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Minutes
• River RoadRedevelopmentBoard

Keizer City Hall - Library
Wednesday,August28, 1996

1. CALL TO ORDER

Themeetingwascalledto orderby ChairmanComptonat7:09p.m. A quorum
wasnot present.

2. ROLL CALL

Thefollowing memberswerepresent:StanCompton,JuneAbbott, andJoe
VanMeter. MannyMartinezarrivedjustafterroll call.

Also presentwere: CommunityDevelopmentDirectorJohnMorgan,and
RecordingSecretaryNonaOxe’.

3. APPROVALOF MINUTES

• Therewereno correctionsto theminutesoftheJuly 31, 1996meeting.

4 APPEARANCEOF INTERESTEDCITIZENS

Severalpeoplein theaudienceindicatedthattheymightwishto speakduringdiscussion
of specificagendaitems.

Becausea quorum wasnot present,Chairman Compton statedthat although he
would allow the Community DevelopmentDirector to report on thevarious agenda
items, and would allow membersof theaudienceto comment,no formal action
could be taken.

To accommodatemembersof theaudience,Chairman Compton rearranged the
agenda.

6. DISCUSSION

6.3 Cherry AvenueDesignPlan - CadeAvenue

ChairmanComptonopenedthediscussionregardingCadeAvenueto commentsfrom
interestedCadeAvenuepropertyowners.
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Eric Leadley,920 CadeAvenueNE, Keizer,statedhisconvictionthatCadeAvenueis
• notnow,andneverhasbeenadedicatedstreet. Heexplainedthathesearchedtherecords

oftheMarionCountyAssessor,CountyClerk,andCountySurveyOffice, andobtained
copiesofall CadeAvenuepropertydeeds.All informationindicatesthatthe streetwas
neverdedicated,andpropertyownersonCadeowntheirpropertiesup to the20-foot
publicaccess.Mr. Leadleyandhis groupwereinformedby theSurveyOffice thatthe
accesswasneveraCountyroad. Heemphasizedthatwhenthe City wasincorporatedin
1982andtookovertheCountyroads,it couldnothavetakenoverCadesinceit wasa
privateroad--neveraCountyroad. He felt thatif thedecisionwasto proceedwith
improving Cade,someoneshouldexplainto thecitizenson theeastendof Cadewhere
theother20 feetofpropertyneededfor a 60-footroadwould comefrom.

Mr. Comptonaskedwhat informationtheCity hadrelieduponregardingthestreet.Mr.
MorganansweredthattheCity commissionedasurveyby professionalregistered
surveyors.Theyprovidedall thebaseinformationthathasgoneinto the design. He
notedthatthesurveyorsfoundcornerpoints,indicatingapublic street.

Mr. Leadleyreiteratedthatthepublic accessis only 20 feetwide attheeastendnear
CherryAvenue.

Mr. Morganacknowledgedthatif thestreetprojecthappens,andit’s wider thanwhat it is
today,therewill haveto beacquisitionofproperty. Heemphasizedthatpropertyowners

• wouldbecompensatedby theRenewalAgency. Mr. Leadleynotedthatthemajorityof
theCadepropertyownersdo notwantto sellany partoftheirpropertyto improvethe
street.Hestressedthattheywishto leavethestreetasit is. Hewonderedhowthe City
coulddo theimprovementovertheirobjections. Mr. Morganansweredthat it couldbe
doneby condemnation.Mr. VanMeterinterjectedthatR3B, asacommittee,hasn’t
pushedfor suchanaction. He felt thatif thepeopledon’twantthe streetimproved,there
wereotherplaceswherethemoneycouldbe spent.

Ruby Cook, 800 CadeAvenueNE,Keizer,statedthat shedid notobjectto the street
beingimproved. However,shestronglyobjectedto a sidewalkwithin 2 feetofher
bedroom,astheimprovementappearedon theplansshewas shown.

Nikki White, 920 CadeAvenueNE, Keizer,statedthatthemajority oftheproperty
ownersdidn’twant to seeanythingdoneto thestreet. Shereiteratedthepointsmadeby
Mr. Leadley.

