
MINUTES. KEIZERURBAN RENEWAL BOARD
KerzerCity llaH - Library

Wednesday,August 26, 1998

1. CALL TO ORDER

The meetingwascalledto order by ChairAbbott at7:03 p.m.

2. ROLL CALL

The following memberswerepresent: Tom Wood, JuneAbbott, Rick Cuny,Greg
Franlç MannyMartinez, BobOhm,andStanCompton. JoeVanMeterwasexcused.

Also presentwere: Council LiaisonCarlBeach,StaffLiaison Amy Drought, and
RecordingSecretasyNona Oxe’. Consultant JohnMorgan arrivedjust prior to the
‘Discussion” items.

3. APPROVAL OF MINUTES - July29, 1998

It wasmovedby Mr. Ohmthat theminutesofJuly29. 1998be anoroved. The motion. wassecondedby Mr. Curryandearned,all memberspresentvotingayeexceOtMr.
Com~tonwho abstainedfrom votingbecausehe hadmissedpartofthemeeting.

4. APPEARANCEOF INTERESTEDCItIZENS

Noonecameforwardto presentanyissuesto theCommission,

5. PROJECT UPDATES

DvelopmentActivity

Ms. Drought reportedthat thurpublic hearingsarescheduledfor tomorrow night,
threeofwhichareinfihl subdivisions,and the fourth,anappealofthePlanning
Department’sapproval ofa conditionaluseallowing a single-familydwelling inthe
Clearlakearea. Thethreeinfill projectsarea 10-lot subdivisionin SEKeizeroff
Brooks southofAlder; a4-lot duplex off WmdsorIslandRoad;anda 4-lot
developmentattheendofPrairieClover AvenueNE, in theKeizerPrairiesubdivision.
Other activityincludesthe usualbuilding permits,land useapplications, partitions~
variances,etc.
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The hiring processfor oneadditionalplanneris underway,andsomeoneshouldbeon
• boardby thebeginningof September.

NWCornerLockhavenlRiverRoad

Asdirectedby theCommissionlastmonth,Ms. droughttalkedwith representativesof
WashingtonMutualBankregardingpossiblelandscapeimprovementsto thewetland
areaadjacentto thenewbankbuilding. Ms. Droughtindicatedthatshewasactually
contactedby WashingtonMutualwhoexpressedadesireto do improvementswhile
theirlandscapearchitectis still on board. Heis familiar with wetlandsissues.Ms.
Droughthopesto meetwith him within thenext coupleweeks,and will reportback on
theirdiscussions.Becauseofthehigh interestexpressedby WashingtonMutual, Ms.
Drought gatheredthat theywould likely agreeto pay for someorall ofthe
improvements.

Ms. Droughtalsocommentedon a meetingshehad with an architectwho islooking at
thepropertyjust northofCafeDiva (the old Hot-and-Now). She suspectedthat
somethingmight be happeningon that site in thenearfuture.

Iris Lane

The Iris Laneproject is well underway. Completion is scheduled!br theendof
October.

Ms. Abbott recalledpastdiscussionofputtingup signsat urban renewalconstruction
sitesto informthe public oftheuseofurban renewal dollars for the improvements.
She indicated that shewould like to seea signput up at hisLane. Councilor Beach
indicated thathe would like to seesignson both RiverRoad andCheny Avenue. Ms.
Drought stated that shewould look into thesign issue. Shebelieved a newsrelease
regarding Iris Lanewassentto allmediacontacts.

(Consultant John Morgan arrived and took a seatat the table.)

Mr. Morgan respondedto a questionfrom Ms. Abbott about planned-for street lighting
at IrisLane. Heacknowledgedthat decorativelights like thoseput in at RiverRoad
andChemawawill beput in at hisLane.

6. DISCUSSION

6.1 ConsiderationofLandscapingGrant for Seven-ElevenStore,
4380River Road

Ms. Abbott refenedto the landscapedesigndrawing submittedby representativesofthe7-11
store. Shequestionedthe absenceofa dollar figure in the submittalto theCommission. Ms.. K~zer~
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Droughtacknowledgedthatshehadnot includedquotesin theagendamaterial. Shenoted
• that only onebid wassubmitted;not three,asis customary. Thebid from CascadeLandscape

Managementtotaled$7,939for thewoiic depictedin theirdesigndrawing. Ms. Droughtnoted
that 7-11 isrequestingapropertyimprovementgrantfor halfthatamount. Theyhavealso
indicatedaninterestedin pursuingagrantfor improvementsat theLockhaven/RiverRoad7-
11 storeoncethisprojectiscompleted.

Ms. Abbottsuspectedthat by doingtheproposedimprovementsat thesouth7-11 storethe
businessesjustto thenorthmight feelpressuredinto alsopursuingimprovements.She
believed thiscouldbe a start in gettingthe area cleanedup. When questionedby Ms. Abbott
about the impact ofthe street widening,Ms. Drought wasreasonablycertain that the proposed
improvementswould not extendinto theareatakenup by thestreetwidening.

