ayj uL punoy K[ [eoaLdf)

*sdLysuoLje|as LUOSLA
-J43dns pue “saLinp 3o A3Luijje ‘uorssasboud J934ed 4O SWJ3] Ul wdyz 03 Ie|as suoriLsod J3y3Q

1RL493L4D Bumo} |04
Syl jJo siseq sy3 uo dnoud 3ybLsusAao 3y3 Aq psroudde pue sjuejinsuod Y3 AQ pajI8|9s dUdM SYJRWYIUSQ BY)




IO._”l

"9384 5,017 dA0qe si ejep A3A4NS By3 eyl Sa3edLpuUL 3unBLy snid

Yy *abeusAe Aaauns ayj pue abued Aaeles s, g7 40 juLodpiw ayj3 U99M19q BdududyjLp abejuaoduad ayy ¢

‘pied

SoLJe|es |enjoe sbeusAe ayj pue A4BWYIURQ 3Yy3 40} sabued Auepes ySjuediotgaed ayg 40 sabeusae ay;

*y4ewydusq ayy burysjew uorgisod e Yjim sjuedioridaed £aAuans Jo Joqunu ayy  °

"Y4RWYOUBQ BY3 40y dbued fue|ES JUBUUND S,QT  °

91341 Sdewyousg ¢

19Je 9[Qqe] BYj U0 UMOYS

*sjunowe A yjuow uL passaJdxe dJe saLue|es

LlY *393foud siy3 jo gued se P8329[ 103 ejep A3Auns Aue|es ayj 9ziueuwwns ©sabed buimo| o4

‘IT 3 1 salqe]




- QT - | 1°0D:2° 0062

%L+ €L12 Y/N  2le2 1161 6 1eve 81T¢ 9181 40sLAdadng waysAs *6 .
%6 + b2z ¢19¢  €1ge vete 9 Teve 8112 9181 J3UuB |4 1lsSueda] *8
BT+ V/N ¢E0E  T19/2 v6ve 8 eLLe 92ve 6.0¢ 403RAJSLULWPY [BUUOSUId °/
%9 - €86¢ b6LLe 606G ¢lLéd L ¥S0€E ¢L9¢ 1622 Jojeagsiutwpy buiiajuen *g
BET+ V/N v82€  L00E 9¢Le 9 7G0€ 2L92 1622 mem:mz uoLjequodsued) g
*C - 996¢ 298¢ 8092 09¢€¢ 8 ¥50¢€ 2192 16¢¢ 4abeuey adueusjuiel ‘¢
oY1+ 6ECE £GEE  GEOE ¥0.2 9 ¥S0€E 2L9¢ 16¢¢ - JO03BJUJSLULWPY BdURULY €
%02+ EV8E 196€  265¢ £2e¢ 6 0EvE 100€ €L5¢ SOILAJRS “ulwpy JO 401393u4LQ °2
%21+ . 6PEE £88E  29¢E IviE 6 0EveE 100€ €462 suoLjedJadg mo.LOpumL*D T
“3itg  [en3oy .xmzw .n*Zm .chw sasuodsay .xmze .uwzm .:_z% yJdewyduag
% (3beusAr)  s3|nsay AsAang 40 Jaquny abuey Auees g11

SLOTYISIO LISNWYL

LOI¥ISIA 1ISNVYL 3NV
Y1VQ AZAINS 0 AYVWWAS
9861 ¥39W3230
I 378Vl

BOE W N N N NN MmO hom o m




= Q0T - 2'0b:2 0062

%G+ 191¢€ 060€  6£0€ ¢81e 8 eLLe 92ve 6.0¢ A03BATSLULLPY |[BUUOSUSd *9
%Ti+ VA% Y/N  9geh P16E g OEYE 100€ £45¢ SIILAUDS *ULWPY JO 403D34LQ *§
2y = ¢8ET 9T9T  [¥E1 LIet 9 91 9EvT 1521 A4819 burunoddy -y
%0 - Shil ¢I9T  G/ET 8€e1 01 1991 9EVvT 1eet A4e134095 dALIRUISLULLPY *€
%L+ ¢9ve ¢95¢ 2922 €L0¢ 6 Teve 811¢ 9181 jusby bBuiseyoung *z
%G1~ G/61 G667 66T 6.91 8 1eve 81T¢ 9181 AJe13428g 9ALINIOXT
"}4L0 en3dy .xmzm .EZM .Ezw sasuodsay .xmzw .Ezw .Ezm JJeuydusg
% (8bedaae)  s3nsay A9Aung 40 Jsquny obuey Aueles g7
VY V207

L1JIMLISIQ LISNVYL 3NV
VLVQ A3AINS 40 AUYWWNS
9861 ¥39W3230
IT 378Vl




00¥%T 0021 000T 008 009 00% 002
98671 ‘Ioquiads(g
vleq LoAng

§3014351q IsUBRI]

g 1Ieyqg) 00¥2

7 0092

\ 0082

\\\\\\\\\W\\\ 0008

\ 002€

4 00¥E

- 009¢

LITHISIO LISNYHL 3NV

AJeTeg



687 + siutod X €2°18 = 3 Aaeies ALUIuon

sSL BiNWA0} Syl °Sull uoLssaubaus e St sqo0id ay3 ybnoays auti pL10s @yl

*squLod uoLleN|RAd s,uoLgtsod 8y3 1e paiiold squediotaed
ayy Ag pajJodad sabues Lae|es U3 JO sjuLodpliy abessse aul 340 J4RYD Y3 Uuo papnioul *$101435LP

e e

1Lsue4} Huowe paonpued foaans Kueies ayj jo sBuiput} 8yl sAepdstp £ 1eotydedd sgbhed Huiroey ‘g I4eHD




LANE TRANSIT DISTRICT
2300

2200 \\\\\\\

ré
2100

2000 \\\\\\\
1800 | | \\\\\\
Salary 1800 . \\\\\\ |
1700 4— | | \\\\\\\\
1600 \\\\\
1500 \\\\\\\

1400 P

Chart 0B 1

o - cal Area m.E.qu
N December, 1988
L 250 300 350 ~

( 0




lNHl

80§ + S3ULOd X gL' = § Ade(eg Apyjuoy
SL dut]l uolssaubas ayy a0y ernuwuoy ayj

‘uotbad piatbuiuads/auabng sy

ULYILM DP33ILNUD8J 3G 03 A8y suoLrjLsod 404 s3InsaJa £sAuns eaJe 30| ayz sAe|dsip ‘abed Huioey 7 JJaRY)




l.m.ml

*eaJde (L3uno? aueT) (eI0]
9yl dA0qe 4Gy abesare suotjrsod juoddns 8511j0 pue [RDLUD]D JOJ SOLJR|RS $,32L43SLQ ILSURU| dueq °