Mr. VanMeterexplainedthatR3B hadlookedatthis asanopportunityto assistthe
residentsonCadein betteringtheirneighborhoodby improving thestreet. Heagreedthat
if Cadeweretruly not adedicatedstreet,it mightpresentaproblem.
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Les Cook, 800 CadeAvenueNE,Keizer,indicatedthat in looking attheplansand
• drawings,if thescalewascorrectin oneof thedrawings,his lot wouldbecut from 136

feetdownto 50 feet.

Mr. Comptoncalledattentionto a letterto theMayor from Mr. andMrs. J.P.Weigelat
3601 CherryAvenueNE, Keizer. (Copiesofthe letterweredistributedin theagenda
packets.)Theletterrequestedthat Cadebepavedasis 20-feetwide,without curbsand
sidewalks,andmakingacul-de-sacon thewestend.

Mr. Comptonaskedif theneighborsagreedwith theideaofpavingonly. Ms. White
wishedto haveit remainas it is. Mrs. Cook did not objectto pavingaslongasit
involvednomorethan20 feetofright-of-way. Shenotedthatmostoftheneighbors
objectedto paving,fearingthatoncetheCity “getsin” andhasadedicatedstreet,the
doorwouldbeopento widento 60 feet.

Mr. Morganrespondedto questionsabouttheproposedright-of-way. Hepointedout that
thestreetwouldneverbe60 feetwide;themaximumwidth wouldbe 30 feet,curbto
curb. Henotedthatthemaximumwidth is depictedon thedrawingprovidedto the
residents.Thetotal improvementareais 41 feet; 30 feetcurbto curb, plusthe curbsand
sidewalks. It couldbe lesswith differentoptions.

Mr. Comptonaskedaboutthenumberofresidenceson Cade,how manywereowner-
• occupied,andwhatnumberofresidentspreferredto seeCaderemainasit is. The

neighborsansweredthatthereare14 residences.Elevenofthe 14 areowner-occupied.
Eightwant thestreetto remainasit is; theotherthreewould like to haveit paved,asis.
However,theyall want thetreessaved,whichwouldmakepavingimpossible. Oneof
thepropertyownerspointedout thattheowneroftheadjacentNorthwestapartmentshad
indicatedthattheyhadabandonedplansfor asidewalk,andwould go alongwith the
citizensonCadeto havethestreetremainasit is.

Mr. Morgangaveabriefsummaryofthereasoningbehindtherecommendationfor
improvementsto Cade,andtherelationshipto theoverall redevelopmentand
transportationplanningefforts. Heexplainedpotential impactsonpropertyowners,and
on theCity overall.Hedescribedpossibleoptions for Cadeincluding leavingit asis,
putting ahard surfaceon the streetto improvemaintenanceefforts,doing real
improvementsandmakingCadeacul-de-sac,andimprovingandputting Cadethrough,
CherryAvenueto RiverRoad. Heexplainedtheeconomicbenefitsof improvingthe
street.Hestressedthatatthis timeR3B is looking for input onhowto drafttheCherry
AvenueDesignPlanandwhereCadefits in.

Mr. MorgannotedthatthePlanningCommissionhasrecommendedto R3B to do nothing
with Cade,andmakePlymouththenumber2 priority for streetimprovements,following
Iris Lane. ThepresidentofSalemAreaSeniorshasalso askedthatPlymouthbemadethe
number2 priority.
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• Mr. Morgangaveanoverviewofwhat improvementsmightbecompletedwith the
$550,000in thisyear’sbudget. Henotedthatthemoneyforthe secondroundofthe
east/westimprovementswould be availabletwo yearsfrom now. Hepointedout that
R3B’s chargeis to determinewhat is bestfor thecommunityin consideringwhereto
investredevelopmentdollars.

A discussionfollowedon possibletraffic impacts,andthelikely effect ofCade
improvementson landvaluesandpropertytaxes. Mr. VanMetercouldnotunderstand
why propertyownerswould rejectimprovements,atnocostto them,thatwould increase
thevalueoftheirproperty.

Mr. Cookpointedout thatthebiggestcontentionofthepropertyownerswasthatthey
stronglyobjectedto thethroughtraffic to the light. He reiteratedthattheneighborsfear
thatoncein, the City will decideto expand.

Concludingthediscussion,Mr. Comptonnotedthat sinceaquorumwasnotpresent,R3B
couldtakeno formal actionatthis time. Heanticipatedthatsincethemajority ofCade
residentswishedto havetheStreetremainasit is, R3B would go alongwith thePlanning
Commissionrecommendationto makePlymouththenumber2 priority andput Cadeon
the“backburner.”

