
Minutes‘ River Road RedevelopmentBoard
Keizer City Hall - Library

Wednesday,October23, 1996

1. CALL TO ORDER

Themeetingwascalledto orderby ChairmanComptonat7:04p.m.

2. ROLL CALL

Thefollowing memberswerepresent:StanCompton,JuneAbbott, VelmaTepper,
Tim Smith,andMarkGrenz. JoeVanMeterarrivedat 7:38p.m.

Alsopresentwere: Council LiaisonCarlBeach,CommunityDevelopmentDirector
JohnMorgan,andRecordingSecretaryNonaOxe’. ConsultantJohnSpencer
arrivedat7:20p.m.

3. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

It wasmovedby Mr. GrenzthattheMinutesof July 31, 1996beapproved.The
• motion wassecondedby Ms. Abbottandcarried,all presentvoting ayeexceptMs.

Tepperwho abstainedfrom votinginasmuchasshewasnotpresentatthatmeeting.

Ms. AbbottandMr. Comptonweretheonly memberscurrentlypresentwhohad
attendedtheAugust28 meetingatwhichaquorumwasnotpresent.

Therewereno additionsor correctionsto theminutesoftheAugust28. 1996
informalmeeting.

ReferringtotheJuly 31 minutes,Mr. ComptonaskedMr. Morganif areporthad
beenreceivedfrom theFire Marshalon hydrants. Mr. Morganansweredthatit had
not.

4. APPEARANCEOF INTERESTEDCITIZENS

Mr. Hugh Adams, 4090River Road N., Keizer, enteredinto therecordaletterrequesting
thatsomethingbedoneaboutcloggedstormsewersin theareaofN. RiverRoadandSunset
Avenue. Heverbalizedinformationprovidedin his letteraboutoverflowproblemsatthe
BaskinRobbinspropertyduring stormyweather,andtheresultingfloodingon his property.
Heprovidedabriefhistoryofhowtheproblembeganin 1990with theconstructionofa
CherryAvenuetrunk line, andstressedthatsomethingneededto bedonebeforedoingI
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proposedimprovementsto Cherry. He suggestedasapossiblesolutionthatatrunk line be‘ runfrom RiverRoadon SunsetAvenueto theWillametteRiverto carryoff drainage.

Mr. MorgannotedthatatlastWednesdaynight’spublicmeeting,Mr. Adamstalkedabout
theflooding problematBaskinRobbins,andflooding damageto his home. As aresult,Mr.
MorganhadCity EngineerPeterson’soffice look attheproblem. Theyagreedthatthe 1990
improvementson CherryAvenueblockedtheintendedflow to ClaggettCreek. It wasthe
Engineer’sfeelingthat the leastexpensiveandmostdoablesolutionwouldbeto do anew
line to theriver. Mr. Morganpointedoutonadrawingtheproposedroutefor anewtrunk
line.

Mr. MorganstatedthattheCity’s EngineeringDepartmentliked the idea,and
acknowledgedthatit somedaywouldneedto be done. Mr. Morganposedthequestionto
R3B, “Shouldthenewtrunk line be pursued--doesit meetredevelopmentobjectives?” He
pointedout thatasimilarsituationexistedwith theAppleblossomstormdrain,whichwas
constructedwith renewaldollars.

Ms. Abbottconcededthatflooding hadoccurredatherbusinessin thatareaonly within the
lastfewyears.

Mr. Grenzfelt thatthe line wasprobablyneededfor theCherryAvenueprojectanywayto
makeCherryAvenuefunctionbetter. He didn’t seethis asanindependentproject,butpart

• oftheCherryAvenueimprovements.Mr. Morgannotedthatin looking atcosts,the
Engineersroughly estimatedit would runabout$500,000,attheoutside.Mr. Grenz
suspectedthatit wouldn’t costmorethanthe$375,000spentfor theAppleblossomline.

Mr. Morganindicatedthatif theBoardwishedto pursuethematter,he wouldaskPreston
VanMeterwith Mr. Peterson’soffice to comeup with details,andhewouldbringthe issue
backto R3B. R3B couldthendecidewhetherto recommendincorporatingit into the
CherryAvenueDesignPlanor theUrbanRenewalPlan. He,however,sawit asunrealistic
to think thatanythingcouldbe donethiswinter.

A discussionfollowedregardingpropertythatwould beimpacted,costs,timing, andbudget
impacts.