*ssa| %/°Q abeuaae suorjised [eruabeuew
pue |eucLss3j0uad 404 SILUR[RS S,3LSURL| SURT “SIOLUSLP }LSURLT PIABAUNS 94l 03 UOSLARAWOD U] y

*3ud3u0d qOf DALIR|34 ALBY] YILM BuL] JO 3n0 aue sabued

£JR|BS JU3J44nd BS0UM suoL3Lsod JO J3qunu pajLwi] © 34 343y) ‘A3Lnba Afed jeusajup Buipaebay  *

1U01308S Siy3 ul pajuesaud elep DY} WOJ4y S6J40UR SUOLIBAULISQO JO JBquINu Y

SUOL SN [Ju0)

N W W W




"1'S prrwreprmm———" T v

T e v i 32 v

.!.vHI

*suorjeziuebuo Bupyadwod jo asoyl yjim sAL3L3adwod £)|ewsauab s) abeyoed §1j9udq §,qL7 CL1R48AQ

*0L7 pue ‘9j1| dnoub ‘juswauiriada se yons sweuabouad sduBUNSUL
3y3 uL puryaq sbe| 3ng sjLjoudq }jjo-swLy uL dbeusaae ayj spavddIxd (L7 ‘suorieziuebuo |ed0| 03 paJedwod usaym

*SIUNCWE 1L49UdQ J4BMO| UBYL 43Yjeua wniwduad 3| qeU0ARS

B 4O uoL3duny e JO dJ4ow 3q Aew siyz 3ng ‘Mol saeadde ajes uoLIngLujuod |ejrdsoy/pedLpaw s,QL7  SIOLJISLP
pakaAuns ayj ueyz SSa| SL YILUM ‘uoLINGLAJUOD JUBWDALIBL SL “udAdmMOy ‘uoL1dadxe Jofew ayj °*A3A4NS Ayl ul
pPapnouL S3OLJ3SLP 3LSURUY 43430 3Y3 JO 2S0U3} Paddxa JO 93w A||eJsauab $3LJ9usg $,30L43SLQ JLSURL| BueT

*sjuapuadop OM] pue 3JLAJIS JO SJeak 3ALL y3wm A[|enuue 0Q0°0g$ Dutuues
99/0|dws paLuJdew |ed138yjodAy e 40) paje|nd|ed 3Je S350 dsS3Y] *suoijeziuebuo ajeairad |ed0| pue “oir|qnd
[e20] “S32L43SLP 3LSued]l pakaAdns ayj 3e S3Ljousaq papLAoud-uako|dws jO 3500 ayj sasedwod “III Ialqel

*SUOLIPPUBLWOIBA

9jetuadoadde ajew 03 pue ‘suost.edwod asoyi 40 sburpury 8yz uodn Judwwod 03 “sJafo|dws 43Yy30 JO 3S0U3
0] S3Ljousq ysed-uou S3L a4edwod 03 Sem 32L43SLQ 3Yy3 Ag pai1sanbau sjuawa|a 303foad dyjz Jo 3uo £53500 pue
weubouad uorjesuadwod |03 S,39L43SLQ 3LSuRLl Bueq Jo uorjJod JuedtitubiLs © 8sLadwod s3Liousq aburuy sy

AGNLS LT43N33 3ONIY4 LS3IMHLI¥ON JI4IJvd

SLT43IN38 3JONI¥4 “A




S ———

£6°019°S$
0€° 269
89° LG0T
09° 681
16°02¢
88° €LY

09°9L°T

0¥"0€ET

00°000°1$

JLYATYd
071

=

06°€€5°9$

61208

Gh 8E2°1

90° ¥ET

€9°19Y

96° 11V

02°TL9°T

09'1¢

08°0%1

TL°159°T$

J178nd
w301

= —

61" 6L1°9%

BE"GTL

#2°851°1T

00°¢vl

2¢ 61y

£G°0EY

69°869°1

09°T¢

EE LET

02°95°1$

301
03NIGW0I

- eyT -

1°30:2°006¢

«fed 99UBISAS J0J UOLINGLAJUOD 00GE SOPN|DUlx

89°266 9%

89° .08

CTR0E T

21 L9

€67 19Y

91°99¢%

89°00%“¢

¢t 9

€1°8S

€€ 197 18

S1JIY1SIA

quawAodw3 40} 3500

AAYNS LI43N3E FONIY¥A
12THLSIAQ LISNWYL 3NV
IIT 374vYL

_——————=

00°665°9%

00*S19

00°GT9°T

00°€6

00°29%

00° 92t

00°009°T

00" ¥8

00°002°1$

an

W10l

sAup} 0K

uQLJRIR A

aL

skeq ¥oLS

Lejuaq

[e3tdsoH [BOLPSW

g 3 gy dnoJy

317 dnouy

JuBWRAL19Y

W3ll




— e e

| B

lmHl

*s@ddoldws a|qeded Buiupeias pue Bupjoeaie 40 aiqeded sanjsod Aue|es 9A13130dwod © apLAOLg .

*(A11nba [euusjuy)
UlJIOM P3JeN[BAD UO DBSBQ JUBISLSUOD pUR 4LRS UL YILym sdiysuoLie|du £Je|BS BPLAOUY g

IPLNOYS 84nIONUFs A4 |BS anop g

391435 JLsuBal Sueq 0] JB[LWLS BUNJRU PUR BZLS @ JO $II14JSLP JLSURUY 3S3MYTJION
dL4108d Aq pauLyap A||eLjuassa si suoyjisod leuoissajoud/ieLaabeue S,3014151Q Y3 404 JaNaRW BY] 7

*edJe £3un0) Jue |BI0] BYJ ULYILM 19)JeW J0ge| B 07 puodsau A1 |e42uab suoiyrsod jJaoddns aoyg40 ayy 1
$SUOLIRPUSWILOIBJ BJNJINUAYS AJR|RS JiRIS

@ALjedlsiuiwpe s,q)7 Burdoaaap u um~_=moum; 9J40M 5403084 BULMOL[04 BYf *84ndNAgS Aaeles © BuLysi|qesss
UL -UOL3D34Lp 8pLAOUd 03 32143510 8Y3 404 @30Ludoudde 9unysod 2A{3139dwod dYy3 JBPLSUGD 03 AueSSIdau St 31

JUNLS0d 3AILIL3dWOD

SNOILVONIWWOIZY A¥VIVS “IA




SUOT}ISOq patIereg
d-V ey

@Nwmmzmw&mimm&%;.