• Bob Wright, 871 CadeAvenue,Keizer,partowneroftheNorthwestapartments,stated
thathis concernsarethesameastheneighbors.Henotedthattheapartmentownershad
originally thoughtaboutputting in asidewalk,buthadabandonedtheidea. Theytoo
didn’t wantto loosethetrees. He,however,hadunderstoodthatthediscussionregarding
improvementswaswith regardto formingalocal improvementdistrict. With thenew
informationthat improvementswould be donewith urbanrenewalfunds,he feltthat it
might be lookedat differently.

Mr. VanMeterpointedout that formationofa local improvementdistrictmightbean
optionat sometime in thedistantfuture. Theopportunityfor upgradingusingurban
renewalfundingmightno longerbe available.

Mr. Comptonreiteratedthatthesubjectwill againbediscussedatthenextR3B meeting
by afull quorum,afterwhich arecommendationwill bemadeto theCity Council.

Mr. Morganremindedthemembersoftheaudiencethat aforumwill beheldon
September18, atwhichtime east/weststreetswill bediscussedin thecontextofthe
entireCherryAvenueproject. As afinal note,he alsoremindedthemthatthepropertyis
zonedRM (ResidentialMulti-family) andtheCherryAvenueimprovementswill improve
thedevelopmentpotentialoftheirproperties.Multi-family developmentof anyone
propertycouldgreatlyincreasethetraffic onthe unimprovedstreet. Mr. Morgan
suggestedthattheneighborsat leastconsiderallowing ahardsurfaceon the street.
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• SomeoftheCadeStreetresidentsindicatedthattheymightbeopento pavingthestreet
asit is, with a cul-de-sacatthewestend.

TheCaderesidentsparticipatingin thediscussionhadno furthercomment,andleft the
meeting.

TheBoardbriefly discussedtheideaofchangingpriorities. Mr. Morganpointedout that
althoughtheBoardcouldnot takeformal action,he wishedto geta senseofhow theyfelt
aboutmovingCadedownon thepriority list. He pointedout theneedto finalize theplan
draftbeforedistributingit to thepublic prior to theSeptember18 public workshop.He
respondedto questionsabouttheamountofwork thatcouldbeaccomplishedwith this
year’sbudget. HeacknowledgedthatcompletingPlymouthAvenuewouldget into the
nextbudgetyear,however,acquisitionandpreliminarydesigncouldbedonein this
year’sbudget.

It was thegeneralfeelingofthosememberspresentthat Plymouth Avenueshould be
moved to the number2 priority, and Cadebe moveddown on the list. Mr. VanMeter
emphasizedtheimportanceofimproving Cade,whenthetiming is right.

6.4 Amendment to Urban RenewalPlan - Boundary Change

• Referringto wall maps,Mr. Morganpointedout theboundariesoftheChemawaActivity
Center.Hereviewedthehistoryofefforts to determineappropriatelanduseandzoning
for thearea.Henotedthat on September16, at acontinuedpublichearingwhich began
in February,theCity Council is expectedto closethepublic hearingandactonthe
document.

Mr. Morganbriefly reviewedtheproposedzoningandpotentiallandusesfor eachareaof
theactivity center. Henotedthatif adoptedon September16, thezoningwill go into
effect,makingwayfor developmentoftheproperty. Mr. Morganstatedthatthenextstep
would beto financetheinfrastructure.HerecalledCouncil’sgoalto havea financing
planin placeby January1, 1997.

Mr. Morgandescribedthefour-prongedapproachthathehadfrom thebeginning
envisionedasa wayto financetheinfrastructure.It includedcreationofanewurban
renewaldistrict. Thedistrictwould sellbondsto financethe $8 or 9 million worthof
infrastructure,with building to begintheSummerof 1998. Repaymentwouldbe through
avarietyofmeans.Likely, aLID (local improvementdistrict)wouldpickup aportionof
thecost,andwouldbeassessedwhenthepropertyis sold. Another25-40%might be
coveredby systemsdevelopmentcharges,paidatthetime ofbuilding permits. Economic
DevelopmentDepartmentgrantswould makeup anotherpercentage.Thefourthmeans
wouldbetax incrementfinancing. Mr. Morganperceivedthatusing thefour-pronged