Mr. Smithmovedto direct staffto pursuetheideaofputting in theproposedstorm
draindownthroughSunset.andto getbetterestimatesofthecostoftheproject.and
bring the informationbackto theDecembermeetingfor R3B to decidewhetherto
recommendtheprojectasanaddendumto theRenewalDistrict, or aspartofthe
CherryAvenueDesignPlan. Ms. Abbott secondedthemotion.

Themotion carriedunanimouslyby thosememberspresent..
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Mr. Adamsaddedthathehaslived in his homefor 60 years. Hesawthepresentstorm‘ sewersystemasinadequateasit stands. Hefelt that with thedevelopmentofCherry
Avenuetherewould be alot moreconcretefor waterto comeoff, andthattheCity might
wantto considerrunningthetrunkon throughCherryAvenue.

Residentsof CadeAvenuewerepresentto observethediscussionregardingCherry
Avenue.

CouncilLiaisonBeachnotedthathereceivedaphonecall from apartywholiveson Cade
to theeffectthatnotall thehomeownerswantthepropertyleft asis. Thecallerindicated
thathewould like to seeit developed.CouncilorBeachsuggestedto him thathe makea
list ofthosefor andagainst.Nikki White, from theaudience,statedthatshehasapetition
from thatmeetingshowingoverwhelmingsupportfor Cadeto remainasit is. Mr. Smith
statedthathe attendedthemeetingandobservedthatabout95 %oftheresidentswerein
favorof notdoing anything.

Mr. Smithsuggestedthat asacourtesyto theCaderesidentspresenttonight,thediscussion
oftheCherryAvenueDesignPlanbemovedup on theagenda,andin thatcontext,the
CadeAvenueissuebe dealtwith first.

Mr. Comptonrearrangedtheagendato accommodatetheaudience.

S
6. DISCUSSION

6.2 Cherry AvenueDesignPlan

Mr. Compton statedthat he would entertain a motion to theeffectthat nothing be donewith
CadeAvenueatthis time,andthatany moneyprojectedto be spenton Cadeberedirected
to otherprojects. And, thatatsometimeastheendoftheurbanrenewalprojects
approaches,R3B comebackandaskCaderesidentsif theywould like theBoardto
reconsiderCadeimprovements.

Mr. SmithmovedthatR3B recommendallocating“0” dollarsto CadeAvenueat
this time. anddedicatingthedollarspreviouslydesignatedfor Cadeto thenext
priority of arterialstreetsfrom CherryAvenueto RiverRoad--inhismind
Plymouth:and.notto abandonCadeAvenuein its entirety,but to reservetheright
to comebackto discussit ata latertime. Mr. Grenzsecondedthemotion.

ConsultantJohnSpenderinterjected,asatechnicalpoint, thatif themotion is approved,the
Boardprobablyshouldmakeadecisionasto whetheror notto includeCadeAvenuein the
UrbanRenewalPlan. Henotedthatif not includedin thePlan,it would takeamajor
amendmentprocessto addit at alater date. HenotedthatCade,Plymouth,andSunsetare
notnowin theUrbanRenewalPlan.

RiverRoadRedevelopmentBoard
Wednesday,October23, 1996

Page3



Discussionfollowedregardingwhetherornot to include in themotionto addCadein the

Ô
UrbanRenewalPlan. It wasagreedto discussaddingCade,SunsetandPlymouthduring
discussionoftheUrbanRenewalPlan.

LesCookrequestedthatif thedecisionis to addCade,amoreextensivesurveyofthestreet
be done.

TheMotion carriedunanimouslyby thosememberspresent.

ConsultantJohnSpenceradvisedthat therewereno changesto thedraftCherryAvenue
Plansinceit waslastreviewedby R3B. Herecalledthebasicrecommendation--tomake
improvementsto CherryAvenuethroughoutits length. Henotedthattheattacheddrawings
representedthefinal engineeringandlandscapeplans. HepointedoutthatthePlanincludes
arecommendationfor Iris, Cade,Plymouthand Sunsetextensions.Mr. Spenderstatedthat
with R3B approvalofthereport,uponsomeminorrefinement,it would be senton to the
PlanningCommission.He acknowledgedthatoneof therecommendationswithin the
CherryAvenuePlanis to amendtheUrbanRenewalPlanto addPlymouth,Sunsetand
Cade.

