
 

 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

AGENDA and Notice of Urban Renewal Agency 
And Local Contract Review Board Meetings 

The City of Newport Urban Renewal Agency and Local Contract Review Board meetings 
will be held on Monday, March 16, 2015, at 6:00 P.M. The meetings will be held in City 
Council Chambers of the Newport City Hall, located at 169 S.W. Coast Highway, Newport, 
Oregon 97365. A copy of the agenda follows. 
 
The meeting location is accessible to persons with disabilities. A request for an interpreter 
for the hearing impaired, or for other accommodations for persons with disabilities, should 
be made at least 48 hours in advance of the meeting to Peggy Hawker, City Recorder 
541.574.0613. 
 
The City Council reserves the right to add or delete items as needed, change the order of 
the agenda, and discuss any other business deemed necessary at the time of the work 
session and/or meeting. 

 
URBAN RENEWAL AGENCY MEETING 

Monday, March 16, 2015 – 6:00 P.M. 
City Council Chambers 

  

I. Call to Order and Roll Call 
   

II. Public Comment 
This is an opportunity for members of the audience to bring to the Council’s 
attention any item not listed on the Agenda. Comments will be limited to three (3) 
minutes per person with a maximum of 15 minutes for all items. Speakers may not 
yield their time to others. 

 

III. Consent Calendar 
The consent calendar consists of items of a repeating or routine nature 
considered under a single action. Any Councilor may have an item on the 
consent agenda removed and considered separately on request. 
 

A. Approval of  the Urban Renewal Agency Minutes from March 2, 2015 
(Hawker) 
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IV. Executive Director Report 
All matters requiring approval of the Urban Renewal Agency originating from the 
city manager and departments will be included in this section. This section will 
also include any status reports for the Urban Renewal Agency information. 
 

A. Consideration and Possible Adoption of Resolution No. 3707– to Initiate the 
Process to Create a New Urban Renewal Plan 

B. Consideration and Possible Adoption of Resolution No. 3708 - Establishing 
an Advisory Committee to Assist in the Preparation of the New Urban 
Renewal Plan 

 
 

V.                              LOCAL CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD 
Monday, March 16, 2015 
City Council Chambers 

 
A. Call to Order 

 
B. Notice of Intent to Award a Contract for Auditing Services for the Urban 

Renewal Agency to Boldt, Carlisle, and Smith, LLC. 
 

C.    Adjournment 
 

 
 

RETURN TO URBAN RENEWAL AGENCY MEETING 
 

VI. Adjournment 
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March 2, 2015 
5:45 P.M. 

Newport, Oregon 
 
 
 
 The Urban Renewal Agency of the City of Newport met on the above date in the 
Council Chambers of the Newport City Hall. On roll call, Allen, Roumagoux, Swanson, 
Sawyer, Engler, Saelens, and Busby were present. 
 Staff present was Acting City Manager Smith, City Recorder Hawker, City Attorney 
Rich, Community Development Director Tokos, Finance Director Murzynsky, Public 
Works Director Gross, and Police Chief Miranda. 
 

CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
 The consent calendar consisted of the following item: 
 
 A. Approval of the minutes of the January 20, 2015 Urban Renewal Agency 
meeting. 
 
 MOTION was made by Swanson, seconded by Busby, to approve the consent 
calendar as presented. The motion carried unanimously in a voice vote. 
 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT 
 
 Consideration and Possible Adoption of Resolution No. 3705 – Authorizing the 
Issuance and Sale of $5,475,000 Urban Renewal Borrowings. Smith reported that in May 
2007, the Urban Renewal Agency executed a master bond declaration for the South 
Beach Urban Growth Area. He stated that the South Beach Urban Growth Area has a 
maximum indebtedness of $38,750,000, and that to date, $18,201,000 of indebtedness 
has been incurred. He stated that the work that will be completed using this financing 
includes: SW Abalone Street improvements; SW 30th Street improvements; 27th and Brant 
Streets improvements; and SE Ferry Slip Road improvements. He added that these funds 
will be utilized for the purchase of the NE corner of the future 35th Street and Highway 101 
intersection. He stated that all projects utilizing this funding need to be part of the Urban 
Renewal Plan for the South Beach Urban Growth Area. He added that Resolution No. 
3705 authorizes the borrowing of up to $5,475,000 with the proceeds being used to 
finance projects that are included in the plan area. He stated that the resolution authorizes 
the Executive Director to take appropriate action as outlined in the resolution. Smith 
reported that the resolution has been reviewed by various staff members, including Rich, 
and bond counsel. 
 Smith reported that after this debt is incurred, the Agency will have sufficient funds 
to complete Phase III of the work which is estimated to require $7,360,000. He stated that 
this will keep the District within its maximum indebtedness of $38,750,000 through the 
closure of the District. 
 Tokos reported that this is a programmed Phase II borrow, and important to the 
acquisition of the property. It was noted that the funds need to be in the bank at the end 
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of March, and are necessary to move forward with construction. Murzynsky reported that 
six bids were received on the financing of this borrow, with Columbia Bank submitting a 
bid with a 2.83 percent interest rate. 
 Allen recommended that references, in the resolution, to City Manager, be 
changed to Executive Director, and that in Section 4., Delegation, the second line be 
changed to read “the Urban Renewal Agency” rather than “its Board of Directors.” 

MOTION was made by Engler, seconded by Roumagoux, to adopt Resolution No. 
3705, with Allen’s recommended changes subject to the approval of bond counsel, which 
authorizes the borrowing of $5,475,000 to finance projects as described in the Urban 
Renewal Plan for the area, including the purchase of land and authorizes the Executive 
Director to act as the Agency Official under the terms of this resolution. Allen noted that 
he had voted against the purchase of the property, but since this borrow covers other 
projects, he planned to vote in favor of the resolution. The motion carried unanimously in 
a voice vote. 
 

ADJOURNMENT 
 
 Having no further business, the meeting adjourned at 5:55 P.M. 
 
 
 
___________________________________ ________________________________ 
Margaret M. Hawker, City Recorder  David N. Allen, Chair 
 

URA March 16, 2015 4



EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR'S REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Agenda #: IV.A. and B.
Meeting Date: March 16.2015

Agenda Item:
Consideration and Possible Adoption of Resolution No. 3707 -Initiating the
Process to Create a New Urban Renewal Plan, and Consideration and
Possible Adoption of Resolution No. 3708 - Establishing an Advisory
Committee to Assist in the Preparation of the New Urban Renewal Plan

Background:
The City of Newport established an Urban Renewal Agency pursuant to ORS Chapter 457
with Resolution No. 1647, effective June 5, 1972. The Agency originally consisted of
members of the community appointed by the City Council. That changed in 2007, when the
Newport City Council elected to take over the Agency's responsibilities (Ordinance No.
1910).

Since its inception, the Urban Renewal Agency has been responsible for the preparation
and implementation of two Urban Renewal Plans, the first was the "Newport Urban Renewal
Plan," created by Council Resolution No. 1685, and adopted on May 7, 1973. The second
was the "South Beach Urban Renewal Plan," established by Ordinance No. 1341, adopted
September 12, 1983. The Newport Urban Renewal Plan ceased collecting a tax increment
in Fiscal Year 2010/2011 and was closed in 2013.

In 2012, the City of Newport performed an Economic Opportunity Analysis, engaging a wide
range of stakeholders to assess the economic condition of the city; develop a cohesive
economic strategy and vision for the community; and to identify steps the city could take to
help the community achieve its economic development aspirations. One of the
recommendations that followed called for the city to evaluate the feasibility of creating a new
urban renewal plan area north of the Yaquina Bay Bridge to address issues of underutilized
commercial and industrial properties and infrastructure deficiencies. A feasibility study was
completed by the consulting firm ECONorthwest in 2014, under the direction of the Newport
Planning Commission. The study evaluated three potential boundaries for the district with
conceptual project lists for each. It was focused on the US 20 and US 101 highway corridors
and Agate Beach areas that, with the exception of City Center, have not benefitted from
urban renewal investments in the past. The feasibility study demonstrated that all three
options were potentially viable.

Representatives of the affected taxing districts have had an opportunity to review the
feasibility study, meet with city staff, and provide testimony to the Urban Renewal Agency.
The city also hired ECONorthwest to prepare detailed fiscal impact analysis for each of the
taxing districts and that analysis has been shared with the districts.
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DRS Chapter 457.085, which is included in the packet, lists a number components that must
be included in an urban renewal plan. Resolution No. 3707 may utilized to kick start the
process for preparing the plan, and it provides additional guidance for how it is to be
prepared, building upon the feasibility study and the January 12, 2015 joint City
Council/Planning Commission work session that was held to discuss how to best move the
process forward.

In addition to spelling out the components that must be included in an urban renewal plan,
DRS 475.085 encourages the Urban Renewal Agency to involve the public in all stages of
a plan's development. To that end, Resolution No. 3708 has been prepared creating an
advisory committee to help develop the plan. It includes representatives from the affected
taxing districts, the Chamber of Commerce, City Center Newport Association, Central
Lincoln PUD, Yaquina Bay Economic Foundation, Planning Commission, and City Council.
The County would be afforded two representatives because it is the only entity with more
than one taxing district that will be impacted. Two of the city's seven Planning Commission
members live in the portion of Agate Beach that is being considered for urban renewal
investment. One of them would serve on the committee as a representative of the area since
there are no neighborhood or business associations to fill that role.

Once the plan is developed it must be submitted to the Newport Planning COlT\mission for a
recommendation. After that, it would have to be adopted by ordinance of the Newport City
Council.

Recommended Action:
If the Agency wishes to move forward with the initiation of a new urban renewal plan, and
establishing a committee to work on plan development, it is recommended that Resolution
Nos. 3707 and 3708 be adopted by the following motions:

I move to adopt Resolution No. 3707, a resolution initiating the process of creating a new
urban renewal plan in the City of Newport.

I move to adopt Resolution No. 3708, a resolution establishing an advisory committee to
assist in the preparation of the new urban renewal plan.

Alternatives:
Not proceeding with an urban renewal plan. Urban renewal is one of the few tools that a
local government can leverage to generate funds for investment in infrastructure and real
property in order to facilitate economic growth. The feasibility study shows that the targeted
areas are appropriate choices for urban renewal investment, and that if it is done wisely,
then the affected taxing entities and community at large will benefit from the resulting growth
and revitalization.

Respectfully submitted,

Peggy Hawker
On behalf of Spencer Nebel, City Manager
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 Agenda Item # IV.A.  
 Meeting Date March 16, 2015  
 

URBAN RENEWAL 
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY 

City of Newport, Oregon 
 
 

Issue/Agenda Title Development of a new Urban Renewal Plan for Newport  
 
Prepared By: Derrick Tokos Dept Head Approval:  DT   City Mgr Approval:    
 

ISSUE BEFORE THE URBAN RENEWAL AGENCY:  Determination of whether or not the Newport Urban 
Renewal Agency should begin preparing an Urban Renewal Plan for properties in Agate Beach, along US 20, and along 
US 101 north of the Yaquina Bay Bridge. 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  Staff recommends that the Newport Urban Renewal Agency develop an Urban 
Renewal Plan for the affected areas. 
 
PROPOSED MOTIONS:   
 
MOTION NO. 1:  I move that the Agency adopt Resolution No. 3707, a resolution initiating the process of creating a 
new urban renewal plan in Newport. 
 
MOTION NO. 2:  I move that the Agency adopt Resolution No. 3708, a resolution establishing an advisory committee 
to assist in the preparation of the new urban renewal plan. 
 

KEY FACTS AND INFORMATION SUMMARY:  The City of Newport established an Urban Renewal Agency 
pursuant to ORS Chapter 457 with Resolution No. 1647, effective June 5, 1972.  The Agency originally consisted of 
members of the community appointed by the City Council.  That changed in 2007, when the Newport City Council 
elected to take over the Agency’s responsibilities (Ordinance No. 1910). 
 
Since its inception, the Urban Renewal Agency has been responsible for the preparation and implementation of two 
Urban Renewal Plans, the first being the “Newport Urban Renewal Plan,” created by Council Resolution No. 1685 on 
May 7, 1973 and the second being the “South Beach Urban Renewal Plan,” established with Ordinance No. 1341, 
adopted September 12, 1983.  The Newport Urban Renewal Plan ceased collecting a tax increment in Fiscal Year 10/11 
and was closed in 2013. 
 
In 2012, the City of Newport performed an Economic Opportunity Analysis, engaging a wide range of stakeholders to 
assess the economic condition of the City, develop a cohesive economic strategy and vision for the community, and to 
identify steps the City could take to help the community achieve its economic development aspirations.  One of the 
recommendations that followed called for the City to evaluate the feasibility of creating a new urban renewal plan area 
north of the Yaquina Bay Bridge to address issues of underutilized commercial and industrial properties and 
infrastructure deficiencies.  A feasibility study was completed by the consulting firm ECONorthwest in 2014, under the 
direction of the Newport Planning Commission.  The study evaluated three potential boundaries for the district with 
conceptual project lists for each.  It was focused on the US 20 and US 101 highway corridors and Agate Beach areas 
that, with the exception of City Center, have not benefitted from urban renewal investments in the past.  The feasibility 
study demonstrated that all three options were potentially viable. 
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Representatives of the affected taxing districts have had an opportunity to review the feasibility study, meet with city 
staff, and provide testimony to the Urban Renewal Agency.  The City also hired ECONorthwest to prepare detailed 
fiscal impact analysis for each of the taxing districts and that analysis has been shared with the districts. 
 
ORS Chapter 457.085 (attached) lists a number components that must be included in an urban renewal plan.  A draft 
resolution that the Agency may use to kick start the process for preparing the plan provides additional guidance for how 
it is to be prepared, building upon the feasibility study and the January 12, 2015 joint City Council/Planning 
Commission work session that was held to discuss how to best move the process forward. 
 
In addition to spelling out the components that must be included in an urban renewal plan, ORS 475.085 encourages 
the Urban Renewal Agency to involve the public in all stages of a plan’s development.  To that end, a resolution has 
been prepared creating an advisory committee to help develop the plan.  It includes representatives from the affected 
taxing districts, the Chamber of Commerce, City Center Newport Association, Central Lincoln PUD, Yaquina Bay 
Economic Foundation, Planning Commission, and City Council.  The County would be afforded two representatives 
because it is the only entity with more than one taxing district that will be impacted.  Two of the City’s seven Planning 
Commission members live in the portion of Agate Beach that is being considered for urban renewal investment.  One 
of them would serve on the committee as a representative of the area since there are no neighborhood or business 
associations to fill that role. 
 
Once the plan is developed it must be submitted to the Newport Planning Commission for a recommendation.  After 
that, it would have to be adopted by ordinance of the Newport City Council. 
 
OTHER ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED:  Not proceeding with an urban renewal plan.  Urban renewal is one 
of the few tools that a local government can leverage to generate funds for investment in infrastructure and real 
property in order to facilitate economic growth.  The feasibility study shows that the targeted areas are appropriate 
choices for urban renewal investment and that if it is done wisely then the affected taxing entities and community at 
large will benefit from the resulting growth and revitalization. 
 

CITY COUNCIL GOALS:  Moving forward with preparing a plan is consistent with the City Council’s goals.  
 

ATTACHMENT LIST:   
 Draft Resolution No. 3707 
 Draft Resolution No. 3708 
 Map showing the boundary of the Newport Urban Renewal Plan that closed in 2013. 
 Copy of ORS 475.085 to 475.090 
 Sample packet of outreach materials provided to affected taxing districts 
 Minutes from the January 12, 2015 City Council – Planning Commission Work Session 
 

FISCAL NOTES:  The City has budgeted $30,000 to hire a consultant to assist in developing the plan.  This amount is 
sufficient to cover a scope of work that fits within the sidebars provided in Resolution No. 3707.  If an Urban Renewal 
Plan is ultimately adopted by the City then there will be an impact to the City’s general fund since a portion of the 
annual increases in tax revenue would be reserved for urban renewal investment. 

URA March 16, 2015 8



 

Page 1 of 2 

RESOLUTION NO. 3707 
 

A RESOLUTION INITIATING 
THE PROCESS OF CREATING A NEW 
URBAN RENEWAL PLAN IN NEWPORT 

 
WHEREAS, City of Newport established an Urban Renewal Agency pursuant to ORS Chapter 
457 with Resolution No. 1647, effective June 5, 1972; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Urban Renewal Agency has been responsible for the preparation and 
implementation of two Urban Renewal Plans, the first being the “Newport Urban Renewal 
Plan,” created by Council Resolution No. 1685 on May 7, 1973 and the second being the 
“South Beach Urban Renewal Plan,” established with Ordinance No. 1341, adopted 
September 12, 1983; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Newport Urban Renewal Plan ceased collecting a tax increment in fiscal year 
2010/2011 and was closed in 2013; and 

 
WHEREAS, City of Newport conducted an Economic Opportunity Analysis in 2012, 
engaging a wide range of stakeholders to assess the economic condition of the City, 
develop a cohesive economic strategy and vision for the community, and to identify steps 
the City could take to help the community achieve its economic development aspirations; 
and  
 
WHEREAS, the study recommended that the City evaluate the feasibility of creating a new 
urban renewal plan area north of the Yaquina Bay Bridge to address issues of underutilized 
commercial and industrial properties and infrastructure deficiencies; and 
 
WHEREAS, a feasibility study was completed by the consulting firm ECONorthwest under 
the direction of the Newport Planning Commission in 2014 focusing on the US 20 and US 
101 highway corridors and Agate Beach areas that, for the most part, have not benefitted 
from urban renewal investments in the past; and 
 
WHEREAS, representatives of the affected taxing districts have had an opportunity to 
review the feasibility study, meet with city staff, and provide testimony to the Urban Renewal 
Agency; and 
 
WHEREAS, Urban Renewal Agency desires to move forward with preparing an Urban 
Renewal Plan as provided in ORS Chapter 457 and to provide general direction for how the 
plan is to be prepared. 
 
THE NEWPORT URBAN RENEWAL AGENCY RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS: 
 
Section 1.  A Citizen Advisory Committee shall be established by resolution to assist the 
Newport Urban Renewal Agency in preparing an Urban Renewal Plan for presentation to the 
Newport Planning Commission and Newport City Council. 

 
Section 2.  The Urban Renewal Plan shall address the requirements listed in ORS 457.085, 
and is to adhere to the following general parameters: 
 

URA March 16, 2015 9



 

Page 2 of 2 

a) The boundary for the new plan area is to be modelled after the “Large Option” 
contained in the 2014 ECONorthwest study.  Modifications to that boundary may be 
made so long as the overall acreage is not significantly increased. 

 
b) The conceptual project list included in the ECONorthwest feasibility study should be 

used as a starting point for identifying appropriate urban renewal projects.   In 
identifying projects, emphasis should be given to those that will stimulate economic 
activity, are likely to draw matching funds from individuals or entities benefitting from 
the investments, and that are consistent with the City’s public facility plans. 

 
c) The cost of administering the urban renewal program in a manner that will allow the 

Urban Renewal Agency to implement projects on schedule should be accounted for 
in the plan. 

 
d) Procedures for making minor and major amendments to the plan should include 

measures for engaging affected stakeholders in the Urban Renewal Agency’s 
decision making process.  This may include the establishment of an advisory 
committee to assist the agency over the life of the urban renewal plan. 

 
e) The plan should examine Urban Renewal Agency’s authority to collect a tax 

increment that is less than the amount it would otherwise be entitled to collect in a 
given year, and identify a framework for how that authority might be exercised and its 
impact to plan implementation. 

 
f) The maximum level of indebtedness established for the new urban renewal plan 

should not exceed $42 million over the life of the plan. 
 
Section 3.  It is the Urban Renewal Agency’s desire that the Urban Renewal Plan be 
completed such that, if the plan is adopted, the initial increment will be drawn in FY 2016/2017. 
 

Section 4.  This resolution shall be effective immediately upon passage. 
 
Adopted by the Newport Urban Renewal Agency on March 16, 2015. 
 
 
Signed on _________________, 2015. 
 
 
________________________________ 
David Allen, Chair 
Newport Urban Renewal Agency 
 
ATTEST:          
 
__________________________  
City Recorder  
 
Approved as to form: 
 
__________________________ 
City Attorney       
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CITY OF NEWPORT 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 3708 
 

A RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING AN 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE TO ASSIST IN THE  

PREPARATION OF A NEW URBAN RENEWAL PLAN 
 
 
WHEREAS, the Newport Urban Renewal Agency desires to move forward with preparing 
an urban renewal plan for certain areas in the vicinity of US 101, US 20 and Agate Beach 
as outlined in Resolution No. 3707; and 
 
WHEREAS, ORS 457.085(1), requires opportunities for public involvement at all stages 
in the development of an urban renewal plan; and 
 
WHEREAS, establishing an advisory committee to help develop the urban renewal plan 
provides such an opportunity for public involvement and allows the Urban Renewal 
Agency to leverage the expertise and experience of stakeholders within the community; 
and 
 
WHEREAS, having a citizen advisory committee provides an opportunity for affected 
taxing districts to directly participate in the development of the plan. 
 
THE NEWPORT URBAN RENEWAL AGENCY RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS: 
 
Section 1. The Newport Urban Renewal Agency establishes an Urban Renewal Advisory 

Committee with the following composition: 
 
    2 Lincoln County representatives; 
    1 Pacific Communities Hospital District representative; 
    1 Lincoln County School District representative; 
    1 Port of Newport representative; 
    1 Oregon Coast Community College representative; 
    1 Representative from the Greater Newport Chamber of Commerce; 
    1 Representative from the City Center Newport Association; 
    1 Representative of the Central Lincoln Public Utility District; 
    1 Representative from the Yaquina Bay Economic Foundation; 
    1 Planning Commission member and resident of Agate Beach; 

1 City Council member. 
 
Section 2. The Executive Director shall obtain from each of the listed organizations or 

entities the names of the individual or individuals that will serve on the 
committee on their behalf. 

 
Section 3. The Urban Renewal Advisory Committee will provide oversight and guidance 

to city staff and the city’s consultant in the preparation of the urban renewal 
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plan, and will provide a recommendation to the Planning Commission and City 
Council relating to its adoption. 

 
Section 4. The Urban Renewal Advisory Committee shall be empanelled until such time 

as an ordinance is presented to the City Council for adoption. 
 
Section 5. This resolution shall be effective immediately upon passage. 
 
Adopted by the Newport Urban Renewal Agency on March 16, 2015. 
 
 
 
________________________________ 
David Allen, Chair 
Newport Urban Renewal Agency 
 
ATTEST:          
 
__________________________  
City Recorder  
 
Approved as to form: 
 
__________________________ 
City Attorney       
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457.085 Urban renewal plan requirements; accompanying report; contents; approval required.
(1) An urban renewal agency shall provide for public involvement in all stages in the development of 
an urban renewal plan.
      (2) An urban renewal plan proposed by an urban renewal agency shall include all of the following:
      (a) A description of each urban renewal project to be undertaken.
      (b) An outline for the development, redevelopment, improvements, land acquisition, demolition 
and removal of structures, clearance, rehabilitation or conservation of the urban renewal areas of the 
plan.
      (c) A map and legal description of the urban renewal areas of the plan.
      (d) An explanation of its relationship to definite local objectives regarding appropriate land uses 
and improved traffic, public transportation, public utilities, telecommunications utilities, recreational 
and community facilities and other public improvements.
      (e) An indication of proposed land uses, maximum densities and building requirements for each 
urban renewal area.
      (f) A description of the methods to be used for the temporary or permanent relocation of persons 
living in, and businesses situated in, the urban renewal area of the plan.
      (g) An indication of which real property may be acquired and the anticipated disposition of said 
real property, whether by retention, resale, lease or other legal use, together with an estimated time 
schedule for such acquisition and disposition.
      (h) If the plan provides for a division of ad valorem taxes under ORS 457.420 to 457.460, the 
maximum amount of indebtedness that can be issued or incurred under the plan.
      (i) A description of what types of possible future amendments to the plan are substantial 
amendments and require the same notice, hearing and approval procedure required of the original plan 
under ORS 457.095 as provided in ORS 457.220, including but not limited to amendments:
      (A) Adding land to the urban renewal area, except for an addition of land that totals not more than 
one percent of the existing area of the urban renewal area.
      (B) Increasing the maximum amount of indebtedness that can be issued or incurred under the plan.
      (j) For a project which includes a public building, an explanation of how the building serves or 
benefits the urban renewal area.
      (3) An urban renewal plan shall be accompanied by a report which shall contain:
      (a) A description of physical, social and economic conditions in the urban renewal areas of the 
plan and the expected impact, including the fiscal impact, of the plan in light of added services or 
increased population;
      (b) Reasons for selection of each urban renewal area in the plan;
      (c) The relationship between each project to be undertaken under the plan and the existing 
conditions in the urban renewal area;
      (d) The estimated total cost of each project and the sources of moneys to pay such costs;
      (e) The anticipated completion date for each project;
      (f) The estimated amount of money required in each urban renewal area under ORS 457.420 to 
457.460 and the anticipated year in which indebtedness will be retired or otherwise provided for under 
ORS 457.420 to 457.460;
      (g) A financial analysis of the plan with sufficient information to determine feasibility;
      (h) A fiscal impact statement that estimates the impact of the tax increment financing, both until 
and after the indebtedness is repaid, upon all entities levying taxes upon property in the urban renewal 
area; and
      (i) A relocation report which shall include:
      (A) An analysis of existing residents or businesses required to relocate permanently or temporarily 
as a result of agency actions under ORS 457.170;

Page 1 of 2Chapter 457
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      (B) A description of the methods to be used for the temporary or permanent relocation of persons 
living in, and businesses situated in, the urban renewal area in accordance with ORS 35.500 to 
35.530; and
      (C) An enumeration, by cost range, of the existing housing units in the urban renewal areas of the 
plan to be destroyed or altered and new units to be added.
      (4) An urban renewal plan and accompanying report shall be forwarded to the planning 
commission of the municipality for recommendations, prior to presenting the plan to the governing 
body of the municipality for approval under ORS 457.095.
      (5) An urban renewal plan and accompanying report shall be forwarded to the governing body of 
each taxing district affected by the urban renewal plan and the agency shall consult and confer with 
the taxing districts prior to presenting the plan to the governing body of the municipality for approval 
under ORS 457.095. Any written recommendations of the governing body of each taxing district shall 
be accepted, rejected or modified by the governing body of the municipality in adopting the plan.
      (6) No urban renewal plan shall be carried out until the plan has been approved by the governing 
body of each municipality pursuant to ORS 457.095 and 457.105. [1979 c.621 §2; 1983 c.544 §1; 
1987 c.668 §1; 1987 c.447 §130; 1991 c.459 §332; 1997 c.541 §444]

      457.090 [Repealed by 1979 c.621 §28]

      457.095 Approval of plan by ordinance; required contents of ordinance; notice. The 
governing body of the municipality, upon receipt of a proposed urban renewal plan and report from 
the municipality’s urban renewal agency and after public notice and hearing and consideration of 
public testimony and planning commission recommendations, if any, may approve the urban renewal 
plan. The approval shall be by nonemergency ordinance which shall incorporate the plan by reference. 
Notice of adoption of the ordinance approving the urban renewal plan, and the provisions of ORS 
457.135, shall be published by the governing body of the municipality in accordance with ORS 
457.115 no later than four days following the ordinance adoption. The ordinance shall include 
determinations and findings by the governing body that:
      (1) Each urban renewal area is blighted;
      (2) The rehabilitation and redevelopment is necessary to protect the public health, safety or 
welfare of the municipality;
      (3) The urban renewal plan conforms to the comprehensive plan and economic development plan, 
if any, of the municipality as a whole and provides an outline for accomplishing the urban renewal 
projects the urban renewal plan proposes;
      (4) Provision has been made to house displaced persons within their financial means in 
accordance with ORS 35.500 to 35.530 and, except in the relocation of elderly individuals or 
individuals with disabilities, without displacing on priority lists persons already waiting for existing 
federally subsidized housing;
      (5) If acquisition of real property is provided for, that it is necessary;
      (6) Adoption and carrying out of the urban renewal plan is economically sound and feasible; and
      (7) The municipality shall assume and complete any activities prescribed it by the urban renewal 
plan. [1979 c.621 §3; 1989 c.224 §121; 2007 c.70 §263]

Page 2 of 2Chapter 457

3/10/2015https://www.oregonlegislature.gov/bills_laws/ors/ors457.html

URA March 16, 2015 15



CITY OF NEWPORT phone: 541.574.0629

169 SW COAST HWY fax: 541.574.0644

NEWPORT, OREGON 97365 http://newportoregon.gov

COAST GUARD CITY, USA mombetsu, japan, sister city

February 27, 2015

David Bigelow
Chief Executive Officer
Samaritan Pacific Community Hospital
930 SW Abbey Street
Newport, OR, 97365

RE: Creation of a New Urban Renewal District in Newport

Dear Mr. Bigelow,

The Newport City Council will meet on March 16, 2015 at 6:00 pm or soon thereafter in the Council
Chambers of Newport City Hall (169 SW Coast Highway) to consider a resolution initiating the
process outlined in ORS Chapter457 for forming a new Urban Renewal District.

Enclosed is a tentative adoption schedule should the City Council choose to proceed. Also, attached
are copies of maps showing three alternative boundaries for the new urban renewal district, a
conceptual project list, revenue projections, and fiscal impact assessments for each boundary
scenario. The fiscal analysis, prepared by ECONorthwest, builds upon the 2014 feasibility study and
should provide you with a more complete picture of the likely impacts to Health District tax
revenues.

The City Council is interested in any feedback the District would like to share about the urban
renewal options the City is weighing. It is possible that the City Council will select a preferred
boundary and set a “not to exceed” maximum level of indebtedness as part of the resolution it will
consider on March 1 6th, so any comments the District may have to offer on those two issues would
be much appreciated. Lastly, the Council will establish a taskforce to develop the plan, including the
specific projects or project types that are to be funded. It would be helpful for us to know if the
District would like to have a representative serve on the taskforce and, if so, who would be the best
individual or individuals to serve in that capacity.

I hope that this information is helpful. Please don’t hesitate to contact me if you have any questions.

Thank you,

errick I, Thkos, AICP
Community Development Director
City of Newport
ph: 541-574-0626
d.tokos@newportoregon. gov

OREGON

Attachments
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• Review progress to date

• Discuss essential plan components and working 
parameters

• Identify make-up of taskforce and potential need for 
urban renewal advisory body to the Council

Council / Planning Commission 
Work Session

January 12, 2015

• Opportunity for affected taxing entities to formally 
weigh in on alternatives outlined in feasibility study

• A resolution could be proposed to establish 
working parameters for the new district (e.g. 
general boundary, maximum debt limit, etc.)