• approach,thebondscouldberetiredin two to threeyears.
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• However,Mr. Morganreportedthataproposalwasmadeto the City Council which
would requirepossiblechangesto thePlanandadifferentapproachto theinfrastructure
financing. HenotedthattheCity wasapproachedby SingleA baseballteam,proposing
thatif theCity would enterintoapartnershipto createastadium,theywouldmovetheir
baseballteamto Keizer. (Thenameoftheball teamwill be madeknownin about10
days.) After checkingout thecredentialsofthepeoplemaking theproposalandtheir
ability to do whattheysay,theCouncilhasdecidedto pursuetheproject. It wasfelt that
a stadiumwouldaddto thecharacterofthecommunity. Andbaseball,aswell asmany
otherstadiumactivities,wouldbesupportedby thesurroundingarea.

Mr. MorgannotedthattheCouncilhasworkedquickly to figureouthowto achievethe
project. Theproposalcallsfor theball teamto build thestadium;theCity mustprovide
the land,infrastructure,andparkinglot. Thetotal costto theCity wouldbeabout$2.6
million. Mr. Morganpointedout onthemapthesiteconcurredin by the Council andthe
ball team,atthenortherlyendofthe ChemawaActivity Center. Heexplainedthatthe
propertyis impactedby theBPA right-of-wayandtheoverheadpowerlines. Although it
would bea goodfit for a stadiumandworknicely for parkingunderthepowerlines,the
landlikely wouldnothaveasmuchmarketabilityasotherlandatthe southerlyend.

Mr. Morganexplainedthatthe$2.6 million would pay for thesewerline to thesite,the
waterto thesite,buy theland,andput in about1,500parkingspaces.Henotedthatthe

• figure wasbasedonabestestimateof salepriceon the land. Mr. Morganperceivedthat
the Council sawthis asawayto getsewerandwaterto thearea,thusencouraging
redevelopmentin accordancewith theIBP andCR zonesin theactivity centerarea.
Also, the stadiumwould actasamarketableelementoftheentirebusinesspark,muchas
undergroundingpowerlineshasenhancedthemarketabilityofRiverRoad.

Mr. Morganpointedout thattheball teamplansto movefrom its currentlocationthis
year,andwantsto play ball atthenewstadiumby June1, 1997,making it necessaryto
“fast-track”theprocess.Thus, theCity is left with the issueofhowto financethe $2.6
million investment.Henotedthat somereimbursementmight reducethatfigureby up to
$.5 million, leavinganetof$2 to 2.2 million.

Mr. Morganexplainedthatthereis not enoughtimeto createanewurbanrenewal
district. Henotedthatthe ideasurfacedto amendtheRiverRoadRedevelopmentDistrict
to extendtheboundariesout to encompassthearea.It canbedonein 60 to 90 days. Mr.
MorganacknowledgedthattheexistingfinancialstructureoftheRiver Roadrenewal
district cansupportthe suggestedexpansion.Hedistributedcopiesofa mapdepicting
theproposedboundaries.Mr. Morganaskedfor R3B input on thesuggestedboundary
change.Henotedthathewould forwardthecommentson to theCity Council for their
considerationwhentheyconsiderwhatboundaryto incorporateinto theChemawa
Activity CenterPlandraft. With regardto expansionoftheRiverRoadRedevelopment

• District, henotedthatCouncil wantsR3B to continuein its currentadvisoryboardroll.
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As such,R3B wouldhaveopportunityto commentonthedraftplanwhenit comesout.
• He reiteratedthatat this time hewaslookingfor inputon thesuggestedexpansiononly.

He anticipatedthat R3B would reviewthePlanat its Octobermeeting,it would go to
Councilfor publichearingin lateNovember,andbeadoptedaroundthefirst of
December.If everythingcomestogether,theball teamownersplanto breakground
aroundJanuary1.

Mr. Morganexplainedthatanurbanrenewaldistrict can,by law, beexpanded20percent.
TheRiverRoadDistrict couldbeexpandedup to an additional 146.84acres. He
emphasizedthat by doing theproposedexpansion,theRiver Roaddistrictwould be
precludedfrom expandingsomewhereelse. Theexpandedboundarywould beabsolute;
it couldnot beremovedormoved. Mr. Morgannotedthattheproposedareawaschosen
becauseit incorporatesthesiteandtheareawith themaximumpotentialfor highvalue
growth. Theareaencompasses142 acres,andthereforedoesn’ttakein areasB, C andD
ofthedraft.

