
Minutes

S River RoadRedevelopmentBoard
Keizer City Hall - Library
Wednesday,July 31, 1996

1. CALL TO ORDER

Themeetingwascalledto orderby ChairmanComptonat7:03 p.m.

2. ROLL CALL

Thefollowing memberswerepresent:StanCompton,MannyMartinez,June
Abbott, Tim Smith,andShannonBlake-Thiess.MarkGrenzarrivedat 7:06p.m.
JoeVanMeterarrivedat7:11 p.m. Rick Curry arrivedat7:21 p.m.

Alsopresentwere: KeizerFire MarshalJoelStein, InlandShoresArchitectChris
Freshley,CherryAvenueDesignPlanConsultantJohnSpencer,Community
DevelopmentDirectorJohnMorgan,andRecordingSecretaryNonaOxe’. Council
Liaison Carl Beacharrivedat9:05 p.m.

3. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

S It wasmovedby Ms. Blake-Thiessthat theminutesofJune26. 1996be approved.
Themotionwassecondedby Mr. Smithandcarried,all presentvoting ayeexcept
Mr. VanMeterandMr. Grenzwho abstainedfrom votinginasmuchastheywerenot
presentatthat meeting.

4. APPEARANCEOF INTERESTEDCITIZENS

KeizerTraffic SafetyCommissionChairmanPaul Gorlinskywasin attendanceas
anobserver.Les Zaitzwith theKeizertimeswasalsopresent.

5. DISCUSSION

5.1 River Road DesignPlan - Hydrant Locations

As wasrequestedattheJunemeeting,KeizerFire MarshalJoelSteindisplayedamap
depictingthe locationsof existingfire hydrantson RiverRoadandCherryAvenue. He
notedthat hecompletedavisual inspectionofthe37 existinghydrantsto verify their
location.

(Ivfr. Grenzarrivedandtookhis seatatthetable.)
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Onthemap,Fire MarshalSteinhadalsoidentifiedlocationsfor newhydrantsbasedon the

S Fire District’s 500-footrulefor locatinghydrants. He notedthatundertheproposedplan,
19 hydrantswould needto be added;someon RiverRoadandsomeon ChenyAvenue.

Mr. Steinrespondedto questionsaboutthe impactofhydrantspacingonengineresponse.
He notedthepossibleneedfor additionalengineswherehydrantsarespacedmorethan 500
- 600feetapart. He feltthatwith thecurrentgrowthtakingplaceon RiverRoadand Cherry
Avenue,it would be agoodtime to addtheneededhydrants.

Mr. Morganpointedout thatin rewritingtheRiverRoadDesignPlan,thehydrantplan
couldbeincorporatedin. Fundingsourceswould subsequentlybe determined.Henoted
thatincluding thehydrantplan in theoverall designplanwouldnot immediatelycommit
theCity to building all 19 hydrants. Henamedopportunitieswherehydrantinstallation
might be includedin projects,suchasnewconstruction,or sidewalkorwaterlinerebuild.
He surmisedthatadditionalhydrantswould impactinsuranceratesfor businesseswithin the
corridor. Mr. MorganrecommendedthatR3B, by motion, incorporatethehydrantplaninto
theupdatedRiverRoadDesignPlan.

Mr. Steinrespondedto questionsabouthydrantcoveragefor commercialareas. Henoted
thattheproposedadditionalhydrantsfor River Roadwouldprovideadequatecoveragefor
existingstructures.Foranylargenewcommercialdevelopment,additionalhydrantswould
be requiredaspartofthedevelopmentplan.

(Ivfr. VanMeterarrivedandtookhis seatatthetable.)

Mr. Comptonnotedplansto soonoverlayRiverRoad,andaskedif theFire District would
fundthereplacementor additionofhydrants. Mr. SteinrespondedthattheFireDistrict
budgetsfor hydrantmaintenance,butdoesnotbudgetfor replacementornewhydrants.
Whenquestionedby Mr. Comptonabouthydrantspacingin theproposedplan,Mr. Stein
indicatedthatwith thecity engineer’shelptherecouldbesomefine-tuning,possibly
eliminatingoneor two hydrants.

Mr. Smithindicatedsupportfortheplan. Hefelt that onceadopted,acostanalysiscouldbe
done,andthenR3B couldconsiderwhetherto participatein someform.