• A  second resolution can be used to establish a 
taskforce to develop the plan

City Council Meeting to 
Initiate Process to Create an 

Urban Renewal District

March 16, 2015

• Consultant to perform detailed mapping, financial 
analysis, and plan preparation at direction of the 
taskforce 

• $30,000 budget should be sufficient provided agreed 
upon boundary and conceptual project lists do not 
deviate substantially from Feasibility Study

Hire Consultant to assist 
Taskforce in developing Urban 

Renewal Plan

March – April 2015

• Taskforce to refine district boundary, complete 
required socio-economic analysis, refine project 
lists/phasing plan, and complete financial 
analysis and fiscal impact statements consistent 
with Council’s general direction

• A minimum of two public outreach meetings to 
be conducted during this phase

• Anticipate Taskforce meeting 6 to 8 times over a 
4 month time period

Taskforce develops an Urban 
Renewal Plan consistent with 

ORS 457.085

May - August 2015

• Plan adoption must occur by Ordinance

• Agency to provide copy of plan to affected taxing 
entities and offer consultation prior to final adoption

• Public hearings required before Planning 
Commission and City Council

• Plan must conform to City Comprehensive Plan

Public hearings before 
Planning Commission and City 

Council

August – October 2015

Schedule for Development and Potential 
Adoption of an Urban Renewal Plan
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General Government H-PAC COMM Health

FYE Growth Rate Assessed Value Tax Rate Gross Adjustments* Net

2014 4.50% 3,461,172,570$      0.3625 1,254,675$  7% 1,166,848$  
2015 4.50% 3,616,925,336$      0.3625 1,311,135$  7% 1,219,356$  
2016 4.50% 3,779,686,976$      0.3625 1,370,137$  7% 1,274,227$  
2017 4.50% 3,949,772,890$      0.3625 1,431,793$  7% 1,331,567$  
2018 4.50% 4,127,512,670$      0.3625 1,496,223$  7% 1,391,487$  
2019 4.50% 4,313,250,740$      0.3625 1,563,553$  7% 1,454,104$  
2020 4.50% 4,507,347,023$      0.3625 1,633,913$  7% 1,519,539$  
2021 4.50% 4,710,177,639$      0.3625 1,707,439$  7% 1,587,918$  
2022 4.50% 4,922,135,633$      0.3625 1,784,274$  7% 1,659,375$  
2023 4.50% 5,143,631,736$      0.3625 1,864,567$  7% 1,734,047$  
2024 4.50% 5,375,095,164$      0.3625 1,948,472$  7% 1,812,079$  
2025 4.50% 5,616,974,446$      0.3625 2,036,153$  7% 1,893,622$  
2026 4.50% 5,869,738,296$      0.3625 2,127,780$  7% 1,978,835$  
2027 4.50% 6,133,876,519$      0.3625 2,223,530$  7% 2,067,883$  
2028 4.50% 6,409,900,962$      0.3625 2,323,589$  7% 2,160,938$  
2029 4.50% 6,698,346,505$      0.3625 2,428,151$  7% 2,258,180$  
2030 4.50% 6,999,772,098$      0.3625 2,537,417$  7% 2,359,798$  
2031 4.50% 7,314,761,842$      0.3625 2,651,601$  7% 2,465,989$  
2032 4.50% 7,643,926,125$      0.3625 2,770,923$  7% 2,576,958$  
2033 4.50% 7,987,902,801$      0.3625 2,895,615$  7% 2,692,922$  
2034 4.50% 8,347,358,427$      0.3625 3,025,917$  7% 2,814,103$  
2035 4.50% 8,722,989,556$      0.3625 3,162,084$  7% 2,940,738$  
2036 4.50% 9,115,524,086$      0.3625 3,304,377$  7% 3,073,071$  
2037 4.50% 9,525,722,670$      0.3625 3,453,074$  7% 3,211,359$  
2038 4.50% 9,954,380,190$      0.3625 3,608,463$  7% 3,355,871$  
2039 4.50% 10,402,327,299$    0.3625 3,770,844$  7% 3,506,885$  
2040 4.50% 10,870,432,027$    0.3625 3,940,532$  7% 3,664,695$  
2041 4.50% 11,359,601,468$    0.3625 4,117,856$  7% 3,829,606$  
2042 4.50% 11,870,783,534$    0.3625 4,303,159$  7% 4,001,938$  
2043 4.50% 12,404,968,793$    0.3625 4,496,801$  7% 4,182,025$  
2044 4.50% 12,963,192,389$    0.3625 4,699,157$  7% 4,370,216$  

*Reductions from discounts, delinquencies, compression, and rate truncation.

Tax Revenue
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Newport Urban Renewal
Proposed Boundary Options

Boundary Description

Small Option

o Oty Urnits

N

Newport Urban Renewal
Proposed Boundary Options

Boundary Description

Small Option

o Qty Umits

N

Newport Urban Renewal
Proposed Boundary Options

Boundary Description

Small Option

o Qty Umits

N
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General Government H-PAC COMM Health

1. Small Scenario

FYE South Beach New URA Total Foregone
2014 $1,166,848 -$47,927 $0 -$47,927 $1,118,921 -4.1%
2015 $1,219,356 -$49,365 $0 -$49,365 $1,169,991 -4.0%
2016 $1,274,227 -$50,846 -$4,782 -$55,628 $1,218,599 -4.4%
2017 $1,331,567 -$52,371 -$7,217 -$59,588 $1,271,979 -4.5%
2018 $1,391,487 -$53,942 -$9,761 -$63,703 $1,327,784 -4.6%
2019 $1,454,104 -$55,560 -$12,419 -$67,979 $1,386,125 -4.7%
2020 $1,519,539 -$60,484 -$15,198 -$75,682 $1,443,857 -5.0%
2021 $1,587,918 -$62,298 -$18,102 -$80,400 $1,507,518 -5.1%
2022 $1,659,375 -$64,167 -$21,135 -$85,302 $1,574,073 -5.1%
2023 $1,734,047 -$66,092 -$24,306 -$90,398 $1,643,649 -5.2%
2024 $1,812,079 -$68,075 -$27,619 -$95,694 $1,716,385 -5.3%
2025 $1,893,622 -$70,118 -$31,081 -$101,199 $1,792,423 -5.3%
2026 $1,978,835 -$72,221 -$34,699 -$106,920 $1,871,915 -5.4%
2027 $2,067,883 -$74,388 -$38,480 -$112,868 $1,955,015 -5.5%
2028 $2,160,938 $0 -$42,430 -$42,430 $2,118,508 -2.0%
2029 $2,258,180 $0 -$46,560 -$46,560 $2,211,620 -2.1%
2030 $2,359,798 $0 -$50,874 -$50,874 $2,308,924 -2.2%
2031 $2,465,989 $0 -$55,382 -$55,382 $2,410,607 -2.2%
2032 $2,576,958 $0 -$60,095 -$60,095 $2,516,863 -2.3%
2033 $2,692,922 $0 -$65,018 -$65,018 $2,627,904 -2.4%
2034 $2,814,103 $0 -$70,163 -$70,163 $2,743,940 -2.5%
2035 $2,940,738 $0 -$75,540 -$75,540 $2,865,198 -2.6%
2036 $3,073,071 $0 -$81,158 -$81,158 $2,991,913 -2.6%
2037 $3,211,359 $0 -$87,030 -$87,030 $3,124,329 -2.7%
2038 $3,355,871 $0 -$93,166 -$93,166 $3,262,705 -2.8%
2039 $3,506,885 $0 -$94,742 -$94,742 $3,412,143 -2.7%
2040 $3,664,695 $0 -$96,418 -$96,418 $3,568,277 -2.6%
2041 $3,829,606 $0 -$98,168 -$98,168 $3,731,438 -2.6%
2042 $4,001,938 $0 $0 $0 $4,001,938 0.0%
2043 $4,182,025 $0 $0 $0 $4,182,025 0.0%
2044 $4,370,216 $0 $0 $0 $4,370,216 0.0%

Total $75,556,179 -$847,854 -$1,261,543 -$2,109,397 $73,446,782 -2.8%

Notes:
1. Revenue before urban renewal - Neport_URA_Revenue_Projections_2015_01_08.xlsx
2. South Beach foregone revenue - Page 17 of SBURP Amendment 11 Final.pdf
3. New URA foregone revenue - Newport URA TIF Model (Small, Medium, Large), March 2014

Revenue before 
urban renewal

Foregone from Newport Urban Renewal Revenue after 
urban 

Percent 
Difference
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Total
2014
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-
               

-
               

-
               

-
         

-
                    

-
               

-
                  

-
                 

-
       

-
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-
               

-
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2015
-

               
-

               
-

         
-

               
-

               
-

               
-

         
-

                    
-

               
-

                  
-

                 
-

       
-

               
-

          
-

               
-

                  
-

                  
2016

(37,206)
        

(1,451)
          

-
         

(595)
             

(1,285)
          

(804)
             

-
         

(73,796)
             

(4,782)
          

(119,919)
         

(64,764)
          

-
       

(2,318)
          

-
          

(4,022)
          

(71,104)
           

(191,023)
         

2017
(56,146)

        
(2,190)

          
-

         
(897)

             
(1,939)

          
(1,213)

          
-

         
(111,365)

           
(7,217)

          
(180,967)

         
(97,735)

          
-

       
(3,498)

          
-

          
(6,070)

          
(107,303)

         
(288,270)

         
2018

(75,939)
        

(2,962)
          

-
         

(1,215)
          

(2,623)
          

(1,640)
          

-
         

(150,623)
           

(9,761)
          

(244,763)
         

(132,189)
        

-
       

(4,731)
          

-
          

(8,210)
          

(145,130)
         

(389,893)
         

2019
(96,623)

        
(3,768)

          
-

         
(1,545)

          
(3,337)

          
(2,087)

          
-

         
(191,649)

           
(12,419)

        
(311,428)

         
(168,194)

        
-

       
(6,020)

          
-

          
(10,446)

        
(184,660)

         
(496,088)

         
2020

(118,237)
      

(4,612)
          

-
         

(1,891)
          

(4,084)
          

(2,553)
          

-
         

(234,521)
           

(15,198)
        

(381,096)
         

(205,819)
        

-
       

(7,367)
          

-
          

(12,783)
        

(225,969)
         

(607,065)
         

2021
(140,824)

      
(5,493)

          
-

         
(2,252)

          
(4,864)

          
(3,041)

          
-

         
(279,323)

           
(18,102)

        
(453,899)

         
(245,137)

        
-

       
(8,774)

          
-

          
(15,225)

        
(269,136)

         
(723,035)

         
2022

(164,428)
      

(6,413)
          

-
         

(2,629)
          

(5,679)
          

(3,551)
          

-
         

(326,140)
           

(21,135)
        

(529,975)
         

(286,224)
        

-
       

(10,244)
        

-
          

(17,777)
        

(314,245)
         

(844,220)
         

2023
(189,094)

      
(7,376)

          
-

         
(3,024)

          
(6,530)

          
(4,084)

          
-

         
(375,063)

           
(24,306)

        
(609,477)

         
(329,161)

        
-

       
(11,780)

        
-

          
(20,443)

        
(361,384)

         
(970,861)

         
2024

(214,869)
      

(8,381)
          

-
         

(3,436)
          

(7,420)
          

(4,640)
          

-
         

(426,188)
           

(27,619)
        

(692,553)
         

(374,029)
        

-
       

(13,386)
        

-
          

(23,230)
        

(410,645)
         

(1,103,198)
      

2025
(241,806)

      
(9,431)

          
-

         
(3,867)

          
(8,351)

          
(5,222)

          
-

         
(479,615)

           
(31,081)

        
(779,373)

         
(420,917)

        
-

       
(15,064)

        
-

          
(26,142)

        
(462,123)

         
(1,241,496)

      
2026

(269,953)
      

(10,529)
        

-
         

(4,317)
          

(9,323)
          

(5,829)
          

-
         

(535,446)
           

(34,699)
        

(870,096)
         

(469,914)
        

-
       

(16,818)
        

-
          

(29,185)
        

(515,917)
         

(1,386,013)
      

2027
(299,368)

      
(11,677)

        
-

         
(4,788)

          
(10,339)

        
(6,464)

          
-

         
(593,788)

           
(38,480)

        
(964,904)

         
(521,117)

        
-

       
(18,651)

        
-

          
(32,366)

        
(572,134)

         
(1,537,038)

      
2028

(330,105)
      

(12,876)
        

-
         

(5,279)
          

(11,401)
        

(7,128)
          

-
         

(654,756)
           

(42,430)
        

(1,063,975)
      

(574,624)
        

-
       

(20,566)
        

-
          

(35,689)
        

(630,879)
         

(1,694,854)
      

2029
(362,227)

      
(14,129)

        
-

         
(5,793)

          
(12,510)

        
(7,822)

          
-

         
(718,468)

           
(46,560)

        
(1,167,509)

      
(630,538)

        
-

       
(22,567)

        
-

          
(39,161)

        
(692,266)

         
(1,859,775)

      
2030

(395,793)
      

(15,438)
        

-
         

(6,330)
          

(13,669)
        

(8,547)
          

-
         

(785,046)
           

(50,874)
        

(1,275,697)
      

(688,968)
        

-
       

(24,658)
        

-
          

(42,790)
        

(756,416)
         

(2,032,113)
      

2031
(430,871)

      
(16,806)

        
-

         
(6,890)

          
(14,881)

        
(9,305)

          
-

         
(854,622)

           
(55,382)

        
(1,388,757)

      
(750,028)

        
-

       
(26,844)

        
-

          
(46,583)

        
(823,455)

         
(2,212,212)

      
2032

(467,526)
      

(18,235)
        

-
         

(7,476)
          

(16,147)
        

(10,096)
        

-
         

(927,327)
           

(60,095)
        

(1,506,902)
      

(813,836)
        

-
       

(29,128)
        

-
          

(50,546)
        

(893,510)
         

(2,400,412)
      

2033
(505,832)

      
(19,730)

        
-

         
(8,089)

          
(17,470)

        
(10,923)

        
-

         
(1,003,304)

        
(65,018)

        
(1,630,366)

      
(880,515)

        
-

       
(31,514)

        
-

          
(54,687)

        
(966,716)

         
(2,597,082)

      
2034

(545,861)
      

(21,290)
        

-
         

(8,729)
          

(18,852)
        

(11,788)
        

-
         

(1,082,701)
        

(70,163)
        

(1,759,384)
      

(950,194)
        

-
       

(34,007)
        

-
          

(59,015)
        

(1,043,216)
      

(2,802,600)
      

2035
(587,690)

      
(22,923)

        
-

         
(9,399)

          
(20,297)

        
(12,691)

        
-

         
(1,165,670)

        
(75,540)

        
(1,894,210)

      
(1,023,009)

     
-

       
(36,613)

        
-

          
(63,537)

        
(1,123,159)

      
(3,017,369)

      
2036

(631,403)
      

(24,627)
        

-
         

(10,097)
        

(21,807)
        

(13,635)
        

-
         

(1,252,373)
        

(81,158)
        

(2,035,100)
      

(1,099,101)
     

-
       

(39,337)
        

-
          

(68,263)
        

(1,206,701)
      

(3,241,801)
      

2037
(677,083)

      
(26,409)

        
-

         
(10,828)

        
(23,384)

        
(14,621)

        
-

         
(1,342,978)

        
(87,030)

        
(2,182,333)

      
(1,178,617)

     
-

       
(42,183)

        
-

          
(73,201)

        
(1,294,001)

      
(3,476,334)

      
2038

(724,818)
      

(28,271)
        

-
         

(11,592)
        

(25,033)
        

(15,652)
        

-
         

(1,437,660)
        

(93,166)
        

(2,336,192)
      

(1,261,711)
     

-
       

(45,156)
        

-
          

(78,362)
        

(1,385,229)
      

(3,721,421)
      

2039
(737,082)

      
(28,749)

        
-

         
(11,787)

        
(25,456)

        
(15,917)

        
-

         
(1,461,983)

        
(94,742)

        
(2,375,716)

      
(1,283,058)

     
-

       
(45,921)

        
-

          
(79,688)

        
(1,408,667)

      
(3,784,383)

      
2040

(750,114)
      

(29,258)
        

-
         

(11,996)
        

(25,906)
        

(16,198)
        

-
         

(1,487,833)
        

(96,418)
        

(2,417,723)
      

(1,305,743)
     

-
       

(46,733)
        

-
          

(81,097)
        

(1,433,573)
      

(3,851,296)
      

2041
(763,732)

      
(29,789)

        
-

         
(12,214)

        
(26,377)

        
(16,493)

        
-

         
(1,514,844)

        
(98,168)

        
(2,461,617)

      
(1,329,449)

     
-

       
(47,581)

        
-

          
(82,569)

        
(1,459,599)

      
(3,921,216)

      
2042
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-
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-
               

-
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-
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-
               

-
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Total
(9,814,630)

   
(382,813)

      
-

         
(156,955)

      
(338,964)

      
(211,944)

      
-

         
(19,467,082)

      
(1,261,543)

   
(31,633,931)

    
(17,084,591)

   
-

       
(611,459)

      
-

          
(1,061,087)

   
(18,757,137)

    
(50,391,068)

    

7%
A

djustm
ent factor*

*R
eductions from

 discounts, delinquencies, com
pression, and rate truncation.

G
eneral G

overnm
ent

Education
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Newport Urban Renewal
Proposed Boundary Options

Boundary Description

Middle Option

o Oty Urnits

N

Newport Urban Renewal
Proposed Boundary Options

Boundary Description

Middle Option

o aty Umits

N

Newport Urban Renewal
Proposed Boundary Options

Boundary Description

Middle Option

o aty Umits

N
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General Government H-PAC COMM Health

2. Medium Scenario

FYE South Beach New URA Total Foregone
2014 $1,166,848 -$47,927 $0 -$47,927 $1,118,921 -4.1%
2015 $1,219,356 -$49,365 $0 -$49,365 $1,169,991 -4.0%
2016 $1,274,227 -$50,846 -$7,287 -$58,133 $1,216,094 -4.6%
2017 $1,331,567 -$52,371 -$10,631 -$63,002 $1,268,565 -4.7%
2018 $1,391,487 -$53,942 -$14,125 -$68,067 $1,323,420 -4.9%
2019 $1,454,104 -$55,560 -$17,775 -$73,335 $1,380,769 -5.0%
2020 $1,519,539 -$60,484 -$21,591 -$82,075 $1,437,464 -5.4%
2021 $1,587,918 -$62,298 -$25,578 -$87,876 $1,500,042 -5.5%
2022 $1,659,375 -$64,167 -$29,744 -$93,911 $1,565,464 -5.7%
2023 $1,734,047 -$66,092 -$34,098 -$100,190 $1,633,857 -5.8%
2024 $1,812,079 -$68,075 -$38,648 -$106,723 $1,705,356 -5.9%
2025 $1,893,622 -$70,118 -$43,403 -$113,521 $1,780,101 -6.0%
2026 $1,978,835 -$72,221 -$48,371 -$120,592 $1,858,243 -6.1%
2027 $2,067,883 -$74,388 -$53,563 -$127,951 $1,939,932 -6.2%
2028 $2,160,938 $0 -$58,990 -$58,990 $2,101,948 -2.7%
2029 $2,258,180 $0 -$64,659 -$64,659 $2,193,521 -2.9%
2030 $2,359,798 $0 -$70,584 -$70,584 $2,289,214 -3.0%
2031 $2,465,989 $0 -$71,580 -$71,580 $2,394,409 -2.9%
2032 $2,576,958 $0 -$73,198 -$73,198 $2,503,760 -2.8%
2033 $2,692,922 $0 -$74,888 -$74,888 $2,618,034 -2.8%
2034 $2,814,103 $0 -$76,654 -$76,654 $2,737,449 -2.7%
2035 $2,940,738 $0 -$78,500 -$78,500 $2,862,238 -2.7%
2036 $3,073,071 $0 -$80,429 -$80,429 $2,992,642 -2.6%
2037 $3,211,359 $0 $0 $0 $3,211,359 0.0%
2038 $3,355,871 $0 $0 $0 $3,355,871 0.0%
2039 $3,506,885 $0 $0 $0 $3,506,885 0.0%
2040 $3,664,695 $0 $0 $0 $3,664,695 0.0%
2041 $3,829,606 $0 $0 $0 $3,829,606 0.0%
2042 $4,001,938 $0 $0 $0 $4,001,938 0.0%
2043 $4,182,025 $0 $0 $0 $4,182,025 0.0%
2044 $4,370,216 $0 $0 $0 $4,370,216 0.0%

Total $75,556,179 -$847,854 -$994,296 -$1,842,150 $73,714,029 -2.4%

Notes:
1. Revenue before urban renewal - Neport_URA_Revenue_Projections_2015_01_08.xlsx
2. South Beach foregone revenue - Page 17 of SBURP Amendment 11 Final.pdf
3. New URA foregone revenue - Newport URA TIF Model (Small, Medium, Large), March 2014

Revenue before 
urban renewal

Foregone from Newport Urban Renewal Revenue after 
urban renewal

Percent 
Difference
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Subtotal
Total

2014
-

               
-

           
-

      
-

           
-

            
-

           
-

          
-

                   
-

              
-

                
-

                 
-

         
-

           
-

        
-

           
-

                 
-

                 
2015

-
               

-
           

-
      

-
           

-
            

-
           

-
          

-
                   

-
              

-
                

-
                 

-
         

-
           

-
        

-
           

-
                 

-
                 

2016
(56,694)

        
(2,212)

      
-

      
(907)

         
(1,958)

       
(1,224)

      
-

          
(112,451)

          
(7,287)

         
(182,733)

       
(98,689)

          
-

         
(3,532)

      
-

        
(6,130)

      
(108,351)

        
(291,084)

        
2017

(82,705)
        

(3,226)
      

-
      

(1,322)
      

(2,856)
       

(1,786)
      

-
          

(164,043)
          

(10,631)
        

(266,569)
       

(143,966)
        

-
         

(5,152)
      

-
        

(8,941)
      

(158,059)
        

(424,628)
        

2018
(109,886)

      
(4,286)

      
-

      
(1,758)

      
(3,795)

       
(2,373)

      
-

          
(217,957)

          
(14,125)

        
(354,180)

       
(191,282)

        
-

         
(6,846)

      
-

        
(11,880)

    
(210,008)

        
(564,188)

        
2019

(138,291)
      

(5,394)
      

-
      

(2,212)
      

(4,776)
       

(2,986)
      

-
          

(274,297)
          

(17,775)
        

(445,731)
       

(240,727)
        

-
         

(8,616)
      

-
        

(14,951)
    

(264,294)
        

(710,025)
        

2020
(167,974)

      
(6,552)

      
-

      
(2,686)

      
(5,801)

       
(3,627)

      
-

          
(333,173)

          
(21,591)

        
(541,404)

       
(292,397)

        
-

         
(10,465)

    
-

        
(18,160)

    
(321,022)

        
(862,426)

        
2021

(198,993)
      

(7,762)
      

-
      

(3,182)
      

(6,873)
       

(4,298)
      

-
          

(394,698)
          

(25,578)
        

(641,384)
       

(346,392)
        

-
         

(12,397)
    

-
        

(21,514)
    

(380,303)
        

(1,021,687)
     

2022
(231,407)

      
(9,026)

      
-

      
(3,700)

      
(7,992)

       
(4,997)

      
-

          
(458,990)

          
(29,744)

        
(745,856)

       
(402,816)

        
-

         
(14,417)

    
-

        
(25,018)

    
(442,251)

        
(1,188,107)

     
2023

(265,281)
      

(10,347)
    

-
      

(4,243)
      

(9,161)
       

(5,729)
      

-
          

(526,177)
          

(34,098)
        

(855,036)
       

(461,781)
        

-
         

(16,527)
    

-
        

(28,680)
    

(506,988)
        

(1,362,024)
     

2024
(300,678)

      
(11,727)

    
-

      
(4,808)

      
(10,384)

     
(6,493)

      
-

          
(596,388)

          
(38,648)

        
(969,126)

       
(523,398)

        
-

         
(18,732)

    
-

        
(32,507)

    
(574,637)

        
(1,543,763)

     
2025

(337,668)
      

(13,171)
    

-
      

(5,400)
      

(11,662)
     

(7,292)
      

-
          

(669,757)
          

(43,403)
        

(1,088,353)
    

(587,789)
        

-
         

(21,037)
    

-
        

(36,506)
    

(645,332)
        

(1,733,685)
     

2026
(376,323)

      
(14,678)

    
-

      
(6,018)

      
(12,997)

     
(8,126)

      
-

          
(746,428)

          
(48,371)

        
(1,212,941)

    
(655,076)

        
-

         
(23,445)

    
-

        
(40,686)

    
(719,207)

        
(1,932,148)

     
2027

(416,718)
      

(16,254)
    

-
      

(6,664)
      

(14,392)
     

(8,999)
      

-
          

(826,550)
          

(53,563)
        

(1,343,140)
    

(725,392)
        

-
         

(25,962)
    

-
        

(45,053)
    

(796,407)
        

(2,139,547)
     

2028
(458,930)

      
(17,901)

    
-

      
(7,340)

      
(15,850)

     
(9,910)

      
-

          
(910,277)

          
(58,990)

        
(1,479,198)

    
(798,872)

        
-

         
(28,592)

    
-

        
(49,616)

    
(877,080)

        
(2,356,278)

     
2029

(503,042)
      

(19,621)
    

-
      

(8,045)
      

(17,373)
     

(10,862)
    

-
          

(997,771)
          

(64,659)
        

(1,621,373)
    

(875,658)
        

-
         

(31,340)
    

-
        

(54,385)
    

(961,383)
        

(2,582,756)
     

2030
(549,138)

      
(21,419)

    
-

      
(8,782)

      
(18,965)

     
(11,858)

    
-

          
(1,089,203)

       
(70,584)

        
(1,769,949)

    
(955,900)

        
-

         
(34,212)

    
-

        
(59,369)

    
(1,049,481)

     
(2,819,430)

     
2031

(556,882)
      

(21,721)
    

-
      

(8,906)
      

(19,232)
     

(12,026)
    

-
          

(1,104,562)
       

(71,580)
        

(1,794,909)
    

(969,380)
        

-
         

(34,694)
    

-
        

(60,206)
    

(1,064,280)
     

(2,859,189)
     

2032
(569,467)

      
(22,212)

    
-

      
(9,107)

      
(19,668)

     
(12,297)

    
-

          
(1,129,523)

       
(73,198)

        
(1,835,472)

    
(991,286)

        
-

         
(35,478)

    
-

        
(61,567)

    
(1,088,331)

     
(2,923,803)

     
2033

(582,618)
      

(22,725)
    

-
      

(9,317)
      

(20,121)
     

(12,581)
    

-
          

(1,155,609)
       

(74,888)
        

(1,877,859)
    

(1,014,179)
     

-
         

(36,297)
    

-
        

(62,989)
    

(1,113,465)
     

(2,991,324)
     

2034
(596,361)

      
(23,260)

    
-

      
(9,537)

      
(20,596)

     
(12,878)

    
-

          
(1,182,867)

       
(76,654)

        
(1,922,153)

    
(1,038,101)

     
-

         
(37,154)

    
-

        
(64,474)

    
(1,139,729)

     
(3,061,882)

     
2035

(610,722)
      

(23,821)
    

-
      

(9,767)
      

(21,092)
     

(13,188)
    

-
          

(1,211,352)
       

(78,500)
        

(1,968,442)
    

(1,063,100)
     

-
         

(38,048)
    

-
        

(66,027)
    

(1,167,175)
     

(3,135,617)
     

2036
(625,729)

      
(24,406)

    
-

      
(10,007)

    
(21,610)

     
(13,512)

    
-

          
(1,241,118)

       
(80,429)

        
(2,016,811)

    
(1,089,224)

     
-

         
(38,983)

    
-

        
(67,649)

    
(1,195,856)

     
(3,212,667)

     
2037

-
               

-
           

-
      

-
           

-
            

-
           

-
          

-
                   

-
              

-
                

-
                 

-
         

-
           

-
        

-
           

-
                 

-
                 

2038
-

               
-

           
-

      
-

           
-

            
-

           
-

          
-

                   
-

              
-

                
-

                 
-

         
-

           
-

        
-

           
-

                 
-

                 
2039

-
               

-
           

-
      

-
           

-
            

-
           

-
          

-
                   

-
              

-
                

-
                 

-
         

-
           

-
        

-
           

-
                 

-
                 

2040
-

               
-

           
-

      
-

           
-

            
-

           
-

          
-

                   
-

              
-

                
-

                 
-

         
-

           
-

        
-

           
-

                 
-

                 
2041

-
               

-
           

-
      

-
           

-
            

-
           

-
          

-
                   

-
              

-
                

-
                 

-
         

-
           

-
        

-
           

-
                 

-
                 

2042
-

               
-

           
-

      
-

           
-

            
-

           
-

          
-

                   
-

              
-

                
-

                 
-

         
-

           
-

        
-

           
-

                 
-

                 
2043

-
               

-
           

-
      

-
           

-
            

-
           

-
          

-
                   

-
              

-
                

-
                 

-
         

-
           

-
        

-
           

-
                 

-
                 

2044
-

               
-

           
-

      
-

           
-

            
-

           
-

          
-

                   
-

              
-

                
-

                 
-

         
-

           
-

        
-

           
-

                 
-

                 
Total

(7,735,507)
   

(301,721)
  

-
      

(123,708)
  

(267,154)
   

(167,042)
  

-
          

(15,343,191)
     

(994,296)
      

(24,932,619)
  

(13,465,405)
   

-
         

(481,926)
  

-
        

(836,308)
  

(14,783,639)
   

(39,716,258)
   

7%
A

djustm
ent factor*

*R
eductions from

 discounts, delinquencies, com
pression, and rate truncation.