00¥%T

0097

008t

0002

oogz

0072

0092

ooBse

oooe

0oze

00ve

AJeres



E

I@HI

*paJe A3un0) |ueT 3y} ULYILM aanjsod
m>rurpmanu 5.40W © ULRJULBW 03 3juad49d DALY |RUOLILppR UR puR ‘sS3seaJdul pajedidijue 4034 3Judduad
oM} snid ‘sBuipurj eaJe [ed0| dyj jo dbeusane dy3 je 38s Si uoLjepuswwodad ayy ‘sjutod 00T IV °

*qud249d om3 sn|d ©S3OL43SLp FLSueJ]
paAaA4ns 9yl 403} duL| puaJl 3yl 3o abeaaAe ayl s|enba uoLjepUSWWODIRL dYR ‘squtod QGE pue QQET v °

“mﬁm>mﬂ jurod Buimo| 04 BY3 e 3L Burjedo| Aq padeld sem 3] *suotjeziuebuao 43y3o
Buowe soo13oeJad Aed |euUUd3X3 03 UOLIRJBPLSUOD 6uLaLb Aq pado|arap sem dut| AdL|od AJe|eS papusBwwWod34 3yl

*9AL109440 8q [|Lm sabues Aue|es 3yl YoLym Butuanp
porJad 3yl pue (9g86T “4aquwedaq) eIePp £9AJ4NS 2yl JO 33ep 3Y] uaaMlaq S|IAI| Aaeles Bup|LeAsad ul SISEIUJUL
pajedLdoLjue 4oj 3unodde 03 sbuipuij ASA4ns 03 pappe Sem quao4ad oM} jO 4030dB) judwisnfpe ue sased [|® U]

» squaweJsLnbaa s,qol ayj jsurebe passasse

€qUaqWNOUL YINs O dduRwJOu3d |en3oe 03 BuLpdodde 23RLASP 03 YOLUM w043 90USJ42434 JO BWeJ} B PIA3PLSUOD
aq pLnhoYys 31 “lenptALpul Aue 03 pied aq A|LJeSSII3U pLnoys eyl fJeles ay3 AjLjuspl 03 papuslul 3ou

SL UOL3epuaWWoddL Y| *sqoadsada | |e uL gol ayjy jo SjuaWaJ4LNbaJd au3 buLjdsw AN} jusquniut pauoseas ®
403} aseradosdde Kue|es jO |3A9| 9yl Se pautysp St quL0d |043U00 8y] °sjurod uoiijen|eAd jO Jequnu uaALb
Kue je suorztsod 4oy abuesa Aue|es ayj jo -- jutod [043U0D BY3 40 == Jurodpiw 3yl sjuasasdad auL| Styl

*(y 14ey) 93s) 891300ud Ade|es dseq S,3OLJ43SL(Q JLSUBAL dUR] 03 uostuedwod uL pake|dsip st
suoL31sod aALjeASLULWPR 40} Bul| AoLjod Aaeles jutod |043u0D papuswwoddu dy3 ‘abed Butoey Y-y 314eY) UQ

( | | (

N N BW P B ﬂt.ﬂiﬂiﬂiﬂium.ﬂiﬁl



IN.HI

22p1$  iAueles juiodpiy
816$ + OLT X 2€°6$ = § A4eles squiodpiy :e(nuwJod
0/1 :S1ULO4 uoL3en|eA3j uesy

€8T 03 8G] :S3ULOd UOLIBN|BAj

v abuey Aue|es

;9 dwexa J404 “E|NWA0S AJR|BS P3PUIWWODIDUA 2jeLusdoudde ayj ojul
opeub AJe[esS Yoed J40j sjutod uoLjen|eA’d 3yj ButJojue Aq pado|dAsp DJaM sopeub Aae|es ayjl j0 sjurodpiw 3yl

*quaqu0d qof BuirhJea Jo suorjisod usamisq ysinburgsitp A13sLoaad daow 03 papusiul
a4e sopedb [PuOL3LppPe Byl €T 3udsdad s,32LJ43SLQ dY3 03 uostJedwod ur sabues Aaees QT jO [BI0} B 404
papLAoJ4d @ARY SM jey] pajou °q PLNOYs 3T “34N3oNJ3s Kaees pajsabbns ayy smoys ‘abed Burmo[|04 ‘Al @1qel

Gp61$ + siutod X p2°T$
816 ¢ + sijutod X 2E£°S$

¢ Aaeles juiodpiw - sjutod 0OOT 03 0S€
¢ AJeies juiodpiw - sjutod gge 03 00T

I

1940 9e|NWJ0) AJe|RS pIpUSWWIOIBL 3BY|




- o1 - 1°801:2°0062

. L26€ LEYE L1162 £621 G211 o1
b0LE PATAS 082 211 646 L1 .

T15€ £L0¢€ €92 8.6 258 91

. EbEE 9262 6052 158 - 0bL ST

LBTE 86.2 6662 6EL 19 BT

0L0€ 1892 - t0g2 €19 095 €1

6562 0652 1222 655 (8Y 21

: 2982 5062 8y12 98 g2y 11
6LL2 2Ehe 6802 22y 89¢ 0T

0492 L£€2 002 L9€ 02¢ 6

L6€2 8602 6641 61€ 642 8

9912 9681 9291 8.2 £42 L

. 6561 GTLT 19471 AL 112 9
£8.1 1961 6EET 012 81 g

G291 2zy1 6121 £81 85T b

€LYT 6821 GOTT LST 0t1 3

69€T 6611 820T 6ET 61T 2

£621 £60T t6 811 001 I

JINLINYLS A¥YIVS @3LS399NS
LITYLISIO LISNYYL 3NV .
AT 378V1

( . ( (
TH TH PR PR X ET EST PN AN W Ew WS W EE  ES NS . e




lm.ﬁl

+34n39n43s AJe|es pajsabbns ayz ojul suorytsod ay3 subile ¢sobed Buimol(o4 ‘A d1qel




1°21:2°0062

- Mm.m -
9912 9681 9297 - - L
6961  STLT  Tiv1 - - 9
ueLoLuyos
€8.T 19T  6£€T 1941 21R(Q dIURUBIULRY S
9evT 34317 Burjunoddy
9EYT Aielaa29¢ suorjeuadg
§291  22¥1 6121 9e YT AJRIDU3S BALJRUAIS LULWPY '

. £LT 6821  SOTI - - £
69€ET 6611 8201 - - Z
€621 (60T  1t6 5201 151A4L 9L 1
* Xey ‘PIW  "ULW juLodpli SU0L3}1504 ASquInN

abuey Lae|eg apeJg Aue|eg apesy Lae|esg
paisabbng pUERET !