CouncilorBeachrecalledin the pastrequiring at leasttwo bidsfor landscapeimprovement
projects. Ms. Drought pointedout thatbecausethis is thebusiesttime oftheyearfor
landscapers,only oneresponsewasreceivedfrom landscapeswho werecontacted.

Mr. Compton askedif thegrant requestcamefrom Mr. Ryder who leasestheproperty,or
from the property owner. Ms. Drought believedthe requestcamefrom Mr. Ryderonly, She
acknowledgedthatCascadeLandscapeManagement’sproposalwassubmittedto 7-11.

Sinceonlyonebid wassubmitted,Mr. Woodsuggestedthatto showagoodfaith effortwas
made,staffprovide thenamesofother landscapecontractorswhowerecontacted.Councilor. Beachsuggestedthatstaffflix acopyofthe proposeddesignschemeto other contractors in an
effort to get a comparativebid onthe samedesign. Mr. Coniptonbelievedthequoted price
might be a little high. Ms. Drought gavea breakdownofthecosts,which included an
irrigationsystem.

Afterdiscussion,it wastheconsensusoftheBoardthatstaffcontactMr. Hyderto deteimine
theurgency,andinform him ofthe City’s rules for bidding. Ms. Droughtwill bring the issue
back nextmonth.

ADDH) ITF~M- Letter From Rick Curry RegardingFire Hydrant Requirement

Ms. Abbott advisedthatshereceiveda letterfrom Rick Cuny requestingthat the Board
considerthe issueofusingwi,an renewal dollars to pay for additionalhydrantsneededon
River Road, including onethat hewasrequired to install in connectiona newdevelopment
project. Mr. Curryhadincludedasdocumentationsupporting his request,a copy ofa letter
dated May15, 1996,from FireMarshalJoelSteinto R3Bin which he commentedonthe
inadequatenumberofhydrantsalongRiverRoad. Also attachedto Mr. Cuny’sletterwasa
copy ofthe invoice from theCity for installationofthehydrant next to theIzzy’sPizza Parlor,
just north ofhis project. Thecost for installation ofthe hydrant was$3,027.95. (Ms. Abbott
submitted Mr. Cuny’s letterfor the record.) City AttorneyJohnsonhad suggestedto Mr.
Cunythathe requesta recommendationfrom KURB.. K~,Utha,,R,,~IBoord
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Mr. Cunyconfirmedthat hehadagreedto payfor installationofthefire hydrantin orderto
obtaina buildingpermitfor the lastphaseofhis ‘~BudgetRent-a-Space”developmentproject.
It wasshortlyafterthat thatChiefSteintestifiedat anR3B meetingregardingthe inadequacy
ofhydrantsalongRiverRoad.Mr. Cuny acknowledgedthat the issuehadbeengoingon for
two years. Hewasnowbringingthe issueto KURB atCity AttorneyJohnson’ssuggestion.

Ms. Droughtconfirmedfor Mr. Ohmthat installationofthe fire hydrantwasa conditionplaced
on thedevelopmentby theFireDistrict. Mr. Cunyacknowledgedthattherewasno
expectationatthetimeheagreedto theconditionthatthe developerwould be reimbursedfor
it. However,theproject wasalreadyunderwaywhentheyweregivennotice.

Ms. Abbott recalledthatR3Bdiscussedputtingadditional fire hydrantson RiverRoadwhen
theytalkedaboutotherdesignissues. Mr. Morganacknowledgedthat theissuewasdiscussed
abouttwoyearsagowhentheBoardlookedat designissues.TheBoardhadlookedat a
hydrantplan,and talkedaboutincorporating it into thenext RiverRoaddesignphase--the
topicofdiscussionlater in tonight’sagenda Mr. Morganacknowledgedthat installationof
hydrantswould beanappropriateuil,an renewalactivityand,that it shouldbegiven
considerationalongwith all the otherpotentialactivities. Mr. Compton believedthat the issue
shouldbe lookedat with respectto the entire corridor; that the Board shouldmakeadecision
to do themall, or none.

Ms. Drought confirmed that the permitting processisstill requiringhydrants, dependingon the

S type ofdevelopmentand location. Mr. Frank wasawareofother retailerswhohadpaid for
hydrants. Mr. Ohm indicated that he would like to find outwhatMr. Cuny’soriginal pemiit
required. Mr. Morganexplainedhow hydrantsaresitedto serveanentirearea.

Ms. Drought agreedto bring back thepreviously discussedhydrantplanfor further
discussionnextmonth. By consensus,Mr. Cony’s requestwastabled until theBoard
has opportunity to lookat theplanandconsiderhow it wishesto proceedwith hydrants
in thecontextoftheRiver RoadDesignPlan.

M)DED ITEM - GoverningRules

Ms. Abbott recalledlastmonth’s discussionofdevelopinggoverningrulesfor KURB. Rather
thanhavingtheentireBoardspendmoretimeon the issue,sheintendedto appointtwo
membersto a subcommitteeto draft someverysimplerulesdealingwith meetingtime,election
ofofficers,absences~etc., to bringbackfor reviewby theBoard. Ms. Abbott appointedBob
Ohm andTom WoodasaSubcommitteeto draftgoverningrides.