G
eneral G

overnm
ent

Education
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Newport Urban Renewal
Proposed Boundary Options

Boundary Description

Large Option

o Oty Urnits

N

Newport Urban Renewal
Proposed Boundary Options

Boundary Description

Large Option

o Qty Umits

N

Newport Urban Renewal
Proposed Boundary Options

Boundary Description

Large Option

o Qty Umits

N
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General Government H-PAC COMM Health

3. Large Scenario

FYE South Beach New URA Total Foregone
2014 $1,166,848 -$47,927 $0 -$47,927 $1,118,921 -4.1%
2015 $1,219,356 -$49,365 $0 -$49,365 $1,169,991 -4.0%
2016 $1,274,227 -$50,846 -$9,515 -$60,361 $1,213,866 -4.7%
2017 $1,331,567 -$52,371 -$14,035 -$66,406 $1,265,161 -5.0%
2018 $1,391,487 -$53,942 -$18,756 -$72,698 $1,318,789 -5.2%
2019 $1,454,104 -$55,560 -$23,692 -$79,252 $1,374,852 -5.5%
2020 $1,519,539 -$60,484 -$28,849 -$89,333 $1,430,206 -5.9%
2021 $1,587,918 -$62,298 -$34,237 -$96,535 $1,491,383 -6.1%
2022 $1,659,375 -$64,167 -$39,869 -$104,036 $1,555,339 -6.3%
2023 $1,734,047 -$66,092 -$45,754 -$111,846 $1,622,201 -6.4%
2024 $1,812,079 -$68,075 -$51,903 -$119,978 $1,692,101 -6.6%
2025 $1,893,622 -$70,118 -$58,330 -$128,448 $1,765,174 -6.8%
2026 $1,978,835 -$72,221 -$65,045 -$137,266 $1,841,569 -6.9%
2027 $2,067,883 -$74,388 -$72,063 -$146,451 $1,921,432 -7.1%
2028 $2,160,938 $0 -$79,397 -$79,397 $2,081,541 -3.7%
2029 $2,258,180 $0 -$87,061 -$87,061 $2,171,119 -3.9%
2030 $2,359,798 $0 -$95,069 -$95,069 $2,264,729 -4.0%
2031 $2,465,989 $0 -$103,438 -$103,438 $2,362,551 -4.2%
2032 $2,576,958 $0 -$112,184 -$112,184 $2,464,774 -4.4%
2033 $2,692,922 $0 -$108,910 -$108,910 $2,584,012 -4.0%
2034 $2,814,103 $0 -$111,297 -$111,297 $2,702,806 -4.0%
2035 $2,940,738 $0 -$113,792 -$113,792 $2,826,946 -3.9%
2036 $3,073,071 $0 -$116,400 -$116,400 $2,956,671 -3.8%
2037 $3,211,359 $0 -$119,124 -$119,124 $3,092,235 -3.7%
2038 $3,355,871 $0 $0 $0 $3,355,871 0.0%
2039 $3,506,885 $0 $0 $0 $3,506,885 0.0%
2040 $3,664,695 $0 $0 $0 $3,664,695 0.0%
2041 $3,829,606 $0 $0 $0 $3,829,606 0.0%
2042 $4,001,938 $0 $0 $0 $4,001,938 0.0%
2043 $4,182,025 $0 $0 $0 $4,182,025 0.0%
2044 $4,370,216 $0 $0 $0 $4,370,216 0.0%

Total $75,556,179 -$847,854 -$1,508,720 -$2,356,574 $73,199,605 -3.1%

Notes:
1. Revenue before urban renewal - Neport_URA_Revenue_Projections_2015_01_08.xlsx
2. South Beach foregone revenue - Page 17 of SBURP Amendment 11 Final.pdf
3. New URA foregone revenue - Newport URA TIF Model (Small, Medium, Large), March 2014

Revenue before 
urban renewal

Foregone from Newport Urban Renewal Revenue after 
urban renewal

Percent 
Difference
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Subtotal

Total
2014

-
                 

-
               

-
          

-
               

-
               

-
               

-
          

-
                  

-
               

-
                 

-
                 

-
           

-
               

-
           

-
               

-
                  

-
                  

2015
-

                 
-

               
-

          
-

               
-

               
-

               
-

          
-

                  
-

               
-

                 
-

                 
-

           
-

               
-

           
-

               
-

                  
-

                  
2016

(74,027)
          

(2,888)
          

-
          

(1,184)
          

(2,557)
          

(1,599)
          

-
          

(146,832)
         

(9,515)
          

(238,602)
        

(128,862)
        

-
           

(4,612)
          

-
           

(8,004)
          

(141,478)
         

(380,080)
         

2017
(109,185)

        
(4,258)

          
-

          
(1,746)

          
(3,771)

          
(2,358)

          
-

          
(216,564)

         
(14,035)

        
(351,917)

        
(190,060)

        
-

           
(6,802)

          
-

           
(11,804)

        
(208,666)

         
(560,583)

         
2018

(145,924)
        

(5,692)
          

-
          

(2,333)
          

(5,040)
          

(3,151)
          

-
          

(289,436)
         

(18,756)
        

(470,332)
        

(254,013)
        

-
           

(9,091)
          

-
           

(15,777)
        

(278,881)
         

(749,213)
         

2019
(184,316)

        
(7,189)

          
-

          
(2,947)

          
(6,366)

          
(3,980)

          
-

          
(365,587)

         
(23,692)

        
(594,077)

        
(320,844)

        
-

           
(11,483)

        
-

           
(19,927)

        
(352,254)

         
(946,331)

         
2020

(224,436)
        

(8,754)
          

-
          

(3,589)
          

(7,752)
          

(4,846)
          

-
          

(445,164)
         

(28,849)
        

(723,390)
        

(390,682)
        

-
           

(13,983)
        

-
           

(24,265)
        

(428,930)
         

(1,152,320)
      

2021
(266,361)

        
(10,389)

        
-

          
(4,259)

          
(9,200)

          
(5,752)

          
-

          
(528,322)

         
(34,237)

        
(858,520)

        
(463,663)

        
-

           
(16,595)

        
-

           
(28,797)

        
(509,055)

         
(1,367,575)

      
2022

(310,174)
        

(12,098)
        

-
          

(4,961)
          

(10,713)
        

(6,698)
          

-
          

(615,222)
         

(39,869)
        

(999,735)
        

(539,928)
        

-
           

(19,324)
        

-
           

(33,534)
        

(592,786)
         

(1,592,521)
      

2023
(355,958)

        
(13,884)

        
-

          
(5,693)

          
(12,294)

        
(7,686)

          
-

          
(706,033)

         
(45,754)

        
(1,147,302)

     
(619,625)

        
-

           
(22,177)

        
-

           
(38,483)

        
(680,285)

         
(1,827,587)

      
2024

(403,801)
        

(15,750)
        

-
          

(6,458)
          

(13,946)
        

(8,720)
          

-
          

(800,930)
         

(51,903)
        

(1,301,508)
     

(702,908)
        

-
           

(25,157)
        

-
           

(43,656)
        

(771,721)
         

(2,073,229)
      

2025
(453,798)

        
(17,700)

        
-

          
(7,257)

          
(15,672)

        
(9,799)

          
-

          
(900,098)

         
(58,330)

        
(1,462,654)

     
(789,939)

        
-

           
(28,272)

        
-

           
(49,061)

        
(867,272)

         
(2,329,926)

      
2026

(506,045)
        

(19,738)
        

-
          

(8,093)
          

(17,477)
        

(10,928)
        

-
          

(1,003,728)
      

(65,045)
        

(1,631,054)
     

(880,886)
        

-
           

(31,527)
        

-
           

(54,710)
        

(967,123)
         

(2,598,177)
      

2027
(560,643)

        
(21,867)

        
-

          
(8,966)

          
(19,363)

        
(12,107)

        
-

          
(1,112,021)

      
(72,063)

        
(1,807,030)

     
(975,926)

        
-

           
(34,928)

        
-

           
(60,613)

        
(1,071,467)

      
(2,878,497)

      
2028

(617,698)
        

(24,093)
        

-
          

(9,878)
          

(21,333)
        

(13,339)
        

-
          

(1,225,189)
      

(79,397)
        

(1,990,927)
     

(1,075,243)
     

-
           

(38,482)
        

-
           

(66,781)
        

(1,180,506)
      

(3,171,433)
      

2029
(677,320)

        
(26,419)

        
-

          
(10,832)

        
(23,392)

        
(14,626)

        
-

          
(1,343,447)

      
(87,061)

        
(2,183,097)

     
(1,179,029)

     
-

           
(42,198)

        
-

           
(73,227)

        
(1,294,454)

      
(3,477,551)

      
2030

(739,625)
        

(28,849)
        

-
          

(11,828)
        

(25,544)
        

(15,972)
        

-
          

(1,467,029)
      

(95,069)
        

(2,383,916)
     

(1,287,485)
     

-
           

(46,079)
        

-
           

(79,963)
        

(1,413,527)
      

(3,797,443)
      

2031
(804,734)

        
(31,388)

        
-

          
(12,869)

        
(27,793)

        
(17,378)

        
-

          
(1,596,171)

      
(103,438)

      
(2,593,771)

     
(1,400,823)

     
-

           
(50,135)

        
-

           
(87,002)

        
(1,537,960)

      
(4,131,731)

      
2032

(872,772)
        

(34,042)
        

-
          

(13,957)
        

(30,142)
        

(18,846)
        

-
          

(1,731,124)
      

(112,184)
      

(2,813,067)
     

(1,519,260)
     

-
           

(54,374)
        

-
           

(94,358)
        

(1,667,992)
      

(4,481,059)
      

2033
(847,301)

        
(33,048)

        
-

          
(13,550)

        
(29,262)

        
(18,297)

        
-

          
(1,680,600)

      
(108,910)

      
(2,730,968)

     
(1,474,919)

     
-

           
(52,788)

        
-

           
(91,604)

        
(1,619,311)

      
(4,350,279)

      
2034

(865,876)
        

(33,773)
        

-
          

(13,847)
        

(29,904)
        

(18,698)
        

-
          

(1,717,443)
      

(111,297)
      

(2,790,838)
     

(1,507,253)
     

-
           

(53,945)
        

-
           

(93,612)
        

(1,654,810)
      

(4,445,648)
      

2035
(885,287)

        
(34,530)

        
-

          
(14,157)

        
(30,575)

        
(19,117)

        
-

          
(1,755,944)

      
(113,792)

      
(2,853,402)

     
(1,541,043)

     
-

           
(55,154)

        
-

           
(95,711)

        
(1,691,908)

      
(4,545,310)

      
2036

(905,571)
        

(35,321)
        

-
          

(14,482)
        

(31,275)
        

(19,555)
        

-
          

(1,796,178)
      

(116,400)
      

(2,918,782)
     

(1,576,352)
     

-
           

(56,418)
        

-
           

(97,904)
        

(1,730,674)
      

(4,649,456)
      

2037
(926,768)

        
(36,148)

        
-

          
(14,820)

        
(32,008)

        
(20,013)

        
-

          
(1,838,222)

      
(119,124)

      
(2,987,103)

     
(1,613,251)

     
-

           
(57,738)

        
-

           
(100,195)

      
(1,771,184)

      
(4,758,287)

      
2038

-
                 

-
               

-
          

-
               

-
               

-
               

-
          

-
                  

-
               

-
                 

-
                 

-
           

-
               

-
           

-
               

-
                  

-
                  

2039
-

                 
-

               
-

          
-

               
-

               
-

               
-

          
-

                  
-

               
-

                 
-

                 
-

           
-

               
-

           
-

               
-

                  
-

                  
2040

-
                 

-
               

-
          

-
               

-
               

-
               

-
          

-
                  

-
               

-
                 

-
                 

-
           

-
               

-
           

-
               

-
                  

-
                  

2041
-

                 
-

               
-

          
-

               
-

               
-

               
-

          
-

                  
-

               
-

                 
-

                 
-

           
-

               
-

           
-

               
-

                  
-

                  
2042

-
                 

-
               

-
          

-
               

-
               

-
               

-
          

-
                  

-
               

-
                 

-
                 

-
           

-
               

-
           

-
               

-
                  

-
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-

               
-
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-

               
-

          
-

                  
-

               
-

                 
-
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-

               
-

           
-

               
-

                  
-
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-
                 

-
               

-
          

-
               

-
               

-
               

-
          

-
                  

-
               

-
                 

-
                 

-
           

-
               

-
           

-
               

-
                  

-
                  

Total
(11,737,620)

   
(457,818)

      
-

          
(187,706)

      
(405,379)

      
(253,465)

      
-

          
(23,281,284)

    
(1,508,720)

   
(37,831,992)

   
(20,431,994)

   
-

           
(731,262)

      
-

           
(1,268,988)

   
(22,432,244)

    
(60,264,236)
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MINUTES
City of Newport City Council and Planning Commission

Joint Work Session
Newport City Hall Conference Room A

January 12, 2015
12:00 noon
.

City Council Members Present: Mayor Sandra Roumagoux, Laura Swanson, Ralph Busby, Dean Sawyer, Wendy Engler, and
David Allen.

City Council Members Absent: Mark Saelens.

Planning Commissioners Present: urn Patrick, Rod Croteau, Bill Bramgan, Lee Hardy, Bob Berman, Mike franidin. and Gary
East.

PC Citizens Advisory Committee Members Absent: Suzanne Dalton and Dustin Capri.

City Staff Present: City Manager Spencer Nebel, Community Development Director (CDD) Derrick Tokos, City Recorder
Peggy Hawker, City Attorney Steve Rich, and Executive Assistant Wanda Haney.

Chair Patrick called the Planning Commission work session to order at 12:00 noon noting that the agenda item was to discuss
the process for the possible formation of a North Side Urban Renewal District. He turned the meeting over to CDD Tokos, who
asked if first City Manager Nebel wanted to make a few comments.

Nebel noted that we have had a preliminary study as well as a number of discussions about creating a new Urban Renewal District
for the north side of Newport. Through the course of several discussions, Nebel and Tokos have met with the various taxing
districts to brief them on the potential new Urban Renewal District. He said that basically Tokos in his memo has outlined the
process and various questions that need to be responded to or at least discussed as part of our discussion today outlining how we
should be proceeding with this issue. There’s also discussion as part of the list from an organizational standpoint about how we
should lay this out. Should we continue as we have with the City Council serving as the Urban Renewal District? Should we
create a new Urban Renewal District Board? If we have the City Council continue to be Urban Renewal, should there be a group
that’s appointed to work with the Council going forward and the Planning Commission on the various aspects of this plan. There
are some organizational questions that we will get into as well. He thought our hope at the end of today’s work session is to
share some ideas, thoughts, and concerns about these various issues and get some direction on how we are going to proceed next
with this issue. Nebel turned the meeting back to Tokos to work through the issues he had listed and then open it up for general
discussion.

A. Unfinished Business.

1. Discussion reardinp the public process for the possible formation of a North Side Urban Renewal District.

Analysis & outreach conducted to date: Tokos said that he would begin by working off his memorandum of January 9th that
he put together as kind of a list of discussion topics. He said that in many respects Nebel had done a really nice job of covering
the first part in terms of review of the feasibility study. The City spent some time and resources to do a feasibility study to
determine if it’s viable for the City to form a new district north of the bridge. The City Council and the Planning Commission
have been heavily involved in that both in the review of the analysis as it was performed and identification of potential projects
so that we could actually start to frame what it might look like so we could see if it was financially feasible. Three different
scenarios were produced, and the maps showing each are included in the packet. All three are viable. He said it’s more incumbent
upon the City Council to make a decision and probably provide some sidebars shouLd you decide to move forward with an Urban
Renewal District for a task force to then begin to refine it. Tokos said, as Nebel had noted, he and Nebel met with each of the
affected taxing entities; which were generally supportive, but each one had their own angle to it. Lincoln County School District
recognizes that they are actually held financially harmless as a result of this because of the way they are funded, which is from
the State based on enrollment. They still had some thoughts. Their primary thought was kind of a minor change. They would
like to see the school district’s properties by the fairgrounds included so that some solution to Fads could potentially be out there
since that’s been an ongoing issue with it cutting through their campus. Swanson asked what other taxing entities Nebel and
Tokos had met with. Tokos said they met with the County, which picks up a few other taxing entities; not only the general
county. but also transportation. and also the animal shelter. They met with the Port of Newport, the Hospital District, and the
Community College. They offered to meet with the Lion BentonlLincoln broader education district; but after reviewing the
proposal, they indicated that they didn’t need to meet with us. Tokos said he believes they covered all of those on the list that
are the affected taxing entities. Each one wanted to know what the near-term impact was going to be to them; and they would
like an opportunity to weigh in on that. He thought that, if you elect to move forward, its going to be important to have a point
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Chair Patrick called the Planning Commission work session to order at 12:00 noon noting that the agenda item was to discuss
the process for the possible formation ofa North Side Urban Renewal District. He turned the meeting over to CDD Tokos, who
asked if first City Manager Nebel wanted to make a few comments.

Nebel noted that we have had a preliminary study as well as a number ofdiscussions about creating a new Urban Renewal District
for the north side of Newport. Through the course of several discussions, Nebel and Tokos have met with the various taxing
districts to brief them on the potential new Urban Renewal District. He said that basically Tokos in his memo has outlined the
process and various questions that need to be responded to or at least discussed as part ofour discussion today outlining how we
should be proceeding with this issue. There's also discussion as part of the list from an organizational standpoint about how we
should lay this out. Should we continue as we have with the City Council serving as the Urban Renewal District? Should we
create a new Urban Renewal District Board? Ifwe have the City Council continue to be Urban Renewal, should there be a group
that's appointed to work with the Council going forward and the Planning Commission on the various aspects of this plan. There
are some organizational questions that we will get into as well. He thought our hope at the end of today's work session is to
share some ideas, thoughts, and concerns about these various issues and get some direction on how we are going to proceed next
with this issue. Nebel turned the meeting back to Tokos to work through the issues he had listed and then open it up for general
discussion.

A. Unfinished Business.

1. Discussion regarding the public process for the possible formation of a North Side Urban Renewal District.

Analysis & outreach conducted to date: Tokos said that he would begin by working off his memorandum of January 9th that
he put together as kind of a list of discussion topics. He said that in many respects Nebel had done a really nice job of covering
the first part in terms of review of the feasibility study. The City spent some time and resources to do a feasibility study to
determine if it's viable for the City to form a new district north of the bridge. The City Council and the Planning Commission
have been heavily involved in that both in the review of the analysis as it was performed and identification of potential projects
so that we could actually start to frame what it might look like so we could see if it was financially feasible. Three different
scenarios were produced, and the maps showing each are included in the packet. All three are viable. He said it's more incumbent
upon the City Council to make a decision and probably provide some sidebars should you decide to move forward with an Urban
Renewal District for a task force to then begin to refine it. Tokos said, as Nebel had noted, he and Nebel met with each of the
affected taxing entities; which were generally supportive, but each one had their own angle to it. Lincoln County School District
recognizes that they are actually held financially harmless as a result of this because of the way they are funded, which is from
the State based on enrollment. They still had some thoughts. Their primary thought was kind of a minor change. They would
like to see the school district's properties by the fairgrounds included so that some solution to Eads could potentially be out there
since that's been an ongoing issue with it cutting through their campus. Swanson asked what other taxing entities Nebel and
Tokos had met with. Tokos said they met with the County, which picks up a few other taxing entities; not only the general
county, but also transportation, and also the animal shelter. They met with the Port of Newport, the Hospital District, and the
Community College. They offered to meet with the Linn Benton/Lincoln broader education district; but after reviewing the
proposal, they indicated that they didn't need to meet with us. Tokos said he believes they covered all of those on the list that
are the affected taxing entities. Each one wanted to know what the near-term impact was going to be to them; and they would
like an opportunity to weigh in on that. He thought that, if you elect to move forward, it's going to be important to have a point
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City Staff Present: City Manager Spencer Nebel, Community Development Director (CDD) Derrick Tokos, City Recorder
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Chair Patrick called the Planning Commission work session to order at 12:00 noon noting that the agenda item was to discuss
the process for the possible formation of a North Side Urban Renewal District. He turned the meeting over to CDD Tokos, who
asked if first City Manager Nebel wanted to make a few comments.

Nebel noted that we have had a preliminary study as well as a number ofdiscussions about creating a new Urban Renewal District
for the north side of Newport. Through the course of several discussions, Nebel and Tokos have met with the various taxing
districts to brief them on the potential new Urban Renewal District. He said that basically Tokos in his memo has outlined the
process and various questions that need to be responded to or at least discussed as part ofour discussion today outlining how we
should be proceeding with this issue. There's also discussion as part of the list from an organizational standpoint about how we
should lay this out. Should we continue as we have with the City Council serving as the Urban Renewal District? Should we
create a new Urban Renewal District Board? Ifwe have the City Council continue to be Urban Renewal, should there be a group
that's appointed to work with the Council going forward and the Planning Commission on the various aspects of this plan. There
are some organizational questions that we will get into as well. He thought our hope at the end of today's work session is to
share some ideas, thoughts, and concerns about these various issues and get some direction on how we are going to proceed next
with this issue. Nebel turned the meeting back to Tokos to work through the issues he had listed and then open it up for general
discussion.

A. Unfinished Business.

1. Discussion regarding the public process for the possible formation of a North Side Urban Renewal District.

Analysis & outreach conducted to date: Tokos said that he would begin by working off his memorandum of January 9th that
he put together as kind of a list of discussion topics. He said that in many respects Nebel had done a really nice job ofcovering
the ftrst part in terms of review of the feasibility study. The City spent some time and resources to do a feasibility study to
determine if it's viable for the City to form a new district north of the bridge. The City Council and the Planning Commission
have been heavily involved in that both in the review of the analysis as it was performed and identification of potential projects
so that we could actually start to frame what it might look like so we could see if it was financially feasible. Three different
scenarios were produced, and the maps showing each are included in the packet. All three are viable. He said it's more incumbent
upon the City Council to make a decision and probably provide some sidebars should you decide to move forward with an Urban
Renewal District for a task force to then begin to refine it. Tokos said, as Nebel had noted, he and Nebel met with each of the
affected taxing entities; which were generally supportive, but each one had their own angle to it. Lincoln County School District
recognizes that they are actually held financially harmless as a result of this because of the way they are funded, which is from
the State based on enrollment. They still had some thoughts. Their primary thought was kind of a minor change. They would
like to see the school district's properties by the fairgrounds included so that some solution to Eads could potentially be out there
since that's been an ongoing issue with it cutting through their campus. Swanson asked what other taxing entities Nebel and
Tokos had met with. Tokos said they met with the County, which picks up a few other taxing entities; not only the general
county, but also transportation, and also the animal shelter. They met with the Port of Newport, the Hospital District, and the
Community College. They offered to meet with the Linn Benton/Lincoln broader education district; but after reviewing the
proposal, they indicated that they didn't need to meet with us. Tokos said he believes they covered all of those on the list that
are the affected taxing entities. Each one wanted to know what the near-term impact was going to be to them; and they would
like an opportunity to weigh in on that. He thought that, if you elect to move forward, it's going to be important to have a point
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City Council Members Present: Mayor Sandra Roumagoux, Laura Swanson, Ralph Busby, Dean Sawyer, Wendy Engler, and
David Allen.

City Council Members Absent: Mark Saelens.

Planning Commissioners Present: Jim Patrick, Rod Croteau, Bill Branigan, Lee Hardy, Bob Berman, Mike Franklin, and Gary
East.

PC Citizens Advisory Committee Members Absent: Suzanne Dalton and Dustin Capri.

City Staff Present: City Manager Spencer Nebel, Community Development Director (COD) Derrick Tokos, City Recorder
Peggy Hawker, City Attorney Steve Rich, and Executive Assistant Wanda Haney.

Chair Patrick called the Planning Commission work session to order at 12:00 noon noting that the agenda item was to discuss
the process for the possible formation of a North Side Urban Renewal District. He turned the meeting over to CDD Tokos, who
asked if first City Manager Nebel wanted to make a few comments.

Nebel noted that we have had a preliminary study as well as a number ofdiscussions about creating a new Urban Renewal District
for the north side of Newport. Through the course of several discussions, Nebel and Tokos have met with the various taxing
districts to brief them on the potential new Urban Renewal District. He said that basically Tokos in his memo has outlined the
process and various questions that need to be responded to or at least discussed as part ofour discussion today outlining how we
should be proceeding with this issue. There's also discussion as part of the list from an organizational standpoint about how we
should lay this out. Should we continue as we have with the City Council serving as the Urban Renewal District? Should we
create a new Urban Renewal District Board? Ifwe have the City Council continue to be Urban Renewal, should there be a group
that's appointed to work with the Council going forward and the Planning Commission on the various aspects of this plan. There
are some organizational questions that we will get into as well. He thought our hope at the end of today's work session is to
share some ideas, thoughts, and concerns about these various issues and get some direction on how we are going to proceed next
with this issue. Nebel turned the meeting back to Tokos to work through the issues he had listed and then open it up for general
discussion.

A. Unfinished Business.

1. Discussion regarding the public process for the possible formation of a North Side Urban Renewal District.

Analysis & outreach conducted to date: Tokos said that he would begin by working off his memorandum of January 9th that
he put together as kind of a list of discussion topics. He said that in many respects Nebel had done a really nice job of covering
the first part in terms of review of the feasibility study. The City spent some time and resources to do a feasibility study to
determine if it's viable for the City to form a new district north of the bridge. The City Council and the Planning Commission
have been heavily involved in that both in the review of the analysis as it was performed and identification of potential projects
so that we could actually start to frame what it might look like so we could see if it was financially feasible. Three different
scenarios were produced, and the maps showing each are included in the packet. All three are viable. He said it's more incumbent
upon the City Council to make a decision and probably provide some sidebars should you decide to move forward with an Urban
Renewal District for a task force to then begin to refine it. Tokos said, as Nebel had noted, he and Nebel met with each of the
affected taxing entities; which were generally supportive, but each one had their own angle to it. Lincoln County School District
recognizes that they are actually held financially harmless as a result of this because of the way they are funded, which is from
the State based on enrollment. They still had some thoughts. Their primary thought was kind of a minor change. They would
like to see the school district's properties by the fairgrounds included so that some solution to Eads could potentially be out there
since that's been an ongoing issue with it cutting through their campus. Swanson asked what other taxing entities Nebel and
Tokos had met with. Tokos said they met with the County, which picks up a few other taxing entities; not only the general
county, but also transportation, and also the animal shelter. They met with the Port of Newport, the Hospital District, and the
Community College. They offered to meet with the Linn Benton/Lincoln broader education district; but after reviewing the
proposal, they indicated that they didn't need to meet with us. Tokos said he believes they covered all of those on the list that
are the affected taxing entities. Each one wanted to know what the near-term impact was going to be to them; and they would
like an opportunity to weigh in on that. He thought that, if you elect to move forward, it's going to be important to have a point
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of time that’s structured where they can actually provide formal comment because that will get them motivated to get that
information into the record and help inform you as policymakers.

Updated tables showing impacts to taxing districts. Tokos said he tried to work with Nebel and ECONorthwest to reframe the
information in a couple of different ways so it’s really clear to all taxing entities; the City included because it’s the one that gets
hit the most. He wanted to frame the information to be very clear in terms of likely impacts. He said in the packet are a number
of tables we have. He noted that the first one he will look at is the “Impact to Taxing Districts.” You have the small option, the
mid option, and the large option; which show the impact in terms of the taxes that otherwise would have been collected and
available for general fund purposes that are redirected to Urban Renewal; the impact on an annual basis from forming a new
district. What is on the back of each of these pages is a new table showing in terms of percentages the impact to the total tax
revenue to these districts. That is South Beach, which is already in effect, plus the formation of a new North Side District. That’s
just another way of framing it so they can see the impact. He has included two examples in the packet, but he has done that for
each of the taxing entities. They went ahead and did tax revenue projections for each of the taxing entities and discounted it.
The table in Example 1 is Lincoln County. It projects out at that 4.5% growth rate. We have our 3%, which is what you would
typically get in normal annual increases in assessed value of what you have on the ground, and the extra 1.5% has to do with new
development which wouldn’t be on the books in previous years. That’s the same 4.5% assumption that was done in the feasibility
study. You’ve escalated your assumed assessed value and then discounted it by 7%, which assumes a 93% collection rate. That
remainder actually does come in; but at a later date. Generally on any given year we assume 93% is what is available for actual
use because the rest of those taxes will come in at a later date. Then you see the small, medium, and large scenarios depicted
against that. Tokos was looking at the small, but they’re all structured the same. It shows the revenue before Urban Renewal,
what you’re currently redirecting to the South Beach District, then what would be redirected to a new Urban Renewal District,
and the total of that, and what’s left is your revenue after Urban Renewal, which is what you would have available for general
fund purposes, and then the percent difference. For the County, it’s relatively small because their taxing boundary is the entire
county so it’s relatively small impact to their overall tax base. Whereas, with the City of Newport, which is example 2, it’s
significantly higher because our geographic boundary is smaller so this proportionately is a larger piece of our tax base. But, it’s
the same format. He thinks it lays it out very explicitly for each of the taxing entities.

Tokos said he was looking for feedback of whether this does enough. Is there other information we haven’t either collected or
displayed that would help you or the taxing entities make that decision whether or not to proceed. Busby thought that this
information is great, and it’s laid out very well. It answers his questions. But he also thinks we need to look at it from the bigger
picture and something the public would want to understand. He said Urban Renewal on the surface for a city like us is a good
thing because basically we’re getting $3 or something for every dollar we are putting into it. His concern is the bigger concern
of can we afford that dollar; can we afford to do this. If you go back and look at our budgets for the last couple of years, we are
actually budgeting more than we are taking in already in the overall budget. It looks like that trend will continue unless we make
some changes. Our expenses are going up faster than our revenues are increasing. That being the case, this 10-15% withdrawal
from the general fund that we’re going to be putting in Urban Renewal takes away from potential services that may have to be
cut as a result of increasing costs down the road. He recognizes that is very hard to project; but when you look at taking $3-S 5
hundred thousand out of the city budget to go toward Urban Renewal, that’s three to five policemen we wouldn’t have or a fire
truck we don’t get or something like that. He thinks it would be useful if we had some kind of analysis of how we will be able
to afford this. He recognizes that as the potential North Side Urban Renewal increases the old South Beach Urban Renewal
declines, so in effect it’s not a huge change percentage-wise in the amount of money we’re taking away from the budget; but
nevertheless with increasing expenses and not quite as fast increases in revenue, we have a potential problem unless tve cut
something down the road. He thinks we ought to address that in this process. Allen said to balance that, even though the property
tax will be diverted from the general fund, if you create an Urban Renewal District you have the ability over time to do
infrastructure projects which would offset the impact to the water and sewer funds. Busby said that’s part of the analysis. Allen
said you have to look at it as each fund in the city budget will be impacted differently. The general fund will be impacted
negatively; the water and sewer and other infrastructure funds will have a lessening impact in the city budget because Urban
Renewal can potentially take up the slack. Busby said he thought of that, and that would be part of the analysis. But, you say
you’re taking away 15%, but maybe not really; maybe you’re only taking away 10% because it’s going to projects you’re going
to do anyway under another account so to speak. He thinks that information ought to be available before we make that decision.
He realizes that requires a lot of conjecture; but it’s something that needs to be looked at. Allen said if a new district is put in
place and the actual plan and the different projects are going to be proposed, we have to look at what are those projects that are
being proposed, what impact will those projects have on the city budget meaning will Urban Renewal pay for the majority of
those projects and lessen the impact. So a lot of it will have to do with what are the projects that will be delineated. If you don’t
have the projects delineated, it’s going to be less likely to be able to project the impact on the budget; especially to the water and
sewer funds.

Patrick said on the information side, maybe we need one with the same setup but without the Urban Renewal District so we can
see what it looks like if we don’t do anything. Nebel said if you go further back into the packet; there are examples set up
assuming increases in revenue. He said, looking in the City medium scenario #2, the first column is the revenue before Urban
Renewal. Taking a look at that, column 2 is the commitment we already have for South Beach Urban Renewal that runs through
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each of the taxing entities. They went ahead and did tax revenue projections for each of the taxing entities and discounted it.
The table in Example 1 is Lincoln County. It projects out at that 4.5% growth rate. We have our 3%, which is what you would
typically get in normal annual increases in assessed value of what you have on the ground, and the extra 1.5% has to do with new
development which wouldn't be on the books in previous years. That's the same 4.5% assumption that was done in the feasibility
study. You've escalated your assumed assessed value and then discounted it by 7%, which assumes a 93% collection rate. That
remainder actually does come in; but at a later date. Generally on any given year we assume 93% is what is available for actual
use because the rest of those taxes will come in at a later date. Then you see the small, medium, and large scenarios depicted
against that. Tokos was looking at the small, but they're all structured the same. It shows the revenue before Urban Renewal,
what you're currently redirecting to the South Beach District, then what would be redirected to a new Urban Renewal District,
and the total of that, and what's left is your revenue after Urban Renewal, which is what you would have available for general
fund purposes, and then the percent difference. For the County, it's relatively small because their taxing boundary is the entire
county so it's relatively small impact to their overall tax base. Whereas, with the City of Newport, which is example 2, it's
significantly higher because our geographic boundary is smaller so this proportionately is a larger piece ofour tax base. But, it's
the same format. He thinks it lays it out very explicitly for each of the taxing entities.

Tokos said he was looking for feedback of whether this does enough. Is there other information we haven't either collected or
displayed that would help you or the taxing entities make that decision whether or not to proceed. Busby thought that this
information is great, and it's laid out very well. It answers his questions. But he also thinks we need to look at it from the bigger
picture and something the public would want to understand. He said Urban Renewal on the surface for a city like us is a good
thing because basically we're getting $3 or something for every dollar we are putting into it. His concern is the bigger concern
of can we afford that dollar; can we afford to do this. If you go back and look at our budgets for the last couple of years, we are
actually budgeting more than we are taking in already in the overall budget. It looks like that trend will continue unless we make
some changes. Our expenses are going up faster than our revenues are increasing. That being the case, this 10-15% withdrawal
from the general fund that we're going to be putting in Urban Renewal takes away from potential services that may have to be
cut as a result of increasing costs down the road. He recognizes that is very hard to project; but when you look at taking $3-$5
hundred thousand out of the city budget to go toward Urban Renewal, that's three to five policemen we wouldn't have or a fire
truck we don't get or something like that. He thinks it would be useful if we had some kind of analysis of how we will be able
to afford this. He recognizes that as the potential North Side Urban Renewal increases the old South Beach Urban Renewal
declines, so in effect it's not a huge change percentage-wise in the amount of money we're taking away from the budget; but
nevertheless with increasing expenses and not quite as fast increases in revenue, we have a potential problem unless we cut
something down the road. He thinks we ought to address that in this process. Allen said to balance that, even though the property
tax will be diverted from the general fund, if you create an Urban Renewal District you have the ability over time to do
infrastructure projects which would offset the impact to the water and sewer funds. Busby said that's part of the analysis. Allen
said you have to look at it as each fund in the city budget will be impacted differently. The general fund will be impacted
negatively; the water and sewer and other infrastructure funds will have a lessening impact in the city budget because Urban
Renewal can potentially take up the slack. Busby said he thought of that, and that would be part of the analysis. But, you say
you're taking away 15%, but maybe not really; maybe you're only taking away 10% because it's going to projects you're going
to do anyway under another account so to speak. He thinks that information ought to be available before we make that decision.
He realizes that requires a lot of conjecture; but it's something that needs to be looked at. Allen said if a new district is put in
place and the actual plan and the different projects are going to be proposed, we have to look at what are those projects that are
being proposed, what impact will those projects have on the city budget meaning will Urban Renewal pay for the majority of
those projects and lessen the impact. So a lot of it will have to do with what are the projects that will be delineated. If you don't
have the projects delineated, it's going to be less likely to be able to project the impact on the budget; especially to the water and
sewer funds.

Patrick said on the information side, maybe we need one with the same setup but without the Urban Renewal District so we can
see what it looks like if we don't do anything. Nebel said if you go further back into the packet; there are examples set up
assuming increases in revenue. He said, looking in the City medium scenario #2, the first column is the revenue before Urban
Renewal. Taking a look at that, column 2 is the commitment we already have for South Beach Urban Renewal that runs through
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of time that's structured where they can actually provide fonnal comment because that will get them motivated to get that
information into the record and help infonn you as policymakers.