NY1d NOIJVINIWITWI
LOI4iSI0 LISNVYEL 3NVT
A 378vL



= Q81 = 2°Z1:1°0062

6112 (A% 4 6802 Ghee Jouue|d JOLUSS 01
811¢ 40SLAURdNS wWa3shs
. . 8112 40S1A4RdNG DoURLBIULRY
8TI1¢ £J4e38409G IALINIDXT
910¢ JURISLSSY Yourasay
§v2e 40stAuadng platy
. 811c¢ J3UUR|d JLSURAL

0£9¢ LEEZ 002 811¢ jusby Buiseyodung b

L6€2 8602 66.L1 910¢ aALjRIUISDUdRY BuljaJey 8

" XeY "PLW "ULW jutodpLly SuoL11s04 Jaquiny
abuey fue|eg apedy KLue|eg apeJg Ade|eg
pajsabbng jusaduny

om| abey
ue|d uotrjejuaws|dwg
39143SLQ 3LSuR4] dueT

( (




- 28T -

€°271:¢°006¢

T16€ €L0€ GE9¢ 2L92 Jabeue) uotjelaodsued] 91
2L9¢ Jobeuel adueuldjuLely .
2L9¢ J0jeU]SLULWpY SJuBUL
eL9¢ J03eUSLULUpY BuLgasey
. £YEE 9262 6052 2L92 Jojeuysiutupy butuue|d g1
L6TE 86.¢ 66E2 - - vl
9242 Jobeuey sty B £393eS
0L0€ 1892 70€2 9¢te : 403RU]SLULUPY |DUUOSI €1
. 6562 066¢ 1¢de 9cve 40SLAJ3dNg uoLjeRA0dSURM] A
Svee 3sA|eUy dALJRAISLULWPY
298¢ 605¢ 8Y1e 811¢ 49beue) 3ILAURS 43WOISN) 11
T XRY "PLW “ULW juLodpLy SuoL31sod Jaquinn
abuey Aue|eg apeuy ALde|eg apeJg Aue|eg
paisabbng jus4an)

994y abeq
ue|d uotjejuswa|du]
10143SL(Q 3JLSuRd] dueT] .




- pgI - $°21:2°006¢2
100€ suoLjedady 4O 403234L(Q
L26E LEYE L¥62 T00€ SOOLAJSS "ULUWpY JO J03334L( 81
v0LE A4 08L¢ = - LT
" Xey "PLW  “ULW jutodpiy SuOL31s0d 43quinN
abuey Aue|esg apeuy Aae|es apeuy fue|eg
paisabbng judddn)

4no 4 abeyd
ue|d uoLjejuswa|duf
301435LQ 3JLSued] aueT




ImHI

"UOLSLO9pP JLdY] JO u0L3eU0du0) BY] WUojul
LLBUS S3UBYINSUOD BYL “UOLIRUBPLSUOD ULBYF J0) SIURILNSUOD BY} O3 Pa3jLugns aq pLnoys |eadde ay| ¢

TJ0JRJISLULWPY |SUUOSU3d BY3 03 pajjLwgns pue pasedaud aq pLnoys [eadde ayz 40 140ddns uL uoljeWwAO UL
Len3des 3yj yjaos builyas |eadde usljLum B “pajiusw SL MILADU 48Y34ny sauLWwJ3dp sosLALRdnS BY3 41 *Z
*uotytsod 8y3 03 paubisse saLinp wofew || SULRIUOD puR 33RUNIJR
St 3L 3Ryl 34nsse 031 JOSiAJadns ay3 Aq pamdLAdJ 3q pLnoys uoL3Lsod ay} BuiLusA0d aaLeuUOLSAND
94l "JOsLAJedNs S,3USqWNIUL BYJ JO JUBQWNOUL uOLjLSod e J9Y3Ld Aq pajerjtul ag Aew |eadde uy “°T

isaut| Buimo| o4 ayy Buoje aunpadoud e jdope 03 ysim Aew uoLqeuoduon

9yl “8404343Yy] °JU33U0D uOL3LS0d JO JUBWSSISSE pue MaLA94 9AL309[q0 ue uO paseq aq jsnw (eadde

Auy °s|eadde yjim Bur|eap 40y aunpadoud Lew40) ® DHuLysL|ge3ss 03 uoL3eU3pLSUOD BALE pnoys uotjedsoduo)
9y3 “3034400uL 3q AeW UOLIRPUSWWOIAL BpeUb Aaefes ® jey3 |99 Aew SJ0SLAJ3ANS 40 S2940|dwd lenpLALpUL SY

JUNA3208d TV3IddY 30VY9 AYYIVS




LTD BOARD OF DIRECTORS
DOWNTOWN STATION COMMITTEE MEETING

Monday, February 9, 1987

LTD Conference Room
1938 W. 8th, Eugene

7:30 a.m.

Attendees:
Board Committee Members: Peter Brandt, Keith Parks, Dean Runyan

Staff: Phyllis Loobey, Tim Dallas, Mark Pangborn, Stefano Viggiano,
Ed Bergeron, Jo Sullivan

AGENDA

I. MEETING GOALS
A. Review Potential Sites for Downtown Station

B. Select First, Second, and Third Choices for Downtown Station and
Recommend to Full Board for Approval

II. DISCUSSION OF SITE SELECTION
A. Weighting of Criteria

B. Evaluation of Sites

ITI. RECOMMEND SITE CHOICES

IV. ADJOURN 9:00 a.m.

dscagend. jhs



MINUTES OF COMMITTEE MEETING
LANE TRANSIT DISTRICT
DOWNTOWN STATION COMMITTEE
Wednesday, January 28, 1987

Pursuant to notice given to The Register-Guard for publication on
January 23, 1987, the first meeting of the Downtown Station Committee of
the Lane Transit District Board of Directors was held on Wednesday,
January 28, 1987 at 7:30 a.m. in the District conference room at 1938 W.
8th Street, Eugene.

Present: Peter Brandt
Keith Parks
Dean Runyan
Phyl1is Loobey, General Manager
Jo Sullivan, Recording Secretary

Also Present: Keith Rodman, Attorney, 744 W. Park St., Eugene
Mary Houchen, League of Women Voters

COMMITTEE DISCUSSION: Mark Pangborn, Director of Administrative
Services, introduced the subject matter for the meeting and discussed a
time 1line for decisions. Stefano Viggiano, Planning Administrator,
discussed the operational needs for a new facility, which were found on
page 4 of the agenda packet for that morning. He explained that the
downtown Eugene transit station serves a dual purpose; it is a major
transfer point as well as a major destination point for the District’s
patrons. He referred to a map which showed current and future population
levels, as estimated by the Central Area Transportation Study (CATS) for
the year 2000 or 2005, in the downtown Eugene area.

Charts on pages 15 and 16 of the packet showed numbers for all trip
destinations and work trips, respectively, which backed up a major premise
of the District, that trips with destinations near bus stations are more
likely to be made by bus than trips with destinations farther away.
Results of the downtown riders survey argues that the station should be
located in the densest area.