A briefdiscussionfollowedregardingcosts. Mr. Steinconcededthatin spacingproposed
newhydrants,thepotentialfor commercialdevelopmenthadnotbeentakeninto account.
Distance,andstaggeringon eachsideoftheroadwerethebasisfor spacing. Ms. Blake-
Thiessfelt thatany opportunityto takeadvantageofpotentialdevelopmentsitesasameans
offinancinghydrantinstallationshouldbeexplored. Mr. Smithreiteratedthatacost
analysiswould beappropriateafteradoptingaplan. Mr. Grenzestimatedthecostto install
a singlehydrantat$2,500to $4,000. Mr. Morganacknowledgedthatacostanalysiswould
bepaidfor from theUrbanRenewalbudget.
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(Mr. Curry arrivedandtookhis seatatthetable.). It wasmovedby Ms. Blake-ThiessthatR3B adoptFire MarshalStein’s
recommendedplanfor fire hydrantson RiverRoadandCherryAvenue. The
motion wassecondedby Mr. Smith.

It wasagreedthattheplanwould be subjectto fine-tuningwhichmight resultin lessthan
theproposed19 hydrants.

Themotioncarried,all presentvoting aye.

Fire MarshalSteinindicatedhis willingnessto respondto any otherRiverRoad
redevelopmentissues.

5.2 GatewaySign - Lockhaven& RiverRoad

Mr. Morganrecalledthatfundsarebudgetedto do agatewaysignofsomekind to provide
identity atthenorthernendof Keizer,aswasdoneatthesouthendofthecity. Henoted
thatthedevelopersoftheStaatsLakeproject,nowknownasInlandShores,havecomein
with aproposalfor anortherngateway.Mr. MorganintroducedChrisFreshley,theInland
Shoreslandscapearchitect,whowould shareaconceptfor not only theStaatsLakecorner,
but for amajorentrywayinvolving all fourcornersatLockhavenDrive andRiverRoad.

S Mr. MorganrecommendedthatR3B reviewtheideaswith Mr. Freshleyanddecidewhether
to pursuetheconcept. If therewasconcurrenceto pursuetheproposal,Mr. Freshleywould
preparedetailedplansandcostestimatesto presentto R3B atasubsequentmeetingasa
formalrequestfor PropertyImprovementGrantfunding. Mr. Morganreviewedthegrant
requirementsfor acity-widelandmarkeligible for 100%funding.

Mr. MorgannotedthattheInland Shoresdeveloperscontrolonly thenorthwestcorner. The
southwestcorneris City right-of-way,andis controlledby theCity. He pointedout thatthe
planalsoincorporates7-11propertyon thenortheastcorner,andKeizerCreeksideproperty
on thesoutheastcorner. It wouldbenecessaryto workwith thosepropertyownersif
improvementsweredoneon all fourcorners.

Mr. Smithaskedwho wouldmaintaintheimprovementsoncetheprojectis completed.Mr.
Morganansweredthatthedeveloperswouldmaintainthenorthwestcorner. TheCity’s
PublicWorksDepartmenthasindicatedthattheycouldmaintainthesouthwestcorner.

Mr. Freshleydisplayedtwo largedesigndrawingsdepictingthelandscapeplanand
monumentsignage. Hepointedout thefour cornersat LockhavenDrive andRiver Road
proposedfor inclusionin theentrywayconcept. Hedescribedthematerialsthatwould be
usedin themonumentsign andthroughouttheproject. Hepointedout theproposed
locationfor theKeizersignageandtheInlandShoressignage.Henotedthatadifferencein
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theelevationwouldprovidea separationanddistinctionbetweenthetwo signs. Theentire

S rockwall signagewouldcoverapproximately100 feet.

Mr. Freshleyreviewedthelandscapingplanfor thenorthwestcornerwhichwould
incorporatethecreekandwetlandswithin thesite. He pointedoutthemeanderingsidewalk
pulled backfrom thestreet,andthepedestrianvisualinterests,includingbenches,
incorporatedinto thedesign. Flowerswould be includedto providecolor. Heexplained
howtheentireareawould beelevatedfrom thestreetlevel.

Lookingatthepossibility of whatmight happenattheothercorners,Mr. Freshleypointed
out areaswherevegetationmight beincorporatedto diminishtheextentofthebuildingsand
asphalt,andsetup symmetrybetweenthecorners.