Updated tables showing impacts to taxing districts. Tokos said he tried to work with Nebel and ECONorthwest to reframe the
infonnation in a couple ofdifferent ways so it's really clear to all taxing entities; the City included because it's the one that gets
hit the most. He wanted to frame the infonnation to be very clear in tenns of likely impacts. He said in the packet are a number
of tables we have. He noted that the first one he will look at is the "Impact to Taxing Districts." You have the small option, the
mid option, and the large option; which show the impact in tenns of the taxes that otherwise would have been collected and
available for general fund purposes that are redirected to Urban Renewal; the impact on an annual basis from fonning a new
district. What is on the back of each of these pages is a new table showing in tenns of percentages the impact to the total tax
revenue to these districts. That is South Beach, which is already in effect, plus the fonnation of a new North Side District. That's
just another way of framing it so they can see the impact. He has included two examples in the packet, but he has done that for
each of the taxing entities. They went ahead and did tax revenue projections for each of the taxing entities and discounted it.
The table in Example 1 is Lincoln County. It projects out at that 4.5% growth rate. We have our 3%, which is what you would
typically get in nonnal annual increases in assessed value of what you have on the ground, and the extra 1.5% has to do with new
development which wouldn't be on the books in previous years. That's the same 4.5% assumption that was done in the feasibility
study. You've escalated your assumed assessed value and then discounted it by 7%, which assumes a 93% collection rate. That
remainder actually does come in; but at a later date. Generally on any given year we assume 93% is what is available for actual
use because the rest of those taxes will come in at a later date. Then you see the small, medium, and large scenarios depicted
against that. Tokos was looking at the small, but they're all structured the same. It shows the revenue before Urban Renewal,
what you're currently redirecting to the South Beach District, then what would be redirected to a new Urban Renewal District,
and the total of that, and what's left is your revenue after Urban Renewal, which is what you would have available for general
fund purposes, and then the percent difference. For the County, it's relatively small because their taxing boundary is the entire
county so it's relatively small impact to their overall tax base. Whereas, with the City of Newport, which is example 2, it's
significantly higher because our geographic boundary is smaller so this proportionately is a larger piece of our tax base. But, it's
the same fonnat. He thinks it lays it out very explicitly for each of the taxing entities.

Tokos said he was looking for feedback of whether this does enough. Is there other infonnation we haven't either collected or
displayed that would help you or the taxing entities make that decision whether or not to proceed. Busby thought that this
infonnation is great, and it's laid out very well. It answers his questions. But he also thinks we need to look at it from the bigger
picture and something the public would want to understand. He said Urban Renewal on the surface for a city like us is a good
thing because basically we're getting $3 or something for every dollar we are putting into it. His concern is the bigger concern
of can we afford that dollar; can we afford to do this. If you go back and look at our budgets for the last couple of years, we are
actually budgeting more than we are taking in already in the overall budget. It looks like that trend will continue unless we make
some changes. Our expenses are going up faster than our revenues are increasing. That being the case, this 10-15% withdrawal
from the general fund that we're going to be putting in Urban Renewal takes away from potential services that may have to be
cut as a result of increasing costs down the road. He recognizes that is very hard to project; but when you look at taking $3-$5
hundred thousand out of the city budget to go toward Urban Renewal, that's three to five policemen we wouldn't have or a fire
truck we don't get or something like that. He thinks it would be useful if we had some kind of analysis of how we will be able
to afford this. He recognizes that as the potential North Side Urban Renewal increases the old South Beach Urban Renewal
declines, so in effect it's not a huge change percentage-wise in the amount of money we're taking away from the budget; but
nevertheless with increasing expenses and not quite as fast increases in revenue, we have a potential problem unless we cut
something down the road. He thinks we ought to address that in this process. Allen said to balance that, even though the property
tax will be diverted from the general fund, if you create an Urban Renewal District you have the ability over time to do
infrastructure projects which would offset the impact to the water and sewer funds. Busby said that's part of the analysis. Allen
said you have to look at it as each fund in the city budget will be impacted differently. The general fund will be impacted
negatively; the water and sewer and other infrastructure funds will have a lessening impact in the city budget because Urban
Renewal can potentially take up the slack. Busby said he thought of that, and that would be part of the analysis. But, you say
you're taking away 15%, but maybe not really; maybe you're only taking away 10% because it's going to projects you're going
to do anyway under another account so to speak. He thinks that infonnation ought to be available before we make that decision.
He realizes that requires a lot of conjecture; but it's something that needs to be looked at. Allen said if a new district is put in
place and the actual plan and the different projects are going to be proposed, we have to look at what are those projects that are
being proposed, what impact will those projects have on the city budget meaning will Urban Renewal pay for the majority of
those projects and lessen the impact. So a lot of it will have to do with what are the projects that will be delineated. If you don't
have the projects delineated, it's going to be less likely to be able to project the impact on the budget; especially to the water and
sewer funds.

Patrick said on the information side, maybe we need one with the same setup but without the Urban Renewal District so we can
see what it looks like if we don't do anything. Nebel said if you go further back into the packet; there are examples set up
assuming increases in revenue. He said, looking in the City medium scenario #2, the first column is the revenue before Urban
Renewal. Taking a look at that, column 2 is the commitment we already have for South Beach Urban Renewal that runs through
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of time that's structured where they can actually provide fonnal comment because that will get them motivated to get that
information into the record and help infonn you as policymakers.

Updated tables showing impacts to taxing districts. Tokos said he tried to work with Nebel and ECONorthwest to reframe the
infonnation in a couple of different ways so it's really clear to all taxing entities; the City included because it's the one that gets
hit the most. He wanted to frame the information to be very clear in terms of likely impacts. He said in the packet are a number
of tables we have. He noted that the frrst one he will look at is the "Impact to Taxing Districts." You have the small option, the
mid option, and the large option; which show the impact in terms of the taxes that otherwise would have been collected and
available for general fund purposes that are redirected to Urban Renewal; the impact on an annual basis from forming a new
district. What is on the back of each of these pages is a new table showing in terms of percentages the impact to the total tax
revenue to these districts. That is South Beach, which is already in effect, plus the formation of a new North Side District. That's
just another way of framing it so they can see the impact. He has included two examples in the packet, but he has done that for
each of the taxing entities. They went ahead and did tax revenue projections for each of the taxing entities and discounted it.
The table in Example 1 is Lincoln County. It projects out at that 4.5% growth rate. We have our 3%, which is what you would
typically get in normal annual increases in assessed value ofwhat you have on the ground, and the extra 1.5% has to do with new
development which wouldn't be on the books in previous years. That's the same 4.5% assumption that was done in the feasibility
study. You've escalated your assumed assessed value and then discounted it by 70/0, which assumes a 93% collection rate. That
remainder actually does come in; but at a later date. Generally on any given year we assume 93% is what is available for actual
use because the rest of those taxes will come in at a later date. Then you see the small, medium, and large scenarios depicted
against that. Tokos was looking at the small, but they're all structured the same. It shows the revenue before Urban Renewal,
what you're currently redirecting to the South Beach District, then what would be redirected to a new Urban Renewal District,
and the total of that, and what's left is your revenue after Urban Renewal, which is what you would have available for general
fund purposes, and then the percent difference. For the County, it's relatively small because their taxing boundary is the entire
county so it's relatively small impact to their overall tax base. Whereas, with the City of Newport, which is example 2, it's
significantly higher because our geographic boundary is smaller so this proportionately is a larger piece ofour tax base. But, it's
the same fonnat. He thinks it lays it out very explicitly for each of the taxing entities.

Tokos said he was looking for feedback of whether this does enough. Is there other infonnation we haven't either collected or
displayed that would help you or the taxing entities make that decision whether or not to proceed. Busby thought that this
infonnation is great, and it's laid out very well. It answers his questions. But he also thinks we need to look at it from the bigger
picture and something the public would want to understand. He said Urban Renewal on the surface for a city like us is a good
thing because basically we're getting $3 or something for every dollar we are putting into it. His concern is the bigger concern
of can we afford that dollar; can we afford to do this. If you go back and look at our budgets for the last couple of years, we are
actually budgeting more than we are taking in already in the overall budget. It looks like that trend will continue unless we make
some changes. Our expenses are going up faster than our revenues are increasing. That being the case, this 10-15% withdrawal
from the general fund that we're going to be putting in Urban Renewal takes away from potential services that may have to be
cut as a result of increasing costs down the road. He recognizes that is very hard to project; but when you look at taking $3-$5
hundred thousand out of the city budget to go toward Urban Renewal, that's three to five policemen we wouldn't have or a fire
truck we don't get or something like that. He thinks it would be useful if we had some kind of analysis of how we will be able
to afford this. He recognizes that as the potential North Side Urban Renewal increases the old South Beach Urban Renewal
declines, so in effect it's not a huge change percentage-wise in the amount of money we're taking away from the budget; but
nevertheless with increasing expenses and not quite as fast increases in revenue, we have a potential problem unless \ve cut
something down the road. He thinks we ought to address that in this process. Allen said to balance that, even though the property
tax will be diverted from the general fund, if you create an Urban Renewal District you have the ability over time to do
infrastructure projects which would offset the impact to the water and sewer funds. Busby said that's part of the analysis. Allen
said you have to look at it as each fund in the city budget will be impacted differently. The general fund will be impacted
negatively; the water and sewer and other infrastructure funds will have a lessening impact in the city budget because Urban
Renewal can potentially take up the slack. Busby said he thought of that, and that would be part of the analysis. But, you say
you're taking away 15%, but maybe not really; maybe you're only taking away 10% because it's going to projects you're going
to do anyway under another account so to speak. He thinks that information ought to be available before we make that decision.
He realizes that requires a lot of conjecture; but it's something that needs to be looked at. Allen said if a new district is put in
place and the actual plan and the different projects are going to be proposed, we have to look at what are those projects that are
being proposed, what impact will those projects have on the city budget meaning will Urban Renewal pay for the majority of
those projects and lessen the impact. So a lot of it will have to do with what are the projects that will be delineated. If you don't
have the projects delineated, it's going to be less likely to be able to project the impact on the budget; especially to the water and
sewer funds.

Patrick said on the information SIde, maybe we need one with the same setup but without the Urban Renewal District so we can
see what It looks like if we don't do anything. Nebel said if you go further back into the packet; there are examples set up
assuming increases in revenue. He said, looking in the City medium scenario #2, the first column is the revenue before Urban
Renewal. Taking a look at that, column 2 is the commitment we already have for South Beach Urban Rene\val that runs through
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2027. He said that regardless of what decision we make on the north side, that’s something that is going to happen. Patrick said
he can’t tell what the existing percentages are. Or show it by South Beach just by itself; so where we’re at right now. You can’t
really tell the increase. Nebel said that’s a good idea. You can extrapolate that, but it doesn’t really show it. Tokos said these
are great points, but asked if there’s other information on the data itself that you think we need to pull together to help for you to
make a decision. Allen said on the large option, it includes a lot of Agate Beach. He asked if any of that is outside the city limits.
Tokos said all three options are limited to properties that are already inside the city limits. Allen said if they were outside, we
would need the County’s buy-in; now we only need to consuLt with them. Tokos confirmed that was correct.

Tokos said that one thing that’s been asked was the issue of if we do nothing, will we realize that kind of growth because a lot
of these projects are intended to catalyze growth and economic revitalization of our community. If we don’t have enough money,
are we going to have enough if we do nothing? One thing with Urban Renewal is to catalyze that growth; it does increase the
likelihood that our tax base is going to grow at a more robust level that will then support the costs. He said that’s a tougher one
to get our arms around. Busby agreed, but said you have the midpoint between three and ten years from now where you may
have problems because that’s before you will recognize the advantages of it. Patrick said another thing that would help is to get
this same format with the district in Nye Beach and the history today in South Beach. Particularly in Nye Beach, showing the
history of what we spent and what we realized in the end; because, if you’re trying to justify this, it helps to show people previous
examples of what we did do.

Berman had a question about the revenue before Urban Renewal on the impact sheets. He said it’s unclear what assumptions are
being made for increased property tax values and assessed evaluations from the Urban Renewal District as opposed to just normal
3% growth. In other words, we were talking about showing one with no new Urban Renewal District; so if you don’t have a new
District, how much would “before Urban Renewal” change based on increased property values as a result of Urban Renewal.
Nebel didn’t thinic this is that sophisticated. This column is just showing an assumption of 4.5% growth, which is kind of a

historic number; it’s not trying to measure the impact Urban Renewal would have on increasing or decreasing. This is just a
fixed 4.5%. Berman said and that’s based on history. He said so realistically then, if we did both, this number is going to go up.
Nebel said that is the point Busby is making. We think it should. Projecting that becomes an artistic task. Tokos thought almost
a better way is to look at the projects in sum and make a policy judgment as to whether those are quality projects that are in the
best interest for this community to pursue. He said we are basically taking a portion of general fund money to invest in
infrastructure, which is not that uncommon; but Urban Renewal just happens to be the tool for that. Infrastructure is part of it;
but there are also strategic site investments, loans for business façade improvements. He thinks there are a lot of ways you can
go with it; but almost a better way is looking at a package of projects and make a policy judgment if those are important projects
for the community and if the benefit to the community is enough over the long-term that they warrant this kind of investment.
He said he wished he could give a more defmitive input. Croteau said we can all look at the numbers and make recommendations
based on that; but when it comes to the public, they want to know what kind of projects you are talking about. If you talk
revitalization of downtown or traffic issues, they will say yes we need some fixes.

Engler noted that the fairgrounds redevelopment is listed on the projects list. She asked how much the City is going to participate
in that. She thought the fairgrounds is a County property. Tokos said it is a County property. He said the figures here are such
that they would support things like improving the access at 20th and Hamey and widening Hamey so there is better access to that
property. Basically the infrastructure improvements that would be needed to make that facility enhancement that the County
envisions to be viable. The County is still reworking exactly what they want to do. What this shows is that there would be a
significant amount of infrastructure work needed to support any kind of meaningful redevelopment; and Urban Renewal would
be an important player there. Busby said that was good to know because he had the same question because he didn’t know the
intention there.

Allen said he had a question policy-wise. We had a north side district for so many years; it closed four to five years ago. The
projects that were done were centered around Nye Beach. He noted that a lot of your options include that same area. Agate
Beach wasn’t included. He thought out of fairness, if we create a new district, we really need to look at areas that were not
included in the initial district that was in existence all those years and make sure to cover areas that were not included before.
He wasn’t saying we shouldn’t include some of the older areas; but he thought that at least out of fairness, we should at least
look at those. Agate Beach was the area that he was thinking about. Tokos said outside of that, the areas in these scenarios
would be the corridor strip for 101 from 20 north and the 20 corridor that weren’t really part of that original district. Allen said
part of 20 was if you consider some of the properties east of 101 for three blocks; the Recreation Center and everything else.
Tokos said he was talking about Highway 20 more in the vicinity of Moore Drive and those areas. Allen said but if you go down
to the Bay front, the Embarcadero and all of those areas were part of it. He said generally though north of Fred Meyer was
excluded totally; and if you look at the Highway 20 corridor, some pieces were included in the previous district. He said it just
depends on how you want to look at it from a fairness standpoint.

Engler said that she noticed that the couplet right-of-way improvements are the biggest ticket item here. She asked if that’s a
must-do item; or is that something that’s going to be looked at as part of an overall plan. Tokos said it would be the latter. He
wanted to provide context for the group about the projects and what they mean at this point and what they would mean moving
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2027. He said that regardless of what decision we make on the north side, that's something that is going to happen. Patrick said
he can't tell what the existing percentages are. Or show it by South Beach just by itself; so where we're at right now. You can't
really tell the increase. Nebel said that's a good idea. You can extrapolate that, but it doesn't really show it. Tokos said these
are great points, but asked if there's other infonnation on the data itself that you think we need to pull together to help for you to
make a decision. Allen said on the large option, it includes a lot ofAgate Beach. He asked ifany ofthat is outside the city limits.
Tokos said all three options are limited to properties that are already inside the city limits. Allen said if they were outside, we
would need the County's buy-in; now we only need to consult with them. Tokos confinned that was correct.

Tokos said that one thing that's been asked was the issue of if we do nothing, will we realize that kind of growth because a lot
of these projects are intended to catalyze growth and economic revitalization ofour community. Ifwe don't have enough money,
are we going to have enough if we do nothing? One thing with Urban Renewal is to catalyze that growth; it does increase the
likelihood that our tax base is going to grow at a more robust level that will then support the costs. He said that's a tougher one
to get our arms around. Busby agreed, but said you have the midpoint between three and ten years from now where you may
have problems because that's before you will recognize the advantages of it. Patrick said another thing that would help is to get
this same fonnat with the district in Nye Beach and the history today in South Beach. Particularly in Nye Beach, showing the
history of what we spent and what we realized in the end; because, ifyou're trying to justify this, it helps to show people previous
examples of what we did do.

Berman had a question about the revenue before Urban Renewal on the impact sheets. He said it's unclear what assumptions are
being made for increased property tax values and assessed evaluations from the Urban Renewal District as opposed to just normal
3% growth. In other words, we were talking about showing one with no new Urban Renewal District; so if you don't have a new
District, how much would "before Urban Renewal" change based on increased property values as a result of Urban Renewal.
Nebel didn't think this is that sophisticated. This column is just showing an assumption of 4.5% growth, which is kind of a
historic number; it's not trying to measure the impact Urban Renewal would have on increasing or decreasing. This is just a
fixed 4.5%. Berman said and that's based on history. He said so realistically then, if we did both, this number is going to go up.
Nebel said that is the point Busby is making. We think it should. Projecting that becomes an artistic task. Tokos thought almost
a better way is to look at the projects in sum and make a policy judgment as to whether those are quality projects that are in the
best interest for this community to pursue. He said we are basically taking a portion of general fund money to invest in
infrastructure, which is not that uncommon; but Urban Renewal just happens to be the tool for that. Infrastructure is part of it;
but there are also strategic site investments, loans for business fa9ade improvements. He thinks there are a lot of ways you can
go with it; but almost a better way is looking at a package of projects and make a policy judgment if those are important projects
for the community and if the benefit to the community is enough over the long-term that they warrant this kind of investment.
He said he wished he could give a more definitive input. Croteau said we can all look at the numbers and make recommendations
based on that; but when it comes to the public, they want to know what kind of projects you are talking about. If you talk
revitalization of downtown or traffic issues, they will say yes we need some fixes.

Engler noted that the fairgrounds redevelopment is listed on the projects list. She asked how much the City is going to participate
in that. She thought the fairgrounds is a County property. Tokos said it is a County property. He said the figures here are such
that they would support things like improving the access at 20th and Harney and widening Harney so there is better access to that
property. Basically the infrastructure improvements that would be needed to make that facility enhancement that the County
envisions to be viable. The County is still reworking exactly what they want to do. What this shows is that there would be a
significant amount of infrastructure work needed to support any kind of meaningful redevelopment; and Urban Renewal would
be an important player there. Busby said that was good to know because he had the same question because he didn't know the
intention there.

Allen said he had a question policy-wise. We had a north side district for so many years; it closed four to five years ago. The
projects that were done were centered around Nye Beach. He noted that a lot of your options include that same area. Agate
Beach wasn't included. He thought out of fairness, if we create a new district, we really need to look at areas that were not
included in the initial district that was in existence all those years and make sure to cover areas that were not included before.
He wasn't saying we shouldn't include some of the older areas; but he thought that at least out of fairness, we should at least
look at those. Agate Beach was the area that he was thinking about. Tokos said outside of that, the areas in these scenarios
would be the corridor strip for 101 from 20 north and the 20 corridor that weren't really part of that original district. Allen said
part of 20 was if you consider some of the properties east of 101 for three blocks; the Recreation Center and everything else.
Tokos said he was talking about Highway 20 more in the vicinity of Moore Drive and those areas. Allen said but if you go down
to the Bay Front, the Embarcadero and all of those areas were part of it. He said generally though north of Fred Meyer was
excluded totally; and if you look at the Highway 20 corridor, some pieces were included in the previous district. He said it just
depends on how you want to look at it from a fairness standpoint.

Engler said that she noticed that the couplet right-of-way improvements are the biggest ticket item here. She asked if that's a
must-do item; or is that something that's going to be looked at as part of an overall plan. Tokos said it would be the latter. He
wanted to provide context for the group about the projects and what they mean at this point and what they would mean moving
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2027. He said that regardless of what decision we make on the north side, that's something that is going to happen. Patrick said
he can't tell what the existing percentages are. Or show it by South Beach just by itself; so where we're at right now. You can't
really tell the increase. Nebel said that's a good idea. You can extrapolate that, but it doesn't really show it. Tokos said these
are great points, but asked if there's other information on the data itself that you think we need to pull together to help for you to
make a decision. Allen said on the large option, it includes a lot ofAgate Beach. He asked ifany of that is outside the city limits.
Tokos said all three options are limited to properties that are already inside the city limits. Allen said if they were outside, we
would need the County's buy-in; now we only need to consult with them. Tokos confIrmed that was correct.

Tokos said that one thing that's been asked was the issue of if we do nothing, will we realize that kind of growth because a lot
of these projects are intended to catalyze growth and economic revitalization ofour community. lfwe don't have enough money,
are we going to have enough if we do nothing? One thing with Urban Renewal is to catalyze that growth; it does increase the
likelihood that our tax base is going to grow at a more robust level that will then support the costs. He said that's a tougher one
to get our arms around. Busby agreed, but said you have the midpoint between three and ten years from now where you may
have problems because that's before you will recognize the advantages of it. Patrick said another thing that would help is to get
this same format with the district in Nye Beach and the history today in South Beach. Particularly in Nye Beach, showing the
history ofwhat we spent and what we realized in the end; because, ifyou're trying to justify this, it helps to show people previous
examples of what we did do.

Berman had a question about the revenue before Urban Renewal on the impact sheets. He said it's unclear what assumptions are
being made for increased property tax values and assessed evaluations from the Urban Renewal District as opposed to just normal
3% growth. In other words, we were talking about showing one with no new Urban Renewal District; so if you don't have a new
District, how much would "before Urban Renewal" change based on increased property values as a result of Urban Renewal.
Nebel didn't think this is that sophisticated. This column is just showing an assumption of 4.5% growth, which is kind of a
historic number; it's not trying to measure the impact Urban Renewal would have on increasing or decreasing. This is just a
fixed 4.5%. Berman said and that's based on history. He said so realistically then, ifwe did both, this number is going to go up.
Nebel said that is the point Busby is making. We think it should. Projecting that becomes an artistic task. Tokos thought almost
a better way is to look at the projects in sum and make a policy judgment as to whether those are quality projects that are in the
best interest for this community to pursue. He said we are basically taking a portion of general fund money to invest in
infrastructure, which is not that uncommon; but Urban Renewal just happens to be the tool for that. Infrastructure is part of it;
but there are also strategic site investments, loans for business fayade improvements. He thinks there are a lot of ways you can
go with it; but almost a better way is looking at a package of projects and make a policy judgment if those are important projects
for the community and if the benefIt to the community is enough over the long-term that they warrant this kind of investment.
He said he wished he could give a more defInitive input. Croteau said we can all look at the numbers and make recommendations
based on that; but when it comes to the public, they want to know what kind of projects you are talking about. If you talk
revitalization of downtown or traffic issues, they will say yes we need some fIxes.

Engler noted that the fairgrounds redevelopment is listed on the projects list. She asked how much the City is going to participate
in that. She thought the fairgrounds is a County property. Tokos said it is a County property. He said the figures here are such
that they would support things like improving the access at 20th and Harney and widening Harney so there is better access to that
property. Basically the infrastructure improvements that would be needed to make that facility enhancement that the County
envisions to be viable. The County is still reworking exactly what they want to do. What this shows is that there would be a
significant amount of infrastructure work needed to support any kind of meaningful redevelopment; and Urban Renewal would
be an important player there. Busby said that was good to know because he had the same question because he didn't know the
intention there.

Allen said he had a question policy-wise. We had a north side district for so many years; it closed four to fIve years ago. The
projects that were done were centered around Nye Beach. He noted that a lot of your options include that same area. Agate
Beach wasn't included. He thought out of fairness, if we create a new district, we really need to look at areas that were not
included in the initial district that was in existence all those years and make sure to cover areas that were not included before.
He wasn't saying we shouldn't include some of the older areas; but he thought that at least out of fairness, we should at least
look at those. Agate Beach was the area that he was thinking about. Tokos said outside of that, the areas in these scenarios
would be the corridor strip for 101 from 20 north and the 20 corridor that weren't really part of that original district. Allen said
part of 20 was if you consider some of the properties east of 101 for three blocks; the Recreation Center and everything else.
Tokos said he was talking about Highway 20 more in the vicinity ofMoore Drive and those areas. Allen said but if you go down
to the Bay Front, the Embarcadero and all of those areas were part of it. He said generally though north of Fred Meyer was
excluded totally; and if you look at the Highway 20 corridor, some pieces were included in the previous district. He said it just
depends on how you want to look at it from a fairness standpoint.

Engler said that she noticed that the couplet right-of-way improvements are the biggest ticket item here. She asked if that's a
must-do item; or is that something that's going to be looked at as part of an overall plan. Tokos said it would be the latter. He
wanted to provide context for the group about the projects and what they mean at this point and what they would mean moving
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2027. He said that regardless of what decision we make on the north side, that's something that is going to happen. Patrick said
he can't tell what the existing percentages are. Or show it by South Beach just by itself; so where we're at right now. You can't
really tell the increase. Nebel said that's a good idea. You can extrapolate that, but it doesn't really show it. Tokos said these
are great points, but asked iftbere's other information on the data itself that you think we need to pull together to help for you to
make a decision. Allen said on the large option, it includes a lot ofAgate Beach. He asked ifany of that is outside the city limits.
Tokos said all three options are limited to properties that are already inside the city limits. Allen said if they were outside, we
would need the County's buy-in; now we only need to consult with them. Tokos confrrmed that was correct.

Tokos said that one thing that's been asked was the issue of if we do nothing, will we realize that kind of growth because a lot
of these projects are intended to catalyze growth and economic revitalization ofour community. Ifwe don't have enough money,
are we going to have enough if we do nothing? One thing with Urban Renewal is to catalyze that growth; it does increase the
likelihood that our tax base is going to grow at a more robust level that will then support the costs. He said that's a tougher one
to get our anns around. Busby agreed, but said you have the midpoint between three and ten years from now where you may
have problems because that's before you will recognize the advantages of it. Patrick said another thing that would help is to get
this same format with the district in Nye Beach and the history today in South Beach. Particularly in Nye Beach, showing the
history of what we spent and what we realized in the end; because, ifyou're trying to justify this, it helps to show people previous
examples of what we did do.

Bennan had a question about the revenue before Urban Renewal on the impact sheets. He said it's unclear what assumptions are
being made for increased property tax values and assessed evaluations from the Urban Renewal District as opposed to just normal
3% growth. In other words, we were talking about showing one with no new Urban Renewal District; so if you don't have a new
District, how much would "before Urban Renewal" change based on increased property values as a result of Urban Renewal.
Nebel didn't think this is that sophisticated. This column is just showing an assumption of 4.5% growth, which is kind of a
historic number; it's not trying to measure the impact Urban Renewal would have on increasing or decreasing. This is just a
fixed 4.5%. Berman said and that's based on history. He said so realistically then, if we did both, this number is going to go up.
Nebel said that is the point Busby is making. We think it should. Projecting that becomes an artistic task. Tokos thought almost
a better way is to look at the projects in sum and make a policy judgment as to whether those are quality projects that are in the
best interest for this community to pursue. He said we are basically taking a portion of general fund money to invest in
infrastructure, which is not that uncommon; but Urban Renewal just happens to be the tool for that. Infrastructure is part of it;
but there are also strategic site investments, loans for business fayade improvements. He thinks there are a lot of ways you can
go with it; but almost a better way is looking at a package of projects and make a policy judgment if those are important projects
for the community and if the benefit to the community is enough over the long-tenn that they warrant this kind of investment.
He said he wished he could give a more defmitive input. Croteau said we can all look at the numbers and make recommendations
based on that; but when it comes to the public, they want to know what kind of projects you are talking about. If you talk
revitalization of downtown or traffic issues, they will say yes we need some fIXes.

Engler noted that the fairgrounds redevelopment is listed on the projects list. She asked how much the City is going to participate
in that. She thought the fairgrounds is a County property. Tokas said it is a County property. He said the figures here are such
that they would support things like improving the access at 20th and Harney and widening Harney so there is better access to that
property. Basically the infrastructure improvements that would be needed to make that facility enhancement that the County
envisions to be viable. The County is still reworking exactly what they want to do. What this shows is that there would be a
significant amount of infrastructure work needed to support any kind of meaningful redevelopment; and Urban Renewal would
be an important player there. Busby said that was good to know because he had the same question because he didn't know the
intention there.

Allen said he had a question policy-wise. We had a north side district for so many years; it closed four to five years ago. The
projects that were done were centered around Nye Beach. He noted that a lot of your options include that same area. Agate
Beach wasn't included. He thought out of fairness, if we create a new district, we really need to look at areas that were not
included in the initial district that was in existence all those years and make sure to cover areas that were not included before.
He wasn't saying we shouldn't include some of the older areas; but he thought that at least out of fairness, we should at least
look at those. Agate Beach was the area that he was thinking about. Tokos said outside of that, the areas in these scenarios
would be the corridor strip for 101 from 20 north and the 20 corridor that weren't really part of that original district. Allen said
part of 20 was if you consider some of the properties east of 101 for three blocks; the Recreation Center and everything else.
Tokos said he was talking about Highway 20 more in the vicinity ofMoore Drive and those areas. Allen said but if you go down
to the Bay Front, the Embarcadero and all of those areas were part of it. He said generally though north of Fred Meyer was
excluded totally; and if you look at the Highway 20 corridor, some pieces were included in the previous district. He said it just
depends on how you want to look at it from a fairness standpoint.

Engler said that she noticed that the couplet right-of-way improvements are the biggest ticket item here. She asked if that's a
must-do item; or is that something that's going to be looked at as part of an overall plan. Tokos said it would be the latter. He
wanted to provide context for the group about the projects and what they mean at this point and what they would mean moving
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forward. He said that the project list was developed between staff and the Planning Commission largely drawing from the various
plans that were developed with pretty significant public outreach at different points in time. The couplet is part of the
Transportation System Plan with the initial concept of it being either on 7th or 9th, He said these projects aren’t set in stone, He
would expect that there would be refinements and adjustments should you move forward and form a task force to do that kind of
work on the projects list. What is important is that at the end of the day what’s in that projects list has to be something that the
Planning Commission and the City CounciL can find to be consistent with our Comprehensive Plan. If we start pulling in some
things that have no relationship to our existing economic development policies, which we’ve done a lot of public outreach to
devetop, or our transportation, or our water system; then we have issues. That is the box we have to work within. He said with
the couplet it is the potential biggest project; but it’s also the biggest gain in terms of tax revenue. At the end of the day, is it the
best interest in the City Center; it may or may not be. The way he would envision this is, if it ends up in the Plan, you can always
scale it down easier than you can expand an Urban Renewal Plan once it’s been started. He would envision in a phasing plan,
your initial phase would have funds reserved for refinement plan for the City Center where we could do tangible public
engagement and sort whether or not the couplet is going to work or not; and if not what the alternative solution is that is going
to revitalize the area. That would be Phase 1. He said with Coho/Brant for example, you get some pretty tangible public
involvement when you do a refinement plan and have money behind it, and people believe that something is going to happen as
a result of that planning effort. He said that these projects right now are at the feasibility study stage. If you elect to move
forward, they would be refined into an actual plan. But then again, they are a framework. As that plan moves forward we would
expect that they would be refined, just as you refined the South Beach Plan with various amendments, as opportunities come up
and you can provide further definition about a project. Allen asked if what Tokos was saying was if the plan has certain projects
in it, as you move fonvard it’s easier to revise those projects rather than adding on new ones. That’s a more formal process.
Tokos confirmed that. Allen said if you feel something might be a potential, put it in the plan but phase it out over time so you
have steps along the way of whether to continue it or not. Tokos said exactly.