Mr. Viggiano stated that a major concern of survey respondents is
that of the safety of the station. Patrons could have viewed the survey
question as one of traffic/pedestrian safety, personal safety, or a
combination, but it is clear that safety is an important issue for
consideration in the development of a design for a permanent downtown
transit station. Mr. Viggiano added that information received in tele-
phone calls from patrons, especially from older people and parents
worrying about their children, involves worries about personal safety,
especially concerns about people loitering at the downtown station.

DOWNTOWN STATION COMMITTEE
02/09/87 Page 02
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Mr. Viggiano also discussed a survey of 16 transit districts in the
U.S., chosen because of their comparable number of buses and the fact that
they operate in self-contained cities, not suburbs of larger cities. It
was interesting to note that of the 16 transit districts, eight had
recently constructed stations which were off-street or on bus only
streets, and five were planning or considering such stations.

In discussing the criteria for a permanent downtown transit station,
adopted by the Board in October based on a policy statement adopted in
September, Mr. Runyan noted that the Tist of criteria had been updated at
the October meeting and the most current 1ist had not been included in the
agenda packet.

The Committee then discussed sites which have been considered as
possible sites for a permanent downtown transit station. The first four
sites were recommended in the Don Miles study, and the next three were
additional options considered by LTD staff. In considering what is the
"heart" of downtown, it was determined that the area at 8th and Oak is the
heart of employment, and 8th and Willamette is the retail center.

Mr. Pangborn said that it is not necessary for a site to be included
in the Urban Renewal Plan update unless that site will impact urban
renewal land. However, it is hoped that the District’s concerns can be
tied into the urban renewal process, beginning with the community forum
meeting on February 26, from which approximately 300 influential community
members will carry the message to the community. Ms. Loobey stated that
it would be also be important to be included and to be seen as one of the
key participants, or it will be harder to assert the District’s needs in
the future. The more the plan is developed without LTD, the less the
District will have to Took at from the standpoint of options and where a
permanent station might be 1located. Mr. Pangborn added that if the
District could include a site in the plan, it could not be taken away and
LTD’s position in downtown would be protected. Mr. Brandt commented that
the site could be taken away by virtue of street closings, but Mr. Pang-
born replied that this would be difficult for the City to do. He added
that streets had been opened but not closed around the current station.
If the District were to choose the Butterfly Lot for a permanent downtown
site, it would be difficult to close streets around it (7th is a State
highway); however, this 1is not to say there would not be development
changes in the downtown area in the future.

Mr. Parks said he thought he had heard a clear message that the main
efforts of the Urban Renewal program would be to sell land that had been
waiting too long to be sold, and the buses are not exactly welcome on or
around that property. Mr. Pangborn said it was important to keep in mind
the number of people involved in urban renewal decisions: the Development
Department (EDD) staff; the Downtown Commission (EDC) and EDC staff, which
is the same as the EDD staff; and the Urban Renewal Board; which is
comprised of the City Council members. He added that at this point, the

DOWNTOWN STATION COMMITTEE
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January 28, 1987 Page 3

District has heard the perspective of the staff members but not the Urban
Renewal Board’s perspective on the issue.

Mr. Pangborn further explained that the City is not able to develop
the parking Tot by the LCC Downtown Center because development of the lot
at 10th and Olive is related, but the potential developers do not want
buses surrounding that property. If the Butterfly Lot is not chosen as a
permanent site, then it might be possible to use a half-block area at 10th
and Olive, including where the bingo parlor is now located, and move off-
street, so the area around the current downtown station can be developed.

Mr. Parks was concerned that if the District chose a final site, the
City would eventually ask the District to move the downtown station,
possibly before LTD is ready, so the current site could be developed. He
wondered if LTD would have to make a final decision to buy a specific
site. Ms. Loobey said the District could state what is a preferred site.
Mr. Brandt did not want to preclude any site; if the District finds a
preferred site, it should say so and then it would be up to the City to
say yes or no for that site. He thought the next step should be to rank
order some locations and have a rough cost estimate and be able to say why
they are the best sites, with the advantages and disadvantages listed in
more detail.

Ms. Loobey stated that in the past, Mr. Runyan had expressed concern
regarding on- or off-street sites. Mr. Viggiano added that the criteria
sate a preference for off-street bus parking, so an off-street site might
be rated above other sites. Mr. Brandt said, however, that if cost was
considered, an off-street site might not come out on top. He thought the
District should Took at potential on-street sites closer to the best
location for a transit station, in order to be more fluid. Ms. Loobey
said, however, that an on-street site would have to include a combination
of on- and off-street parking, because the District would not want to
trade one stretched-out station bisected by streets for another one.
Mr. Brandt then wondered about a place where pedestrians could walk
through a block rather than around. Mr. Viggiano stated that 8th and Oak
is a good area in that respect, but there are other problems. Mr. Brandt
mentioned having access to site 13 until it is developed by the City, and
said LTD should consider the costs for on- and off-street sites at that
Tocation. Mr. Parks, however, thought 1ot 13 would only be temporary, and
that the City still has plans to build there. Mr. Runyan thought lots 7,
11, and 12 could be eliminated.

Mr. Pangborn stated that the current location is the best on-street
site. ~ Staff have looked at other sites for on-street parking, but run
into problems with the 8.5-foot buses, in order to allow enough room for
bus patrons and pedestrians on the sidewalk, and enough room in the street
for bus parking and automobile traffic. On-street sites need to be on
wide streets, which are normally also busy streets. Mr. Pangborn added
that staff could show the Committee those kinds of details for lots which
had already been considered. Ms. Loobey added that other considerations

DOWNTOWN STATION COMMITTEE
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are the relocation of the shelters, passenger information, temporary sites
during construction, etc. She added that the District did not want to
"hike up its skirts" and go somewhere else every three years.

Tim Dallas, Director of Operations, stated that the District needs to
position itself in the best way for the community, to find a station that
operates well, pick a stable site, put the money into developing that
site, and stay there. Mr. Runyan thought this was a good opportunity to
make a 20-year decision, and Ms. Loobey added that the District needed to
Took at surrounding development plans. She thought that lot 13 could be a
three- to five-year site, and then the City would want the District to
move again. Mr. Parks and Mr. Runyan agreed that lot 13 was not a good
Tong-term option. Ms. Loobey added that temporary locations were expen-
sive for the District and hard on patrons.

Mr. Parks thought the current site was the best on-street site, and
if the District was going to change, it should be looking for a permanent
off-street site. He was concerned about the timing of Tocating and naming
a site, however. He reiterated that his biggest fear is that the District
will name a site and the City will want LTD to move to that site as soon
as possible, whether the money to move is available or not. Ms. Loobey
thought this would depend on how anxious the City is to develop the
property where the current station is located. She added that if the
District does not have a site named in the working papers for the Urban
Renewal Plan, her fear is that the community will ignore the criteria for
the station. Choosing a site, she said, would reinforce that process.
She thought the if District narrowed down the choices and had several
locations in the Plan, other plans for development on one or more of those
sites would require that the Plan be amended. She stressed that it would
be the Plan that would have to be amended, not just a set of criteria
within the Plan.