Assumingthaturbanrenewalis approvedfor thenortherlyportionofthesite,Ms. Abbott
wonderedwhatwouldbeexpectedby developersfortheremainderofthe acreagewithin
the activity center. Mr. Morganexplainedthattheentireareais coveredby therenewal
plan. However,the proposedamendmentto theRiverRoadRenewalDistrict coversonly
areaA. Ms. Abbott concededthatonceareaA is developed,theremainderwould follow.

• Mr. Morganpointedout that if theRenewalAgencywereto do a separateurbanrenewal
district,it wouldnot besubjectto the20%limit. Henotedthatthereis amplelandto do
aseparateurbanrenewaldistrict thatwouldencompassthebalanceoftheactivity center.
Mr. VanMeterfeltthis wouldbeanopportunetime to do a secondurbanrenewaldistrict
aswell asthe expansion.

Mr. Morganrespondedto questionsandcommentsabouttheproposedstadium.

Mr. Martinezvoicedconcernthatastadiumwould provideonly low-payingjobs,andthat
theCity hasno guaranteethat aball teamwould stayif attendancedidn’t meet
expectations.Heagainvoicedhis objectionto Council’s“fast-track”approach,andthe
lackofopportunityfor public comment.

Mr. Comptonfelt thatwith a$5 million investmentin a stadiumtheball teamwould
likely stay.

Mr. MorganexplainedthatCouncil is structuringthepublic inputratherthantaking it
“shotgun.” He emphasizedthattheteamdoesnotwantto go public until afterLabor
Day, the endoftheircurrentbaseballseason.Council will thenstartgettingtheinput.
Heanticipatedatleastfourpublic hearingson theChemawaActivity CenterPlan,Urban
RenewalPlan,andsiteplanitself. FortheUrbanRenewalPlanamendment,Mr. Morgan
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proposedsendingnoticeto everyutility-bill payerin theCity, ensuringopportunityfor a
• wide-rangeofpublic comment.

Beforereceivinganydirectionfrom theBoardregardingtheboundaryexpansion,Mr.
Morganwishedto presentoneotheralternative.Henotedthatthesuggested142acresis
4.84 acresshortoftheallowed20%,andthedevelopmentpotentialin areaB mightbe
greaterthanin partofareaA. Hepointedouton themap6.27 acresoflandownedby
RichRawlins atthenorthwesterlyendofareaA whichcouldbetakenout, allowing
11.11 acres(thecapacityleft) ofareaB to beincluded.

A discussionfollowedregardingthebenefitsof includingaportionofareaB. Mr.
Morganrespondedto questionsaboutinfrastructureimprovementswithin andoutsidethe
renewaldistrictboundaries.He alsoansweredquestionsaboutthemarketabilityofthe
propertyatthenorthwesterlyend oftheacreageproposedfor exclusionfrom therenewal
districtexpansion.Heemphasizedthatno propertywould behurtby thealternative
boundary.

Mr. Martinezcalledattentionto SenateBill 1. Hestatedthatit dealswith theOregon
YouthAuthority,andeffortsto provideschools. He felt thatthe areaproposedfor the
stadiumwouldbeatremendousareafor ayouth group. Hequestionedthetacticsof
sayingthelandwasunmarketable,andsuggestedthattherewerenumerousbetterusesfor
the land. Mr. Morganpointedout thatthe landwasconsiderednotasmarketableassome

• othergroundbecauseofthepowerlines. Mr. VanMeter,anemployeeoftheOregon
YouthAuthority,statedthatschoolsiteshavealreadybeenselected.

JoesephineDitchen, 7332 - 74thAvenueNE, Salem, ownerof property at 6350
Radiant Drive, Keizer,notedthattheproposalappearedto be forpropertynorthof
TepperLane. Shequestionedthepossibility ofherproperty,southofTepper,being
included. Mr. Morganansweredthatat ameetingnextweekthequestionof “Doesthe
propertylayout workor do weneedto go furthersouth?”will be discussed.However,it
now appearedthatMs. Ditchenwouldnotbe approachedby the City to sellherproperty.
Henotedthat Council is suggestingthatif thestadiumis built, therewill bemanypeople
looking at buyingneighboringproperties.