Ms. Blake-Thiessbroughtup thesubjectofthiswinter’s flood. It wasnotedthattheentire
Creeksideparkinglot would likely be floodedif thecornerareawereto flood.

A discussionfollowed regardingthecostoftheproject,andthepossibledegreeof urban
renewalparticipation. Mr. Morgannotedthatthereis $50,000in thebudgetfor agateway
sign, and$175,000wasbudgetedfor thepropertyimprovementprogram.

Mr. Freshleyrespondedto questionsaboutcoststo do thenorthwestcornerwhichwould
includetherock-wallmonumentsign. Heprovidedroughestimatesfor thevarious

S componentsoftheproject,for anestimatedtotal in theneighborhoodof $95,000.
A discussionfollowedregardingthevisibility oftheKeizersignage,andthe
appropriatenessofthesignageasanentrywayto theCity. Mr. Comptonwasconcerned
thatafterinvesting$95,000atthis locationtherewould still be aneedfor somekind of a
gatewaycomingfrom thenorthon River Road. Mr. Morgannotedthat athird sign could
be putatthesouthwestcornerto catchsouthboundtraffic, however,thecostwould go up.

Mr. VanMeterwasnotcertainaboutcallingan identity signatthis locationagateway.He
felt theproposedprojectwould be visually appealingandabenefitto Keizer,but thatit
might betterbe lookedat asafocalpoint. Hemadereferenceto thecurrently less-than-
appealingsoutheastcorner,andsuggestedthatany opportunityfor improvementsatthe
cornershouldbe considered.

Mr. Freshleyfelt thattheextensiveeasementattheCreeksideShoppingCenterpropertyon
thesoutheastcornerwouldprovideagoodopportunityfor enhancedlandscaping.He
respondedto questionsaboutavailableeasementattheothertwo corners.Becauselittle
areawasavailableatthenortheastcorner,therewasaconcernthatlandscapingthat would
providescreeningof theasphaltand7-11storewould alsocauseavisionobstructionfor
traffic atthecorner.
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A discussionfollowedregardingan appropriatelocationfor an entrywayatthenorthendof

S theCity. Mr. Smithpointedout thattheLockhavenlRiverRoadcornerrepresentedthe
northendoftheCity’s businessdistrict. Mr. Comptonsurmisedthattheextremenortherly
boundaryoftheCitywould be consideredappropriatefor an entryway,ratherthanhavingit
placedamile into theCity. Mr. VanMetercommentedthat theParksCommittee
envisionedanotherparkacrosstheroadfrom TheMeadowsPark. Hesuggestedthatif that
wereto cometo pass,it might be an appropriatelocation.

Mr. Morganremindedthegroupthat thePlanningCommissionhadrecommendedthatthe
City retainthecornerofMcLeodandLockhavenfor anortheastentrysign. He pointedout
thatit would be outsiderenewaldistrict boundaries,andthusanotherfunding sourcewould
be needed.An entrywayattheextremenortherlyentranceto theCity would alsobe outside
renewaldistrictboundaries.

With regardto theproposedmonumentsign, Ms. Abbott felt thatthesign, asdepictedon
thedrawings,indicated“welcometo Keizer’sInlandShores.”Shecould seetheproposal
asafocalpoint,butnotasan entryor gateway,andobjectedto using fundsdesignatedfor a
gatewaysign. Mr. Morganreaffirmedthatif theprojectwasidentifiedasa“focal point,”
propertyimprovementprogramfundscouldbeused.

Mr. Curry confirmedwith Mr. FreshleythattheKeizergatewaysigncouldbeplacedon the
southwestcorner. Mr. Freshleyalsoacknowledgedthatregardlessof urbanrenewal

S participation,thedeveloperwouldputup a 100-footwall monumentsign fortheInlandShoresdevelopment.Theproject,however,would be somewhatscaledbackto meettheirneeds.

JohnSpencer,asaninterestedobserver,felt that scalingdownwoulddiminishthevisual
impactoftheproject. HesawtheStaatscornerandtheCreeksidecornerasthetwo most
importantcomponentsattheintersectionandsuggestedthat theybe ofthehighestpriority.
With regardto agatewayorarrival, he suggestedthepossibility ofidentifying RiverRoad
asaplace,with possibly“Welcometo RiverRoad”signage.He emphasizedthatthe
opportunityfor asignificantprojectshouldnotbe lost.