Mr. Brandt Teft at this point in the meeting.

Mr. Runyan said he would like to know more about sites 5 and 6, and
about on-street options downtown. He said he didn’t care about looking at
Tots 7 and 13, and that 11 and 12 were not worth Tooking at. However, he
said he would Tike to have more information on lots 2, 3, 4, and 8. It
was his opinion that the greatest employment growth would not necessarily
be in the area closer to lot 4, the Butterfly Lot. He was not convinced
that the retail center would move to the east; rather, he felt it would
move south down Willamette Street, with better development opportunities
in that direction. He said that Eugene is not a high-density town, and
that is probably why the City can’t sell lots in the high-density areas of
downtown. He said that maybe the location of the current station would be
the best Tocation.

Mr. Viggiano said that growth to the south would be Tow-density
growth. It was his opinion that there would still be more trip

DOWNTOWN STATION COMMITTEE
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destinations around the Butterfly Lot, even with a fair amount of low- to
moderate-density growth to the south.

Mr. Parks stated that the price of oil and availability of parking
could change ridership. Mr. Viggiano agreed, saying that parking will be
more of a problem downtown than in the area south of downtown, and the
costs for monthly parking will increase.

At this point, there was some discussion regarding the value of
asking community members to sit on the Downtown Station Committee.
Mr. Brandt had stated to staff before he left the meeting that he thought
the community perspective would come during the community forum on Febru-
ary 26, so there was not a need for additional community involvement on
the Committee. Mr. Parks stated that, at this point, the Committee was
giving input just like the rest of the community, and that the Urban
Renewal Board, not the LTD Board, would make the final decision. Mr. Run-
yan agreed, saying that the District would need to make a decision fairly
soon, and that it would be difficult to bring someone in on the process at
this point and continue the forward movement.

Mr. Parks expressed his concern that he did not want to make it
appear that the District is walking away from its present investment in
downtown Eugene. Mr. Pangborn said the District will have to address the
question of why it would not be staying where it is now, and why it would
choose to move to another site.

Ms. Loobey added that the District is at least three years away from
any new site. Section 3 federal funds are now dedicated to the new
operations facility, and LTD would be lucky to receive another Section 3
grant in three years. She was not sure if the District could pay the
costs for a new downtown station with Section 9 funds, because Section 9
has taken all the cuts in capital funding for transit, and the money that
is available needs to be used for capital items such as bus fleet replace-
ment.

Mr. Dallas said there are separate steps for the identification and
acquisition of sites, and that the District needed to create a stable
situation for development. Mr. Runyan thought the Committee was close to
making a final recommendation, or a recommendation for the top two or
three sites. He said he was still curious about sites 5 and 6, regarding
the ownership, land values, development restraints, operational con-
straints, etc. Mr. Viggiano stated his main concern with lot 5, which is
that there is not enough room to park all buses off-street. Ms. Loobey
added that Broadway on the north side is a narrow street which the
District wouldn’t be able to use, and the drive-in building for the bank
would be a problem on the lot, with bus and car conflicts and nowhere else
for that building to be located. Mr. Runyan thought that since that
parking lot serves as the parking area for the entire Citizens Bank
building, it could be a big problem. Mr. Viggiano stated that the major
drawback to lot 6 is that it is on the very edge of downtown, and is
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distant from the main retail area. Ms. Loobey added that it is a Tong
distance from Broadway and Charnelton, where mall improvements are now
being made. Lot 6 1is not close to retail or employment areas, and it
serves as reserved parking for the Eugene Retirement Center and short-term
City one-stop permit parking.

Mr. Runyan told staff he would like to know more about the buildings
on lot 3, whether there is one large building or there are several small
ones.

NEXT MEETING: The next meeting of the Downtown Station Committee
will be held at 7:30 a.m. on Monday, February 9 in the District Conference
Room at 1938 West 8th, Eugene. Staff will draft several recommendations
for the Committee to consider, including whether the Committee would want
to recommend that the Board approve a single site or two or three sites in
hierarchical order.

ADJOURNMENT: With no further discussion, the meeting was adjourned
at 9:30 a.m.

u Recording Secretary

dsc0128. jhs
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Lane Transit District
P.O. Box 2710 Eugene, Oregon 97402 Telephone: (503) 687-5581

February 9, 1987

T0: Downtown Station Committee
FROM: Stefano Viggiano, Planning Administrator
RE: Downtown Station Site Selection

On October 13, 1986, criteria for siting of a downtown transit station
were approved by the LTD Board of Directors and submitted to the City of
Eugene for inclusion in the Urban Renewal Plan Update. A copy of the
criteria is attached. The criteria can be used to evaluate and rank
potential sites. The following is a staff ranking of sites based upon the
criteria.

Weighting of Criteria

The Downtown Station Committee may want to consider weighting some of the
criteria in order to reflect relative importance. Staff believe that the
two most important criteria for the station are its Tlocation within
downtown and its compactness. These two criteria address the major
functions of the station: the station is a major trip terminus for riders
and it is the major transfer point in the bus system.

Staff also believe that two other criteria, cost and compatibility with
existing and future development, are also important and should be weighted
more heavily than the remaining three criteria.

It is assumed that each site meets the minimum criteria in order to be
considered. Thus, some critical factors, such as station capacity, are
not proposed to be weighted, since the critical element in that factor is
that it meet a minimum standard.

Staff’s recommendation for the weighting of the criteria is summarized
below:

Criteria Weight
Location 3x
Compactness X
Safety

Capacity

CSC Location

Development Compatibility 2X
Cost 2X

DOWNTOWN STATION COMMITTEE
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On-Street Sites

Staff have considered a number of locations for on-street transit stations
in the downtown area. A1l of the sites considered either did not provide
any advantage over the current station, or had insurmountable operational
or design problems. There are some inherent problems in locating a
transit station on-street:

1. Given the required capacity of the station, bus parking must be
spread over a larger geographic area, thus limiting the effectiveness
of the station for transferring patrons. The option of parking on
both sides of a street reduces the maximum distance between buses,
but increases safety concerns. The option of locating around a city
block reduces walking distances for transfers if access through the
block is available. However, there appear to be no blocks in the
downtown area where this through access can be guaranteed into the
future.

2. In order to provide adequate sidewalk width for both pedestrian
movement and bus boarding activity, sidewalk widths must be increased
significantly. Thus, parking buses on-street requires the removal of
the equivalent of two travel lanes (or a parking lane and a travel
Tane): one lane for bus boarding activity and one Tlane for bus
parking. The District has had experience with insufficient bus
boarding area and found it to be unacceptable.