Mr. Morganinterjectedthat, procedurally,thedocument,if acteduponbyR3B, will go to
public hearingbeforethePlanningCommissiononNovember13. Councilwill thenholda
workshopon Monday,December9 at5:30p.m. A Council publichearing,andhopefully

• adoption,will takeplaceon Monday,January20, 1997at7 p.m.

(Mr. VanMeterarrivedandtookhis seatatthetable.)

Mr. Morgannotedthat, if adopted,theCherryAvenueDesignPlanwill serveasaguiding
force for staffto implementthethingsit callsfor. Adoptionwill allowwork to begin
immediatelyto build CherryAvenue. It will alsoallow work to beginimmediatelyto build
Iris Lane. Henotedthatsinceit changestheComprehensivePlanandthezoningfor
propertyin thecorridor, thestagewill be set for a lot ofchangesto takeplace.

Mr. Morgansuggestedthatif theBoardwaspreparedtotakeaction,amotionwould bein
orderto approvethePlanandrecommendit to theUrbanRenewalAgencyfor
considerationandadoption.

Mr. Smithstatedthatattheopenforumlastweekhegotasensefrom thecommunitythat
almosteverythingin thePlanwasacceptableto them. Henotedthatonly twoto five
propertyownersmighthavemajorimpactson theirproperties.He felt thatCity couldwork
with them,andtherewasno reasonnotto adoptthePlan.

Mr. Grenzmovedto approvetheCherryAvenueDesignPlanaspresented.andto
recommendit to theCity Council for considerationandadoption. Themotionwas
secondedby Mr. VanMeter.

RiverRoadRedevelopmentBoard
Wednesday,October23, 1996

Page4



‘ Addressingtheissuebroughtupby Mr. Smithof impactedproperties,Mr. Morganpointed
outon themapavacantlot attheSW cornerofBeverandCherry. Henotedthatthe
propertyownedby JackStrickfaddenis currentlyzonedCommercialRetail onthefront
side,andremainssoin thePlan. Thebackis zonedRM. Mr. Strickfaddenhasrequested
thatasall therezoningoccurs,thebackbe madeCommercialaswell. His reasonwasthat
whenCherryis widened,he will looseafairpieceofthefront oftheproperty. Zoningall
thepropertyCommercialRetailwouldgivehim aviablepieceofground. Mr. Morgan
notedthatsincethebackpropertyis notproposedfor CommercialRetail in thedraftPlan,a
motionto changethezoningin thePlanwouldberequiredif theBoardchoseto pursuethe
change.

Mr. VanMeterfelt thatif thechangewereapproved,CommercialRetail zoningshouldbe
approvedfortheothersideof Beveraswell. Mr. Morgannotedthatit alreadyis.

Mr. VanMetermovedto amendthemotionto includethattheStrickfaddenproperty
be zonedCM in total. Themotionwassecondedby Mr. Grenz.

Themotionto amendcarriedunanimouslybythosememberspresent.

Mr. VanMeteraskedhowCadeAvenuewasaddressedin thePlan. Mr. Smithexplainedfor
him theactionthatwastakenbytheBoardthis eveningbeforehis arrival.

S Mr. Spencersuggestedthatit might be appropriatefor east/weststreetsprioritiesto be
definedin theCherryAvenuePlan. Mr. MorganrecalledthatR3B hadspecificallyadopted
priorities for east/westconnectorstreetimprovements.HesuggestedthattheBoard,by
motion, restatethoseprioritiesandaddthelist to thePlan.

Beforeacceptingamotion on theissueofeast/westconnectorstreetpriorities,Chair
Comptoncalledfor avoteon themotion on thefloor.

Themotion asamendedcarriedunanimouslyby thosememberspresent.

ChairComptonindicatedthathewouldnowallowamotionto addresstheissueofthe
east/westconnectorstreets.

Ms. Abbottmovedto addto thedesignplanfor theCherryAvenuecorridorthe
east/westconnectingstreetsofIris Lane.PlymouthDrive. SunsetAvenueandCade
Avenue.in thatprioritizedorder. Mr. VanMetersecondedthemotion.

Themotioncarriedunanimouslyby thosememberspresent.
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Mr. Morganinvited R3B membersto attendthePlanningCommissionpublic hearingon
theCherryAvenueDesignPlanon Wednesday,November13 at 7 p.m. in theCouncilè Chambers.
5. PROJECT UPDATES

DevelopmentActivity

Mr. Morgan reportedthat thesaleofthepropertyattheNW cornerofRiverRoadand
Chemawato “Waigreens”is expectedto closejustafterthefirst of January.Thestore
intendsto be up andrunningby Summer. Heacknowledgedthattheold buildingwill come
downandbe replacedby anewstructure.Thefeedstoreis moving to theInlandMarine
buildingon River Road.