6.2 UpdateofRiver RoadDesignPlan

ConsultantJohnMorgan led a discussionto preliminarily identii~ja list ofprojectsto include in
theRiver RoadDesignPlan update. Henoted that Board membersreceivedwith theiragendas
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a copy ofa memorandumthat will go to all groupsand individualsidentified as“stakeholders,”
• who havean interestin what might happenwithin theRiver Roadconidor. A matrix attathed

to thememodealt with two categories: “Projects currently authorized in theRenewalPlan”
and ‘Projects for considerationfor theDesignPlan.” The headingson thematrixare(project)
Type, Authorized project, Description,CostlAllocation,andSchedule. Mr. Morgan noted that
the stakeholdersarebeing askedto provide commentsasto changes,additions,or deletionsto
the list by September18 sothat KURB canreview andconsiderall the submissionsat next
month’s meeting. A public meetingto allow commenton the draft Plan will be held at a later
date.

Ms. Drought read the list ofstakeholderswho will receivethememo. Included wereallCity
boardsandcommissions,theCity Council, theFireDistrict, City Public Works andPolice
Departments,andother staff, the Transit Distnct, the public utility companies,theCity of
Salem,Marion County, Polk County, ODOT, STAATS, CommunityPolicing; Neighborhood
Associations,ChamberofCommerce,LSACS,andClaggettCreekWatershed Committee.

Mr. Morgan explainedthe differencebetweenthe two categoriesofprojects included in the
matrix. Hepointed Out that the “projectscurrentlyauthorized,”thoughlisted in thecurrent
renewal plan, havenot yetbeendone and thatsomedo not havefluids allocatedto them.
‘Projects for consideration in thedesignplan” representa compilation ofideasdiscussedover
the lastcoupleyearsby the PlanningCommission andother groups in the community. He
suggestedthat in lookingat what to include in thedesignplan,the Commissionconsiderboth
lists. Healsowelcomedsuggestionsfor itemsnot currentlyon either list. Mr. Morgan. proceededlogoover the matrix, item by item. Heprovided additional commentand
respondedto questionsfrom Commissioners.

(Ms. Drought left themeetingat 8:00 p.m.)

Following reviewofthe matrix, Mr. Morgan commentedon the dollar amountavailableto
fund renewal district projects. Theremaining expectedrevenueover the life ofthe renewal
district is about $22million. Ofthat, between$8 and$9 million will go for debt service,$8
million is allocated for the ChemawaActivity Center, leavingabout $4 million to work with
inside theRiverRoad corridor. Mr. Morgan reiterated thatabsenta renewalplan amendment
the total dollar amountidentified in the renewalplan cannot beexceeded,However,within
availablefluids, dollars can beShuffled from oneprojectto another. Heacknowledgedthat the
$8 million allocatedfor the ChemawaActivity Center couldbedirectedelsewherewithin the
renewal district. Hecommentedonother possiblefinding sourcesfor ChemawaActivity
Center Improvements, including partialurbanrenewal funding.

Mr. Morgan wasaskedif any projects on the list mightbelookedat asuntouchable. Other
thanPlymouth Drive improvements,scheduledto be donenext year, he could think ofnone.

The Commissionfurtherdiscussedpossibleurbanrenewalparticipation in ChemawaActivity
Center improvements.
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• Mr. Morgan askedif anyonewantedto suggestdeletionsoradditionsto thelist. Mr. Compton
suggestedeliminating the$25,000housingrehabprogram. Mr. Morgansuspectedthat
althoughonly a limitednumberofhousesarewithin theurbanrenewaldistnctboundanes,
therewould beoppositionto eliminatingwhat hasbeen a popularworking program. Ms.
Abbott indicatedthat shewould like to leave the list intact until after receivingcommentsfrom
the stakeholders. As possibleadditionsfor furtherdiscussion,Mr. Ohmsuggestedincluding
the au~uaticcenterand libratymentioned at lastmonth’s meeting.Mr. Wood suspectedsuch
issueswould surfitce oncestakeholdershaveopportunityto comment. Alongthat line, it was
pointedOut that stakeholdersneedto be madeawarethat urban renewalmoneycannotbeused
for operationandmaintenance.It wassuggestedthatMr. Morgan include in hismemoto
stakeholderscommentasto what urban renewalmoneycan andcannot be usedfor.

Mr. Morgan indicatedthat he would updatethememoprior to mailing it to stakeholders.
Reviewingstakeholdercommentsandnarrowingthe list of projectswill be the focusofnext
month’s meeting.

7. ANNOUNCEMENTSAND AGENDA INPUT

7.1 RegularMeeting- September23, 1998

Ms. Abbott distributedcopiesoftheKeizerVolunteer Manualgwento her by Ann Rasmusof
the VolunteerCoordinatingCommittee.

8. ADJOURN

The meetingwasadjourned by ChairAbbott at 8:58p.m.
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