
S MINUTES
City ofKeizer

River RoadRedevelopmentBoard
Keizer City Hall Library

Wednesday,September27, 1995

1. CALL TO ORDER

Themeetingwascalledto orderby ChairmanSmithat7:05 p.m.

2. ROLL CALL

Thefollowing memberswerepresent:Tim Smith, StanCompton,MannyMartinez,
ShannonBlake-Thiess,andMarkGrenz.

Alsopresentwere: CouncilLiaisonCarl Beach,CommunityDevelopmentDirectorJohn
Morgan,andRecordingSecretaryNonaOxe’.

3. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

It wasmovedby Ms. Blake-Thiessthattheminutesof August30. 1995beapproved.The5 motion wassecondedby Mr. Comptonandcarried,all presentvoting aye.

4. APPEARANCEOF INTERESTEDCITIZENS

No onecameforwardto presentany issuesto theBoard.

5. PROJECTUPDATES

DevelopmentActivity

Mr. Morganreportedthatpermitshavebeenissuedfor theSafewayprojectandactivity atthesite is
anticipatedverysoon.

Mr. Morganhadmettwicewith representativesofTheKeizerFamily Physiciansto reviewplans
for theirnewclinic to be constructedbehindtheU.S. Bankbuilding in theRiver& Chemawaarea.
He describedsomeofthedesigndetailtheyareproposingfor thestructure.He anticipatesthata
buildingpermitwill be out in aboutthreeweeks.
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S SignGrants

Mr. MorganreviewedtheCouncil-adoptedprocedurefor sign grantrequests,providingfor themto
beprocessedadministratively,andsubmittedto theCouncil on theirConsentCalendar.He
circulatedcopiesof currentgrantrequeststhatwill be presentedto theCity Council. Forthe
requestfrom KeizerOutdoorPowerEquipment,thestaffrecommendationwill be for denial
inasmuchasall nonconformingsignshavealreadybeentakendown. Mr. Morgancalledattention
to aproposalfrom Town& CountryBowl for their free-standingsignandnewlandscaping.New
applicationshavebeenreceivedfrom Keizer Stretch& SewandDD Associates.Mr. Morgannoted
thatapplicationshavebeenapprovedfor Abby’s, BurgerKing, ShutterBug, andKeizerFamily
Physicians.Thework is completedatAbby’s andBurgerKing.

Mr. Morgan,tomorrow,expectsto sendAckerly Communications,thebillboardcompany,a
demandletteradvisingthat theyhavefourteendaysto takedowntwo billboardsbecausethe
nonconformingstatusof thebillboardswasviolated. Mr. Morganrelayedhowhewasnotifiedthat
thebillboardcompanywasseentaking downandreplacingpartofastructurein violationofthe
signcode. Uponinvestigation,it wasdeterminedthatchangeshadalsobeenmadeto asecond
structure.

UndergroundingProject

Mr. MorganreportedthatthePGEworkon ChemawaRoadis proceeding.Thecontractorwill be

S replacingthesidewalkin front ofthenewSafewaysitewith meanderingsidewalk. It is anticipated
that theprojectalong Chemawawill be completedby theendof theweek,andthentheywill move
onto Lockhaven.

Mr. Smithaskedif anydrivewayapproacheswill be replaced.Mr. Morganreferredto drawings
depictingthefrontageattheSt. Edward’sChurch. He explainedtheCity’s proposalthatthe
drivewayatthesouthendbe closedandanewdrivewayapproachbe doneat ClaggettStreetwhere
thefuturesignalis anticipated.Mr. Smithsuggestedtalking to theChurchandtheownersof
FernwoodCourtaboutcombiningthenorthdriveways. Mr. MorganconcurredthatMr. Smith’s
suggestionmight beabetteridea. Mr. Morganalsocalledattentionto theCity’s proposalto move
thesidewalkbackfive feetandcreateaplantingstrip. TheChurchwill be askedto granttheCity
aneasementfor movingthesidewalkback.