Mr. Morganreportedthattheordinanceprohibitingauto-relatedusesaroundtheRiver
Road/Chemawaintersectionwasreadoptedby Council lastMondaynight. However,
betweenthetimethefirst ordinanceexpiredandthenewonewasadopted,agasstation
appliedfor apermitto buildastationon thevacantpieceofgroundimmediatelysouthof
theexistingChevronstation.

Mr. Morgannotedthathe hasbeenworkingwith somepeoplewho arelookingat thecorner
ofBeverandRiverRoadasalocationfor anewretail building. It would requireazone

• changefrom CommercialOffice to CommercialRetail. It wasMr. Morgan’shopethata
landuseproposalwith agooddesignwouldcomein for processingvery soon.

Mr. Morganreportedthatbuildingpermitsarecompletedfor anewretail building atLinda
andRiver Road. It will house“DazyMaze”astheprimarytenant. An attractivebuilding is
proposedto be locatedup front onthe streetwith parkingin therear.

PropertyImprovementProgram

Mr. MorganupdatedtheBoardonthestatusoftwo locationsidentifiedfor focalpointson
RiverRoad. HenotedthatattheRiverRoad/Chemawacorner,staffworkedwith property
ownersofthreeofthecornerproperties;SchoolhouseSquare,Wittenberg,andShari’s. He
pointedoutthatall threehadagreedto cooperateona significantlandscapethemefor the
threecorners. Mr. Morgannoted,however,that with thesaleoftheWittenbergcorner,
thoseplanswereinterrupted.Thenewdeveloperhasindicatedthattheywill honorMr.
Wittenberg’scommitmentto thepointthattheyintend thattheirbuildingentrancewill face
thecorner. Mr. Morganhadnotyetseentheplans,but wasenthusedby theirembracingthe
designconceptsworkedonby R3B. Thestorewouldnotbeimmediatelyatthesidewalk--
therewould still be atierofparking,possiblywith awalkway. Mr. Morgananticipatesthe
formalproposalafterthefirst ofnextyear.
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Mr. Morganhadnothingnewto reportwith regardto theUNOCAL site. Henotedthatthe
signno longerstates“for sale,”butnow states“for lease.”

CouncilorBeachaskedaboutthestatusofthe“FortuneCookie” property.Mr. Morgan
pointedout thataslong astheyarecomplyingwith permitrequirements,theCity’s hands
aretied. Mr. Morgannotedthathe is meetingtomorrowmorningwith Salem’sbuilding
official, andwill bringup thematter.

Returningto theissueoffocalpoints,Mr. Morgannotedthat an issuehascomeup with
regardto thesecondlocationidentifiedby R3B; theIris Lane/Bi-Martcentercorner. He
notedthatatstafflevel,agreementhasbeenreachedwith theTransitDistrict andBi-Mart to
cooperateon buildingasignificanttransitfacility in front of Bi-Mart, onthenorthsideof
Iris Lane.

Mr. MorganexplainedthatacouplemonthsagoBi-Mart cameto him for ideasabout
redoingthelandscapingattheirsite. He suggestedto themthepossibility ofadollarfor
dollar grant. Thatcoupledwith Mr. Morgan’sknowledgethattheTransitDistrict was
interestedin doing someniceterminalsledto discussionof alandscapedbuspull-out. Mr.
MorgannotedthattheTransitDistricthasmoneyin thisyear’sbudgetto do somenice
shelters.$75,000is availablein theCity’s UrbanRenewalbudgetto do pull-outs,andBi-
Marthasagreedto donateenoughlandto do apull-out for two buses;about105 feet.

• Mr. Morgannotedthatahugeisle currentlyexistsbetweenthelastparkingspotandthe
currentlandscaping.TheprojectcanbecompletedwithoutBi-Mart loosinga single
parkingspot. Mr. MorgannotedthattheCity’s portionofthefunding wouldcomefrom
right-of-wayacquisitionfunds,andthepropertyimprovementprogram. Herequested
directionfromtheBoardon whetherto pursuetheproposal.