Ms.Ditchennotedthepossibilityofrockconcertsatthestadium,andquestionedwhether
anynoisecontrolswouldbebuilt into the IBP zone. Mr. Morganansweredthatthenoise
issueis being lookedat. Designofthestadium,andtheCity’s noiseordinancearetwo
avenuesto controlnoise.

JackieMoir, secretaryofthe Gubser NeighborhoodAssociation,6745McLeod Lane
NE,Keizer, calledattentionto a letterfrom theNeighborhoodAssociationto the City
Council, statingconcernsabouttheproposedstadium. (Mr. Morganmadecopiesfor
Boardmembersandfortherecord.) Ms. Moir relayedtheneighborhood’sconcernsabout

• traffic andreducedpropertyvalues. Shenotedthattheneighborhoodassociation
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encompassestheentireareabeingtalkedabout,andemphasizedtheneedfor the
• neighborhoodto be includedin any formaldiscussionoftheproposal.

Ms. Abbott askedif therewereany plansforclosingoff TepperLane. Mr. Morgan
answeredthat heis writing adraft amendmentto theactivity centerplanwhichwould
addressthepossibilityofclosingoff TepperLaneduring majorevents. Mr. VanMeter
pointedout theneedto alsoaddressthepossibilityofawiderroadthanRadiantDrive.
Mr. Morgandescribedtheanticipatedfuture layoutofRadiantDrive. Henotedthe
likelihood ofRadiantremainingasit is for anotheryearor two. As partoftraffic
management,it wouldbe suggestedthatpolice officers directtraffic beforeandafter
events.

Mr. Morganacknowledgedthattherewould be manyimpactsfrom thestadiumthat
would needto bediscussedduringthetime forpublic comment. He reiteratedthat
tonight hemerelywantedanindicationoftheBoard’spreferencewith regardto the
redevelopmentdistrictboundaryexpansion.

After discussion,with theexceptionofMr. Martinez,theBoardmemberspresent
supportedextendingtheRiver RoadRedevelopmentDistrict boundaryasdescribed
in thealternativewhich would includethe11+acresin areaB.

Mr. Morganpointedoutoneadditionalconsiderationthatwill bepresentedto Council.
• The$1/thousandlid on taxeswill be increasedandpossiblyevendoubled. An analysis

will bepresentedto Council.

Mr. VanMeterrecalledhisearlierstatementthattheCherryAvenueprojectshouldnotbe
sacrificedto buy aball field. Hedid feel,however,thatif thestadiumprojectwould
jump-startthewholeChemawaActivity Centerproject,somethingshouldbe doneto
makeit happen.Mr. Morganenvisionedno impactoncurrentprojects.

Mr. VanMeterindicatedthathewould like to starttheprocessfor asecondurbanrenewal
district atthe sametime astheexpansion.Mr. Morganindicatedthathewould look at
thepossibilitywith staff.

As asidenote,Mr. Morganpointedout thatif thepropertyin areaB wereincludedin the
renewaldistrict, it couldbeusedto build agatewayatMcLeodandLockhaven.

Therewereno furthercommentsfrom theaudience.Mostofthosepresentfor the
discussionleft themeeting.

5. PROJECT UPDATES

DevelopmentActivity
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Mr. MorganreportedthattheAllianceChurchandfeedstoreatRiver andChemawawill
• soonbetakendownandreplacedwith anew,attractive15,000SF building. Mr. Morgan

wasnotyet at liberty to nametheretail user,but notedtheywill beanenhancementto the
community. He describedhowthebuilding would belocatedon theproperty. Henoted
thattheowneris receptiveto the“plaza” ideaatthecorner. Mr. Morgannotedthatthe
sidewalkandlandscapeimprovementswill beconstructedalongwith thebuilding
constructionsavingtheUrbanRenewalDistrict themoneythat wasgrantedto Mr.
Wittenberg.

Thefeedstore is looking atdoingnewconstructionat asiteon ChenyAvenue.

SalemHospitalandSalemClinic aredoing abig projectat StaatsLakeon theNE corner.

ReilandAssociatesis building ahigh-end,medium-densityhousingprojectplusoffice
spaceon theSE cornerofStaatsLake.

Someinteresthasbeendemonstratedin theold seniorcenterbuildingonCherryAvenue.