Ms. Blake-Thiessaskedif thesetbacksidewalkwould be continuedpassedtheborderingoffice
building to avoid ahodgepodge.Shefelt thatif all thesidewalkhadto be rippedup for the
undergrounding,it would bean opportunetimeto makechanges.Mr. Morganpointedout thatfor
someareastherewouldberoomto movebackthesidewalkwhereasfor otherstherewould not. He
explainedtheconceptofameanderingsidewalk. Mr. Morgancalledattentionto someofthe
identifiedopportunitiesto do improvements.
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S StaatsLakeProject

Mr. Morganreportedthattheprojectis movingatafastpace. Thedevelopershavehireda
consultingfirm out ofPortlandto refinethemasterplan,andwill focuson theeastendofthe lake.
Mr. Morganrespondedto questionsabouttheanticipatednumberof lots, typesof development,
andpre-sales.He confirmedthatthereareplansfor somekind ofcommercialcomplexon theeast
endof the lake. Henotedthatall of thedevelopmentis within theRenewalDistrict, andthuswill
providetax increment.

6. DISCUSSION

6.1 RiverRoadPlanning

Mr. Morgandistributedcopiesof a summaryoftheconsultants’recommendationsfor theRiver
RoadDesignPlan- PhaseII. He explainedthathe wentthroughthethreeconsultant-generated
documentsanddevelopedthematrixwhich identifiesthetopic for whicharecommendationis
beingmade,theconsultantdocumentmakingtherecommendation,therecommendedzoning
regulationwhereapplicable,andtherecommendedrenewalprojectactivity whereapplicable.He
emphasizedthattheconsultants’documentsmerelycontainrecommendationsto beconsideredby
R3B andthePlanningCommissionfor recommendationto theCouncil, andarenot intendedto be a
planfor adoption. Recommendationsto guidepublic andprivateparticipationarelisted. Fromthe
R3B andPlanningCommissioninput, Mr. Morganwill write theRiverRoadZoneandcraftthe
revisionsto theRenewalPlan.

Mr. Morganrecalledthepositiveresponseto theconsultants’work from R3B andthePlanning
Commission,andCouncil’saffirmationto cautiouslyproceed.HenotedthatR3B would probably
focusmoreon theRenewalaspects,andthePlanningCommissionwouldprobablyfocusmoreon
zoning,however,he encouragedcommentson bothareas.He suggestedthatat somepointajoint
worksessionwith thePlanningCommissionmight be advisable.

CouncilorBeachinterjectedthat someof theCouncilorswerewonderingif communityinputis
neededwith regardto thedirectionbeingtakenbeforebecomingmoredeeplyinvolved in the
planningprocess.He suggestedthatmaybethereshouldbe somekind of confirmationthatthe
communityreallywantsafocalpointatRiver andChemawa.

Mr. SmithunderstoodCouncil’sconcerns,butemphasizedtheimportanceofgleaningfrom the
consultants’recommendationswhat R3B andthePlanningCommissionconsiderappropriateto
representto theCouncil. He felttheBoardshouldproceedwith thework to startdefiningwhat
might happenandthentakeit backto Council for publichearings.

Mr. MorganrecountedR3B andthePlanningCommission’sdirectionto proceed.Healsocalled
attentionto theresultsof aChamberofCommercechartedpublic opinionpoll which includeda
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S statementthat“Keizer shoulddevelopadowntown.” Thepoll indicated66%in favor, 13%
opposed,and21%undecided.

Discussionfollowed regardingwhat might be viewedasa“downtown.” CouncilorBeachpointed
out the importanceof havingacompletepicturebeforedecidingfor oragainst.He stressedthe
needto determinewhatis feasible,whatis private,andwhatis public. He emphasizedthe
importanceof ajoint effort with public participationfor anyprojectto succeed.He felt, however,
thatif zoning is developed,over time theCity cangraduallywork into theplanandaccomplish
muchwithoutexpendingawhole lot of money.

Mr. Martinezwasunawareofthepublic opinionpoll, butnotedthathe hasreceivednegativeinput.
Mostpeoplehetalkedwith wereopposedto pursuingadowntown. Mr. Morgansuggestedthat
perhapstheterm“downtown” wasinappropriate.He notedthat thereferencehaspreviouslybeen
to “focal points.” Also, thefeelinghasbeenthatnoneshouldbe so dominantthatit pullsbusiness
from others,andthattheyshouldbe donein amannerthatwould allow developmentto fill in.

Ms. Blake-Thiessemphasizedheron-goingconcernthatplansfor improvementsin SouthKeizer
notbe abandoned.

Mr. Morganbriefly reviewedthegeneraltopicsaddressedin thesummary.HepointedoutLeland
Associates’recommendationsfor uniquedesignelementsandright-of-wayimprovementsfor the
River& Chemawaarea,andnotedthatadecisionwould haveto be madeasto whetheror not to

S pursueadesignplanwith higherstandardsfor thearea.He suggestedthatRiver & Chemawamight be adoptedasan activity centerin theComprehensivePlan,requiringany developmentto go
throughConditionalUseprocedures.