Mr. Morganrespondedto questionsaboutthetiming. Heexpectedthattheprojectwould
takeaboutsix months. Heacknowledgedthatit wouldprecedetheproposedtraffic signal.
Mr. VanMeterwasconcernedaboutsafetywith no light in place. Mr. Morganperceived
thatIris Lanewouldbeunderconstructionby June. He suggestedthatthebuspull-out
projectmight be targetedforthesametime.

Mr. VanMetermovedto instructMr. Morganto proceedwith thediscussionson a
buspull-out on thenorthsideofIris Laneon RiverRoadby theBi-Mart store,and
thathe reportbackto R3B periodicallyon thisprocess.Ms. Teppersecondedthe
motion.

Themotion carriedunanimouslyby thosememberspresent.

RiverRoadRedevelopmentProject

, UndergroundingProject
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‘ Mr. MorganreportedthatthePGElinesarenowdownnorthofSt. Edward’sChurch. The
TCI linesarestill up. PGEcutoff thetopsofthepoles,so it is nowTCI’s responsibilityto
pull themout. Mr. VanMeteraskedif theCity coulddo anythingaboutTCI gettingthe
polesout. Mr. Morgannotedthatif it becomesnecessary,theCity cando whatit did with
thepreviousViacomdelay--cutoffthepolesandleavetheircableon theground.

Mr. Morgannotedthat onedecorativelight wasputup in front oftheSafewaystore,just to
seewhat it looks like. Therestarehere,butnotup yet.

Mr. Morganreportedthat theCity justenteredinto a contractwithPGEto install thestreet
lights. Theywill beginassoonasthepoweris underground.

Mr. Morgannotedthat therewill be adelayin installingthelights attheNW cornerof
River andChemawadueto thesaleof theWittenbergproperty. Thenewownerswill not
breakgrounduntil JanuaryorFebruary,necessitatingthedelayfor thatportiononly.

As asidenote,Mr. Morgannotedthatdecorativelights talkedaboutfor Iris Lanearenot in
theprogramorbudgetright now. He suggestedthatin theSpring,theBoardmight wishto
revisit the issueto seehowtheymight be achieved.

Banners

Theissuewill bediscussedlaterin theagendaunder“ChristmasDecorations.”

River & Chemawacornerproject

Discussedabove.

SignGrantProcess

Mr. Morganreportedthattheprocessis nowclosed. Grantswereawardedfor about20
signstotaling$25,085. At lastMonday’sCouncilmeeting,fundingwasapprovedforall
therequestedgrants. Mr. Morgannotedthatafew “fairly notorious”non-complyingsigns
remainto bedealtwith.

OtherAnnouncements

Mr. MorganadvisedthatMayorKoho is proposingthecreationof anEconomic
DevelopmentCommission. Henotedthat theproposalrespondedto manyissuestalked
aboutby R3B. Mr. MorgandistributedcopiesoftheproposalMayorKoho presentedto the
Council lastMondaynight. TheCouncil will beconsideringit onNovember4.
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Mr. Morgannotedthatwith theresignationof Mr. SmithandMs. Blake-Thiess,thereare

Ô
currentlyopeningson R3B. CouncilorMcGee’snominationfor areplacementfor Mr.
Smith’spositionis expectedto go to theCouncil onNovember4. Mr. Morgannotedthat
Ms. Blake-ThiesswastheParksBoardappointmentto R3B. SinceMr. VanMeteris alsoon
theParksBoard,there’sapossibilitythathemaybe appointedastheirrepresentative,
creatinganotheropeningto fill his currentposition. Mr. Morgansuggestedthatanyone
interestedin beingappointedcontactCity RecorderTracyDavis.

Mr. Morganstatedthathewasaskedto makeapresentationattheLeagueof OregonCities
conferenceon thetopic “CreatingRemarkableUrbanSpaces.”Henotedthatthepeople
putting theprogramtogetherhadheardaboutKeizer’sproposedfocalpointsandtherelated
designconcept.

Relativeto focalpoints,CouncilorBeachbroughtup theissueofthepoorlymaintained
Salem/Keizerentrance/exitstructure.Henotedthattreesarebrokenoff, themarkeris
distorted,andbarkdustis scatteredacrossthestructure. HerecalledthattheNorthwest
NaturalGaslandscapecrewweresupposedto keepit up.