A discussionfollowedregardingimprovementsattheotherthreecorners. Ms. Abbott
pointedout otheropportunitiesfor urbanrenewalparticipationon CherryAvenueandRiver
Road. Shesuggestedsettingguidelinesfor howmuchurbanrenewalwould assistfor focal
points. She felt thatno moreshouldbe allowedthanwasgrantedfor theWittenberg
project.

Mr. CurryandMr. Smithbothindicatedstrongsupportfor Mr. Freshley’sproposal. As
well asthevisualappeal,theyfelt it would be anicewalkwayfor thepublic, andwould be
in thebestinterestoftheCity. Mr. Curry felt thatby doing landscapingimprovementsat
theotherthreecorners,theexpanseof theInlandShorescornerwouldappearevengreater.
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Notingthe inclusionof ClaggettCreekin thedesignplan,Ms. Blake-Thiessagreedwith the. conceptof afocalpointatthenorthwestcorner.

Mr. Freshleyagreedthatratherthanidentifying ageographicboundary,it might be more
appropriateto usesomeform ofidentityto indicatearrival in theheartofKeizer--possibly
notasign, butaclockorsomeotherstructure.

After furtherdiscussion,therewasageneralagreementto considertheproposalasafocal
point, eligible for propertyimprovementprogramfunds.

It wasmovedby Mr. VanMeterto supporttheproposedprojectoutof theproperty
improvementprogramfunds. Themotionwassecondedby Mr. Grenz.

A discussionfollowed regardingtheextentofurbanrenewalparticipation. Mr. Morgan
respondedto questionsaboutthegrantawardedfortheWittenbergproject. Henotedthat
Mr. Wittenberg’sgrantwasadollar-for-dollarmatch. Heacknowledgedthatby identifying
theproposedprojectasacommunity-widelandmark,it couldbe eligible for 100%funding.

Mr. Smithindicatedthatfor him to supportanythingbeyondthedeveloper’scornerhe
wouldwantassurancethattheothercornerswould be maintainedyear-round.Mr. Morgan
notedthatacommitmentwouldhaveto be madeby theownersoftheCreeksideproperty
andthe7-11 property.

S In light oftheuncertaintyasto anamountofurbanrenewalcontribution,Mr. Morgan
suggestedthat theBoardindicateits preferenceto pursuetheproposedimprovementforthe
northwestcorner,andhaveMr. Freshleycomebackatthenextmeetingwith abudgetanda
request.

Ms. Blake-Thiessindicatedthat shecouldnotsupportthemotionwithoutadollaramount
attached.

Offhand,Mr. VanMetersuggestedsettinga limit of $20,000. It wasperceivedthat
propertyownersattheremainingcornersmight notagreeto participatemaking it necessary
for urbanrenewalto fund 100%of theirimprovements.Mr. Comptonaskedif Mr.
Freshleycouldalsocomeup with estimatesfor improvementsatthosecorners. Mr.
Freshleyagreedto puttogethersomepreliminaryestimates.Mr. Freshleypointedout the
needto presenttheproposalto thepropertyownersprior to makingadecisionregarding
theirproperty. Mr. Grenzstressedtheimportanceofacting ontheInlandShoresproposal
sinceit is realandreadyto happen.

Mr. Freshleyrespondedto questionsabouttheextentoftheprojectwith andwithouturban
renewalparticipation. He pointedouttheBoard’sapparentwillingnessto participateatthe
othercornerswithoutparticipationby thepropertyowners.Notingtheextensive
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landscapingproposedby theInlandShoresdevelopers,he felt therewasconsiderable. rationalfor urbanrenewalparticipationatthenorthwestcorner.

Mr. Comptonpointedout thatif insufficientfundsremainedin thebudgetto do theother
threecorners,theycouldbe consideredin thefollowing year’sbudget. Forthepresent,he
suggestedvotingon themotionon thefloor. Nextmontha specificdollar amountcouldbe
considered.

It wasclarifiedfor Ms. Blake-Thiessthat themotionwasspecificto thenorthwestcorner
only. Shestatedthat shecouldseeno purposein voting on themotionsincetheissue
would comebacknextmonth.

Themotion carried,all presentvoting ayeexceptMs. Blake-Thiesswhovotedno.