PropertyImprovementProgram

Therehavebeenno newgrantrequests.

• RiverRoadRedevelopmentProject

UndergroundingProject

Mr. MorganreportedthatPGEis ready,waiting for cableTV to gettheir linesdown.
Thedecorativepoleswill beherenextweek;installationofthepolebaseswill beginthis
week. TheportionofRiverRoadnotcoveredby decorativelightswill bedark fortwo or
threeweeksoncetheexistingpolesaretakendown.

Banners

Ms. Abbottpointedout thedifficulty thecommitteewashavingin coordinatingefforts
with theChamberofCommerce.Shehadbeenunableto getaninventoryofwhatthe
Chambercurrentlyhas. Shewonderedif thecommitteeshouldproceedwith selecting
andpurchasingbannerson its own, andinvolve theChamberonly with maintenanceand
storage.

Ms. Abbott felt thatthis yearthegroupshouldfocuson gettingbannersup for Christmas.
It waspointedout thatsomethingwould haveto bedonevery soon.

Mr. VanMeterindicatedapreferenceto assisttheChamberwith partial fundingtowards
• thebannersor advisethem,but for R3B not to takeon theroll ofbuyingbannerson its
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own. HesuggestedthatMs. Abbottcommunicateto theChamberthatR3B is awaitinga. recommendation.

JackieMoir from theGubserNeighborhoodcommentedthatthis will bethe 10th
anniversaryoftheMiracle ofChristmas. Shenotedthattheneighborhoodassociation
plansto involve the Chamberin gettingbusinessesalongRiver Roadto light up.

Mr. Morganclarified for Ms. Abbott that $10,000to $12,000is budgetedfor bannerbars
andoneroundofbanners.Volunteerswouldhaveto install thebarsandstringthe
banners.Mr. Comptonreiteratedhis suggestionto getthecommunityinvolvedin
purchasingbanners.

Mr. VanMeterrequestedthatChairmanComptonsendaletterto the Chamberindicating
that R3B will entertaintheirrecommendationsonbannersfor RiverRoad. Mr. Compton
agreedto senda letter,andMs. Abbottwill attendthenextChambermeeting.

6. DISCUSSION

6.1 Gateway Sign - Lockhaven & River Road

Mr. Morgandisplayeda revised plan submitted by the InlandShoresDevelopers.He
notedthatthedoublesignpreviouslyproposedwasreplacedwith a singlesignfor Inland

• Shores. Theystill planto do a largelandscapeprojectacrosstheentireproperty,and
havesubmittedarequestfor a $50,000matchingfund grant. Mr. Morgannotedthatthey
hopeto build this Fall.

Mr. Morganstatedthatalthoughaquorumwasnotpresent,hewishedto carryto next
Monday’sUrbanRenewalAgencymeetingthe informal recommendationofthose
memberspresenttonight.

TheBoardinformally discussedhowmuchmoneyshouldbegrantedfor the
improvement.Mr. Morganrespondedto questionsaboutavailablefundsandgrants
previouslyawarded.It was felt thatthe landscapeprojectwouldbearealassetto the
City, but that$50,000wouldbe inappropriatein that somethingwould still needto be
doneon theCity’s corner,andit wasnot yetknownhowmanyotherpropertiesonRiver
Roadmight requestfunding.

After discussion,there wasgeneralsupport for awarding a $25,000grantto Inland
Shoresfor theproject.

6.2 Automotive Related Usesat River & Chemawa Center

Mr. Morganexplainedthattheordinancerestrictingautomotiverelatedusesat River&
Chemawahassunset.HenotedthatthePlanningCommissionis recommendingto
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reinstatetheordinanceuntil thenewDevelopmentCodeis adopted.Theyare

S recommendingFebruary1, 1997asthenewsunsetdate. Henotedthattheordinanceis
beingsubmittedto Council nextMondaynightfor ahearing.

Mr. Comptonsuggestedextendingtheordinanceto July 1, 1997 to ensurethatthe corner
is protecteduntil anewcodeis adopted.

After discussion,supportwasindicatedfor extendingtheordinance,butwith a July
1, 1997sunsetinsteadofFebruary1.

7. ANNOUNCEMENTSAND AGENDA INPUT

Themeetingwasadjournedby ChairmanComptonat 9:25 p.m.
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