Engler said that Patrick had mentioned Nye Beach. She noted that all of the Urban Renewal planning that was done came out of
the Glick Plan. So they had a realty sturdy plan even though they didn’t stick to it the whole time. That big streetscaping plan
is from that. So, she thinks it’s important to have a plan. Allen agreed that a lot of the components of the Glick Plan were put
into the Urban Renewal Plan; it was used to create the Urban Renewal Plan.

Nebel noted that we have had discussion on some of the preliminary projects and asked if Tokos wanted to talk about that. Tokos
said he would run through the projects. He said that looking at the potential projects list, there are the three different options.
The largest would include Agate Beach. There you have some funds that would be reserved for Phase 1 work, which would be
a refinement plan. That would be engagement to fine-tune exactly what types of projects are needed in the Agate Beach area
and to what scale, From that kind of planning effort, he would imagine an amendment would come through to further define
what some of these other categories are. So the Agate Beach improvements to existing local streets, which calls for about a
million dollars, through a refinement plan would then get rather specific; such as this kind of street at this location of this nature.
He said if you’re familiar with how we did it with Coho/Brant, that’s kind of how it would play out; you’d have those more
detailed projects and then come back and do an amendment. It has funds reserved for storm drainage improvements,
improvements at intersection points with 101, and then we have a significant waterline upgrade that’s in our Facilities Plan,
which is needed to facilitate further growth in that area, that is included as well. Under public buildings there’s a contribution
toward fairgrounds redevelopment at $3 million. You see a total cost of $9 million. You will see total costs far exceeding Urban
Renewal contributions as you go down the list; those are estimates as to where other funds would be coming from for the project.
With the fairgrounds for example, much of that would be coming from the County. A public safety building is in the small and
large options and would be partially funded by Urban Renewal and partly from other sources. Berman asked if it would be
worthwhile to have this list annotated somehow with where the rest of the money is coming from; the difference. List potential
sources where that money may come from when there’s such a big difference like that; he’s sure that difference jumps out. Tokos
said you could. Berman thought that it seems that an explanation of some of the potential sources for that difference would be
useful. Allen asked why the public safety building was left out of the mid option. Tokos said for one, there was some discussion
as to whether or not that is the best type of investment to land in Urban Renewal. Then there was some desire to have the
feasibility study show some mixing and matching to give some variety in options and numbers. He said, as you can see, the mid
option has the lowest total maximum level indebtedness. It was designed to show what happens if you have lower maximum
debt level, a larger boundary; and it shows that you are able to ramp up and close down sooner. Allen said so the decision by the
feasibility study for the mid option was if the debt is less and the boundary is larger, let’s just remove the public safety building
instead of something else. Tokos thought it was a decision to pull that out in order to reduce the maximum level of debt and
focus more on infrastructure and economic development and revitalization projects. Allen thought that needs to be further
clarified because that seems like a big omission. He said you may want to at least note why it’s not included in the mid option
so in case people are interested in the mid option, you have a choice to put it back in there and just reduce the amount of something
else. He said this is just a feasibility study, not policy choice; and he doesn’t want to have this feasibility study starting to set
policy. Nebel thought that’s a good point to make. How you mix and match these is something that will be coming down with
the planning process formally. This is really more for illustration purposes, but it also does give you the flavor of what kind of
project can be included. Allen said it was the omission that caught his attention.
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forward. He said that the project list was developed between staffand the Planning Commission largely drawing from the various
plans that were developed with pretty significant public outreach at different points in time. The couplet is part of the
Transportation System Plan with the initial concept of it being either on 7th or 9th• He said these projects aren't set in stone. He
would expect that there would be refmements and adjustments should you move forward and fonn a task force to do that kind of
work on the projects list. What is important is that at the end of the day what's in that projects list has to be something that the
Planning Commission and the City Council can find to be consistent with our Comprehensive Plan. If we start pulling in some
things that have no relationship to our existing economic development policies, which we've done a lot of public outreach to
develop, or our transportation, or our water system; then we have issues. That is the box we have to work within. He said with
the couplet it is the potential biggest project; but it's also the biggest gain in tenns of tax revenue. At the end of the day, is it the
best interest in the City Center; it mayor may not be. The way he would envision this is, if it ends up in the Plan, you can always
scale it down easier than you can expand an Urban Renewal Plan once it's been started. He would envision in a phasing plan,
your initial phase would have funds reserved for refinement plan for the City Center where we could do tangible public
engagement and sort whether or not the couplet is going to work or not; and if not what the alternative solution is that is going
to revitalize the area. That would be Phase 1. He said with CoholBrant for example, you get some pretty tangible public
involvement when you do a refinement plan and have money behind it, and people believe that something is going to happen as
a result of that planning effort. He said that these projects right now are at the feasibility study stage. If you elect to move
forward, they would be refined into an actual plan. But then again, they are a framework. As that plan moves forward we would
expect that they would be refined, just as you refined the South Beach Plan with various amendments, as opportunities come up
and you can provide further definition about a project. Allen asked if what Tokos was saying was if the plan has certain projects
in it, as you move forward it's easier to revise those projects rather than adding on new ones. That's a more fonnal process.
Tokos confinned that. Allen said if you feel something might be a potential, put it in the plan but phase it out over time so you
have steps along the way of whether to continue it or not. Tokos said exactly.

Engler said that Patrick had mentioned Nye Beach. She noted that all of the Urban Renewal planning that was done came out of
the Glick Plan. So they had a really sturdy plan even though they didn't stick to it the whole time. That big streetscaping plan
is from that. So, she thinks it's important to have a plan. Allen agreed that a lot of the components of the Glick Plan were put
into the Urban Renewal Plan; it was used to create the Urban Renewal Plan.

Nebel noted that we have had discussion on some ofthe preliminary projects and asked ifTokos wanted to talk about that. Tokos
said he would run through the projects. He said that looking at the potential projects list, there are the three different options.
The largest would include Agate Beach. There you have some funds that would be reserved for Phase 1 work, which would be
a refinement plan. That would be engagement to fine-tune exactly what types of projects are needed in the Agate Beach area
and to what scale. From that kind of planning effort, he would imagine an amendment would come through to further defme
what some of these other categories are. So the Agate Beach improvements to existing local streets, which calls for about a
million dollars, through a refinement plan would then get rather specific; such as this kind ofstreet at this location of this nature.
He said if you're familiar with how we did it with CoholBrant, that's kind of how it would play out; you'd have those more
detailed projects and then come back and do an amendment. It has funds reserved for stonn drainage improvements,
improvements at intersection points with 101, and then we have a significant waterline upgrade that's in our Facilities Plan,
which is needed to facilitate further growth in that area, that is included as well. Under public buildings there's a contribution
toward fairgrounds redevelopment at $3 million. You see a total cost of$9 million. You will see total costs far exceeding Urban
Renewal contributions as you go down the list; those are estimates as to where other funds would be coming from for the project.
With the fairgrounds for example, much of that would be coming from the County. A public safety building is in the small and
large options and would be partially funded by Urban Renewal and partly from other sources. Bennan asked if it would be
worthwhile to have this list annotated somehow with where the rest of the money is coming from; the difference. List potential
sources where that money may come from when there's such a big difference like that; he's sure that difference jumps out. Tokos
said you could. Bennan thought that it seems that an explanation of some of the potential sources for that difference would be
useful. Allen asked why the public safety building was left out of the mid option. Tokos said for one, there was some discussion
as to whether or not that is the best type of investment to land in Urban Renewal. Then there was some desire to have the
feasibility study show some mixing and matching to give some variety in options and numbers. He said, as you can see, the mid
option has the lowest total maximum level indebtedness. It was designed to show what happens if you have lower maximum
debt level, a larger boundary; and it shows that you are able to ramp up and close down sooner. Allen said so the decision by the
feasibility study for the mid option was if the debt is less and the boundary is larger, let's just remove the public safety building
instead of something else. Tokos thought it was a decision to pull that out in order to reduce the maximum level of debt and
focus more on infrastructure and economic development and revitalization projects. Allen thought that needs to be further
clarified because that seems like a big omission. He said you may want to at least note why it's not included in the mid option
so in case people are interested in the mid option, you have a choice to put it back in there and just reduce the amount ofsomething
else. He said this is just a feasibility study, not policy choice; and he doesn't want to have this feasibility study starting to set
policy. Nebel thought that's a good point to make. How you mix and match these is something that will be coming down with
the planning process fonnally. This is really more for illustration purposes, but it also does give you the flavor of what kind of
project can be included. Allen said it was the omission that caught his attention.

4 Joint City CounciVPlanning Commission Work Session 1/12115.

forward. He said that the project list was developed between staffand the Planning Commission largely drawing from the various
plans that were developed with pretty significant public outreach at different points in time. The couplet is part of the
Transportation System Plan with the initial concept of it being either on 7th or 9th• He said these projects aren't set in stone. He
would expect that there would be refmements and adjustments should you move forward and fonn a task force to do that kind of
work on the projects list. What is important is that at the end of the day what's in that projects list has to be something that the
Planning Commission and the City Council can find to be consistent with our Comprehensive Plan. If we start pulling in some
things that have no relationship to our existing economic development policies, which we've done a lot of public outreach to
develop, or our transportation, or our water system; then we have issues. That is the box we have to work within. He said with
the couplet it is the potential biggest project; but it's also the biggest gain in terms of tax revenue. At the end of the day, is it the
best interest in the City Center; it mayor may not be. The way he would envision this is, if it ends up in the Plan, you can always
scale it down easier than you can expand an Urban Renewal Plan once it's been started. He would envision in a phasing plan,
your initial phase would have funds reserved for refinement plan for the City Center where we could do tangible public
engagement and sort whether or not the couplet is going to work or not; and if not what the alternative solution is that is going
to revitalize the area. That would be Phase 1. He said with CoholBrant for example, you get some pretty tangible public
involvement when you do a refinement plan and have money behind it, and people believe that something is going to happen as
a result of that planning effort. He said that these projects right now are at the feasibility study stage. If you elect to move
forward, they would be refined into an actual plan. But then again, they are a framework. As that plan moves forward we would
expect that they would be refined, just as you refined the South Beach Plan with various amendments, as opportunities come up
and you can provide further definition about a project. Allen asked if what Tokos was saying was if the plan has certain projects
in it, as you move forward it's easier to revise those projects rather than adding on new ones. That's a more formal process.
Tokos confirmed that. Allen said if you feel something might be a potential, put it in the plan but phase it out over time so you
have steps along the way of whether to continue it or not. Tokos said exactly.

Engler said that Patrick had mentioned Nye Beach. She noted that all of the Urban Renewal planning that was done came out of
the Glick Plan. So they had a really sturdy plan even though they didn't stick to it the whole time. That big streetscaping plan
is from that. So, she thinks it's important to have a plan. Allen agreed that a lot of the components of the Glick Plan were put
into the Urban Renewal Plan; it was used to create the Urban Renewal Plan.

Nebel noted that we have had discussion on some of the preliminary projects and asked ifTokos wanted to talk about that. Tokos
said he would run through the projects. He said that looking at the potential projects list, there are the three different options.
The largest would include Agate Beach. There you have some funds that would be reserved for Phase 1 work, which would be
a refinement plan. That would be engagement to fine-tune exactly what types of projects are needed in the Agate Beach area
and to what scale. From that kind of planning effort, he would imagine an amendment would come through to further defme
what some of these other categories are. So the Agate Beach improvements to existing local streets, which calls for about a
million dollars, through a refinement plan would then get rather specific; such as this kind of street at this location of this nature.
He said if you're familiar with how we did it with CoholBrant, that's kind of how it would play out; you'd have those more
detailed projects and then come back and do an amendment. It has funds reserved for storm drainage improvements,
improvements at intersection points with 101, and then we have a significant waterline upgrade that's in our Facilities Plan,
which is needed to facilitate further growth in that area, that is included as well. Under public buildings there's a contribution
toward fairgrounds redevelopment at $3 million. You see a total cost of$9 million. You will see total costs far exceeding Urban
Renewal contributions as you go down the list; those are estimates as to where other funds would be coming from for the project.
With the fairgrounds for example, much of that would be coming from the County. A public safety building is in the small and
large options and would be partially funded by Urban Renewal and partly from other sources. Berman asked if it would be
worthwhile to have this list annotated somehow with where the rest of the money is coming from; the difference. List potential
sources where that money may come from when there's such a big difference like that; he's sure that difference jumps out. Tokos
said you could. Berman thought that it seems that an explanation of some of the potential sources for that difference would be
useful. Allen asked why the public safety building was left out of the mid option. Tokos said for one, there was some discussion
as to whether or not that is the best type of investment to land in Urban Renewal. Then there was some desire to have the
feasibility study show some mixing and matching to give some variety in options and numbers. He said, as you can see, the mid
option has the lowest total maximum level indebtedness. It was designed to show what happens if you have lower maximum
debt level, a larger boundary; and it shows that you are able to ramp up and close down sooner. Allen said so the decision by the
feasibility study for the mid option was if the debt is less and the boundary is larger, let's just remove the public safety building
instead of something else. Tokos thought it was a decision to pull that out in order to reduce the maximum level of debt and
focus more on infrastructure and economic development and revitalization projects. Allen thought that needs to be further
clarified because that seems like a big omission. He said you may want to at least note why it's not included in the mid option
so in case people are interested in the mid option, you have a choice to put it back in there and just reduce the amount ofsomething
else. He said this is just a feasibility study, not policy choice; and he doesn't want to have this feasibility study starting to set
policy. Nebel thought that's a good point to make. How you mix and match these is something that will be coming down with
the planning process formally. This is really more for illustration purposes, but it also does give you the flavor of what kind of
project can be included. Allen said it was the omission that caught his attention.

4 Joint City CounciVPlanmng Commission Work Session 1/12115.

forward. He said that the project list was developed between staffand the Planning Commission largely drawing from the various
plans that were developed with pretty significant public outreach at different points in time. The couplet is part of the
Transportation System Plan with the initial concept of it being either on 7th or 9th• He said these projects aren't set in stone. He
would expect that there would be refinements and adjustments should you move forward and fonn a task force to do that kind of
work on the projects list. What is important is that at the end of the day what's in that projects list has to be something that the
Planning Commission and the City Council can find to be consistent with our Comprehensive Plan. If we start pulling in some
things that have no relationship to our existing economic development policies, which we've done a lot of public outreach to
develop, or our transportation, or our water system; then we have issues. That is the box we have to work within. He said with
the couplet it is the potential biggest project; but it's also the biggest gain in terms of tax revenue. At the end of the day, is it the
best interest in the City Center; it mayor may not be. The way he would envision this is, ifit ends up in the Plan, you can always
scale it down easier than you can expand an Urban Renewal Plan once it's been started. He would envision in a phasing plan,
your initial phase would have funds reserved for refmement plan for the City Center where we could do tangible public
engagement and sort whether or not the couplet is going to work or not; and if not what the alternative solution is that is going
to revitalize the area. That would be Phase 1. He said with CoholBrant for example, you get some pretty tangible public
involvement when you do a refinement plan and have money behind it, and people believe that something is going to happen as
a result of that planning effort. He said that these projects right now are at the feasibility study stage. If you elect to move
forward, they would be refined into an actual plan. But then again, they are a framework. As that plan moves forward we would
expect that they would be refined, just as you refined the South Beach Plan with various amendments, as opportunities come up
and you can provide further definition about a project. Allen asked if what Tokos was saying \vas if the plan has certain projects
in it, as you move forward it's easier to revise those projects rather than adding on new ones. That's a more fonnal process.
Tokos confmned that. Allen said if you feel something might be a potential, put it in the plan but phase it out over time so you
have steps along the way of whether to continue it or not. Tokos said exactly.

Engler said that Patrick had mentioned Nye Beach. She noted that all of the Urban Renewal planning that was done came out of
the Glick Plan. So they had a really sturdy plan even though they didn't stick to it the whole time. That big streetscaping plan
is from that. So, she thinks it's important to have a plan. Allen agreed that a lot of the components of the Glick Plan were put
into the Urban Renewal Plan; it was used to create the Urban Renewal Plan.

Nebel noted that we have had discussion on some of the preliminary projects and asked ifTokos wanted to talk about that. Tokos
said he would run through the projects. He said that looking at the potential projects list, there are the three different options.
The largest would include Agate Beach. There you have some funds that would be reserved for Phase 1 work, which would be
a refinement plan. That would be engagement to fine-tune exactly what types of projects are needed in the Agate Beach area
and to what scale. From that kind of planning effort, he would imagine an amendment would come through to further derme
what some of these other categories are. So the Agate Beach improvements to existing local streets, which calls for about a
million dollars, through a refinement plan would then get rather specific; such as this kind ofstreet at this location of this nature.
He said if you're familiar with how we did it with Coho/Brant, that's kind of how it would play out; you'd have those more
detailed projects and then come back and do an amendment. It has funds reserved for storm drainage improvements,
improvements at intersection points with 101, and then we have a significant waterline upgrade that's in our Facilities Plan,
which is needed to facilitate further growth in that area, that is included as well. Under public buildings there's a contribution
toward fairgrounds redevelopment at $3 million. You see a total cost of$9 million. You will see total costs far exceeding Urban
Renewal contributions as you go down the list; those are estimates as to where other funds would be coming from for the project.
With the fairgrounds for example, much of that would be coming from the County. A public safety building is in the small and
large options and would be partially funded by Urban Renewal and partly from other sources. Bennan asked if it \vould be
worthwhile to have this list annotated somehow with where the rest of the money is coming from; the difference. List potential
sources where that money may come from when there's such a big difference like that; he's sure that difference jumps out. Tokos
said you could. Bennan thought that it seems that an explanation of some of the potential sources for that difference would be
useful. Allen asked why the public safety building was left out of the mid option. Tokos said for one, there was some discussion
as to whether or not that is the best type of investment to land in Urban Renewal. Then there was some desire to have the
feasibility study show some mixing and matching to give some variety in options and numbers. He said, as you can see, the mid
option has the lowest total maximum level indebtedness. It was designed to show what happens if you have lower maximum
debt level, a larger boundary; and it shows that you are able to ramp up and close down sooner. Allen said so the decision by the
feasibility study for the mid option was if the debt is less and the boundary is larger, let's just remove the public safety building
instead of something else. Tokos thought it was a decision to pull that out in order to reduce the maximum level of debt and
focus more on infrastructure and economic development and revitalization projects. Allen thought that needs to be further
clarified because tbat seems like a big omission. He said you may want to at least note why it's not included in the mid option
so in case people are interested in the mid option, you have a choice to put it back in there and just reduce the amount ofsomething
else. He said this is just a feasibility study, not policy choice; and he doesn't want to have this feasibility study starting to set
policy. Nebel thought that's a good point to make. Ho\v you mix and match these is something that will be coming down with
the planning process fonnally. This is really more for illustration purposes, but it also does give you the flavor of what kind of
project can be included. Allen said it was the omission that caught his attention.
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Continuing through the projects list, Tokos noted that under transportation system enhancements, downtown revitalization and
couplet refinement plan was included. Then there’s the couplet itself; for which half would come from the State ($12.5 million)
because this is the state highway system, and $12.5 from Urban Renewal for $25 million in total. There are intersection
realignments that are in our Transportation Plan; for example the dogleg at 6th and 101 which is a major issue. These are existing
projects that have already been identified in our Transportation System Plan as important things to do to help revitalize and
encourage redevelopment. There are funds for parking improvements that could potentially go for things like partnering with
the hospital for example as part of their expansion plans. There’s right-of-way acquisition because you have to have some money
reserved for that. Similarly with the signal installations or adjustments. We have a number of those within the district. Economic
development projects include a range of things like billboard removal, site preparation for reuse, and that would be partnering
with businesses for positioning their property on 101 for redevelopment by helping them deal with demolition of older dilapidated
structures and things like that. He would expect strings would be attached to anything like this. A program would have to be
put in place to actually make it happen. Other line items like storefront façade loans and grants, strategic site acquisition, street
trees, landscape island enhancements, way finding improvements, and utility undergrounding are all viable types of projects that
would be typical and common in an Urban Renewal District for revitalizing an area. Tokos said at the end of the day, this list
provides the framework for moving forward. Should you elect to proceed, an actual plan with specific projects and phasing
would have to be put together. You can expect that this will change and morph somewhat. Roumagoux asked, under economic
development on the site preparation for reuse, what would be required for demolition. Tokos said this could be set up so these
are funds available to assist private developers and property owners. As part of the Economic Development Agency with an
economic opportunity analysis and a group of business owners and other stakeholders, there was general recognition that we
have a lot of underdeveloped properties on US 101 and US 20 corridors; properties with bad configurations that are difficult to
develop, properties with existing improvements that are in bad shape and difficult for the owner to deal with. A program would
be set up where if they are willing to do certain things that if you as the Agency felt confident would help revitalize our
community, then you would make funds available to them to assist them in say aggregating multiple properties so that they can
more effectively be redeveloped or assist them with issues of dealing with old buildings with asbestos issues and things like that
where they as the individual property owner right now would like to do something but they’re not in a financial position where
they can do it all by themselves. That’s the concept.

Allen asked what the length of time was for this new district. Tokos said that varies by option. The mid option for example
ramps up the quickest and shuts down the quickest. The small and large will take a little longer. With these options, you are
talking about initial increment coming off in 2016; probably able to do the first meaningful project between 201$ or 2020; and
the close down on these various options varies but are somewhere in the 2040s. The large scenario is in 2044, the small in 2041,
and the mid in 2036. For the feasibility study, we set this up to show the different scenarios and how they would play out. The
mid option with the smallest maximum level of debt closes quickest. The small has a smaller geographic area but a heavier
maximum debt level, which means it closes down over a longer period. The large has a larger project load and also a larger debt
level and a larger geographic area. You have those three scenarios to see because at the end of the day if you elect to move
forward, it’s going to be important that you set some parameters for the task force when putting together the plan. One of the
key pieces is that you would like to see a maximum debt level in this range. That gives them a working parameter to not keep
loading projects. Similarly with the geographic boundary, they need some guidance on which option you prefer or some variation
of those. Allen asked if there is any reference in the statute as far as how the jurisdiction handles the task force, or does it leave
it open. Tokos said it’s open-ended. Allen said he’s talking about a task force in creating a plan as opposed to advising on the
management of the plan. Nebel said those processes are something we want to talk about before the meeting breaks up. Allen
said what he brought up at the Council meeting in November was for a task force that would advise the Urban Renewal Agency
over the next twenty years as projects come forward. Here he’s talking about a task force to help in creating the plan, which is a
separate issue. Is there anything in the statutes with respect to that? Tokos said no. That’s something he was hoping through
this meeting we could get; parameters or some guidance as to what the general make-up should be or types of representation you
would like to see in a task force if you elect to move forward.

Berman said as he recalled, the cutoff point is if the total cost exceeds $50 million. Tokos said at $50 million you have to have
the consent from the affected taxing entities; they would have to say yes. Under $50 thousand, you don’t; you just have to consult
them. Berman said the Armory could be affected and asked if Tokos had contacted them. Tokos said he hadn’t talked to the
Oregon Military Department. Roumagoux said maybe we should consider having a representative from the Armory on the task
force. Allen said the idea of creating a task force to help develop the plan is something that came out of Tokos’ and Nebel’s
discussion; and he’s not really sure how that would work. The one Allen was more focused on back in November was once we
have a plan, what do we want to use as an advisory committee if at all. He noted that there used to be a Newport Urban Renewal
Advisory Committee for about three years after the Council took over Urban Renewal, but then that was disbanded. He wondered
if we should reenact an advisory committee to advise us on Urban Renewal similar to the Planning Commission’s citizen advisory
committee. That’s something he was hoping to hear about from the Planning Commission. Croteau said that he liked the idea
of continuity in something like this. He said this is a long-term plan; and you need a committee to look at this over the long haul.
He said he is all for it. Allen agreed that more eyes are always good.
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Continuing through the projects list, Tokos noted that under transportation system enhancements, downtown revitalization and
couplet refinement plan was included. Then there's the couplet itself; for which half would come from the State ($12.5 million)
because this is the state highway system, and $12.5 from Urban Renewal for $25 million in total. There are intersection
realignments that are in our Transportation Plan; for example the dogleg at 6th and 101 which is a major issue. These are existing
projects that have already been identified in our Transportation System Plan as important things to do to help revitalize and
encourage redevelopment. There are funds for parking improvements that could potentially go for things like partnering with
the hospital for example as part of their expansion plans. There's right-of-way acquisition because you have to have some money
reserved for that. Similarly with the signal installations or adjustments. We have a number of those within the district. Economic
development projects include a range of things like billboard removal, site preparation for reuse, and that would be partnering
with businesses for positioning their property on 101 for redevelopment by helping them deal with demolition ofolder dilapidated
structures and things like that. He would expect strings would be attached to anything like this. A program would have to be
put in place to actually make it happen. Other line items like storefront fayade loans and grants, strategic site acquisition, street
trees, landscape island enhancements, way finding improvements, and utility undergrounding are all viable types ofprojects that
would be typical and common in an Urban Renewal District for revitalizing an area. Tokos said at the end of the day, this list
provides the framework for moving forward. Should you elect to proceed, an actual plan with specific projects and phasing
would have to be put together. You can expect that this will change and morph somewhat. Roumagoux asked, under economic
development on the site preparation for reuse, what would be required for demolition. Tokos said this could be set up so these
are funds available to assist private developers and property owners. As part of the Economic Development Agency with an
economic opportunity analysis and a group of business owners and other stakeholders, there was general recognition that we
have a lot of underdeveloped properties on US 101 and US 20 corridors; properties with bad configurations that are difficult to
develop, properties with existing improvements that are in bad shape and difficult for the owner to deal with. A program would
be set up where if they are willing to do certain things that if you as the Agency felt confident would help revitalize our
community, then you would make funds available to them to assist them in say aggregating multiple properties so that they can
more effectively be redeveloped or assist them with issues of dealing with old buildings with asbestos issues and things like that
where they as the individual property owner right now would like to do something but they're not in a fmancial position where
they can do it all by themselves. That's the concept.

Allen asked what the length of time was for this new district. Tokos said that varies by option. The mid option for example
ramps up the quickest and shuts down the quickest. The small and large will take a little longer. With these options, you are
talking about initial increment coming off in 2016; probably able to do the first meaningful project between 2018 or 2020; and
the close down on these various options varies but are somewhere in the 2040s. The large scenario is in 2044, the small in 2041,
and the mid in 2036. For the feasibility study, we set this up to show the different scenarios and how they would play out. The
mid option with the smallest maximum level of debt closes quickest. The small has a smaller geographic area but a heavier
maximum debt level, which means it closes down over a longer period. The large has a larger project load and also a larger debt
level and a larger geographic area. You have those three scenarios to see because at the end of the day if you elect to move
forward, it's going to be important that you set some parameters for the task force when putting together the plan. One of the
key pieces is that you would like to see a maximum debt level in this range. That gives them a working parameter to not keep
loading projects. Similarly with the geographic boundary, they need some guidance on which option you prefer or some variation
of those. Allen asked if there is any reference in the statute as far as how the jurisdiction handles the task force, or does it leave
it open. Tokos said it's open-ended. Allen said he's talking about a task force in creating a plan as opposed to advising on the
management of the plan. Nebel said those processes are something we want to talk about before the meeting breaks up. Allen
said what he brought up at the Council meeting in November was for a task force that would advise the Urban Renewal Agency
over the next twenty years as projects come forward. Here he's talking about a task force to help in creating the plan, which is a
separate issue. Is there anything in the statutes with respect to that? Tokos said no. That's something he was hoping through
this meeting we could get; parameters or some guidance as to what the general make-up should be or types of representation you
would like to see in a task force if you elect to move forward.

Berman said as he recalled, the cutoffpoint is if the total cost exceeds $50 million. Tokos said at $50 million you have to have
the consent from the affected taxing entities; they would have to say yes. Under $50 thousand, you don't; you just have to consult
them. Berman said the Armory could be affected and asked if Tokos had contacted them. Tokos said he hadn't talked to the
Oregon Military Department. Roumagoux said maybe we should consider having a representative from the Armory on the task
force. Allen said the idea of creating a task force to help develop the plan is something that came out of Tokos' and Nebel's
discussion; and he's not really sure how that would work. The one Allen was more focused on back in November was once we
have a plan, what do we want to use as an advisory committee if at all. He noted that there used to be a Newport Urban Renewal
Advisory Committee for about three years after the Council took over Urban Renewal, but then that was disbanded. He wondered
if we should reenact an advisory committee to advise us on Urban Renewal similar to the Planning Commission's citizen advisory
committee. That's something he was hoping to hear about from the Planning Commission. Croteau said that he liked the idea
of continuity in something like this. He said this is a long-term plan; and you need a committee to look at this over the long haul.
He said he is all for it. Allen agreed that more eyes are always good.
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Continuing through the projects list, Tokos noted that under transportation system enhancements, downtown revitalization and
couplet refinement plan was included. Then there's the couplet itself; for which half would come from the State ($12.5 million)
because this is the state highway system, and $12.5 from Urban Renewal for $25 million in total. There are intersection
realignments that are in our Transportation Plan; for example the dogleg at 6th and 101 which is a major issue. These are existing
projects that have already been identified in our Transportation System Plan as important things to do to help revitalize and
encourage redevelopment. There are funds for parking improvements that could potentially go for things like partnering with
the hospital for example as part of their expansion plans. There's right-of-way acquisition because you have to have some money
reserved for that. Similarly with the signal installations or adjustments. We have a number ofthose within the district. Economic
development projects include a range of things like billboard removal, site preparation for reuse, and that would be partnering
with businesses for positioning their property on 101 for redevelopment by helping them deal with demolition ofolder dilapidated
structures and things like that. He would expect strings would be attached to anything like this. A program would have to be
put in place to actually make it happen. Other line items like storefront fayade loans and grants, strategic site acquisition, street
trees, landscape island enhancements, way finding improvements, and utility undergrounding are all viable types ofprojects that
would be typical and common in an Urban Renewal District for revitalizing an area. Tokos said at the end of the day, this list
provides the framework for moving forward. Should you elect to proceed, an actual plan with specific projects and phasing
would have to be put together. You can expect that this will change and morph somewhat. Roumagoux asked, under economic
development on the site preparation for reuse, what would be required for demolition. Tokos said this could be set up so these
are funds available to assist private developers and property owners. As part of the Economic Development Agency with an
economic opportunity analysis and a group of business owners and other stakeholders, there was general recognition that we
have a lot of underdeveloped properties on US 101 and US 20 corridors; properties with bad configurations that are difficult to
develop, properties with existing improvements that are in bad shape and difficult for the owner to deal with. A program would
be set up where if they are willing to do certain things that if you as the Agency felt confident would help revitalize our
community, then you would make funds available to them to assist them in say aggregating multiple properties so that they can
more effectively be redeveloped or assist them with issues of dealing with old buildings with asbestos issues and things like that
where they as the individual property owner right now would like to do something but they're not in a fmancial position where
they can do it all by themselves. That's the concept.

Allen asked what the length of time was for this new district. Tokos said that varies by option. The mid option for example
ramps up the quickest and shuts down the quickest. The small and large will take a little longer. With these options, you are
talking about initial increment coming off in 2016; probably able to do the first meaningful project between 2018 or 2020; and
the close down on these various options varies but are somewhere in the 2040s. The large scenario is in 2044, the small in 2041,
and the mid in 2036. For the feasibility study, we set this up to show the different scenarios and how they would play out. The
mid option with the smallest maximum level of debt closes quickest. The small has a smaller geographic area but a heavier
maximum debt level, which means it closes down over a longer period. The large has a larger project load and also a larger debt
level and a larger geographic area. You have those three scenarios to see because at the end of the day if you elect to move
forward, it's going to be important that you set some parameters for the task force when putting together the plan. One of the
key pieces is that you would like to see a maximum debt level in this range. That gives them a working parameter to not keep
loading projects. Similarly with the geographic boundary, they need some guidance on which option you prefer or some variation
of those. Allen asked if there is any reference in the statute as far as how the jurisdiction handles the task force, or does it leave
it open. Tokos said it's open-ended. Allen said he's talking about a task force in creating a plan as opposed to advising on the
management of the plan. Nebel said those processes are something we want to talk about before the meeting breaks up. Allen
said what he brought up at the Council meeting in November was for a task force that would advise the Urban Renewal Agency
over the next twenty years as projects come forward. Here he's talking about a task force to help in creating the plan, which is a
separate issue. Is there anything in the statutes with respect to that? Tokos said no. That's something he was hoping through
this meeting we could get; parameters or some guidance as to what the general make-up should be or types of representation you
would like to see in a task force if you elect to move forward.

