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PARKS LARGE EVENTS TASK FORCE 

Draft MINUTES 
Wednesday May 13, 2015 

                                           Customer Service Center  
6:00pm ‐ Goodpasture Rm.                                      3050 N. Delta Hwy., Eugene, Or 97408 

 
Members Present: John F. Helmer, Leslie Scott, Randy Hledik, Janis Ross, Don Hansen, Alan 

Murphy, Bruce Newhouse, Larry Dunlap, Brad van Appel, Anna Lawrence, and 
Mary Moore 

Members Absent: Holly Stanley, Dale Stoneburg, and Jeff Gaulton 

Staff Present: Mike Russell, Dave Stockdale, Marsha Miller, Fraser MacDonald 
 

1) Welcome & Introductions 
The meeting was called to order by Chair John Helmer at 6:00 p.m.  Chair Helmer asked the group to 
introduce themselves.   

2) Public Comment 
Helen Oldfield read a statement which she submitted for public record.  She said she represented Friends 
of Zumwalt Park (FOZP).  She said that FOZP should have a voice and explained the history of FOZP’s 
relationship with the Parks Division and the park. She said her concerns were to keep a good relationship 
with the Parks Division and that pressure from opposition will drive Parks to seek out other venues for 
future large events that could negatively impact Zumwalt Park. 
Chaz Dutoit wanted to thank the group for their work.  He urged the group consider the special nature of 
Buford Park and the Master Plan should drive considerations for the items the group will vote on.  He said 
that an evaluation tool would not protect Buford Park and would be cumbersome for staff to administer. 
Ellen Otani passed out an excerpt from the ODFW Conservation Opportunity Area Profiles that included 
information on the area including and around Buford Park. 
 
Ms. Moore asked that Ms. Otani’s transcript of the October 2014 public input session be placed on the 
website.  Chair Helmer said he had talked to Mr. Russell about that and thought that it was being 
considered.  Mr. Russell said it was on the website. 

3) Review and Adoption of Minutes 
Mr. Russell had no minutes to present to the group and said he will have both April and May minutes ready 
for the next meeting. 

4) Agenda review and changes  
Chair Helmer reviewed the agenda for the evening.  He gave a brief overview of the committee’s recent 
work.  He discussed the problem of finding extra meeting dates where everyone was available. 

5) Brief updates 
Chair Helmer discussed the April 21, 2015 Board of County Commissioner’s presentation.  He said it was 
good to remind the Board how hard we were working.  Mr. Russell said the Board seemed happy with the 
work of the group and were fine with extending the timeline if it was needed. Ms. Moore was surprised and 
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happy to hear Commissioner Leiken’s comments regarding other events in the area and that it does not 
necessarily have to be three day music events.  She said Commissioner Farr mentioned Zumwalt as an 
unused gem, Commissioner Bozievich said that Zumwalt had a long standing thing with the camping.   
 
Chair Helmer asked Mr. Russell for the status of the traffic demand management report by Sandow 
Engineering.  Mr. Russell said the report was submitted but is inadequate and staff has not met with Ms. 
Sandow yet to go over the concerns. 
 

6) Meeting dates and workplan 
Chair Helmer presented some suggested future dates for the group to consider.   

June 3   4:00-7:00 pm   New, proposed as a public input session 
June 4   6:00-8:30 pm   New, LETF business meeting 
June 10  6:00-8:30 pm   Previously reserved 
July 1   6:00-8:30 pm   New, LETF business meeting 
July 14  6:00-8:30 pm   New, LETF business meeting 

 
He proposed getting a draft of a final report by June 22 for consideration in the July 1 meeting.  There was 
general agreement to this schedule. 
The group talked about the format of the June 3 public input session. 
The group discussed ways to increase exposure to park users and potentially interested parties about the 
opportunity to attend the public input session. 

- Fliers in parks - Online survey - Display ad in the newspaper 
- Press release - Direct door delivery through the post office 
- Email lists of Survey respondents, parks pass holders 

Mr. Hansen and Ms. Ross volunteered to help Mr. Russell with the details of the public input session. 
 