Mr. Comptonfelt thatit would be difficult to do adesignplanfor River andChemawawith the
existingbuildings. Mr. Morganagreedthateventuallybuildingswouldhaveto betakendownand
replaced.

Ms. Blake-Thiessfelt thatoneareaofRiver Roadshouldnothavestricterdesignstandardsthan
otherareas.Shefelt thatdesignstandardsfor all of Keizer’scommercialareasshouldbeapplied
equally.

CouncilorBeachagreedthat designstandardsshouldbedevelopedfor all ofthearea,butpossibly
with somethinguniquefor theRiver & Chemawafourcorners.

Mr. Morganpointedout thefollowing pointsofdevelopmentfor River& Chemawaidentifiedby
theconsultants:do thepublic investmentsuchastrees,distinctive lighting, streetfurniture,
gateways,etc.; on theprivateside,setexpectationsfor howprivatedevelopmentwill occur,
includingspecificsfor a largebuilding atthenorth endof thesite,anddevelopmenton the
UNOCAL corner;providefor internalstreets--thenorthlsouthstreetandthetwo east/west
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. connectors,anddeterminewhetheror nottheyshouldbepublic streets,will theCitypay for curbs
andsidewalks,andwill on-streetparkingbe requiredon theinternalstreets.

Mr. Morganexplainedthevariouselementsthat couldinvolve publicmoney: theoutside
improvementspreviouslymentioned;helpwith the internalstreetsystem--namely,curbsand
sidewalks;apublicplaza;andacquisition,assemblyandredistributionofproperty.

Discussionfollowedregardingtheexpectedlife of buildingscurrentlyontheproperty.Mr. Morgan
acknowledgedthatthereis no immediateintentto havecurrentbuildingstakendown,but that some
exterior improvementscanbedoneandaframeworkcanbe setfor futuredevelopment.

Mr. Comptonmadearecommendationthatpublic fundsbe usedto improvetheparkinglot areaas
far asputting in thesidewalk,anddo landscapeimprovementson RiverRoadfrom Chemawato
Claggettin conjunctionwith theU.S.BankandBob’s Restaurantputtingin somedefinitesidewalk
andlandscaping.Further,with theCity goingin on theeastsidebehindtheshoppingcenterand
puttingin astreetandsidewalkandcurbsandallowing Whittenbergto developtheportionof the
propertyon thenorthendoftheblockandthenewstreet.

Ms. Blake-Thiesssuggestedthat theBoardfirst “hashthrough”thedesignstandardsanddecide
whatto adopton eachonebeforedecidingon afinal recommendationto submitto theCity
Council.. It wastheconsensusto startatthebeginningofMr. Morgan’ssummaryanddiscusseachtopic and
recommendation.

Bicycle

With regardto recommendationsfor bicycletransiton River Road,Mr. Morgannotedthatthe
recommendationsfor bikelanesalreadyexistin theRiverRoadDesignPlan. He reviewedplans
andproposeddatesfor therestripingto occur. TheBoardunanimouslyagreedwith thebicycle
recommendations.

Circulation

Underthegeneraltopic, Circulation,therecommendationwasthatinternaldrivewaysshall connect
from parcelto parcelso thatthemajorpublic streetsdo nothaveto be used. Severallocations
whereapplicationof this requirementwould improvecirculationwerediscussed.TheBoard
unanimouslyagreedto recommendto thePlanningCommissionthattheypursuetheinternal
drivewayrecommendation.
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S Corridor FocalPoints and a DesignPlan

It wastheconsensusof theBoardto delaydiscussionof corridorfocalpointsandadesignplanfor
theRiver& ChemawaCenteruntil afterreviewingtheremainderoftherecommendations.

DesignStandards

Mr. Morganadvisedthatrecommendationsfor designstandardswerederivedfrom boththeRiver
& ChemawaCenterPlanandtheModalOpportunityStudy. Henotedthatmanyofthe issueshave
beentalkedaboutby thePlanningCommissionfor sometime.