Mr. Morganstatedthathehadinquiredaboutresponsibilityto maintainwhenthelast
problemoccurred. In talkingwith theSalemstreetsuperintendentandupondoingother
investigation,he foundthattheNorthwestNaturalGasemployeeshadagreedto maintainit
for oneyear. Eventhoughthefirst yearhadexpired,theyagreedto do theclean-upwork

• thatonetime. Mr. Morganpointedout thatthereis no formal organizationwith the
responsibilityto maintainthestructureandlandscaping.

CouncilorBeachwonderedif theremight bea“gardenclub” in theareawhowould takeon
thatresponsibility. Mr. Morganpointedoutthatthestructureis within Salem. Mr.
Comptonsuggestedgettingserviceclubsto takeontheprojectonarotatingbasiswith
SalemandKeizeralternating. LesZaitzoftheKeizertimessuggestedhavingsomeMcNary
High Schoolkids takealook atit asapossibleproject.

6.3 Amendment to Urban RenewalPlan

ConsultantJohnSpencerdeferredto Mr. Morganto explaintheproposedamendment.Mr.
Morganrecalledthatin 1990,theCouncil adoptedtwo documentscreatingtheUrban
RenewalDistrict andestablishingtheworkofthedistrict--theUrbanRenewalReportand
theUrbanRenewalPlan. Henamedsituationsthatwould requirean amendmentto the
renewalplan; addingasignificantproject,takingonanewexpenditure,and/oraddingland
to theboundary.

Mr. Morganrecalledthework spentin developingtheChemawaActivity CenterPlan,with
theintentionofadoptingamasterplanfor theinterchangeandthendoing afinancingplan--
by January1, 1997. Mr. Morganhadperceived,all along,forming arenewaldistrict‘ encompassingtheactivity center,andleveragingfinancingmethods.Henotedthatwith the
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urgencyofthestadiumproposal,it becamenecessaryto reassesshowthenecessary‘ infrastructurewould be financed. Mr. MorganrelayedtheUrbanRenewalAgency’s
directionto pursueinclusionof thestadiumpropertywithin anurbanrenewaldistrictby
amendingtheexistingUrbanRenewalPlanto annexthatarea.

Mr. MorgandisplayedadrawingoftherevisedUrbanRenewalDistrict. Henotedthatthe
statuteallows adding20%onto theexistingdistrict. Theproposedadditionis shyofthat
amountby about1,000SF. Hepointedout that theamendmenttakesin thebulk ofthe
Activity Centereconomicdevelopmentarea,thestadiumsite,andaprimeoffice
developmentsite. Henotedthatit doesn’ttakein landnorthofthe little leaguefield.

Mr. MorganexplainedthatthePlanamendmentmustbe adoptedby theUrbanRenewal
Agency. Formally, R3B wouldnothaveto look atit, butsinceR3B is thecitizen’s
advisorygroupfor therenewaldistrict, theUrbanRenewalAgencyreferredit to R3B for
comment.Procedurally,therequestto R3B is to look at andacton thePlanamendmentby
wayofarecommendationto theUrbanRenewalAgency. ThePlanningCommissionwill
holdarequiredpublic hearingon theamendmentin November.TheUrbanRenewal
Agencywill thentakeit up attheNovember18 meeting. Mr. Morgannotedthatby
requirement,a noticewill go to everyhouseholdin thecommunity. It will be includedin
thenextCity newsletter.

Mr. Morganreviewedthetwo documents--theReportontheSecondAmendmentto the
• Plan,andtheSecondAmendmentto thePlan. He explainedthatthereportis thefindings,

whereas,thePlanis thelegal document.

In reviewingthetwo documents,Mr. Morganpointedoutwherein thedocumentsit would
be appropriateto addreferenceto CadeAvenueandSunsetAvenue--Plymouthis already
addressedin theamendment.Herespondedto questionsaboutlandacquisition,andthe
costofprojectactivitiesrelativeto theproposedamendment.In commentingon tax
implications,heemphasizedthattheReportindicatesthatCouncil’sdirectionto stayunder
the$1/1000tax ratiocanbe maintained.Hewasunsurewhateffect thepassingofmeasure
47, the“cutandcap” initiative, wouldhaveon thestadiumproject. Finally, he reviewedthe
urbanrenewalcapitalimprovementprogrambudgetprojectionsfor FY 96-97throughFY
03-04,andpresentedalternativesfor financingtheCity’s commitmentforthestadium-
relatedimprovements.He alsoexplainedhowfinancingfor theCherryAvenueproject
wouldbe affectedby also doingthestadium-relatedimprovements.Mr. Morganpointed
out thetaxadvantagestheextendedrenewaldistrictwill provide,andtheadditionaltax
dollarsthatwill bemadeavailablefor RiverRoadandCherryAvenue.