BeIIDan said as he recalled, the cutoff point is if the total cost exceeds $50 million. Tokos said at $50 million you have to have
the consent from the affected taxing entities; they would have to say yes. Under $50 thousand, you don't; you just have to consult
them. Berman said the Armory could be affected and asked if Tokos had contacted them. Tokos said he hadn't talked to the
Oregon Military Department. Roumagoux said maybe we should consider having a representative from the Armory on the task
force. Allen said the idea of creating a task force to help develop the plan is something that came out of Tokos' and Nebel's
discussion; and he's not really sure how that would work. The one Allen was more focused on back in November was once we
have a plan, what do we want to use as an advisory committee if at all. He noted that there used to be a Newport Urban Renewal
Advisory Committee for about three years after the Council took over Urban Renewal, but then that was disbanded. He wondered
ifwe should reenact an advisory committee to advise us on Urban Renewal similar to the Planning Commission's citizen advisory
committee. That's something he was hoping to hear about from the Planning Commission. Croteau said that he liked the idea
of continuity in something like this. He said this is a long-term plan; and you need a committee to look at this over the long haul.
He said he is all for it. Allen agreed that more eyes are always good.
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Continuing through the projects list, Tokos noted that under transportation system enhancements, downtown revitalization and
couplet refinement plan was included. Then there's the couplet itself; for which half would come from the State ($12.5 million)
because this is the state highway system, and $12.5 from Urban Renewal for $25 million in total. There are intersection
realignments that are in our Transportation Plan; for example the dogleg at 6th and 101 which is a major issue. These are existing
projects that have already been identified in our Transportation System Plan as important things to do to help revitalize and
encourage redevelopment. There are funds for parking improvements that could potentially go for things like partnering with
the hospital for example as part of their expansion plans. There's right-of-way acquisition because you have to have some money
reserved for that. Similarly with the signal installations or adjustments. We have a number ofthose within the district. Economic
development projects include a range of things like billboard removal, site preparation for reuse, and that would be partnering
with businesses for positioning their property on 101 for redevelopment by helping them deal with demolition ofolder dilapidated
structures and things like that. He would expect strings would be attached to anything like this. A program would have to be
put in place to actually make it happen. Other line items like storefront fayade loans and grants, strategic site acquisition, street
trees, landscape island enhancements, way finding improvements, and utility undergrounding are all viable types ofprojects that
would be typical and common in an Urban Renewal District for revitalizing an area. Tokos said at the end of the day, this list
provides the framework for moving forward. Should you elect to proceed, an actual plan \vith specific projects and phasing
would have to be put together. You can expect that this will change and morph somewhat. Roumagoux asked, under economic
development on the site preparation for reuse, what would be required for demolition. Tokos said this could be set up so these
are funds available to assist private developers and property owners. As part of the Economic Development Agency with an
economic opportunity analysis and a group of business owners and other stakeholders, there was general recognition that we
have a lot of underdeveloped properties on US 101 and US 20 corridors; properties with bad configurations that are difficult to
develop, properties with existing improvements that are in bad shape and difficult for the owner to deal with. A program would
be set up where if they are willing to do certain things that if you as the Agency felt confident would help revitalize our
community, then you would make funds available to them to assist them in say aggregating multiple properties so that they can
more effectively be redeveloped or assist them with issues of dealing with old buildings with asbestos issues and things like that
where they as the individual property owner right now would like to do something but they're not in a fmancial position where
they can do it all by themselves. That's the concept.

Allen asked what the length of time was for this new district. Tokos said that varies by option. The mid option for example
ramps up the quickest and shuts down the quickest. The small and large will take a little longer. With these options, you are
talking about initial increment coming off in 2016; probably able to do the first meaningful project between 2018 or 2020; and
the close down on these various options varies but are somewhere in the 2040s. The large scenario is in 2044, the small in 2041,
and the mid in 2036. For the feasibility study, we set this up to show the different scenarios and how they would play out. The
mid option with the smallest maximum level of debt closes quickest. The small has a smaller geographic area but a heavier
maximum debt level, which means it closes down over a longer period. The large has a larger project load and also a larger debt
level and a larger geographic area. You have those three scenarios to see because at the end of the day if you elect to move
forward, it's going to be important that you set some parameters for the task force when putting together the plan. One of the
key pieces is that you would like to see a maximum debt level in this range. That gives them a working parameter to not keep
loading projects. Similarly with the geographic boundary, they need some guidance on which option you prefer or some variation
of those. Allen asked if there is any reference in the statute as far as how the jurisdiction handles the task force, or does it leave
it open. Tokos said it's open-ended. Allen said he's talking about a task force in creating a plan as opposed to advising on the
management of the plan. Nebel said those processes are something we want to talk about before the meeting breaks up. Allen
said what he brought up at the Council meeting in November was for a task force that would advise the Urban Renewal Agency
over the next twenty years as projects come forward. Here he's talking about a task force to help in creating the plan, which is a
separate issue. Is there anything in the statutes with respect to that? Tokos said no. That's something he was hoping through
this meeting we could get; parameters or some guidance as to what the general make-up should be or types of representation you
would like to see in a task force if you elect to move forward.

Berman said as he recalled, the cutoff point is if the total cost exceeds $50 million. Tokos said at $50 million you have to have
the consent from the affected taxing entities; they would have to say yes. Under $50 thousand, you don't; you just have to consult
them. Berman said the Armory could be affected and asked if Tokos had contacted them. Tokas said he hadn't talked to the
Oregon Military Department. Roumagoux said maybe we should consider having a representative from the Armory on the task
force. Allen said the idea of creating a task force to help develop the plan is something that came out of Tokos' and Nebel's
discussion; and he's not really sure how that would work. The one Allen was more focused on back in November was once we
have a plan, what do we want to use as an advisory committee if at all. He noted that there used to be a Newport Urban Renewal
Advisory Committee for about three years after the Council took over Urban Renewal, but then that was disbanded. He wondered
ifwe should reenact an advisory committee to advise us on Urban Renewal similar to the Planning Commission's citizen advisory
committee. That's something he was hoping to hear about from the Planning Commission. Croteau said that he liked the idea
of continuity in something like this. He said this is a long-tenn plan; and you need a committee to look at this over the long haul.
He said he is all for it. Allen agreed that more eyes are always good.
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Tokos said now that we’ve covered the projects, he was hoping we could cover the key components of the Urban Renewal Plan
briefly and then he has the schedule of steps that would be involved in actually putting the plan together. That is where we can
talk a little bit more about the task force make-up that you would want to see in assisting in the development of the plan. Then
we have the other conversation about whether to have an advisory committee on an on-going basis. Allen said the issue about
whether the City Council should continue as the Urban Renewal Agency or not is something staff brought to your attention. That
was never anything that the Council discussed in November. In fact, when the change was made from the Newport Development
Commission, which was the old Urban Renewal Agency, and the City Council took over in 2007, there was a lot of discussion
to transfer that back to the Council. But, staff wanted to bring it to your attention as an option even though the Council never
even discussed it in November. He doesn’t think it was on anybody’s radar. He was thinking more of an advisory committee to
the Council as an Urban Renewal Agency; not the Council basically handing the Urban Renewal Agency back over to something
like the Development Commission. He said it’s good to bring it up, but he doesn’t think there was any discussion about whether
we need to do that or not. Nebel said there has not been any consensus on any of these things; we’ve just had various discussions
about it. He said part of the role of this meeting is to put these on the table and see collectively where we might want to go.

Overview of key components of an Urban Renewal Plan. Tokos said that he put together the key components out of the
statute that have to be in an Urban Renewal Plan; and these were listed in his memorandum. One thing is that you have to have
a specific boundary that has to be described by legal description. It doesn’t necessarily have to be contiguous; that is okay. There
will have to be some explanation of the physical, social, and economic conditions in this area that warrant the creation of an
Urban Renewal District; underdeveloped streets, excessive parcelization, low improvement to land value. He said that we have
a fair amount of information of record in our various plans that we can use to back that up; but we will have to explain what the
conditions are that warrant it. We will have to describe how our projects listed will address that. If you create a plan, up front
we will spend a fair amount of time explaining about what the issues are before we walk into what the projects will be. Digging
a little bit more into what the conditions are is going to be part of putting a plan together. Then there would be a description of
each of the projects that are to be undertaken; and this would be in a phasing plan. We would be using tax increment financing
to fund it. There will be Phase 1, Phase 2, and Phase 3; much like in the South Beach plan. It’s not limited to three phases, it
could be two or four; whatever makes sense. Berman asked if that second sentence means that the City would be increasing
staff. Tokos said, yes, we would be reserving funds for staffing. We would have to adequately staff an Urban Renewal program.
He said, if you’ve seen Urban Renewal programs statewide, what you see is Urban Renewal funds for the administration of it
and being able to implement it. Berman said so you would need one or more additional employee. Allen noted that what has
happened in the past, if a staff member is used for Urban Renewal, sometimes the Urban Renewal District budget actually
compensates the general fund or where that person actually comes out of. Berman said that’s reasonable. He was just asking if
you envision having to hire additionally for an Urban Renewal Agency of this magnitude. Nebel said we would add some sort
of staffing level that’s higher than where we are at right now. Patrick noted that Tokos is without an assistant planner right now.
If things keep ramping up, he will need it. Allen asked then if you need additional staff, some of that compensation for staff
could come out of the Urban Renewal budget. Tokos said yes absolutely, it would be coming out of Urban Renewal because
that is what that person would be doing. He said if you look at districts elsewhere like Lincoln City or Coos Bay that is how it
is done; your staff resources that you apply toward it are paid out of the Urban Renewal program. Allen said his recommendation
is, if you’re talking about impacts on the City budget, you may want to put a component in there if Urban Renewal is put into
place and additional staffing is needed that Urban Renewal could help pick up the slack so you show lessening impacts
somewhere else in the budget; so we’re showing those offsetting impacts for the public. Tokos said that’s a great point.

Tokos continued that by statute the phasing plan has to have estimated project completion dates. They recognize that they’re
estimates. Maximum level of indebtedness is a key item that has to be in there. He explained that is the maximum funds that
the district can borrow for project purposes and doesn’t include costs associated with debt retirement. So, interest on your bonds
doesn’t count in that total. It is the maximum amount you can actually spend for projects. Tokos said that the breakdown on ad
valorem taxes and how it’s going to be divided and how it’s going to impact the various tax entities has to be in the plan itself.
He noted that item ‘T’ is very important, and you have a lot of options here. It talks about the types of future changes to the plan
and the process you want to go through to make those changes. A substantial amendment is one that has to go through the same
process as you use for putting the plan in place in the first place; you’re talking about formal public hearings before the Planning
Commission and the City Council and findings of consistency with the Comprehensive Plan. By statute the two things that land
you in this are if you increase the maximum level of indebtedness or increase the boundary of the district by more than 1%, it
constitutes a substantial amendment. He said that you can call other things substantial amendments if you want to. How you
structure that in your plan is something that is going to govern you as you move forward. So, that is something to think about.
An example of that would be that you can make it such that anytime you make a change to a listed project or if you change
certain projects, you have to go through a substantial amendment. Or maybe you call out that for site acquisition, you want that
category to go through substantial amendment or if it’s over a certain dollar amount because you want that higher level of public
involvement. He said you have a policy choice here that we can draft into the plan. He thinks it’s an important conversation,
should you decide to move forward, that the task force should have and then the Planning Commission and City Council can
ultimately decide how that should be set up. Allen had a procedure question. He noted that Tokos talked about the City Council
and wondered if he was talking about the City Council acting as the Urban Renewal Agency, which would be a different entity
so to speak. He said that right now when we do a substantial amendment or anything both the Urban Renewal Agency and the
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Tokos said now that we've covered the projects, he was hoping we could cover the key components of the Urban Renewal Plan
briefly and then he has the schedule of steps that would be involved in actually putting the plan together. That is where we can
talk a little bit more about the task force make-up that you would want to see in assisting in the development of the plan. Then
we have the other conversation about whether to have an advisory committee on an on-going basis. Allen said the issue about
whether the City Council should continue as the Urban Renewal Agency or not is something staffbrought to your attention. That
was never anything that the Council discussed in November. In fact, when the change was made from the Newport Development
Commission, which was the old Urban Renewal Agency, and the City Council took over in 2007, there was a lot of discussion
to transfer that back to the Council. But, staff wanted to bring it to your attention as an option even though the Council never
even discussed it in November. He doesn't think it was on anybody's radar. He was thinking more of an advisory committee to
the Council as an Urban Renewal Agency; not the Council basically handing the Urban Renewal Agency back over to something
like the Development Commission. He said it's good to bring it up, but he doesn't think there was any discussion about whether
we need to do that or not. Nebel said there has not been any consensus on any of these things; we've just had various discussions
about it. He said part of the role of this meeting is to put these on the table and see collectively where we might want to go.

Overview of key components of an Urban Renewal Plan. Tokos said that he put together the key components out of the
statute that have to be in an Urban Renewal Plan; and these were listed in his memorandum. One thing is that you have to have
a specific boundary that has to be described by legal description. It doesn't necessarily have to be contiguous; that is okay. There
will have to be some explanation of the physical, social, and economic conditions in this area that warrant the creation of an
Urban Renewal District; underdeveloped streets, excessive parcelization, low improvement to land value. He said that we have
a fair amount of information of record in our various plans that we can use to back that up; but we will have to explain what the
conditions are that warrant it. We will have to describe how our projects listed will address that. If you create a plan, up front
we will spend a fair amount of time explaining about what the issues are before we walk into what the projects will be. Digging
a little bit more into what the conditions are is going to be part of putting a plan together. Then there would be a description of
each of the projects that are to be undertaken; and this would be in a phasing plan. We would be using tax increment financing
to fund it. There will be Phase 1, Phase 2, and Phase 3; much like in the South Beach plan. It's not limited to three phases, it
could be two or four; whatever makes sense. Berman asked if that second sentence means that the City would be increasing
staff. Tokos said, yes, we would be reserving funds for staffing. We would have to adequately staff an Urban Renewal program.
He said, if you've seen Urban Renewal programs statewide, what you see is Urban Renewal funds for the administration of it
and being able to implement it. Berman said so you would need one or more additional employee. Allen noted that what has
happened in the past, if a staff member is used for Urban Renewal, sometimes the Urban Renewal District budget actually
compensates the general fund or where that person actually comes out of. Berman said that's reasonable. He was just asking if
you envision having to hire additionally for an Urban Renewal Agency of this magnitude. Nebel said we would add some sort
of staffing level that's higher than where we are at right now. Patrick noted that Tokos is without an assistant planner right now.
If things keep ramping up, he will need it. Allen asked then if you need additional staff, some of that compensation for staff
could come out of the Urban Renewal budget. Tokos said yes absolutely, it would be coming out of Urban Renewal because
that is what that person would be doing. He said if you look at districts elsewhere like Lincoln City or Coos Bay that is how it
is done; your staff resources that you apply toward it are paid out of the Urban Renewal program. Allen said his recommendation
is, if you're talking about impacts on the City budget, you may want to put a component in there if Urban Renewal is put into
place and additional staffing is needed that Urban Renewal could help pick up the slack so you show lessening impacts
somewhere else in the budget; so we're showing those offsetting impacts for the public. Tokos said that's a great point.

Tokos continued that by statute the phasing plan has to have estimated project completion dates. They recognize that they're
estimates. Maximum level of indebtedness is a key item that has to be in there. He explained that is the maximum funds that
the district can borrow for project purposes and doesn't include costs associated with debt retirement. So, interest on your bonds
doesn't count in that total. It is the maximum amount you can actually spend for projects. Tokos said that the breakdown on ad
valorem taxes and how it's going to be divided and how it's going to impact the various tax entities has to be in the plan itself.
He noted that item "f' is very important, and you have a lot of options here. It talks about the types of future changes to the plan
and the process you want to go through to make those changes. A substantial amendment is one that has to go through the same
process as you use for putting the plan in place in the first place; you're talking about formal public hearings before the Planning
Commission and the City Council and findings ofconsistency with the Comprehensive Plan. By statute the two things that land
you in this are if you increase the maximum level of indebtedness or increase the boundary of the district by more than 1%, it
constitutes a substantial amendment. He said that you can call other things substantial amendments if you want to. How you
structure that in your plan is something that is going to govern you as you move forward. So, that is something to think about.
An example of that would be that you can make it such that anytime you make a change to a listed project or if you change
certain projects, you have to go through a substantial amendment. Or maybe you call out that for site acquisition, you want that
category to go through substantial amendment or if it's over a certain dollar amount because you want that higher level of public
involvement. He said you have a policy choice here that we can draft into the plan. He thinks it's an important conversation,
should you decide to move forward, that the task force should have and then the Planning Commission and City Council can
ultimately decide how that should be set up. Allen had a procedure question. He noted that Tokos talked about the City Council
and wondered if he was talking about the City Council acting as the Urban Renewal Agency, which would be a different entity
so to speak. He said that right now when we do a substantial amendment or anything both the Urban Renewal Agency and the
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Tokos said now that we've covered the projects, he was hoping we could cover the key components of the Urban Renewal Plan
briefly and then he has the schedule of steps that would be involved in actually putting the plan together. That is where we can
talk a little bit more about the task force make-up that you would want to see in assisting in the development of the plan. Then
we have the other conversation about whether to have an advisory committee on an on-going basis. Allen said the issue about
whether the City Council should continue as the Urban Renewal Agency or not is something staffbrought to your attention. That
was never anything that the Council discussed in November. In fact, when the change was made from the Newport Development
Commission, which was the old Urban Renewal Agency, and the City Council took over in 2007, there was a lot of discussion
to transfer that back to the Council. But, staff wanted to bring it to your attention as an option even though the Council never
even discussed it in November. He doesn't think it was on anybody's radar. He was thinking more of an advisory committee to
the Council as an Urban Renewal Agency; not the Council basically handing the Urban Renewal Agency back over to something
like the Development Commission. He said it's good to bring it up, but he doesn't think there was any discussion about whether
we need to do that or not. Nebel said there has not been any consensus on any of these things; we've just had various discussions
about it. He said part of the role of this meeting is to put these on the table and see collectively where we might want to go.

Overview of key components of an Urban Renewal Plan. Tokos said that he put together the key components out of the
statute that have to be in an Urban Renewal Plan; and these were listed in his memorandum. One thing is that you have to have
a specific boundary that has to be described by legal description. It doesn't necessarily have to be contiguous; that is okay. There
will have to be some explanation of the physical, social, and economic conditions in this area that warrant the creation of an
Urban Renewal District; underdeveloped streets, excessive parcelization, low improvement to land value. He said that we have
a fair amount of information of record in our various plans that we can use to back that up; but we will have to explain what the
conditions are that warrant it. We will have to describe how our projects listed will address that. If you create a plan, up front
we will spend a fair amount of time explaining about what the issues are before we walk into what the projects will be. Digging
a little bit more into what the conditions are is going to be part of putting a plan together. Then there would be a description of
each of the projects that are to be undertaken; and this would be in a phasing plan. We would be using tax increment financing
to fund it. There will be Phase 1, Phase 2, and Phase 3; much like in the South Beach plan. It's not limited to three phases, it
could be two or four; whatever makes sense. Berman asked if that second sentence means that the City would be increasing
staff. Tokos said, yes, we would be reserving funds for staffing. We would have to adequately staffan Urban Renewal program.
He said, if you've seen Urban Renewal programs statewide, what you see is Urban Renewal funds for the administration of it
and being able to implement it. Berman said so you would need one or more additional employee. Allen noted that what has
happened in the past, if a staff member is used for Urban Renewal, sometimes the Urban Renewal District budget actually
compensates the general fund or where that person actually comes out of. Berman said that's reasonable. He was just asking if
you envision having to hire additionally for an Urban Renewal Agency of this magnitude. Nebel said we would add some sort
of staffing level that's higher than where we are at right now. Patrick noted that Tokos is without an assistant planner right now.
If things keep ramping up, he will need it. Allen asked then if you need additional staff, some of that compensation for staff
could come out of the Urban Renewal budget. Tokos said yes absolutely, it would be coming out of Urban Renewal because
that is what that person would be doing. He said if you look at districts elsewhere like Lincoln City or Coos Bay that is how it
is done; your staff resources that you apply toward it are paid out of the Urban Renewal program. Allen said his recommendation
is, if you're talking about impacts on the City budget, you may want to put a component in there if Urban Renewal is put into
place and additional staffing is needed that Urban Renewal could help pick up the slack so you show lessening impacts
somewhere else in the budget; so we're showing those offsetting impacts for the public. Tokos said that's a great point.

Tokos continued that by statute the phasing plan has to have estimated project completion dates. They recognize that they're
estimates. Maximum level of indebtedness is a key item that has to be in there. He explained that is the maximum funds that
the district can borrow for project purposes and doesn't include costs associated with debt retirement. So, interest on your bonds
doesn't count in that total. It is the maximum amount you can actually spend for projects. Tokos said that the breakdown on ad
valorem taxes and how it's going to be divided and how it's going to impact the various tax entities has to be in the plan itself.
He noted that item "r' is very important, and you have a lot of options here. It talks about the types of future changes to the plan
and the process you want to go through to make those changes. A substantial amendment is one that has to go through the same
process as you use for putting the plan in place in the first place; you're talking about formal public hearings before the Planning
Commission and the City Council and findings of consistency with the Comprehensive Plan. By statute the two things that land
you in this are if you increase the maximum level of indebtedness or increase the boundary of the district by more than 1%, it
constitutes a substantial amendment. He said that you can call other things substantial amendments if you want to. How you
structure that in your plan is something that is going to govern you as you move forward. So, that is something to think about.
An example of that would be that you can make it such that anytime you make a change to a listed project or if you change
certain projects, you have to go through a substantial amendment. Or maybe you call out that for site acquisition, you want that
category to go through substantial amendment or if it's over a certain dollar amount because you want that higher level of public
involvement. He said you have a policy choice here that we can draft into the plan. He thinks it's an important conversation,
should you decide to move forward, that the task force should have and then the Planning Commission and City Council can
ultimately decide how that should be set up. Allen had a procedure question. He noted that Tokos talked about the City Council
and wondered if he was talking about the City Council acting as the Urban Renewal Agency, which would be a different entity
so to speak. He said that right now when we do a substantial amendment or anything both the Urban Renewal Agency and the
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Takas said now that we've covered the projects, he was hoping we could cover the key components of the Urban Renewal Plan
briefly and then he has the schedule of steps that would he involved in actually putting the plan together. That is where we can
talk a little bit more about the task force make-up that you would want to see in assisting in the development of the plan. Then
we have the other conversation about whether to have an advisory committee on an on-going basis. Allen said the issue about
whether the City Council should continue as the Urban Renewal Agency or not is something staffbrought to your attention. That
was never anything that the Council discussed in November. In fact, when the change was made from the Newport Development
Commission, which was the old Urban Renewal Agency, and the City Council took over in 2007, there was a lot of discussion
to transfer that back to the Council. But, staff wanted to bring it to your attention as an option even though the Council never
even discussed it in November. He doesn't think it was on anybody's radar. He was thinking more of an advisory committee to
the Council as an Urban Renewal Agency; not the Council basically handing the Urban Renewal Agency back over to something
like the Development Commission. He said it's good to bring it up, but he doesn't think there was any discussion about whether
we need to do that or not. Nebel said there has not been any consensus on any of these things; we've just had various discussions
about it. He said part of the role of this meeting is to put these on the table and see collectively where we might want to go.

Overview of key components of an Urban Renewal Plan. Tokos said that he put together the key components out of the
statute that have to be in an Urban Renewal Plan; and these were listed in his memorandum. One thing is that you have to have
a specific boundary that has to be described by legal description. It doesn't necessarily have to be contiguous; that is okay. There
will have to be some explanation of the physical, social, and economic conditions in this area that warrant the creation of an
Urban Renewal District; underdeveloped streets, excessive parcelization, low improvement to land value. He said that we have
a fair amount of information of record in our various plans that we can use to back that up; but we will have to explain what the
conditions are that warrant it. We will have to describe how our projects listed will address that. If you create a plan, up front
we will spend a fair amount of time explaining about what the issues are before we walk into what the projects will be. Digging
a little bit more into what the conditions are is going to be part of putting a plan together. Then there would be a description of
each of the projects that are to be undertaken; and this would be in a phasing plan. We would be using tax increment financing
to fund it. There will be Phase 1, Phase 2, and Phase 3; much like in the South Beach plan. It's not limited to three phases, it
could be two or four; whatever makes sense. Bennan asked if that second sentence means that the City would be increasing
staff. Tokos said, yes, we would be reserving funds for staffing. We would have to adequately staffan Urban Renewal program.
He said, if you've seen Urban Renewal programs statewide, what you see is Urban Renewal funds for the administration of it
and being able to implement it. Bennan said so you would need one or more additional employee. Allen noted that what has
happened in the past, if a staff member is used for Urban Renewal, sometimes the Urban Renewal District budget actually
compensates the general fund or where that person actually comes out of. Bennan said that's reasonable. He was just asking if
you envision having to hire additionally for an Urban Renewal Agency of this magnitude. Nebel said we would add some sort
of staffing level that's higher than where we are at right now. Patrick noted that Tokos is without an assistant planner right now.
If things keep ramping up, he will need it. Allen asked then if you need additional staff, some of that compensation for staff
could come out of the Urban Renewal budget. Tokos said yes absolutely, it would be coming out of Urban Renewal because
that is what that person would be doing. He said if you look at districts elsewhere like Lincoln City or Coos Bay that is how it
is done; your staff resources that you apply toward it are paid out of the Urban Renewal program. Allen said his recommendation
is, if you're talking about impacts on the City budget, you may want to put a component in there if Urban Renewal is put into
place and additional staffing is needed that Urban Rene\val could help pick up the slack so you show lessening impacts
somewhere else in the budget; so we're showing those offsetting impacts for the public. Tokos said that's a great point.

Tokos continued that by statute the phasing plan has to have estimated project completion dates. They recognize that they're
estimates. Maximum level of indebtedness is a key item that has to be in there. He explained that is the maximum funds that
the district can borrow for project purposes and doesn't include costs associated with debt retirement. So, interest on your bonds
doesn't count in that total. It is the maximum amount you can actually spend for projects. Tokos said that the breakdown on ad
valorem taxes and how it's going to be divided and how it's going to impact the various tax entities has to be in the plan itself.
He noted that item Hf' is very important, and you have a lot of options here. It talks about the types of future changes to the plan
and the process you want to go through to make those changes. A substantial amendment is one that has to go through the same
process as you use for putting the plan in place in the first place; you're talking about formal public hearings before the Planning
Commission and the City Council and findings ofconsistency with the Comprehensive Plan. By statute the two things that land
you in this are if you increase the maximum level of indebtedness or increase the boundary of the district by more than 1%, it
constitutes a substantial amendment. He said that you can call other things substantial amendments if you want to. How you
structure that in your plan is something that is going to govern you as you move forward. So, that is something to think about.
An example of that would be that you can make it such that anytime you make a change to a listed project or if you change
certain projects, you have to go through a substantial amendment. Or maybe you call out that for site acquisition, you want that
category to go through substantial amendment or if it's over a certain dollar amount because you want that higher level of public
involvement. He said you have a policy choice here that we can draft into the plan. He thinks it's an important conversation,
should you decide to move forward, that the task force should have and then the Planning Commission and City Council can
ultimately decide how that should be set up. Allen had a procedure question. He noted that Tokos talked about the City Council
and wondered if he was talking about the City Council acting as the Urban Renewal Agency, which would be a different entity
so to speak. He said that right now when we do a substantial amendment or anything both the Urban Renewal Agency and the
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City Council have to sign off on it. He’s wondering in doing these hearings, do we have to at least realize that when the City
Council is meeting for these hearings it is as the Urban Renewal Agency. Tokos said that is a good point. We want to be clear
that for forming the district, it is the City Council. He’s pretty confident that is the way the statute reads. Then for every
substantial amendment after that, it is the Urban Renewal Agency. Allen said Tokos should check that out because that will
change how we notice and everything else. Tokos agreed. He said there are some smaller things in the statute to include in the
plan; but those are the big ones to keep in mind that would be part of the plan itself.

Process for adopting the Urban Renewal Plan. Tokos noted that the blue sheet in the packet is a potential schedule he put
together. He said that we have the meeting here to review the progress and discuss parameters of moving forward. March 2” is
plugged in as a meeting date to initiate an Urban Renewal District. That provides a formal opportunity for the affected taxing
entities to weigh in. Tokos said if everyone is comfortable with this schedule in moving forward, what he would do is take this
information that we’ve developed and look to enhance it with information he has received from the group and get that out to the
taxing entities. That lets them know that we had conversations with them and now are getting more serious, and the Council is
setting a date to consider formally initiating a process for moving forward. It lets them know that it’s an opportunity for them to
weigh in and provide feedback of their thoughts on how that should proceed. It creates a formal step for them. He said that there
are two potential resolutions that come from that. One would be to set working parameters for the new district; within these
boundaries and with a maximum debt level not to exceed this amount. He asked if there are other parameters anyone is thinking
about. He wondered if that is enough, or are there other things you could put out there that would provide guidance to a task
force? Busby said to put a timeframe. Tokos said he would reiterate to the task force that projects have to conform to the
Comprehensive Plan; that is a requirement. The other resolution would be one to establish a task force to develop the plan, if
you think that is a good idea. He thinks that is an important piece to have members of the community involved in developing
that. He would suggest we provide each of the affected taxing entities an opportunity to participate or have a seat at the table.
That would include the Port, the County, the hospital, the school district, and the college. Croteau said a representative from the
Chamber of Commerce would be good. Engler asked how about the National Guard; she thinks they should be involved.

Allen thought that by March 2, we should figure out if we do these resolutions or if we create an advisory task force, is that going
to be done through the Urban Renewal Agency making a recommendation to the City Council. In the past that is how we handled
Urban Renewal issues. He recalled that when the South Beach District was extended, Patricia Patrick-Joling was Chair of the
Urban Renewal Agency and handled the outreach and a recommendation was made to the Council. He asked if we want to set
up a similar framework for this, meaning that the Urban Renewal Agency is the conduit in which we are doing all of these things,
and then the recommendation from the Agency goes up to the City Council, and they also work in conjunction with the Planning
Commission. He thought that we need to figure out that procedure as to what makes sense. Busby asked if the existing Urban
Renewal Agency is a general Urban Renewal Agency to the City; and Allen said it is. Tokos agreed that it’s a general agency
for the City. He said statutorily, the Urban Renewal Agency wouldn’t typically be involved in the creation of your district. Allen
said it’s probably not precluded; the Council has to sign off on it, but the statute doesn’t say an Urban Renewal Agency can’t
participate. That’s what he’s getting at; more stakeholder involvement and more people wearing different hats. His thought is
to make it as broad-based as possible.