With regardto arecommendationspecificto theRiver& ChemawaCenterto requiretwo-story
buildings,theBoardfelt thatADA requirementsfor elevatorsmight precludesomedevelopment.
After discussion,it wasagreedthattherecommendationshouldnot be appliedto zoning
regulations,but thatan UrbanRenewalpolicy couldencouragemulti-storybuildingsthrough
financialincentives. It wasfelt thatthepolicy couldapplynotonly to River& Chemawa,but
throughoutthecorridor.

Foradesignstandardrequiringstorefrontwindowsalongno lessthan50%of building frontage,it
wasagreedthattherequirementshouldbe limited to retail storefronts.

TheBoarddiscussedarequirementfor storefrontfacadesto not exceeda30 foot width. Several

S typesof architecturaltreatmentsto enhanceafacaderatherthanlimiting thestorefrontto 30 feetweresuggested.Mr. Morgannoted,however,that therecommendationrefersto actual,visual
storefronts.He suggestedthatit might be appropriateto applytherequirementatthenodesonly,
andnotto theremainderofthecorridor. It wasdecidedthat therequirementshouldbe discussed
with thePlanningCommission.

TheBoardagreedwith therecommendationto requireroofdesignsthatareconsistentor
complimentarysuchashipped,gambrel,or gabledroofs.

With regardto arequirementfor establishmentof anoveralldesignthemein eachcorridor focal
point,theBoardwasreluctantto usethetermtheme,butagreedon requiringoverall design
standardswith regardto color,texture,facades,roof, etc.to presentanoverallcongruent
appearance.

TheBoardagreedwith therecommendationto requirecoverings(awnings,canopies,etc.)over
sidewalksalongbuilding frontages.

TheBoarddiscussedarecommendationto requirearchitecturalrelief on all walls to avoidblank
walls. Whatspecificallywasmeantby architecturalreliefwasunclear,however,theBoardagreed
with theconcept.
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Mr. Morganreviewedthefollowing recommendationto requirethatbuildingsbe putatthestreet:
“Orientbuildingsto thestreetwithprimaryentriesfacingthestreetordesignatedpedestrianway.
Parkinglots shouldoccupyno morethan50% of streetfrontage. Facadesshouldbe between0 and
15 feetof thestreetwith interveningarealandscapedorusedforpedestrianpurposes.”He
acknowledgedthattherequirementwouldapply to newconstructiononly. TheBoardagreedwith
therecommendation.

A recommendationspecificto theRiver & Chemawaareathat no building,exceptSafewayandthe
proposedhotelshall exceeda 18,000squarefeetgroundfootprint, wasconsideredunnecessary.It
wasfelt thatarchitecturalenhancementscouldbe usedto makealargerbuilding attractive. The
Boardrejectedtherecommendation.

TheBoardagreedwith therecommendationto establishstricter standardsfor corridor focalpoints.

TheBoardagreedwith therecommendationto establishdistinctivestandardsfor buildingmaterials
andcolor.

DevelopmentProcess

With regardto a recommendationunderthedevelopmentprocesstopic to providea“streamlined”
reviewprocessusingclearstandardsandadministrativereviewprocesses,Mr. Grenzpointedout. thedelaysin permitprocessingunderthecurrentsystemwith MarionCounty. Mr. Smithnoted
Keizer’s previouseffortsto changeto an in-housesystem,andCouncil’srejectionof theproposal.
Mr. Morganexplainedhowan in-houseprogramwouldwork. Hefelt thatanargumentcouldbe
madethatit would bemorecost-effective,andsuggestedsupportif theproposalshouldresurface.
TheBoardagreedto supporttheconsultant’srecommendation.

Mr. Morgannotedthat therecommendationsdealingwith theDevelopmentProcessarebasedon
theideathattheCity spendmoretime promoting,fostering,andhelpingdevelopmentout. The
Boardagreedwith therecommendationsto 1) Createan ombudsmanto coordinateapprovaland
developmentprocess,2) Maintainparcelinformationbase,3)Provideprototypeinformation,and
4)DevelopabrochureandothermaterialspromotingtheRiver& ChemawaCenter. Mr. Morgan
acknowledgedthattheGIS systemwill be usefulwith regardto someof therecommendations.

TheBoardagreedwith arecommendationto sponsoradesigncompetitionfor asingledevelopment
parcel,butalso felt thatadesigncompetitionfor theproposedgatewaysshouldbe included.

