CITY OF MILWAUKIE
DESIGN AND LANDMARKS COMMITTEE
NOTES
Milwaukie City Hall
10722 SE Main St
Monday, August 6, 2018

6:30 PM
COMMITTEE MEMBERS PRESENT STAFF PRESENT
Lauren Loosveldt, Chair Brett Kelver, Associate Planner (staff liaison)
Mary Neustadter
Brett Laurila OTHERS PRESENT

Joseph Edge, Milwaukie Planning Commission

MEMBERS ABSENT
Cynthia Schuster, Vice Chair
Kyle Simukka

1.0 Call to Order — Procedural Matters
Chair Lauren Loosveldt called the meeting to order at 6:39 p.m.

2.0 Design and Landmarks Committee Notes
2.1 July 2, 2018

Chair Loosveldt called for any revisions to the notes from the July meeting. No changes were
proposed and the notes were approved unanimously.

3.0 Information ltems

Associate Planner Director Brett Kelver distributed update pages for the members’ reference
notebooks. He promised to have a notebook ready for Committee Member Brett Laurila at the
September meeting, which he reminded the group would be held at the Pond House.

4.0  Audience Participation — None
5.0 Public Meetings — None

6.0 Worksession Items
6.1 Downtown Design Guidelines (DDG) Assessment, Session 6
Staff Person: Brett Kelver, Associate Planner

The group resumed its work reviewing the draft Design Review document, picking up where it
had left off at the last meeting (having gotten through Element E, Doors & Entrance Locations).
Mr. Kelver noted that Vice Chair Cynthia Schuster had emailed some comments late that
afternoon, primarily focused on the Windows element, and he distributed copies to the
members. [Note: The mechanics of the meeting did not avail themselves to easily incorporating
Vice Chair Schuster’'s comments into the larger discussion, but staff will review them more
carefully and highlight points that may need further discussion by the group.]

Over the course of the meeting, the group discussed the next 3 design elements, with the
following key points of discussion:
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F. Windows

For Standard C-b, questions about how to deal with topography changes and the
need for ramps. Suggestion to add language to the effect of, “Where a grade
elevation change does not dictate, the bottom edge of windows along pedestrian
ways shall be constructed no less than 12 in and no more than 30 in above the
abutting walkway surface.”

Regarding Standard C-c, in response to the staff suggestion that window
obstructions should be limited to no more than 50% of window area, the group’s
suggestion was to lower the allowed obstruction percentage to 40%, including a 20%
allowance for signage as per the sign code (i.e., up to 20% for signage and only 20%
more for interior obstructions). Considerable discussion about how to ensure
transparency into the interior, including distinctions between temporary obstructions
like curtains and shades and more permanent features like shelving and
merchandise displays.

Discussion concluded with the observation that Standard C-c appears to be more
appropriate as a development standard than a design standard, since interior
furnishings are not the type of feature that would normally be presented at the time of
design review.

Planning Commissioner Joseph Edge suggested looking at the principles of Crime
Prevention Through Environmental Design (CPTED) for recommendations and
guidance for issues such as height limits for shelves and displays and the use of
curtains and shades.

Regarding Guidance A, suggestion to add language specifying that transparency
and visibility should be maintained regardless of the time of day.

In Guidance F, replace the phrase “shuttering windows” with “articulating windows” (it
is unclear what “shuttering” means in that context).

G. Corners

In the Purpose/intent, add language about using corners to provide pedestrian
opportunities.

Move the language and sentiment of Standard B-a to Design Element E (Doors and
Entrance Locations), checking to see if it matches. Revise B-a somehow to focus on
providing active spaces or uses at or near corners.

In Standard B-b, remove the words “cupola,” “turret,” and “pitched roof,” and replace
with language about building material changes and pedestrian canopies or marquis.

At the end of Standard B-d, delete the phrase, “in addition to the front door.”

Question about whether Guidance B in fact provides enough guidance. Suggestion
to add language that builds on Standard B-d, including paving materials that are
used for pedestrian emphasis and adding the concept of plazas.

Agreement that Figure 19.508.4.B.2 needs improvement, at least to be larger and
clearer in demonstrating the standards. Suggestion that the building’s door should
swing out in the illustration.

H. Building Massing

Remove the 6-ft step-back requirement in Standard A-d. At the very least, reduce the
requirement to no more than 18 in. Needs further discussion, including looking at
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how building sections are established (i.e., base, middle, top) and looking at Design )
Element B (Wall Structure and Building Facade Details).

e Under the Height Bonuses provided in Standard A-f, consider adding an option for
providing affordable housing, using covenants or whatever other mechanisms would
be needed to make it happen.

The group agreed to resume its discussion at this point at the next meeting, and to consider
holding an extra meeting in September to help move the review along more quickly.

7.0 Other Business/Updates — None
8.0 Design and Landmarks Committee Discussion Iltems — None

9.0 Forecast for Future Meetings:

Sept. 4, 2018 DDG Assessment, Session #7 (at Pond House)
Sept. TBD Special Session for DDG Assessment (?)

Oct. 1, 2018 DDG Assessment (continued—back at City Hall)
Oct. 16, 2018 Annual Update to City Council

Chair Loosveldt adjourned the meeting at 8:43 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,
Brett Kelver, Associate Planner

auren/Loosveldt, Chair