Nebel said in putting this together, we are operating under the assumption that most folks around the table believe it’s a good
idea to go forward with a North Side Urban Renewal District. He asked if anyone objected to proceeding with this process.
Swanson thought it is a good thing to pursue. She would like to see the downtown healed. Nebel said it sounded like discussion-
wise, it’s worth pursuing. He said something that impacts a few things is that it seems on the geographic issue, knowing what
option or combination makes the most sense maybe should be discussed today as well. We have three identified options. One
has the smallest geographic area. The mid option reduces the overall debt but speeds up the cleanup. The largest option, which
includes Agate Beach, has the most significant impact on the taxing entities but would have the most significant reinvestment
within the City. He wondered if there was interest in discussing whether we should be looking at the smaller option or at the one
that includes Agate Beach. Busby thought before he makes any decision like that is he would like to know what we can afford.
Allen thought that should be a task of the task force. He said the other taxing entities will probably want to weigh in on that as
well as the size. He thought those are good discussions to get into more details with the task force. He thinks the Council and
the Planning Commission will have representatives on that task force. Nebel said the geography is somewhat separate from the
total amount because you could reduce the overall projects to include a larger geographic area. He thought the geographic area
is the succinct question. He asked if there is any further thoughts on including the Agate Beach area. Allen said he wanted
public input. Swanson noted that there have been things going on in Agate Beach already. Allen said there are probably a lot of
things that could be done that probably can’t be done now. There are things happening, but not enough. Croteau thought that
the large option includes a lot of things that one would like to see done. It hedges your bet in the sense of spreading the risk of
growth across residential, commercial, and industrial. It’s the option that provides the most; at least a little bit for everybody.
from the point of view of community buy-in, it seems to him that the large option is the way to go; which is a totally different
question from the financial one. He’s looking at the sales side of it and at the prospects down the road to maximize whatever the
investment is. Allen said that his point was that the large option includes Agate Beach, where the others don’t; so he’s inclined
to agree with that one. Busby said, finances aside, if you focus all of your efforts in a small area, you will see more results
quicker. Maybe that’s a better thing. There’s a lot to be said if we focused on one area; we’d see more progress and results.
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City Council have to sign off on it. He's wondering in doing these hearings, do we have to at least realize that when the City
Council is meeting for these hearings it is as the Urban Renewal Agency. Tokos said that is a good point. We want to be clear
that for forming the district, it is the City Council. He's pretty confident that is the way the statute reads. Then for every
substantial amendment after that, it is the Urban Renewal Agency. Allen said Tokos should check that out because that will
change how we notice and everything else. Tokos agreed. He said there are some smaller things in the statute to include in the
plan; but those are the big ones to keep in mind that would be part of the plan itself.

Process for adopting the Urban Renewal Plan. Tokos noted that the blue sheet in the packet is a potential schedule he put
together. He said that we have the meeting here to review the progress and discuss parameters of moving forward. March 2nd is
plugged in as a meeting date to initiate an Urban Renewal District. That provides a formal opportunity for the affected taxing
entities to weigh in. Tokos said if everyone is comfortable with this schedule in moving forward, what he would do is take this
information that we've developed and look to enhance it with information he has received from the group and get that out to the
taxing entities. That lets them know that we had conversations with them and now are getting more serious, and the Council is
setting a date to consider formally initiating a process for moving forward. It lets them know that it's an opportunity for them to
weigh in and provide feedback of their thoughts on how that should proceed. It creates a formal step for them. He said that there
are two potential resolutions that come from that. One would be to set working parameters for the new district; within these
boundaries and with a maximum debt level not to exceed this amount. He asked if there are other parameters anyone is thinking
about. He wondered if that is enough, or are there other things you could put out there that would provide guidance to a task
force? Busby said to put a timeframe. Tokos said he would reiterate to the task force that projects have to conform to the
Comprehensive Plan; that is a requirement. The other resolution would be one to establish a task force to develop the plan, if
you think that is a good idea. He thinks that is an important piece to have members of the community involved in developing
that. He would suggest we provide each of the affected taxing entities an opportunity to participate or have a seat at the table.
That would include the Port, the County, the hospital, the school district, and the college. Croteau said a representative from the
Chamber of Commerce would be good. Engler asked how about the National Guard; she thinks they should be involved.

Allen thought that by March 2, we should figure out if we do these resolutions or if we create an advisory task force, is that going
to be done through the Urban Renewal Agency making a recommendation to the City Council. In the past that is how we handled
Urban Renewal issues. He recalled that when the South Beach District was extended, Patricia Patrick-Joling was Chair of the
Urban Renewal Agency and handled the outreach and a recommendation was made to the Council. He asked if we want to set
up a similar framework for this, meaning that the Urban Renewal Agency is the conduit in which we are doing all of these things,
and then the recommendation from the Agency goes up to the City Council, and they also work in conjunction with the Planning
Commission. He thought that we need to figure out that procedure as to what makes sense. Busby asked if the existing Urban
Renewal Agency is a general Urban Renewal Agency to the City; and Allen said it is. Tokos agreed that it's a general agency
for the City. He said statutorily, the Urban Renewal Agency wouldn't typically be involved in the creation of your district. Allen
said it's probably not precluded; the Council has to sign off on it, but the statute doesn't sayan Urban Renewal Agency can't
participate. That's what he's getting at; more stakeholder involvement and more people wearing different hats. His thought is
to make it as broad-based as possible.

Nebel said in putting this together, we are operating under the assumption that most folks around the table believe it's a good
idea to go forward with a North Side Urban Renewal District. He asked if anyone objected to proceeding with this process.
Swanson thought it is a good thing to pursue. She would like to see the downtown healed. Nebel said it sounded like discussion
wise, it's worth pursuing. He said something that impacts a few things is that it seems on the geographic issue, knowing what
option or combination makes the most sense maybe should be discussed today as well. We have three identified options. One
has the smallest geographic area. The mid option reduces the overall debt but speeds up the cleanup. The largest option, which
includes Agate Beach, has the most significant impact on the taxing entities but would have the most significant reinvestment
within the City. He wondered if there was interest in discussing whether we should be looking at the smaller option or at the one
that includes Agate Beach. Busby thought before he makes any decision like that is he would like to know what we can afford.
Allen thought that should be a task of the task force. He said the other taxing entities will probably want to weigh in on that as
well as the size. He thought those are good discussions to get into more details with the task force. He thinks the Council and
the Planning Commission will have representatives on that task force. Nebel said the geography is somewhat separate from the
total amount because you could reduce the overall projects to include a larger geographic area. He thought the geographic area
is the succinct question. He asked if there is any further thoughts on including the Agate Beach area. Allen said he wanted
public input. Swanson noted that there have been things going on in Agate Beach already. Allen said there are probably a lot of
things that could be done that probably can't be done now. There are things happening, but not enough. Croteau thought that
the large option includes a lot of things that one would like to see done. It hedges your bet in the sense of spreading the risk of
growth across residential, commercial, and industrial. It's the option that provides the most; at least a little bit for everybody.
From the point of view of community buy-in, it seems to him that the large option is the way to go; which is a totally different
question from the financial one. He's looking at the sales side of it and at the prospects down the road to maximize whatever the
investment is. Allen said that his point was that the large option includes Agate Beach, where the others don't; so he's inclined
to agree with that one. Busby said, finances aside, if you focus all of your efforts in a small area, you will see more results
quicker. Maybe that's a better thing. There's a lot to be said if we focused on one area; we'd see more progress and results.
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City Council have to sign off on it. He's wondering in doing these hearings, do we have to at least realize that when the City
Council is meeting for these hearings it is as the Urban Renewal Agency. Tokos said that is a good point. We want to be clear
that for forming the district, it is the City Council. He's pretty confident that is the way the statute reads. Then for every
substantial amendment after that, it is the Urban Renewal Agency. Allen said Tokos should check that out because that will
change how we notice and everything else. Tokos agreed. He said there are some smaller things in the statute to include in the
plan; but those are the big ones to keep in mind that would be part of the plan itself.

Process for adopting the Urban Renewal Plan. Tokos noted that the blue sheet in the packet is a potential schedule he put
together. He said that we have the meeting here to review the progress and discuss parameters of moving forward. March 2nd is
plugged in as a meeting date to initiate an Urban Renewal District. That provides a formal opportunity for the affected taxing
entities to weigh in. Tokos said if everyone is comfortable with this schedule in moving forward, what he would do is take this
information that we've developed and look to enhance it with information he has received from the group and get that out to the
taxing entities. That lets them know that we had conversations with them and now are getting more serious, and the Council is
setting a date to consider fonnally initiating a process for moving forward. It lets them know that it's an opportunity for them to
weigh in and provide feedback of their thoughts on how that should proceed. It creates a fonnal step for them. He said that there
are two potential resolutions that come from that. One would be to set working parameters for the new district; within these
boundaries and with a maximum debt level not to exceed this amount. He asked if there are other parameters anyone is thinking
about. He wondered if that is enough, or are there other things you could put out there that would provide guidance to a task
force? Busby said to put a timeframe. Tokos said he would reiterate to the task force that projects have to conform to the
Comprehensive Plan; that is a requirement. The other resolution would be one to establish a task force to develop the plan, if
you think that is a good idea. He thinks that is an important piece to have members of the community involved in developing
that. He would suggest we provide each of the affected taxing entities an opportunity to participate or have a seat at the table.
That would include the Port, the County, the hospital, the school district, and the college. Croteau said a representative from the
Chamber of Commerce would be good. Engler asked how about the National Guard; she thinks they should be involved.

Allen thought that by March 2, we should figure out if we do these resolutions or if we create an advisory task force, is that going
to be done through the Urban Renewal Agency making a recommendation to the City Council. In the past that is how we handled
Urban Renewal issues. He recalled that when the South Beach District was extended, Patricia Patrick-Joling was Chair of the
Urban Renewal Agency and handled the outreach and a recommendation was made to the Council. He asked if we want to set
up a similar framework for this, meaning that the Urban Renewal Agency is the conduit in which we are doing all of these things,
and then the recommendation from the Agency goes up to the City Council, and they also work in conjunction with the Planning
Commission. He thought that we need to figure out that procedure as to what makes sense. Busby asked if the existing Urban
Renewal Agency is a general Urban Renewal Agency to the City; and Allen said it is. Tokos agreed that it's a general agency
for the City. He said statutorily, the Urban Renewal Agency wouldn't typically be involved in the creation of your district. Allen
said it's probably not precluded; the Council has to sign off on it, but the statute doesn't sayan Urban Renewal Agency can't
participate. That's what he's getting at; more stakeholder involvement and more people wearing different hats. His thought is
to make it as broad-based as possible.

Nebel said in putting this together, we are operating under the assumption that most folks around the table believe it's a good
idea to go forward with a North Side Urban Renewal District. He asked if anyone objected to proceeding with this process.
Swanson thought it is a good thing to pursue. She would like to see the downtown healed. Nebel said it sounded like discussion
wise, it's worth pursuing. He said something that impacts a few things is that it seems on the geographic issue, knowing what
option or combination makes the most sense maybe should be discussed today as well. We have three identified options. One
has the smallest geographic area. The mid option reduces the overall debt but speeds up the cleanup. The largest option, which
includes Agate Beach, has the most significant impact on the taxing entities but would have the most significant reinvestment
within the City. He wondered if there was interest in discussing whether we should be looking at the smaller option or at the one
that includes Agate Beach. Busby thought before he makes any decision like that is he would like to know what we can afford.
Allen thought that should be a task of the task force. He said the other taxing entities will probably want to weigh in on that as
well as the size. He thought those are good discussions to get into more details with the task force. He thinks the Council and
the Planning Commission will have representatives on that task force. Nebel said the geography is somewhat separate from the
total amount because you could reduce the overall projects to include a larger geographic area. He thought the geographic area
is the succinct question. He asked if there is any further thoughts on including the Agate Beach area. Allen said he wanted
public input. Swanson noted that there have been things going on in Agate Beach already. Allen said there are probably a lot of
things that could be done that probably can't be done now. There are things happening, but not enough. Croteau thought that
the large option includes a lot of things that one would like to see done. It hedges your bet in the sense of spreading the risk of
growth across residential, commercial, and industrial. It's the option that provides the most; at least a little bit for everybody.
From the point of view of community buy-in, it seems to him that the large option is the way to go; which is a totally different
question from the financial one. He's looking at the sales side of it and at the prospects down the road to maximize whatever the
investment is. Allen said that his point was that the large option includes Agate Beach, where the others don't; so he's inclined
to agree with that one. Busby said, finances aside, if you focus all of your efforts in a small area, you will see more results
quicker. Maybe that's a better thing. There's a lot to be said if we focused on one area; we'd see more progress and results.
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City Council have to sign off on it. He's wondering in doing these hearings, do we have to at least realize that when the City
Council is meeting for these hearings it is as the Urban Renewal Agency. Tokos said that is a good point. We want to be clear
that for fonning the district, it is the City Council. He's pretty confident that is the way the statute reads. Then for every
substantial amendment after that, it is the Urban Renewal Agency. Allen said Tokos should check that out because that will
change how we notice and everything else. Tokos agreed. He said there are some smaller things in the statute to include in the
plan; but those are the big ones to keep in mind that would be part of the plan itself.

Process for adopting the Urban Renewal Plan. Tokos noted that the blue sheet in the packet is a potential schedule he put
together. He said that we have the meeting here to review the progress and discuss parameters of moving forward. March 2nd is
plugged in as a meeting date to initiate an Urban Renewal District. That provides a formal opportunity for the affected taxing
entities to weigh in. Tokos said if everyone is comfortable with this schedule in moving forward, what he would do is take this
information that we've developed and look to enhance it with information he has received from the group and get that out to the
taxing entities. That lets them know that we had conversations with them and now are getting more serious, and the Council is
setting a date to consider fonnally initiating a process for moving forward. It lets them know that it's an opportunity for them to
weigh in and provide feedback of their thoughts on how that should proceed. It creates a fonnal step for them. He said that there
are two potential resolutions that come from that. One would be to set working parameters for the new district; within these
boundaries and with a maximum debt level not to exceed this amount. He asked if there are other parameters anyone is thinking
about. He wondered if that is enough, or are there other things you could put out there that would provide guidance to a task
force? Busby said to put a timeframe. Tokos said he would reiterate to the task force that projects have to confonn to the
Comprehensive Plan; that is a requirement. The other resolution would be one to establish a task force to develop the plan, if
you think that is a good idea. He thinks that is an important piece to have members of the community involved in developing
that. He would suggest we provide each of the affected taxing entities an opportunity to participate or have a seat at the table.
That would include the Port, the County, the hospital, the school district, and the college. Croteau said a representative from the
Chamber of Commerce would be good. Engler asked how about the National Guard; she thinks they should be involved.

Allen thought that by March 2, we should figure out if we do these resolutions or if we create an advisory task force, is that going
to be done through the Urban Renewal Agency making a recommendation to the City Council. In the past that is how we handled
Urban Renewal issues. He recalled that when the South Beach District was extended, Patricia Patrick-Joling was Chair of the
Urban Renewal Agency and handled the outreach and a recommendation was made to the Council. He asked if we want to set
up a similar framework for this, meaning that the Urban Renewal Agency is the conduit in which we are doing all of these things,
and then the recommendation from the Agency goes up to the City Council, and they also work in conjunction with the Planning
Commission. He thought that we need to figure out that procedure as to what makes sense. Busby asked if the existing Urban
Renewal Agency is a general Urban Renewal Agency to the City; and Allen said it is. Tokos agreed that it's a general agency
for the City. He said statutorily, the Urban Renewal Agency wouldn't typically be involved in the creation of your district. Allen
said it's probably not precluded; the Council has to sign off on it, but the statute doesn't sayan Urban Renewal Agency can't
participate. That's what he's getting at; more stakeholder involvement and more people wearing different hats. His thought is
to make it as broad-based as possible.

Nebel said in putting this together, we are operating under the assumption that most folks around the table believe it's a good
idea to go forward with a North Side Urban Renewal District. He asked if anyone objected to proceeding with this process.
Swanson thought it is a good thing to pursue. She would like to see the downtown healed. Nebel said it sounded like discussion
wise, it's worth pursuing. He said something that impacts a few things is that it seems on the geographic issue, knowing what
option or combination makes the most sense maybe should be discussed today as well. We have three identified options. One
has the smallest geographic area. The mid option reduces the overall debt but speeds up the cleanup. The largest option, which
includes Agate Beach, has the most significant impact on the taxing entities but would have the most significant reinvestment
within the City. He wondered if there was interest in discussing whether we should be looking at the smaller option or at the one
that includes Agate Beach. Busby thought before he makes any decision like that is he would like to know what we can afford.
Allen thought that should be a task of the task force. He said the other taxing entities will probably want to weigh in on that as
well as the size. He thought those are good discussions to get into more details with the task force. He thinks the Council and
the Planning Commission will have representatives on that task force. Nebel said the geography is somewhat separate from the
total amount because you could reduce the overall projects to include a larger geographic area. He thought the geographic area
is the succinct question. He asked if there is any further thoughts on including the Agate Beach area. Allen said he wanted
public input. Swanson noted that there have been things going on in Agate Beach already. Allen said there are probably a lot of
things that could be done that probably can't be done now. There are things happening, but not enough. Croteau thought that
the large option includes a lot of things that one would like to see done. It hedges your bet in the sense of spreading the risk of
growth across residential, commercial, and industrial. It's the option that provides the most; at least a little bit for everybody.
From the point of view of community buy-in, it seems to him that the large option is the way to go; which is a totally different
question from the financial one. He's looking at the sales side of it and at the prospects down the road to maximize whatever the
investment is. Allen said that his point was that the large option includes Agate Beach, where the others don't; so he's inclined
to agree with that one. Busby said, finances aside, if you focus all of your efforts in a small area, you will see more results
quicker. Maybe that's a better thing. There's a lot to be said if we focused on one area; we'd see more progress and results.
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Allen said if we include the geographic area of the large option and let the task force flesh out that recommendation; they might
say do the small area. But at least we are giving the task force the ability to look at the entire scope of all of the areas. If we
just say look at this area and leave out Agate Beach, then we’re basically making a policy choice without public input. If you
include the large area, you have the ability to get srnkeholder input to decide whether that area should be included or not. Let
that flesh out over time. Busby said if you want the task force to make that decision, then we shouldn’t reatly give them any
area; let them pick. You can give them the map as a guideline. They don’t necessarily have to pick one of these three; they
theoretically could pick the whole city. Patrick added, speaking for the Planning Commission, we settled on large, small, and
mid options. We’ve been hammering on this for a while. That doesn’t speak to the argument of what you can afford; we’re not
covering that. We’re just looking at what we thought should be done. That is how the Planning Commission ranked them.
Berman said if Agate Beach is not included in an Urban Renewal District, the odds of anything significant getting done up there
are slim to none, If you feel that it is important to do something there, this is a mechanism for doing it. You couldn’t’ set up in
the future an Urban Renewal District just for Agate Beach; the numbers would never work. Patrick said as far as the old north
side district, it included City Center, Nye Beach, Bay Front; and the City Center didn’t get anything because it just didn’t work.
The same thing with South Beach, we are doing things we never thought of; they weren’t on the radar. He said the bigger the
district is, the easier it is to move your money around inside it. That’s one reason the Commission liked the big area; it gave us
a lot of options and covered a lot ofprojects. Croteau said the task force should include representation from the County and any
neighborhood or community associations that could be impacted; which the City Center would be one of them. lokos said
there’s really no organization up in Agate Beach now; but there are individuals that reside up there or have a business up there
that could have a seat around the table.

Nebel asked if on the geographic issue there were any other questions or comments to consider. Swanson said she would just as
soon go for broke with the large option. Tokos thought for the March 2” meeting, what we could do is provide a recommendation
for the maximum indebtedness. He suspects you will get a fair amount of feedback from the County and the taxing entities on
that as well; so that would be a good opportunity to at least try to pin it down at that meeting. He thought that would make the
taxing entities feel better; that the maximum level of indebtedness is not a fluid thing going into task force discussion, and that
that they have some sort of assurance that it is going to top out at a certain level. Roumagoux said that she agrees that if Agate
Beach isn’t included, we will never be able to sell it.

Tokos said, moving on through the schedule, is there anything else in terms of task force membership. Allen said there’s one
more Planning Commission meeting before the March 2 Council meeting. He suggested putting that on the Commission’s
agenda so if the Planning Commission feels like giving additional input as a commission. He would like to see that
recommendation come from the Planning Commission. Patrick said the Planning Commission could try to do that; say who the
players should be and pass a recommendation up to the City Council. Tokos said, coming out of March 2, if things move
forward and there are resolutions, we would look to hire a consultant to assist in development of the plan. We have $30 thousand
budgeted for that purpose this fiscal year, which should be a sufficient amount. Berman asked if a resolution is passed to establish
a task force, who decides on an actual person-by-person basis who is on it. Tokos said the resolution would establish who is on
the task force. Tokos said it could be listed as representation. Allen thought it should be which organizations, and let them decide
who they send. Tokos said if it’s not an association, if it’s an individual resident or business owner, we would possibly want to
call that out. Allen said you may want to include some public-at-large representative so you have a catch-all. Tokos said that’s
a good point. He said he would envision the task force holding probably six to eight meetings over a four-month period; twice
a month sort of thing. It may extend to five months. The key here would be that the public hearings would be held before the
Planning Commission and the City Council in late summer; August and September. No later than October because of the addition
of the new tax rolls. The reason being that we don’t want to have to update all of the data, so we want it to be before the tax rolls
update to avoid any additional expense.

Urban Renewal A2ency decision-maldn structure to support two Urban Renewal Plans. Tokos said the last item on the
agenda was a discussion about, if a second district is created, should the City Council look to change how Urban Renewal works
from what is currently being done. Is there any interest in pursuing the creation of an Urban Renewal Agency independent of
the City Council? He said the other option would be to put in place an advisory committee to the Urban Renewal Agency, which
is sitting as the City Council, which then discussion turns to ongoing and staffed or looking at something more like forming a
task force for substantial amendments; that kind of thing. If it’s ongoing, one thing he would encourage the group to talk about
is if the Planning Commission could fit that role. The Commission has a formal role by statute every time there is a substantial
amendment. It would be a way of keeping the Commission engaged in an ongoing basis. Busby asked what the staff
recommendation was on that. Nebel said the biggest issue is that every group we have requires staff support. The question
would be how we would staff that effort; would we have adequate staff for an independent group’? Tokos said personally he
feels the Planning Commission makes sense because it has a formal role already in creating Urban Renewal Districts and
approving substantial amendments. The Commission also has a role of looking at every facility plan we do. It would not be a
new committee, which does pose logistical challenges at times. Allen said, since he brought this issue up in November, when
the City Council took over Urban Renewal six years ago, the former Newport Development Commission became an independent
advisory committee. They never met much, and so basically disbanded. It was taken off the books, so we would have to recreate
it again. This would be advising the Urban Renewal Agency, not the Council. He would like to get input from the Planning
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Allen said if we include the geographic area of the large option and let the task force flesh out that recommendation; they might
say do the small area. But at least we are giving the task force the ability to look at the entire scope of all of the areas. If we
just say look at this area and leave out Agate Beach, then we're basically making a policy choice without public input. If you
include the large area, you have the ability to get stakeholder input to decide whether that area should be included or not. Let
that flesh out over time. Busby said if you want the task force to make that decision, then we shouldn't really give them any
area; let them pick. You can give them the map as a guideline. They don't necessarily have to pick one of these three; they
theoretically could pick the whole city. Patrick added, speaking for the Planning Commission, we settled on large, small, and
mid options. We've been hammering on this for a while. That doesn't speak to the argument of what you can afford; we're not
covering that. We're just looking at what we thought should be done. That is how the Planning Commission ranked them.
Bennan said if Agate Beach is not included in an Urban Renewal District, the odds ofanything significant getting done up there
are slim to none. If you feel that it is important to do something there, this is a mechanism for doing it. You couldn't' set up in
the future an Urban Renewal District just for Agate Beach; the numbers would never work. Patrick said as far as the old north
side district, it included City Center, Nye Beach, Bay Front; and the City Center didn't get anything because it just didn't work.
The same thing with South Beach, we are doing things we never thought of; they weren't on the radar. He said the bigger the
district is, the easier it is to move your money around inside it. That's one reason the Commission liked the big area; it gave us
a lot of options and covered a lot of projects. Croteau said the task force should include representation from the County and any
neighborhood or community associations that could be impacted; which the City Center would be one of them. Tokos said
there's really no organization up in Agate Beach now; but there are individuals that reside up there or have a business up there
that could have a seat around the table.

Nebel asked if on the geographic issue there were any other questions or comments to consider. Swanson said she would just as
soon go for broke with the large option. Tokos thought for the March 2nd meeting, what we could do is provide a recommendation
for the maximum indebtedness. He suspects you will get a fair amount of feedback from the County and the taxing entities on
that as well; so that would be a good opportunity to at least try to pin it down at that meeting. He thought that would make the
taxing entities feel better; that the maximum level of indebtedness is not a fluid thing going into task force discussion, and that
that they have some sort of assurance that it is going to top out at a certain level. Roumagoux said that she agrees that if Agate
Beach isn't included, we will never be able to sell it.

Tokos said, moving on through the schedule, is there anything else in tenns of task force membership. Allen said there's one
more Planning Commission meeting before the March 2nd Council meeting. He suggested putting that on the Commission's
agenda so if the Planning Commission feels like giving additional input as a commission. He would like to see that
recommendation come from the Planning Commission. Patrick said the Planning Commission could try to do that; say who the
players should be and pass a recommendation up to the City Council. Tokos said, coming out of March 2nd, if things move
forward and there are resolutions, we would look to hire a consultant to assist in development of the plan. We have $30 thousand
budgeted for that purpose this fiscal year, which should be a sufficient amount. Bennan asked ifa resolution is passed to establish
a task force, who decides on an actual person-by-person basis who is on it. Tokos said the resolution would establish who is on
the task force. Tokos said it could be listed as representation. Allen thought it should be which organizations, and let them decide
who they send. Tokos said if it's not an association, if it's an individual resident or business owner, we would possibly want to
call that out. Allen said you may want to include some public-at-large representative so you have a catch-all. Tokos said that's
a good point. He said he would envision the task force holding probably six to eight meetings over a four-month period; twice
a month sort of thing. It may extend to five months. The key here would be that the public hearings would be held before the
Planning Commission and the City Council in late summer; August and September. No later than October because of the addition
of the new tax rolls. The reason being that we don't want to have to update all of the data, so we want it to be before the tax rolls
update to avoid any additional expense.

Urban Renewal Agency decision-making structure to support two Urban Renewal Plans. Tokos said the last item on the
agenda was a discussion about, if a second district is created, should the City Council look to change how Urban Renewal works
from what is currently being done. Is there any interest in pursuing the creation of an Urban Renewal Agency independent of
the City Council? He said the other option would be to put in place an advisory committee to the Urban Renewal Agency, which
is sitting as the City Council, which then discussion turns to ongoing and staffed or looking at something more like fonning a
task force for substantial amendments; that kind of thing. If it's ongoing, one thing he would encourage the group to talk about
is if the Planning Commission could fit that role. The Commission has a fonnal role by statute every time there is a substantial
amendment. It would be a way of keeping the Commission engaged in an ongoing basis. Busby asked what the staff
recommendation was on that. Nebel said the biggest issue is that every group we have requires staff support. The question
would be how we would staff that effort; would we have adequate staff for an independent group? Tokos said personally he
feels the Planning Commission makes sense because it has a formal role already in creating Urban Renewal Districts and
approving substantial amendments. The Commission also has a role of looking at every facility plan we do. It would not be a
new committee, which does pose logistical challenges at times. Allen said, since he brought this issue up in November, when
the City Council took over Urban Renewal six years ago, the former Newport Development Commission became an independent
advisory committee. They never met much, and so basically disbanded. It was taken off the books, so we would have to recreate
it again. This would be advising the Urban Renewal Agency, not the Council. He would like to get input from the Planning
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Allen said if we include the geographic area of the large option and let the task force flesh out that recommendation; they might
say do the small area. But at least we are giving the task force the ability to look at the entire scope of all of the areas. If we
just say look at this area and leave out Agate Beach, then we're basically making a policy choice without public input. If you
include the large area, you have the ability to get stakeholder input to decide whether that area should be included or not. Let
that flesh out over time. Busby said if you want the task force to make that decision, then we shouldn't really give them any
area; let them pick. You can give them the map as a guideline. They don't necessarily have to pick one of these three; they
theoretically could pick the whole city. Patrick added, speaking for the Planning Commission, we settled on large, small, and
mid options. We've been hammering on this for a while. That doesn't speak to the argument of what you can afford; we're not
covering that. We're just looking at what we thought should be done. That is how the Planning Commission ranked them.
Berman said if Agate Beach is not included in an Urban Renewal District, the odds ofanything significant getting done up there
are slim to none. If you feel that it is important to do something there, this is a mechanism for doing it. You couldn't' set up in
the future an Urban Renewal District just for Agate Beach; the numbers would never work. Patrick said as far as the old north
side district, it included City Center, Nye Beach, Bay Front; and the City Center didn't get anything because it just didn't work.
The same thing with South Beach, we are doing things we never thought of; they weren't on the radar. He said the bigger the
district is, the easier it is to move your money around inside it. That's one reason the Commission liked the big area; it gave us
a lot of options and covered a lot of projects. Croteau said the task force should include representation from the County and any
neighborhood or community associations that could be impacted; which the City Center would be one of them. Tokos said
there's really no organization up in Agate Beach now; but there are individuals that reside up there or have a business up there
that could have a seat around the table.

Nebel asked ifon the geographic issue there were any other questions or comments to consider. Swanson said she would just as
soon go for broke with the large option. Tokos thought for the March 2nd meeting, what we could do is provide a recommendation
for the maximum indebtedness. He suspects you will get a fair amount of feedback from the County and the taxing entities on
that as well; so that would be a good opportunity to at least try to pin it down at that meeting. He thought that would make the
taxing entities feel better; that the maximum level of indebtedness is not a fluid thing going into task force discussion, and that
that they have some sort of assurance that it is going to top out at a certain level. Roumagoux said that she agrees that if Agate
Beach isn't included, we will never be able to sell it.

Tokos said, moving on through the schedule, is there anything else in terms of task force membership. Allen said there's one
more Planning Commission meeting before the March 2nd Council meeting. He suggested putting that on the Commission's
agenda so if the Planning Commission feels like giving additional input as a commission. He would like to see that
recommendation come from the Planning Commission. Patrick said the Planning Commission could try to do that; say who the
players should be and pass a recommendation up to the City Council. Tokos said, coming out of March 2nd, if things move
forward and there are resolutions, we would look to hire a consultant to assist in development of the plan. We have $30 thousand
budgeted for that purpose this fiscal year, which should be a sufficient amount. Berman asked ifa resolution is passed to establish
a task force, who decides on an actual person-by-person basis who is on it. Tokos said the resolution would establish who is on
the task force. Tokos said it could be listed as representation. Allen thought it should be which organizations, and let them decide
who they send. Tokos said if it's not an association, if it's an individual resident or business owner, we would possibly want to
call that out. Allen said you may want to include some public~at-large representative so you have a catch-all. Tokos said that's
a good point. He said he would envision the task force holding probably six to eight meetings over a four-month period; twice
a month sort of thing. It may extend to five months. The key here would be that the public hearings would be held before the
Planning Commission and the City Council in late summer; August and September. No later than October because of the addition
of the new tax rolls. The reason being that we don't want to have to update all of the data, so we want it to be before the tax rolls
update to avoid any additional expense.

Urban Renewal Agency decision-making structure to support two Urban Renewal Plans. Tokos said the last item on the
agenda was a discussion about, if a second district is created, should the City Council look to change how Urban Renewal works
from what is currently being done. Is there any interest in pursuing the creation of an Urban Renewal Agency independent of
the City Council? He said the other option would be to put in place an advisory committee to the Urban Renewal Agency, which
is sitting as the City Council, which then discussion turns to ongoing and staffed or looking at something more like forming a
task force for substantial amendments; that kind of thing. If it's ongoing, one thing he would encourage the group to talk about
is if the Planning Commission could fit that role. The Commission has a formal role by statute every time there is a substantial
amendment. It would be a way of keeping the Commission engaged in an ongoing basis. Busby asked what the staff
recommendation was on that. Nebel said the biggest issue is that every group we have requires staff support. The question
would be how we would staff that effort; would we have adequate staff for an independent group? Tokos said personally he
feels the Planning Commission makes sense because it has a formal role already in creating Urban Renewal Districts and
approving substantial amendments. The Commission also has a role of looking at every facility plan we do. It would not be a
new committee, which does pose logistical challenges at times. Allen said, since he brought this issue up in November, when
the City Council took over Urban Renewal six years ago, the former Newport Development Commission became an independent
advisory committee. They never met much, and so basically disbanded. It was taken off the books, so we would have to recreate
it again. This would be advising the Urban Renewal Agency, not the Council. He would like to get input from the Planning
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Allen said if we include the geographic area of the large option and let the task force flesh out that recommendation; they might
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include the large area, you have the ability to get stakeholder input to decide whether that area should be included or not. Let
that flesh out over time. Busby said if you want the task force to make that decision, then we shouldn't really give them any
area; let them pick. You can give them the map as a guideline. They don't necessarily have to pick one of these three; they
theoretically could pick the whole city. Patrick added, speaking for the Planning Commission, we settled on large, small, and
mid options. We've been hammering on this for a while. That doesn't speak to the argument of what you can afford; we're not
covering that. We're just looking at what we thought should be done. That is how the Planning Commission ranked them.
Berman said if Agate Beach is not included in an Urban Renewal District, the odds ofanything significant getting done up there
are slim to none. If you feel that it is important to do something there, this is a mechanism for doing it. You couldn't' set up in
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district is, the easier it is to move your money around inside it. That's one reason the Commission liked the big area; it gave us
a lot of options and covered a lot of projects. Croteau said the task force should include representation from the County and any
neighborhood or community associations that could be impacted; which the City Center would be one of them. Tokos said
there's really no organization up in Agate Beach now; but there are individuals that reside up there or have a business up there
that could have a seat around the table.