It is difficult to find streets in the downtown area that can be
reduced by two lanes. A1l downtown streets that are at least three
lanes in one direction are major arterials that cannot give up travel
Tanes without incurring traffic congestion problems.

3. On-street transit stations require frequent interaction between buses
and other vehicles and between patrons and other vehicles. Buses
must pull directly into and out of traffic from every bus stall, and
patrons are required to cross streets to make transfers. These sites
are, therefore, inherently less safe.

4. On-street stations tend to block visibility to adjacent establish-
ments. Concerns over the Toss of visibility may make it difficult to
Tocate an on-street station adjacent to existing development. Vacant
sites may be more difficult to develop if they are surrounded by
buses; thus, an on-street station around a vacant lot may act to
inhibit development and result in a negative reaction from property
owners.

Alternate on-street sites considered include the 8th and Oak area and
surrounding the park blocks south of 8th Avenue. Both of these options
were deemed unacceptable. The 8th and Oak option would require splitting
the station with both 8th and Oak streets, both very busy streets. This

DOWNTOWN STATION COMMITTEE
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was not acceptable from a patron safety perspective. A station located
around the park blocks was seen as incompatible with both the park
environment and the businesses to the south. In addition, the station
would be split by Oak Street.

An on-street site mentioned recently is on the block south of 8th between
Pearl and High (surrounding the site of the future City Hall). About two-
thirds of this block is now vacant; however, it is expected that in the
future the entire block will be developed. This site has a locational
advantage over the current station, but is by no means ideally located,
because of its distance to the central retail area. The site would also
require contra-flow on three sides, since passengers must be discharged
and picked up on the right side of the bus. Other on-street options, such
as on Charnelton Street, did not offer any improvement in location or
operation to the current station.

It is staff’s conclusion that the current station is the best on-street
site available in the downtown area. This site is, of course, included as
a finalist in the site selection for a permanent station. It should also
be noted that two on/off street combination stations, at 10th and Olive
and in the Citizen’s Building Tot, are included in the final list of
sites.

Evaluation of Sites

Nine potential sites for a downtown transit station are evaluated. The
sites are:

. Current Station

10th and Olive On/Off-Street

10th and Olive Off-Street

Butterfly Lot (8th & Oak)

Citizens Building Lot (10th & Pearl)
Greyhound Lot (10th & High)

. 8th and Willamette Lot

North County Lot (7th/8th & 0ak)

. Future City Hall Site (8th & Pearl/High)

* ¥

LOONOOTE WRN =

*

* These sites are located on Urban Renewal land.

The nine sites evaluated represent those sites that are most viable and
have been most frequently mentioned as a possible transit station loca-
tion. It should be noted that two sites, the 8th and Willamette lot and
the future City Hall site have been precluded as a transit station site by
the City. These sites are included for comparison purposes only.

The tables on the following pages show staff ranking of the nine sites.
Table 1 indicates site ranking with the criteria weighted as recommended

DOWNTOWN STATION COMMITTEE
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by staff. Table 2 shows the ranking without weighting the criteria.
Table 3 is a blank table for Committee members to use to develop their own
evaluation of the nine sites.

Discussion/Analysis

The staff evaluation of the sites indicates that the Butterfly Lot and the
8th and Willamette Lot are rated as best meeting the site selection
criteria. Since the 8th and Willamette Lot is not available for develop-
ment, the Butterfly Lot is the site preferred by staff for a permanent
transit station. The second best site appears to be the 10th and Olive
off-street site. As a lower cost option, the 10th and Olive on/off-street
site appears to be the only viable alternative.

At the meeting, staff will discuss the evaluation of the sites in more
detail. Committee members are encouraged to complete their own evaluation
of the sites on the blank form and to discuss these with staff at the
meeting.

Staff Recommendation

That the Downtown Station Committee recommend that the Board of Directors
approve the selection of the Butterfly Lot as the preferred site for a
downtown station; that the 10th and Olive off-street site be ranked as the

second choice; and that the on/off-street 10th and Olive site be ranked as
the third choice.

Stef%ﬁo Viggiaw ao

Planning Administrator
SV:ms

attachments

DOWNTOWN STATION COMMITTEE
02/09/87 Page 11



P ge 2c gc Ie 25 It 82 92 3¥02s TviolL
N ......... N ........ Nmmw .......... " g 7] 0 -H ...... (2X) 1so02
gLl 5T w .......... w ......... v..-.---.W....--..-.W.........W---.:.-..W ..... (2X) "lYdWO3J A3aq
= GF SwmmEss g e w--.-..-.w-......-.-w .......... T e 201 23s2
Binnanns gt g e e w-......-..w..-......w.........w ..... AL12VdYD
T g ¢ m ......... .v ........ m .......... vm .......... T Al3dvs/443
g g g o1 T 6 st a1 w ....... 0 (£X) SS3INLIVAWOI
5= i gosmns s g s o o1 T g 7T 9 9 (£X) NOILV201
- = > =5
= c o ™ o o - == e a2
> = - = = = S - = = > =
- = e o o = o~ m m g ik = m
TR A T O
~ = a © - S m <

SUeBdW | 40 2J03S B I|LyM

11@M Moy uo Buipuadap

*a31s

‘UotJ4a31dd Byl jaw 3saq ajts 2yl 3ey3

3yl Aq 319w 3j0ou A))eJauab ses uolLJajtJdos ayy ieys
Sueaw ¢ jo 3aJo2s y "UOLJ33LJI 1Byl 13w A3Lls ayy

‘UolJalLad uotllenjeas yoses 403 S Yybnouyil | 4o 24035 B Yi3iM sajyis ISl]BUl} 3yl jued asea)q

Uot1323}1as aillLs

NOILVLS LISNVY¥L TV¥LIN3ID

l

3navil

ATION COMMITTEE

DOWNTOWN ST
02/09/87

Page 12



¢c 61 L Id 81 lé £¢ 91 91 3¥03s 7Tviol

! 1 1 1 1 T 1 ¥ g 1500
£ 1 b ¥ é ¥ € it 1 *1VYdWOI A3Q
€ 5 € £ € £ ] 1 £ *301 28)
t ¥ ¥ b € 14 £ 3 ¥ ALIOVdYD
14 5 g £ b S 1% 2 1 Al34VS/443
5 S § S € S S £ 0 SSINLIVAWOI
P4 é g 1 ¢ S A 2 I NOILVY201
""""""ﬂ""““""""“"N.Il.“"““"“""“""""“"""""""""“""““""“"""""""“"""“"“"lln""lm""""""“0""“"""“""""""“"“""""“""""""“"""""
= C o o] (2] (2] w O o zZ O
> — = - kel — c n - ~ - " 0
- C - E m - - n x o = = C
-~ o - =< " =< -~ e — = - > X
m o O o o =x o N o m v g m 2 -~ ™
6 o “a - - e - s » 6 . o=
— - [ =y — = (7] [ et m r - z -
- = el o - m e A =
= < 5 - g