Mr. Morganindicatedthathe wouldwork outdetailswith Mr. Freshleyprior to hisnext
presentation.Hereceivedconfirmationto includein theprojectsomekind ofidentity sign,
not necessarily“Welcometo Keizer.” It wassuggestedthat Mr. Morganalsopursuethe
proposalwith thepropertyownersattheothercorners,andconfirmwith thePublicWorks
Departmentthattheywouldmaintainany landscapeimprovementsattheCity-owned
corner.

Ms. Blake-Thiessfelt thattheBoardwashavingto makedecisionsby reaction. She
• indicatedthat shewould like to seetheBoarddecidespecificallywhereto put dollars,and

alsodetermineadollarlimit for participationin projects.With the limited amountof
moneyavailable,shefelt therewasaneedto prioritizeprojects.

A discussionfollowedregardingtheBoard’sdecisionson focalpoints. It wasnotedthat
generallocationswereidentified,but alsopointedout thatopportunitiesfor beautifyingall
oftheredevelopmentareashouldnotbe overlooked.Ms. Abbott stressedthattheBoard
shouldnot loosesightofwhat’salreadybeendecided.

Mr. Freshleysuggestedthatratherthanhandingout “a dollarhere,andadollarthere,” it
might be beneficialto pick oneprecedentkind ofprojectandthenuseit asastandardto
bring theotherprojectsup to.

TheBoardrecessedat8:35 p.m. andreconvenedat8:40p.m.

ANNOUNCEMENTS- (Added item)

Bus Pullout/Transit Shelter

Mr. Morganreportedthatanopportunityhassurfacedwith Bi-Mart to work towarddoing a

buspullout andatransitshelternorthofIris Lane. Bi-Mart hasindicatedthattheywill beS
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willing to exploregiving or sellingthe landto theCity. Mr. Morgannotedthat thiswould. be consistentwith R3B’splanfor afocal pointin thearea.

Mr. Morganexplainedhowtheprojectwould be configuredto allowroomfor two busesat
thesametime. Henotedthatit wouldmeanspendingmoneybudgetedfor busspullouts,
andthuswouldneedto comebackto R3B for arecommendationto theCity Council. At
this time, Mr. Morganwasseekingdirectionfrom R3B asto whetherto proceed.

TheBoardconcurredthatMr. Morganshouldpursuetheopportunity.

Sign Code Compliance

Mr. Morgandistributedcopiesof asigncompliancelist. Thelist representedan analysisof
everybusinessthatstill hasan outstandingsigncodeissue. Of the96 original businesses
with complianceissues,51 remained.Mr. Morgancalledattentionto afew ofthe
businesseswith non-complyingsigns. Henotedthat thefinal grantapplicationdateis
September1, andonly $15,000remainsin thefund. Letterswill go in themail tomorowto
thoseon thelist.

ChemawaInterchange

Mr. Morganreportedthata“big-enduser”hasapproachedtheCity regardinga
• developmentprojectattheChemawaInterchange.Theproposalis for aminor-league

baseballstadiumnorthofTepperattheLabishStableslocation. Theapplicantsareprivate
people,however,therewould be public involvement. Mr. Morgandescribedtheproposal
nowbeingworkedout. It callsfor theCity to financethe infrastructureadequateto support
thestadium. Mr. Morgandescribedthe improvementsthatwould be requiredto getthe
privateinvestmentto do thestadium. Henotedthat therewouldberisksaswell as
opportunities.

Mr. Morganexplainedtheideacurrentlyon thetablethatwould expediteputtingtogether
thefinancing. It wouldextendtheNorthRiverRoadRedevelopmentDistrict to encompass
the land,asopposedto forming awholenewurbanrenewaldistrict. Mr. Morgancouldsee
no detrimentaleffecton River Roadefforts. Hepointedout thetax incrementadvantages
thatwould eventuallybe realizedin additionto financingtheinfrastructureimprovements.

Mr. MorganrelayedCouncil’s invitation to R3B membersto attenda City Council
ExecutiveSessionon Monday,August5 at5:30p.m. to dealwith thedetailsofthe
proposal.