Mr. VanMetermovedto approvetheReport.andSecondAmendmentto theNorth
RiverRoadUrbanRenewalPlan.with theadditionofCadeAvenueand Sunset
Avenuewhereappropriate,andto recommendadoptionby theUrbanRenewal
AgencyBoard. Mr. Grenzsecondedthemotion.
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Themotion carriedunanimouslyby thosememberspresent.‘ TheBoardpraisedConsultantJohnSpencerfor ajobwell done.

(R3B recessedat 8:55 p.m. andreconvenedat 9:05 p.m.

6.4 ChristmasDecorations

Ms. Abbott, ChairoftheBannersCommittee,reportedthat shemetwith theChamberof
Commerceto discusswhatdollaramounttheywouldneedto purchasetheadditional
Christmaslight decorations.SheadvisedthattheChamberis askingfor a little over$3,900
to fill in the lights on the light poles. Thenewlightswill coordinatewith theonesthe
Chambernowhas.Shenotedthatif theChamberhasananswerby tomorrowmorning,
theycanhavethe decorationsdeliveredto themby November20, readyto putup.

Mr. Morganacknowledgedthatif approvedby R3B,he will immediatelyhaveacheckcut
anddeliveredto theChamber.

Mr. Morganaskedif someonehadmadesurethatthenewlights wouldmountonthenew
poles. Ms. Abbottnotedthatthenewlight decorationsincludeall thehardwarenecessary
for mounting. Mr. Morganpointedout thatthehardwareis probablyspecificto the
decorations--banners,whenpurchased,wouldstill requirebannerbars.. Mr. VanMeteraskedif Ms. Abbottwould be coordinatingtheChristmasdecorationswith
thebanners.Ms. AbbottrecalledthatR3B haddecidedto let theChambertake
responsibilityfor thedecorationsandbanners. Sheacknowledgedthattherewill be no
bannersup duringthisChristmasseason.

CouncilorBeachaskedif themetal strapsthatwouldbeusedto mountthe lightswould
affect themetalorpainton thepoles. Ms. Abbottansweredthattheywould not.

Mr. Grenzmovedto authorizeup to S4.000for Christmasdecorations.Ms. Abbott
secondedthemotion.

Themotion carriedunanimouslyby thosememberspresent.

Ms. Abbott indicatedthatshewouldhavetheChambercontactMr. Morganwith thebill.
Shenotedthat shewill continueworkingwith theChamberonaproposalfor thebanners.
Mr. Morganexpectedall thestreetlightsto be up by thefirst oftheyear. Henotedthatif
theintentis to havebannersup for theIris Festival,it will benecessaryto moveonthe
projectright away.

6.1 Gateway- Lockhaven& River Road
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Mr. MorganremindedtheBoardthat the initial requestfrom InlandShoresfor aproperty‘ improvementprogramgrantwasfor $50,000,halfthecostto do theproposedcorner
landscapingand sidewalkproject. After consideringtheirrequest,R3B hadrecommended
awarding$25,000. After consideringtherequest,andR3B’srecommendation,TheUrban
RenewalAgencyBoardapproveda$10,000grant.

Mr. MorganstatedthatheexpectsInlandShoresto comebackandinform theAgencythat
the$10,000grantis unacceptableto do theprojectasproposed.Without amoresubstantial
grant,theyhaveindicatedthattheprojectwould haveto be reducedto acurb-linesidewalk
with lessenhancedlandscaping.Mr. MorgananticipatedthatInlandShoreswould be
requestingtheextramoneyto do themoreextensiveprojectoriginally proposed.He
perceivedthattheywould agreeto doingtheprojectif the$25,000recommendedby R3B is
allowed.

CouncilorBeachrespondedto questionsabouttheAgencyBoard’sreasonsfor allowing
only $10,000. He notedthatonly theconceptwaspresented--itwasnotsupportedby maps
or supportinginformation. With whatwaspresented,theAgencyBoardsawtheprojectas
little morethanamajorwelcomesignto InlandShores,eligible for someproperty
improvementprogramfunds. HenotedthattheAgencywasalsolooking aheadto the
possibilitythatasubstantialamountwouldbespentacrossthestreeton theCity’s property.
Mr. Morganacknowledgedthat SteveWard from InlandShoreswasunableto makeit to
themeetingandsupporttherequest.