"811s 31eyl AQq 3192w 3j0u A))jeJ 3UuUab seM UoLJajtua ayy ey
Sueaw | jo 9J03Ss B 2)lym ‘UOLUDILID Byl 33w 1599 98318 38yl 3eYyl suedW G 4O 2J03S5 Y TUOLJIB31LJD Jeyl 2w 23Ls ayj]
1184 Moy uo Bulpuadap ‘u01J483142 UOLIBN)EAD YIED 403 ¢ ybnouayy | jo sJ00s & y3iIMm S8311S 1Sl)BUL} Byl NueJd asea)d

Uo112219s 93118

NOITLVLIS LISNVY¥L IV¥IN3TD

¢ 378yl

COMMITTEE
Page 13

DOWNTOWN STATION

02/09/87



101

107 TIVH
ALID 3¥nLnd
ALNNOD HL1¥ON

3¥00s viol

-t o =

(2] w o o z O
m “ — c - - ~ = v O
- m - — - = [= I - C
- ~ < — e — - - >
o o =< o N o m » R ™ e = 2
-t - o - m - ™ = =~ m
- c = - -~ O v O o =
— = 7 { m - - z

- o =< m — E I

= - < m <

. m m m

—

"931ls 1ey3l Aq 3sw 3jou Aj])eJduab SeBM UOLJD3IL1JI Byl Jey]

Sueaw | jo 2J02Ss B @71YyM ‘U0OlJDILJID Byl 3auw 1$9q 2311S 9yl 3jey3l sueaw ¢ 40 3J0IS ¥ "UOLJ31LlJdD JEeyYl 2w d31S Y3

119M Moy uo Buipuadap

‘UolJd®31142 uollen]eAd yoea 403 ¢ ybnouyy | j0 2402s @ Y3lM S211S 31Sl)BULJ 2yl Yued asead)d

Uo132913s 331§

NOILVIS LISNVYL 1VHINTD

€ 318yl

( (

DOWNTOWN STATION COMMITTEE
Page 14

02/09/87



LANE TRANSIT DISTRICT BOARD OF DIRECTORS
POLICY STATEMENT AND CRITERIA FOR
CENTRAL TRANSIT STATION SITE

POLICY STATEMENT:

The fo]]owjng policy statement was adopted by the Lane Transit District
Board of Directors at its September 17, 1986 meeting:

A permanent Lane Transit District station which includes the
following characteristics or design elements shall be developed.
It is to be located near the employment and retail centers in
downtown Eugene; must function conveniently for transferring
patrons; must be efficient and safe to operate; must be capable
of being constructed at a cost appropriate to its Tlong-term
benefits to the community; and it must be consistent with the
long-term growth and development of the downtown area. The

station is to be jointly financed by the City of Eugene and the
Lane Transit District.

OBJECTIVES:

For each major siting consideration in the policy statement, a general
objective is stated below, followed by one or more specific criteria that
are to be met. It is intended that these criteria would be included in
the updated Urban Renewal Plan.

1. The station is to be Tocated near the employment and retail centers
in downtown Eugene.

The station is to be located as close to the corner of 8th and Oak as
possible. In any event, the station is to be located within the area
bounded by Charnelton, 11th, High, and 7th.

2. The station must function conveniently for transferring patrons.
The station is to be a single, unified facility.

The station is to be as compact as possible, with a maximum distance
of two blocks between buses.

Patrons should not have to cross more than one street in order to
complete a transfer.

3. The station must be efficient and safe to operate.

Excessive out of direction bus travel in the downtown area in order
to access or leave the station is to be avoided. The station is to

DOWNTOWN STATION COMMITTEE
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LTD Board of Directors Policy Statement
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have direct access from the west, south, and from the Ferry Street
Bridge.

The station is to be located and designed to minimize bus/car and
pedestrian/vehicle conflict.

The station is to be located and designed in such a way that bus
riders perceive it to be a safe area in which to wait for or transfer
between buses. The design of the station must be such that the
District can minimize loitering.

4. The station is to have sufficient capacity for buses and passenger
waiting and boarding areas.

The station is to have capacity to park a minimum of 22 buses. For a
completely off-street station, this would require at least one-half
of a city block.

There is to be at least as much passenger boarding area and waiting
space as exists at the current station. A minimum five-foot clear
aisle along bus parking and an additional ten-foot pedestrian travel
lane are to be provided.

5. The Customer Service Center is to be conveniently located near the
station.

The Customer Service Center should have visual access to a majority
of the buses and be Tocated within one block of the center of the
station.

6. The station is to be consistent and compatible with current and
future development.

The station is to be compatible with existing adjacent land uses.

The station is to be buffered from possible negative impacts of
future development.

The station is to be located to provide convenient patron access to
future major developments.

Ts The station is to be cost-effective.
The construction cost of the station is not to exceed $100,000 for

each year of programmed Tife. Thus, for example, a $500,000 station
should be programmed to last at least five years.

dscriter. jhs DOWNTOWN STATION COMMITTEE
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i. Introduction and Summary

The purpose of this study is to cvaluatq the existing do?vntqwn Euggnc LTD
transit station and alternative site locations _and to provide information

and recommendations useful in the preparatmn_ot‘ the D(_)wntown ]_)e_vclopmcnt
Plan. This study has been prepared by Don Miles Associates/PPS j(?lﬂtl}f .
with LTD and Eugene Development Department staff. .Branch Engmc.crmg in
Eugene has prepared preliminary cost estimates and reviewed and revised
transit platform configurations and layouts as consultants to LTD.

Traffic impacts of the sites have been identified by the Eugene Department

of Public Works transportation section.

Part I of this report is a description of the site cvaluati.on and- )
selection methodology. It includes a summary of preliminary site studies
for alternative locations, and an explanation of the matrix system
utilized in the evaluation of the sites selected for final analysis.

Part II of this report contains the site evaluations and is comprised of
four sections: 1) the existing site evaluation, 2) a comparative analysis
of data for each site as evaluated using the matrix system, 3) an urban
design assessment based upon a subjective evaluation of the urban design
quality of the proposals and 4) a comparative analysis of transit centers
in other cities. :

Part III contains recommendations based upon the matrix evaluation and
urban design assessment. Two preferred options are described: 1) a low
cost on-street option, Site 2 - 10th and Olive: On-Street and 2) a
moderate cost off-street option, Site 4 - 8th and Oak (Butterfly lot).

The recommendations in this study are subject to additional review and
¢valuation by LTD, the City, other officials and the public. Changes in
funding sources, development constraints, transit operations and other
fact_ors will influence the choice of a transit center site. Design and
engincering studies conducted in the detailed analysis and implementation
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