Mr. Morganrespondedto questionsaboutthe impacton theChemawaActivity Center
Plan. HenotedthattheCampusLight IndustrialandCommercialareaswould notbe
touched.He concededthattraffic andotherneighborhoodissueswould haveto be
addressed.He encouragedall Boardmembersto attendtheCouncil meeting.
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S 5.3 Cherry AvenueDesignPlan

Mr. Morgannotedthat ConsultantJohnSpencerwould bereviewingthedraftreportand
engineeringdrawings. HerequestedthatR3B workwith Mr. Spencerin determiningthe
stepsto be takento finish thedraft, includingadditionalpublic input. The intent wasto first
setaneighborhoodmeetingon CadeStreetwithin thenexttwo to threeweeksto talk about
optionsfor Cade. Mr. Morgansuggestedthat theBoardtonightseta specificdateandtime
for thatmeeting.

JohnSpencerreferredto thedraft reportanddrawings. He notedthateverythingin the
reportreflectedtheBoard’sdirectionoverthe lastseveralmonths. Ratherthangoing into
greatdetail on issuesalreadydiscussed,he wishedto respondto commentsandquestions
fromtheBoard. Henotedthatyetto be donewasthefinal landscapeoverlay. Hehadheld
off on havingit completedto receiveany final commentsfrom theBoard. Henotedthathe
would like to incorporateany final direction,andfinalizethedocumentfor adoptionand
forwardingon to theCouncil.

Mr. Spencerpointedout thatspecificrecommendationsto createtwo newdistricts,the
CommercialDistrict andIndustrialBusinessParkzone,wouldneedto go to thePlanning
Commissionandthento Council. Also, in orderto implementall four oftheeast/west
streetprojects,besidesIris Lane,it would benecessaryto amendtheUrbanRenewalPlanto

S addstreetimprovementsfor Plymouth,Cade,and,if included,Sunset.Mr. Spencernoted

thathewill alsobe addinganexecutivesummaryin thefinal draft report.

Mr. Spencerrespondedto questionsaboutpropertyproposedfor IndustrialBusinessPark
zoning. Mr. Morganacknowledgedthatthezoningwould be consideredby thePlanning
Commissionat its Augustmeeting.

Mr. SpencerremindedtheBoardthattherehadbeenconsiderablediscussionregardinga
proposed10-foot wide sidewalk. Henotedthatthecurrentdrawingshowsa5-footwide
sidewalk. Thetext,however,talksabouta 10-foot sectionovera certainstretch.Mr.
Spenceradvisedthatthe landscapeoverlayplanwill showthe 10-footwide sidewalkasan
option. He recalledpreviousdiscussionof areaswherea 10-footwide sidewalkwould
workwell andhavelittle moreimpactthanonefive feetwide. Henotedthatit would be
necessaryto buy a little moreland,butwouldmakelittle differencefrom acostpoint of
view. Hepointedoutadvantagesto havingthewider sidewalkin certainareas.

(CouncilorBeacharrivedandtookhis seatatthetable.)

Mr. Spencerrespondedto questionsaboutimpactson specificsitesalongthecorridor.

After discussion,theBoardagreedto scheduleaneighborhoodmeetingwith CadeAvenue
residentsandpropertyownerson August14 at6:00p.m. Themeetingwill be heldoutside
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onthestreet,anddesign,parking,alignment,andotherrelatedissueswill be discussed.Mr.

S Morganwill providenoticeto the interestedparties,theCity Council,thePlanning
CommissionandR3B.

It wasalsoagreedto haveapublicmeetingaroundmid-September.Wednesday,September
18 at 7:00p.m. wastentativelyagreedupon. Mr. Morgansuggestedholdingthepublic
meetingin themeetingroomoftheMennoniteChurchon Candlewood.Hewill makethe
arrangements.TheBoardwill meetthefollowing Wednesdayto discussinputreceivedat
thepublic meeting. Mr. Spencernotedthathe will addtheexecutivesummaryandput
togetherthelandscapeplanbeforepublicdistributionoftheCherryAvenueDesignPlan.

Mr. Morganrespondedto questionsaboutfundsavailableto beginconstructiononceaplan
is decidedupon.

Mr. Morganannouncedthathe formally requestedanincreaseto $800,000in theFederal
contribution--upfrom $400,000. He anticipatedreceivingatleast$600,000.

6. ANNOUNCEMENTSAND AGENDA INPUT

6.1 Regular Meeting - August 28, 1996

CadeAvenue,andtheInlandShoresproposalwill be on theagenda.

7. ADJOURN

Themeetingwasadjournedby ChairmanComptonat9:25 p.m.
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