S Mr. Morgannotedthatin additionto approvingthe$10,000grant,theAgencyBoard
directedstaffto pursuelandscapingproposalsfor theotherthreecorners. Henotedthat
probablynothingwouldbe donewith the7-11 cornerin thenearfutureasSouthland
CorporationandJohnHyder,ownerandoperatorofthestorerespectively,do notownthe
land. With regardto thesoutheastcornerownedby Powell Development,CouncilorKeller,
a tenantin theCreeksidecenter,instigateda gentlemen’sagreementwith Powell thatthey
will invest$6,000,matcheddollar-for-dollarby theCity, to do a$12,000landscaping
improvement.Mr. Morgananticipatedthat thegrantrequestwould cometo R3B atthe
Novembermeeting. Mr. Morgannotedthathehadsuggestedto Powellthatif theywould
be willing to loosesomeoftheparkingspacesnearthebridgeandexpandthelandscaping
area,it mightbeasignificantenoughprojectto look atunderthemajorlandscapecategory
for 100%financing.

Mr. Morgandisplayedadesignproposalfor theremainingcorner,ownedby theCity. The
proposalwaspreparedandsubmittedby CascadeLandscapingatstaff’s request.Mr.
Morgannotedthatthegoalon theCity-ownedpropertyis two fold: to hidethetrailerpark,
andto createa “landmark.” Theestimatedcostoftheproposedproject is about$25,000.
Mr. Morgannotedthatthe landscaper,andtheCity’s PublicWorksDepartmenthaveboth
indicatedthattheycouldprovidethemaintenance.Mr. Morganpointedout thatthe
$25,000proposaldoesnot includeawelcomesignwhichhasbeenmentionedforthe
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corner. He suggestedthatin additionto consideringtheproposal,theBoardconsider

whether

ornot to pursuea sign,or readerboardatthatlocation.

Mr. Varilvletersawno needto getinvolvedwith areaderboard.

Ms. Abbottsuggestedhavingacontest,allowing architectsin theCity to designasign. She
alsoindicatedthatherbrotherwho designedgatewaysto YellowstonePark,andis now
stayingatherhouse,might like to submitanidea.

Mr. Morganrespondedto questionsabouttheelevationatthesite,andhowtheutility vault
on thepropertywould fit in with thelandscapedesign.

Intheensuingdiscussion,concernsremainedabouttheelevationatthesite,theproposed
LodgpolePines,thecoordinationofthedesignwith theInlandShoresProject,andinclusion
ofasign. Mr. Morganagreedto bring theissuebacknextmonthforfurtherdiscussion,and
to haveGregRandofCascadeLandscapinghereto answerquestions.Mr. Compton
suggestedthatMr. Morganalsofind outwho ownsthe7-11 propertyandinvestigate
whetherornot it couldbeincluded,andthatissuesattheCreeksidecornerbefirmed-upso
thattheBoardcandiscusstheentireintersectionimprovementsatonetime. Mr. Morgan
agreedthatcontractingall theimprovementsatoncemight be lessmoney.

As a sidenote,Mr. Morgancommentedthatit occurredto him thatwith theexpansionof
• theurbanrenewaldistrict, thecornerofLockhavenandMcLeod,ownedbytheCity, would

nowbe included. He notedthatthePlanningCommissiondraftof theChemawaActivity
CenterPlansaysthattheCity shouldretainthecornerto do somekindofgatewaystructure.
Its inclusionin theurbanrenewaldistrictwouldprovideaway for thatto happen.

7. ANNOUNCEMENTSAND AGENDA INPUT

7.1 RegularMeeting- November27, 1996

Notingtheproximity oftheNovembermeetingto Thanksgiving,andtheDecember
meetingto Christmas,it wasdecidedto combinetheNovemberandDecembermeetings.
Themeetingwasscheduledfor December4 at7:00p.m.

Mr. ComptonacknowledgedMr. Smith’sresignationfrom theBoard. HethankedMr.
Smithfor his participationonR3B since1989,andnotedthatMr. Smith’s inputand
wisdomwill bemissed.

8. ADJOURN

Themeetingwasadjournedby ChairComptonat9:35 p.m.
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