TheBoarddiscussedarecommendationto reducethecostofdevelopmentwithin theRiver&
ChemawaCenterthroughreducedor waivedfees,loanguarantees,specialfinancingdistricts,
revolvingloanfunds,etc. It wasfelt that incentivesmight bemadeavailablefor special
circumstancessuchaswasearlierdiscussedwith regardto multi-storybuildings. Mr. Smith felt an. RiverRoadRedevelopmentBoard
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. incentiveprogramwasworthpursuing,however,he felt therewasaneedto createwhatwould
constitutean incentive. Mr. Morganpointedout that theoriginal UrbanRenewalPlancalledfor the
creationofabusinessloanfund. In this fiscal year’sbudgetthereis a $50,000revolving loanfund
to be usedfor facade,parkinglot andlandscapingimprovementsfor existingbuildings. He felt the
below-marketloancouldbe consideredan incentive. He acknowledgedthatidentifyingpossible
incentivesis beingpursued.

TheBoarddiscussedatlengtharecommendationto assembleparcelsin orderto createnew
developmentparcelsfor resale.Mr. Morganpointedout thatassemblyis classicurbanrenewal,
anddescribedothercitieswheretheprocedurehadbeenused. He acknowledged,however,that it
would likely be consideredthemostradicalof theurbanrenewalrecommendationsfor this area.

Mr. Morganrelayedaproposalfrom Mr. Whittenbergrelativeto theCity’s acquisition,assembly
andresaleofpropertywithin theRiverandChemawaPlanarea.He pointedoutpossiblebenefitsto
theCity, butnotedproblemsidentifiedby theconsultants.He suggestedthatmanyunknownsand
uncertaintieswouldneedto be addressedbeforesuchan activity couldbe considered.

Mr. Morganrespondedto questionsaboutpublic involvementandtherelatedbenefits,aswell as
thecoststhatmight be involved. Mr. Smithpointedout that in mostcasesgovernmentendsup
footing aportionofthebill in exchangefor abetterplanthatgivesmorevalueoncethepropertyis
redeveloped,andresultsin greaterincrementalreturn.

S Mr. Morgansuggestedthat theUNOCAL propertyon theothercornerofRiver andChemawa
mightprovideamoreadvantageousopportunityfor assembly.He explainedhowby assemblythe
City mightactasafacilitatorto bring togethersmallerbusinessesinto onenicecomplex.

Mr. Morganacknowledgedthatthemechanismfor theCity to assemblypropertyis in place. He
explainedhow any specificprogramwould requireanamendmentto theUrbanRenewalPlan.
After furtherdiscussionoftheprosandconsofpublic assembly,Mr. SmithsuggestedthatR3B
speakpositivelyofthe issuein general.

TheBoardagreedwith arecommendationto developandmaintainapublic informationcampaign.

Driveways

With regardto driveways,theBoardagreedwith thezoning-relatedrecommendationto require
closureandconsolidationofdangerousandunnecessarydrivewayswith newdevelopment,andthe
renewalproject-relatedrecommendationto closeandconsolidatedangerousandunnecessary
drivewaysat existingdevelopments.Mr. Morganreviewedtheadoptedgrantprocedureto payfor
closingof existingundesirabledriveways.He alsorecountedCouncil’sdirectionwith regardto
existingdrivewaysto allow themto remainif thepropertyownerobjectsto their closing. Mr.
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S Morganadvisedthathe is currentlynegotiatingadrivewayclosureatthe locationoftheclosed
SkippersRestaurantwhereanewretailandoffice spacebuilding is beingconstructed.

(Mr. Comptonleft themeetingat9:17 p.m.)

Housing

In discussingrecommendationsrelatedto housing,theBoardagreedwith arecommendationofthe
River & ChemawaCenterPlanto rezoneto allow housingattheeastendofthestudy area. It was
suggestedthatfor clarity, therecommendationbe amendedto indicatehigher-densityhousing.

TheBoardagreedwith arecommendationto amendzoningto allow housingin upperstoriesof
commercialbuildingswithoutpenalty.

TheBoardagreedwith arecommendationto encouragehigherdensityhousingaroundcommercial
centers.

After discussion,theBoardrejectedaRiver& ChemawaCenterPlanrecommendationto provide
financialincentivesfor higherdensityhousingdevelopmentwithin thestudyarea.

Land Use

S With regardto landuse,theBoardagreedwith arecommendationto allow only pedestrian-supportivelanduseswithin corridor focalpoints. Usesthat wouldbeallowed,andusesthatwould
be prohibitedwerediscussed.