Nebel asked ifon the geographic issue there were any other questions or comments to consider. Swanson said she would just as
soon go for broke with the large option. Tokos thought for the March 2nd meeting, what we could do is provide a recommendation
for the maximum indebtedness. He suspects you will get a fair amount of feedback from the County and the taxing entities on
that as well; so that would be a good opportunity to at least try to pin it down at that meeting. He thought that would make the
taxing entities feel better; that the maximum level of indebtedness is not a fluid thing going into task force discussion, and that
that they have some sort of assurance that it is going to top out at a certain level. Roumagoux said that she agrees that if Agate
Beach isn't included, we will never be able to sell it.

Tokos said, moving on through the schedule, is there anything else in terms of task force membership. Allen said there's one
more Planning Commission meeting before the March 2nd Council meeting. He suggested putting that on the Commission's
agenda so if the Planning Commission feels like giving additional input as a commission. He would like to see that
recommendation come from the Planning Commission. Patrick said the Planning Commission could try to do that; say who the
players should be and pass a recommendation up to the City Council. Tokos said, coming out of March 2nd, if things move
forward and there are resolutions, we would look to hire a consultant to assist in development of the plan. We have $30 thousand
budgeted for that purpose this fiscal year, \vhich should be a sufficient amount. Berman asked ifa resolution is passed to establish
a task force, who decides on an actual person-by-person basis who is on it. Tokos said the resolution would establish who is on
the task force. Tokos said it could be listed as representation. Allen thought it should be which organizations, and let them decide
who they send. Tokos said if it's not an association, if it's an individual resident or business owner, we would possibly want to
call that out. Allen said you may want to include some public-at-large representative so you have a catch-all. Tokos said that's
a good point. He said he would envision the task force holding probably six to eight meetings over a four-month period; twice
a month sort of thing. It may extend to five months. The key here would be that the public hearings would be held before the
Planning Commission and the City Council in late summer; August and September. No later than October because of the addition
of the new tax rolls. The reason being that we don't want to have to update all of the data, so we want it to be before the tax rolls
update to avoid any additional expense.

Urban Renewal Agency decision-making structure to support two Urban Renewal Plans. Tokos said the last item on the
agenda was a discussion about, if a second district is created, should the City Council look to change how Urban Renewal works
from what is currently being done. Is there any interest in pursuing the creation of an Urban Renewal Agency independent of
the City Council? He said the other option would be to put in place an advisory committee to the Urban Renewal Agency, which
is sitting as the City Council, which then discussion turns to ongoing and staffed or looking at something more like forming a
task force for substantial amendments; that kind of thing. If it's ongoing, one thing he would encourage the group to talk about
is if the Planning Commission could fit that role. The Commission has a fonnal role by statute every time there is a substantial
amendment. It would be a way of keeping the Commission engaged in an ongoing basis. Busby asked what the staff
recommendation was on that. Nebel said the biggest issue is that every group we have requires staff support. The question
would be how we would staff that effort; would we have adequate staff for an independent group? Tokos said personally he
feels the Planning Commission makes sense because it has a fonnal role already in creating Urban Renewal Districts and
approving substantial amendments. The Commission also has a role of looking at every facility plan we do. It would not be a
new committee, which does pose logistical challenges at times. Allen said, since he brought this issue up in November, when
the City Council took over Urban Renewal six years ago, the former Newport Development Commission became an independent
advisory committee. They never met much, and so basically disbanded. It was taken off the books, so we would have to recreate
it again. This would be advising the Urban Renewal Agency, not the Council. He would like to get input from the Plamting
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Commission. He said this is an issue way down the line; this doesn’t have to be decided immediately. This will only happen if
we create a new Urban Renewal District. It’s more a task force for putting together the plan that matters. For this other task
force, we don’t need to decide now. If a plan is in place, then we may need to decide this. He doesn’t think we need one for
South Beach. He didn’t think the Planning Commission has to make a decision today. Nebel said that could even be part of the
charge of the task force going forward as well, which would bring it to the Planning Commission which eventually would bring
it to the Council. Allen said this would really be an advisory committee to the Urban Renewal Agency; so the Agency would
have to decide what it wants. Patrick thought that the Planning Commission would want to discuss it. He thinks there are other
ramifications to consider. He prefers to have checks and balances. He said it sound like the people who are doing the planning
are now doing the implementing; unless there is a check that anything the Commission does with Urban Renewal also gets kicked
up to the City Council. Patrick said this is where we got into trouble last time.

Nebel said the first question to raise as part of this to see if there is any consensus, the City Council has acted in the past as the
Urban Renewal Agency, is there any thought that that doesn’t work and we should go a different direction. Swanson was content
with the way it is. Allen said he saw it work both ways. It’s good to have checks and balances. He said when the Development
Commission was taken over by the City Council, we lost those checks and balances; but there is some benefit because it is more
efficient having the City Council being the Urban Renewal Agency. But, you lose checks and balances when you have efficiency.
If it’s worth being more efficient, we could have another checks and balances; an advisory committee could provide that.
Roumagoux asked if there would be three then; the Urban Renewal Agency, the City Council basically, and then you would have
the Planning Commission and this advisory group. Allen said the Planning Commission has always had a role; they have their
statutory role regardless. He said what Patrick is saying is, if the Planning Commission does both, you lose your checks and
balances because now the Planning Commission is kind of wearing both hats. He thought if you have a third committee, you
have that third checks and balances that lends more credibility. Again, when the City Council took over Urban Renewal, you
lost those checks and balances, which was okay; but can we add it back and make it a better process. Roumagoux asked Patrick
what he meant by when we got in trouble. Patrick said back when we had an Urban Renewal District headed in a different
direction and fighting with the City Council. The City Council wanted to do one thing, and the Urban Renewal Agency wanted
to do something else. That’s how it got dissolved and turned back into the City Council because we didn’t have a process to
actually reconcile it. Roumagoux asked Patrick, having lived through all that and seeing that, if he personally would see an
advisory committee being beneficial. Patrick said possibly. He wants to talk to the Planning Commission and hash it out. The
Commission would have to do some thinking about that. He thinks you could set up a system where we could do it and make
better checks and balances. He said the Commission will have to do some talking about it. Allen said if you actually have an
advisory committee that advises the Urban Renewal Agency, you want to make sure you have representatives from those areas
like Agate Beach. Say you have a Planning Commission and no one is really from the Agate Beach area for a period of time,
would you lose something. Whereas with an advisory committee, if somebody from Agate Beach was on that committee, and
the Agate Beach area was directly benefiting from projects; again, it’s not only about checks and balances, it’s about more eyes
looking at something and more stakeholder involvement. Nebel thought the representation issue is certainly easier with a stand
alone group because you would have them there to govern that specific geographic area; so that would certainly be an argument
to do that. The efficiency is another argument, and checks and balances another.

Nebel said this was good discussion to help us guide some recommendations and alternatives as we get close to the March date.
He thought it sounds like the Planning Commission will want to have a heart-to-heart on the issue as well. Allen asked Tokos if
he thought that the task force we are creating to create this should weigh in on the later task force. Nebel said potentially they
could in time; that’s not a time-sensitive issue. If we got that group in place maybe that is really an appropriate discussion item
as the plan takes shape. Tokos said we can also take some time and see how some of the other jurisdictions are dealing with
Urban Renewal Agencies; what has worked for them and what hasn’t. The consultant we would be bringing on board has
developed Urban Renewal Districts for other jurisdictions and may have some feedback as well. Allen said put that under the
scope of work for the task force that we are creating. Nebel said he didn’t see anyone jumping up and down saying that we
should have a separate autonomous Urban Renewal Agency separate from the City Council membership. He asked if everyone
was comfortable with the current model; and he heard no objections.

Allen said it’s probably good just to make it clear that even though we are moving forward with this process to look at creating
a district; no decision has been made to create a district. At the end of the day, once this process is undertaken, we may not create
a district depending on what we hear. He thinks it’s good just to note for the record that we are just starting the process. The
final decision is way in the future depending on the information we are going to get. Nebel said but basically there is support for
going through the process.

Before adjourning. Patrick wanted to know if the City Council had any problems or advice for the Planning Commission; and
nothing specific was mentioned.

B. Adjournment. Having no further discussion, the work session meeting adjourned at 1:27 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,
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Commission. He said this is an issue way down the line; this doesn't have to be decided immediately. This will only happen if
we create a new Urban Renewal District. It's more a task force for putting together the plan that matters. For this other task
force, we don't need to decide now. If a plan is in place, then we may need to decide this. He doesn't think we need one for
South Beach. He didn't think the Planning Commission has to make a decision today. Nebel said that could even be part of the
charge of the task force going forward as well, which would bring it to the Planning Commission which eventually would bring
it to the Council. Allen said this would really be an advisory committee to the Urban Renewal Agency; so the Agency would
have to decide what it wants. Patrick thought that the Planning Commission would want to discuss it. He thinks there are other
ramifications to consider. He prefers to have checks and balances. He said it sound like the people who are doing the planning
are now doing the implementing; unless there is a check that anything the Commission does with Urban Renewal also gets kicked
up to the City Council. Patrick said this is where we got into trouble last time.

Nebel said the first question to raise as part of this to see if there is any consensus, the City Council has acted in the past as the
Urban Renewal Agency, is there any thought that that doesn't work and we should go a different direction. Swanson was content
with the way it is. Allen said he saw it work both ways. It's good to have checks and balances. He said when the Development
Commission was taken over by the City Council, we lost those checks and balances; but there is some benefit because it is more
efficient having the City Council being the Urban Renewal Agency. But, you lose checks and balances when you have efficiency.
If it's worth being more efficient, we could have another checks and balances; an advisory committee could provide that.
Roumagoux asked if there would be three then; the Urban Renewal Agency, the City Council basically, and then you would have
the Planning Commission and this advisory group. Allen said the Planning Commission has always had a role; they have their
statutory role regardless. He said what Patrick is saying is, if the Planning Commission does both, you lose your checks and
balances because now the Planning Commission is kind of wearing both hats. He thought if you have a third committee, you
have that third checks and balances that lends more credibility. Again, when the City Council took over Urban Renewal, you
lost those checks and balances, which was okay; but can we add it back and make it a better process. Roumagoux asked Patrick
what he meant by when we got in trouble. Patrick said back when we had an Urban Renewal District headed in a different
direction and fighting with the City Council. The City Council wanted to do one thing, and the Urban Renewal Agency wanted
to do something else. That's how it got dissolved and turned back into the City Council because we didn't have a process to
actually reconcile it. Roumagoux asked Patrick, having lived through all that and seeing that, if he personally would see an
advisory committee being beneficial. Patrick said possibly. He wants to talk to the Planning Commission and hash it out. The
Commission would have to do some thinking about that. He thinks you could set up a system where we could do it and make
better checks and balances. He said the Commission will have to do some talking about it. Allen said if you actually have an
advisory committee that advises the Urban Renewal Agency, you want to make sure you have representatives from those areas
like Agate Beach. Say you have a Planning Commission and no one is really from the Agate Beach area for a period of time,
would you lose something. Whereas with an advisory committee, if somebody from Agate Beach was on that committee, and
the Agate Beach area was directly benefiting from projects; again, it's not only about checks and balances, it's about more eyes
looking at something and more stakeholder involvement. Nebel thought the representation issue is certainly easier with a stand
alone group because you would have them there to govern that specific geographic area; so that would certainly be an argument
to do that. The efficiency is another argument, and checks and balances another.

Nebel said this was good discussion to help us guide some recommendations and alternatives as we get close to the March date.
He thought it sounds like the Planning Commission will want to have a heart-to-heart on the issue as well. Allen asked Tokos if
he thought that the task force we are creating to create this should weigh in on the later task force. Nebel said potentially they
could in time; that's not a time-sensitive issue. If we got that group in place maybe that is really an appropriate discussion item
as the plan takes shape. Tokos said we can also take some time and see how some of the other jurisdictions are dealing with
Urban Renewal Agencies; what has worked for them and what hasn't. The consultant we would be bringing on board has
developed Urban Renewal Districts for other jurisdictions and may have some feedback as well. Allen said put that under the
scope of work for the task force that we are creating. Nebel said he didn't see anyone jumping up and down saying that we
should have a separate autonomous Urban Renewal Agency separate from the City Council membership. He asked if everyone
was comfortable with the current model; and he heard no objections.

Allen said it's probably good just to make it clear that even though we are moving forward with this process to look at creating
a district; no decision has been made to create a district. At the end of the day, once this process is undertaken, we may not create
a district depending on what we hear. He thinks it's good just to note for the record that we are just starting the process. The
final decision is way in the future depending on the information we are going to get. Nebel said but basically there is support for
going through the process.

Before adjourning, Patrick wanted to know if the City Council had any problems or advice for the Planning Commission; and
nothing specific was mentioned.

B. Adjournment. Having no further discussion, the work session meeting adjourned at I :27 p.m.
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Commission. He said this is an issue way down the line; this doesn't have to be decided immediately. This will only happen if
we create a new Urban Renewal District. It's more a task force for putting together the plan that matters. For this other task
force, we don't need to decide now. If a plan is in place, then we may need to decide this. He doesn't think we need one for
South Beach. He didn't think the Planning Commission has to make a decision today. Nebel said that could even be part of the
charge of the task force going forward as well, which would bring it to the Planning Commission which eventually would bring
it to the Council. Allen said this would really be an advisory committee to the Urban Renewal Agency; so the Agency would
have to decide what it wants. Patrick thought that the Planning Commission would want to discuss it. He thinks there are other
ramifications to consider. He prefers to have checks and balances. He said it sound like the people who are doing the planning
are now doing the implementing; unless there is a check that anything the Commission does with Urban Renewal also gets kicked
up to the City Council. Patrick said this is where we got into trouble last time.

Nebel said the first question to raise as part of this to see if there is any consensus, the City Council has acted in the past as the
Urban Renewal Agency, is there any thought that that doesn't work and we should go a different direction. Swanson was content
with the way it is. Allen said he saw it work both ways. It's good to have checks and balances. He said when the Development
Commission was taken over by the City Council, we lost those checks and balances; but there is some benefit because it is more
efficient having the City Council being the Urban Renewal Agency. But, you lose checks and balances when you have efficiency.
If it's worth being more efficient, we could have another checks and balances; an advisory committee could provide that.
Roumagoux asked if there would be three then; the Urban Renewal Agency, the City Council basically, and then you would have
the Planning Commission and this advisory group. Allen said the Planning Commission has always had a role; they have their
statutory role regardless. He said what Patrick is saying is, if the Planning Commission does both, you lose your checks and
balances because now the Planning Commission is kind of wearing both hats. He thought if you have a third committee, you
have that third checks and balances that lends more credibility. Again, when the City Council took over Urban Renewal, you
lost those checks and balances, which was okay; but can we add it back and make it a better process. Roumagoux asked Patrick
what he meant by when we got in trouble. Patrick said back when we had an Urban Renewal District headed in a different
direction and fighting with the City CounciL The City Council wanted to do one thing, and the Urban Renewal Agency wanted
to do something else. That's how it got dissolved and turned back into the City Council because we didn't have a process to
actually reconcile it. Roumagoux. asked Patrick, having lived through all that and seeing that, if he personally would see an
advisory committee being beneficiaL Patrick said possibly. He wants to talk to the Planning Commission and hash it out. The
Commission would have to do some thinking about that. He thinks you could set up a system where we could do it and make
better checks and balances. He said the Commission will have to do some talking about it. Allen said if you actually have an
advisory committee that advises the Urban Renewal Agency, you want to make sure you have representatives from those areas
like Agate Beach. Say you have a Planning Commission and no one is really from the Agate Beach area for a period of time,
would you lose something. Whereas with an advisory committee, if somebody from Agate Beach was on that committee, and
the Agate Beach area was directly benefiting from projects; again, it's not only about checks and balances, it's about more eyes
looking at something and more stakeholder involvement. Nebel thought the representation issue is certainly easier with a stand
alone group because you would have them there to govern that specific geographic area; so that would certainly be an argument
to do that. The efficiency is another argument, and checks and balances another.

Nebel said this was good discussion to help us guide some recommendations and alternatives as we get close to the March date.
He thought it sounds like the Planning Commission will want to have a heart-to-heart on the issue as welL Allen asked Tokos if
he thought that the task force we are creating to create this should weigh in on the later task force. Nebel said potentially they
could in time; that's not a time-sensitive issue. If we got that group in place maybe that is really an appropriate discussion item
as the plan takes shape. Tokos said we can also take some time and see how some of the other jurisdictions are dealing with
Urban Renewal Agencies; what has worked for them and what hasn't. The consultant we would be bringing on board has
developed Urban Renewal Districts for other jurisdictions and may have some feedback as well. Allen said put that under the
scope of work for the task force that we are creating. Nebel said he didn't see anyone jumping up and down saying that we
should have a separate autonomous Urban Renewal Agency separate from the City Council membership. He asked if everyone
was comfortable with the current model; and he heard no objections.

Allen said it's probably good just to make it clear that even though we are moving forward with this process to look at creating
a district; no decision has been made to create a district. At the end of the day, once this process is undertaken, we may not create
a district depending on what we hear. He thinks it's good just to note for the record that we are just starting the process. The
final decision is way in the future depending on the information we are going to get. Nebel said but basically there is support for
going through the process.

Before adjourning, Patrick wanted to know if the City Council had any problems or advice for the Planning Commission; and
nothing specific was mentioned.

B. Adjournment. Having no further discussion, the work session meeting adjourned at I :27 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,
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Commission. He said this is an issue way down the line; this doesn't have to be decided immediately. This will only happen if
we create a new Urban Renewal District. It's more a task force for putting together the plan that matters. For this other task
force, we don't need to decide now. If a plan is in place, then we may need to decide this. He doesn't think we need one for
South Beach. He didn't think the Planning Commission has to make a decision today. Nebel said that could even be part of the
charge of the task force going forward as well, which would bring it to the Planning Commission which eventually would bring
it to the Council. Allen said this would really be an advisory committee to the Urban Renewal Agency; so the Agency would
have to decide \vhat it wants. Patrick thought that the Planning Commission would want to discuss it. He thinks there are other
ramifications to consider. He prefers to have checks and balances. He said it sound like the people who are doing the planning
are now doing the implementing; unless there is a check that anything the Commission does with Urban Renewal also gets kicked
up to the City Council. Patrick said this is where we got into trouble last time.

Nebel said the frrst question to raise as part of this to see if there is any consensus, the City Council has acted in the past as the
Urban Renewal Agency, is there any thought that that doesn't work and we should go a different direction. Swanson was content
with the way it is. Allen said he saw it work both ways. It's good to have checks and balances. He said when the Development
Commission was taken over by the City Council, we lost those checks and balances; but there is some benefit because it is more
efficient having the City Council being the Urban Renewal Agency. But, you lose checks and balances when you have efficiency.
If it's worth being more efficient, we could have another checks and balances; an advisory committee could provide that.
Roumagoux asked if there would be three then; the Urban Renewal Agency, the City Council basically, and then you would have
the Planning Commission and this advisory group. Allen said the Planning Commission has always had a role; they have their
statutory role regardless. He said what Patrick is saying is, if the Planning Commission does both, you lose your checks and
balances because now the Planning Commission is kind of wearing both hats. He thought if you have a third committee, you
have that third checks and balances that lends more credibility. Again, when the City Council took over Urban Renewal, you
lost those checks and balances, which was okay; but can we add it back and make it a better process. Roumagoux asked Patrick
what he meant by when we got in trouble. Patrick said back when we had an Urban Renewal District headed in a different
direction and fighting with the City Council. The City Council wanted to do one thing, and the Urban Renewal Agency wanted
to do something else. That's how it got dissolved and turned back into the City Council because we didn't have a process to
actually reconcile it. Roumagoux asked Patrick, having lived through all that and seeing that, if he personally would see an
advisory committee being beneficial. Patrick said possibly. He wants to talk to the Planning Commission and hash it out. The
Commission would have to do some thinking about that. He thinks you could set up a system where we could do it and make
better checks and balances. He said the Commission will have to do some talking about it. Allen said if you actually have an
advisory committee that advises the Urban Renewal Agency, you want to make sure you have representatives from those areas
like Agate Beach. Say you have a Planning Commission and no one is really from the Agate Beach area for a period of time,
would you lose something. Whereas with an advisory committee, if somebody from Agate Beach was on that committee, and
the Agate Beach area was directly benefiting from projects; again, it's not only about checks and balances, it's about more eyes
looking at something and more stakeholder involvement. Nebel thought the representation issue is certainly easier with a stand
alone group because you would have them there to govern that specific geographic area; so that would certainly be an argument
to do that. The efficiency is another argument, and checks and balances another.

Nebel said this was good discussion to help us guide some recommendations and alternatives as we get close to the March date.
He thought it sounds like the Planning Commission will want to have a heart-to-heart on the issue as well. Allen asked Tokos if
he thought that the task force we are creating to create this should weigh in on the later task force. Nebel said potentially they
could in time; that's not a time-sensitive issue. If we got that group in place maybe that is really an appropriate discussion item
as the plan takes shape. Tokos said we can also take some time and see how some of the other jurisdictions are dealing with
Urban Renewal Agencies; what has worked for them and what hasn't. The consultant we would be bringing on board has
developed Urban Renewal Districts for other jurisdictions and may have some feedback as well. Allen said put that under the
scope of work for the task force that we are creating. Nebel said he didn't see anyone jumping up and down saying that we
should have a separate autonomous Urban Renewal Agency separate from the City Council membership. He asked if everyone
was comfortable with the current model; and he heard no objections.

Allen said it's probably good just to make it clear that even though we are moving forward with this process to look at creating
a district; no decision has been made to create a district. At the end of the day, once this process is undertaken, we may not create
a district depending on what we hear. He thinks it's good just to note for the record that we are just starting the process. The
final decision is way in the future depending on the infonnation we are going to get. Nebel said but basically there is support for
going through the process.

Before adjourning, Patrick wanted to know if the City Council had any problems or advice for the Planning Commission; and
nothing specific was mentioned.

B. Adjournment. Having no further discussion, the work session meeting adjourned at 1:27 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,
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Wanda Haney
Executive Assistant
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EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR'S REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Agenda #: V.B.
Meeting Date: March 16, 2015

Agenda Item:
Authorization of a Notice of Intent to Award a Contracting for Auditing
Services for the Urban Renewal Agency for the City of Newport to Boldt,
Carlisle and Smith, LLC

Background:
The most recent contract for conducting the annual financial audit expired following the
year-end 2014 audit. In preparation for the upcoming year-end 2015 financial audit, the
Finance Department requested proposals from multiple firms through a formal
competitive Request for Proposal (RFP) process and received proposals from six
qualified firms.

A Selection Review Committee (consisting of Laura Swanson, City Councilor and Audit
Committee, the Finance Director, the Assistant Finance Director, and the Financial
Specialist III) reviewed the responses to the RFP. The results were tabulated into a matrix
and were presented to the City's Audit Committee to decide if interviews were necessary.
Based on the review by the Audit Committee, three firms were invited to participate in
interviews to further evaluate their suitability for the auditing services contract.

After the interviews the final results were tabulated and added to the initial matrix. The
apparent successful proposer is the firm, Boldt, Carlisle, and Smith LLC, who was ranked
the highest.

The Audit Committee has reviewed the results and is recommending that the Agency
award the contract to Boldt, Carlisle and Smith LLC and have the Finance Director
negotiate the contract to be awarded. Once the contract is negotiated, the Finance
Director will present the contract to the City Manager for execution. The contract would
be for three years with options for two one-year extensions.

Recommended Action:
I recommend that the Local Contract Review Board consider the following motion:

I move to authorize a Notice of Intent to Award a contract for auditing services for the
Urban Renewal Agency for the City of Newport to Boldt, Carlisle, and Smith, LLC and
authorize the Executive Director to sign a contract between the City of Newport, acting as
the Newport Urban Renewal Agency, with Boldt, Carlisle, and Smith LLC for professional
auditing services for three years, with an option to extend the contract for two additional,
one-year terms, contingent upon no protest after seven days.
Fiscal Effects:
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Recommended Action:
I recommend that the local Contract Review Board consider the following motion:

I move to authorize a Notice of Intent to Award a contract for auditing services for the
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$38,250 has been appropriated in the current year's budget for auditing services. There
is sufficient funding to pay for the contracted services this fiscal year. Funding for the next
fiscal years will need to be appropriated during the budgeting process.

Alternatives:
Do not approve the Notice of Intent to Award the contract for auditing services.

Respectfully submitted,

Peggy Hawker
On behalf of Spencer R. Nebel, City Manager

$38,250 has been appropriated in the current year's budget for auditing services. There
is sufficient funding to pay for the contracted services this fiscal year. Funding for the next
fiscal years will need to be appropriated during the budgeting process.

Alternatives:
Do not approve the Notice of Intent to Award the contract for auditing services.

Respectfully submitted,

Peggy Hawker
On behalf of Spencer R. Nebel, City Manager

$38,250 has been appropriated in the current year's budget for auditing services. There
is sufficient funding to pay for the contracted services this fiscal year. Funding for the next
fiscal years wi I need to be appropriated during the budgeting process.

A ternatives:
Do not approve the Notice of Intent to Award the contract for auditing services.

Respectfully submitted,

Peggy Hawker
On behalf of Spencer R. Nebel, City Manager
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              Agenda Item # V.B_____ 
 
              Meeting Date  March 16, 2015 
 

 
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY 
City Of Newport, Oregon 

 
 

Issue/Agenda Title: Notice of intent to award and negotiate an Audit Services Contract with 
Boldt, Carlisle and Smith LLC 

 
Prepared By: MM Dept Head Approval: MM City Mgr Approval:  _____________ 
 
 

Issue before the Council: 
 

The most recent contract for conducting the annual financial audit expired following the 
year-end 2014 audit.  In preparation for the upcoming year-end 2015 financial audit, the 
Finance Department requested proposals from multiple firms through a formal 
competitive Request for Proposal (RFP) process and received proposals from six 
qualified firms. 
 
A Selection Review Committee (consisting of Laura Swanson, City Councilor and Audit 
Committee, the Finance Director, the Assistant Finance Director, and the Financial 
Specialist III) reviewed the responses to the RFP based on technical competence, 
professional references, and cost.  The results were tabulated into a matrix and were 
presented to the City’s Audit Committee to decide if interviews were necessary.  Based 
on the review by the Audit Committee, three firms were invited to participate in interviews 
to further evaluate their suitability for the auditing services contract. 
 
After the interviews the final results were tabulated and added to the initial matrix.  The 
apparent successful proposer is the firm, Boldt, Carlisle, and Smith LLC, who was ranked 
the highest. 
 

Staff Recommendation: 
 

The Audit Committee has reviewed the results and is recommending that the City award 
the contract to Boldt, Carlisle and Smith LLC and have the Finance Director negotiate the 
contract to be awarded.  Once the contract is negotiated, the Finance Director will present 
the contract to the City Manager for execution.  The contract would be for three years with 
options for two one-year extensions. 
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Proposed Motion: 
 

Accept the proposal and award a contract to Boldt, Carlisle, and Smith LLC and authorize 
the City Manager to sign a contract between the City of Newport and Boldt, Carlisle, and 
Smith LLC for professional auditing services for three years, with an option to extend the 
contract for two additional, one-year terms. 
 
Attachment List: 
 

1) Initial scoring matrix 
2) Final scoring matrix 
3) Audit RFP Fee Schedule 
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Scorer Boldt Carlisle & Smith Grimstad  & Assoc Isler CPA Merina & Co Pauly Rogers & Co Talbot Karvola

RFP Scoring:

Laura Swanson 95 70 80 90 75 80

Linda Brown 97 42 85 72 50 72

John DuBois 100 88 91 96 89 84

Mike Murzynsky 98 71 71 86 42 78

Total points 390 271 327 344 256 314

Average Score 97.5 67.75 81.75 86 64 78.5

Order of finish 1 5 3 2 6 4

*** Did not make 

interview round

*** Did not make 

interview round

*** Did not make 

interview round

Interview:

Laura Swanson 25 0 25

Linda Brown 25 0 25

John DuBois 20 0 30

Mike Murzynsky 25 0 25

Total Points 95 0 105

Average Score 23.75 0 26.25

Final Average score 121.25 81.75 112.25

City of Newport

Audit RFP Scoring Matrix - Selection Review Committee

March 4, 2015
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Scorer Boldt Carlisle & Smith Grimstad  & Assoc Isler CPA Merina & Co Pauly Rogers & Co Talbot Karvola

RFP Scoring:

Laura Swanson 95 70 80 90 75 80

Linda Brown 97 42 85 72 50 72

John DuBois 100 88 91 96 89 84

Mike Murzynsky 98 71 71 86 42 78

Total points 390 271 327 344 256 314

Average Score 97.5 67.75 81.75 86 64 78.5

Order of finish 1 5 3 2 6 4

City of Newport

Audit RFP Scoring Matrix - Selection Review Committee

February 24, 2015
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CITY OF NEWPORT AUDIT RFP FEE SCHEDULE

FY 2015 FY2016 FY 2017 FY 2018 FY2019 TOTAL

MERINA & COMPANY 35,500 36,600 37,700 38,800 39,900 188,500 1

PAULY ROGERS & CO PC· 37,340 37,600 37,910 38,320 38,830 190,000 1

ISLER CPA. l.LC. 37,480 37,480 38,700 40,200 41,500 195,360 3

GRIMSTAD & ASSOCIATES 38.765 40.040 41,270 42.510 43.750 206,335 4

BOLDT CARLISLE + SMITH. LLC 38,250 39.860 41.540 43,300 45.135 208,085 S

TALBOT, KORVOLA & WARWICK 52,275 52.275 54,000 55,650 57.350 271,550 6

·Pauly RlIIers orlslnal numbers dId not Include Urban Renewal

Current auditor cost projected over term of propo~ed contract 36,505

7.825

44.330 221.650

CITY OF NEWPORT AUOIT RFP FEE SCHEDULE

FY2015 FY2016 FY 2017 FY2018 FY2019 TOTAL

MERINA & COMPANY 35,500 36,600 37,700 38,800 39,900 188,500 1

PAULY ROGERS & CO PC· 37,340 37,600 31,910 38,320 38,830 190,000 2

ISLER CPA, l.LC 37,480 37,480 38,100 40,200 41,500 195,360 3

GRIMSTAD & ASSOCIATES 38,765 40,040 41,270 42,510 43,750 206,335 4

BOLDT CARlISL£ + SMITH, LLC 38,250 39,860 41,540 43,300 45,135 208,085 S

TALBOT, KORVOLA & WARWICK 52,215 52,275 54,000 55,650 57,350 271,550 6

·Pauly ROlers O"llnal numbers did not Include Urban Renewal

Current audUor cost proJected over term of propo ed contract 36,505

7,825

44,330 221.650

CITY OF NEWPORT AUDIT RFP FEE SCHEDULE

FY2015 FY2016 FV 2017 FY2018 FY2019 TOTAL

MERINA & COMPANY 35,500 36,600 37,700 38,800 39,900 188,500

PAULY ROGERS &CO PC· 37,340 37,600 37,910 38,320 38,830 190,000

ISLER CPA, taLC. 37,480 37,480 38,700 40,200 41,500 195,360

GRIMSTAD & ASSOCIATES 38,765 40,040 41,270 42,510 43,750 206,335

BOLDT CARUSl£ + SMITH, UC 38,250 39,860 41,540 43,300 45,135 208,085

TALBOT, KORVOLA & WARWICK 52,275 52,275 54,000 55,650 57,350 271,550

·Pauly Ro ers on fnal numbers drd not Include Urban Renewal

Current aud tor cost projected over term of propo contract 36,505

7,825

221,650
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