Landmark Structures

Underlandmarkstructures,Mr. Morganreviewedthezoningandrenewalprojectrecommendations
for towerswithin theRiver andChemawaCenterPlanarea.He alsoexplainedhow towersmight
betied in with recommendedgateways.After discussion,therecommendationsfor towersand
gatewayswereleft openfor furtherdiscussion.

Landscaping

Mr. Morganreviewedtherecommendationsrelativeto landscaping.TheBoardagreedwith a
zoning-relatedrecommendationthat streettreesshouldbe incorporatedinto corridor focalpointsas
partofthedevelopmentprocess.Theyalsoagreedwith arenewalproject-relatedrecommendation
that streettreesshouldbe placedalongexistingpublic streetswithin corridor focalpoints.

Mr. Morganreferredto threerecommendationspertainingto theratiooftreesto parkingspaces.
With referenceto on-streetparking,he reviewedtherecommendationto requireonetreeislandfor
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S everytwo on-streetparkingspaces,locatedbetweenthespaces.He describedhow thetreeisland
would extendbeyondthecurb,breakingup theon-streetparking.

Thetwo recommendationsdealingwith treeswithin parkinglots, calledfor aratioof onetreefor
everyfourspaces.Mr. MorganquestionedwhethertheBoardwishedto apply thesamestandard
throughouttheRiver Roadcorridor,orperhapsadifferentstandardwithin corridor focalpoints.

TheBoardfelt thatonetreefor everyfour spacesseemedalittle restrictive. After discussion,Mr.
Morganwasdirectedto continueto studythematterandcomebackwith alternativesfor theratio
of treesto spaces,disbursedevenlythroughoutaparkinglot, andwith athresholdparkinglot size.

TheBoardagreedwith recommendationsfor afive foot landscapedstripbetweencurb and
sidewalkfor newdevelopment;andfor a five foot landscapedstripbetweencurb andsidewalkfor
selectedexistingdevelopments.Mr. Morganpointedout thatretrofitting curbsandsidewalksfor
existingdevelopmentwould involvetheuseof publicmoney,aspreviouslydiscussed.

Discussionfollowed regardingarecommendationfor installationof landscapedislandsin theturn
laneatlocationsselectedto not impedeturningmovements.Mr. Morganpointedout thatthis
recommendationis quite differentfrom onerejectedsometime agowhichcalledfor alandscape
islandthroughouttheproject. Hepointedout that therecommendedislandswould be small in size,
andwouldnot restrict left turning. It waspointedoutthat in additionto makingtheroadmore
attractive,theappropriately-spacedislandswouldhelppreventthe improperuseofthemiddleturn
lane. TheBoardagreedwith therecommendation.

Lighting

With respectto lighting, theBoardagreedwith azoning-relatedregulationthatspeciallighting
fixturesshouldbe incorporatedinto corridorfocal pointsaspartofthedevelopmentprocess;anda
renewalproject-relatedrecommendationthatspeciallighting fixturesshouldbeplacedalong
existingpublic streetswithin corridorfocalpoints.

Parking

Thefirst recommendationfor parking,statedthaton-streetparkingshouldbe includedalongall
internalstreetsin corridor focal points. Mr. Morganpointedout theareaswheretherequirement
would apply. TheBoarddiscussedatlengththepracticalityof requiringawider streetto meetthe
requirement,andthepotentialcoststo theCity in caseswherepublic improvementsaredone. Mr.
Morganwasdirectedto furtherexplorethepracticalityofon-streetparkingwithin focalpointsby
havingplansdraftedfor theproposedRiver& Chemawaareainternalstreets,providingfor theon-
streetparking.
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S Dueto thelate hour,ChairmanSmithrequestedthat Mr. Morganschedulediscussionof the
remainderofthesummaryfor theOctobermeeting. Mr. Morgannotedthat thePlanning
Commission’sOctoberagendais full andvery likely wouldnot allowtime for themto considerthe
summaryofrecommendations.He indicatedthathewould like to shareR3B’s commentswith the
PlanningCommission,andsuggestedthatajointmeetingmight be in order. TheBoardindicated
that theywould preferto completetheirreviewoftheentirematrix beforeschedulingajoint
meetingwith thePlanningCommission.

7. ANNOUNCEMENTSAND AGENDA INPUT

7.1 RegularMeeting- October25, 1995

8. ADJOURN

Therebeingno furtherbusinessto comebeforetheBoard,themeetingwasadjournedby Chairman
Smithat lO:OOp.m.

.
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