BREAK 
 
7) Consideration of Subcommittee recommendations 

Chair Helmer called the meeting back to order.  He asked the group for suggestions on how to proceed. 
Ms. Scott suggested voting on safety recommendations first and getting objective criteria established 
there, then move to Group II : Impact recommendations about the assessment tool.  She said we could 
have that ready for public comment at the input session and then come back after that and start dealing 
with the appropriateness recommendations.  She said she felt like this would give a better foundation for 
moving forward in making decisions. 
MOTION: Ms. Scott moved to consider recommendations from Group III, Group II, and Group 
I, in that order and prefers to hold Group I recommendations until after the public input 
session.   
Mr. Hansen asked if we deem large events not appropriate for certain parks, then why would we need to 
discuss safety and impacts for them. 
Ms. Lawrence said that voting on Group I recommendations will inform the following group 
recommendations. 
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Ms. Ross said that the Group III recommendations seem foundational. 
Ms. Moore said that going through in order seems better.  She said she was not sure what the safety 
recommendations meant because they were formatted like an ordinance. 
Chair Helmer said he prefers to take on the hard stuff and get it done. 
Ms. Scott said she does not think it would be good to go into the public input session with things already 
voted on because the public will think the decision has already been made. 
Chair Helmer restated the motion.  
Mr. Newhouse seconded.  Motion failed: 3 for – 7 against – 1 abstention 
MOTION: Mr. Hledik moved approval of Proposal B.3 – HBRA events take place between 
sunrise and sunset. Ms. Ross seconded.   
Mr. Hledik asked the proponents to explain the reasoning behind that.  Ms. Lawrence said this was put 
forward by Mr. Gaulton and it was because he did not want to put specific time limits on it. 
The group discussed the appeal of it as consistent with the use of the park. 
Ms. Ross asked about set up and take down time and if this restriction would apply to that activity.  Ms. 
Lawrence said that the proposal did not include set up/take down. 
Mr. Newhouse said he would like a specific time be identified instead of a sliding time depending on the 
season. 
Motion passed: 10 for – 0 against – 1 abstention. 
MOTION: Mr. Hledik moved approval of Proposal B.4 – HBRA events are limited to a maximum 
of 10 hours per day.  Mr. Murphy seconded. 
Ms. Moore said this was a proposal forwarded by Mr. Gaulton and it was from the perspective of the event 
workers. 
Mr. Hledik, Ms. Ross and Ms. Scott said that event worker shifts would be up to the event organizer and 
should not govern the event timeline.  They mentioned event workers showing up early, working late, and 
working short durations, especially volunteers. 
Mr. van Appel said, remembering his group’s discussion of this, that a 10 hour duration was as much of an 
impact as they were willing to accept. 
Motion passed 7 for – 4 against. 
MOTION: Mr. Hledik moved approval of Proposal B.5 – HBRA events end at 7 p.m.  Mr. Murphy 
seconded. 
Mr. Dunlap said that he would not support the motion as there would be events that would need to go 
later in the evening. 
Motion passed: 6 for – 4 against – 1 abstention. 
MOTION: Ms. Moore moved approval of Proposal C.1 – All parks shall have a maximum of one 
large event per quarter.  Mr. Newhouse seconded. 

MOTION TO AMEND: Ms. Lawrence moved an amendment to add “with 30 days between 
each event” that was seconded by Ms. Moore. 
Mr. Hledik said he would rather support 4 large events per year instead of one per quarter. 
Ms. Ross asked Mr. Russell how many of the large event parks are closed seasonally.  Mr. Russell said 
that even parks that are open year round, like HBRA, when wet weather comes, it would not be good 
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to have large events.  He said the timeframe for events at HBRA is between June and September.  He 
said for seasonal parks like Orchard Point or Richardson, they are closed between October and April 
each year. 
Mr. Stockdale said that there have already been three near 1,000 people events at Armitage in the last 
four weeks.  He explained there are other parks that have multiple events back to back.  He said, with 
this proposal, he will have to start telling people that they cannot have their event. 
Mr. van Appel said he is torn with this proposal trying to balance impacts to neighbors.  He talked 
about the situation at HBRA with the Mushroom Festival and Play in the Rain events happening close 
together. 
Ms. Scott said this is part of what parks is for and she asked the group not impose restrictions like this 
on all parks. 
Mr. Newhouse asked about at what point do event organizers get first dibs.  Mr. Russell said that there 
is a potential for conflict with this proposal in that regard. 
 The group talked about considering the 1,000 person threshold and how different events have 
different impacts.  
Motion to amend C.1 failed: 3 for – 7 against – 1 abstention 

Mr. Newhouse clarified that the proposal will allow events close together if the intent is per calendar 
quarter.  Ms. Ross agreed and said for parks that are closed for part of the year, it really means just two 
events per year.  She said she would prefer identifying a specific number per year without a per quarter or 
per 90 days qualifier. 
Motion to approve Proposal C.1 failed: 4 for- 6 against – 1 abstention. 
MOTION: Ms. Ross moved to approve Proposal C.2 – Maximum of one large event per quarter 
at HBRA.  Ms. Moore seconded. 

MOTION TO AMEND: Ms. Lawrence moved an amendment to add “with 30 days between 
each event” that was seconded by Ms. Moore. 
Mr. van Appel said his concern was with the Mushroom and Play in the Rain events being so close. 
Mr. Hansen read the testimony submitted by Mr. Laird that indicated that 8 events was a low impact.   
Motion to amend C.2 failed: 5 for – 5 against – 1 abstention.  

Ms. Ross stated that she was in favor of establishing a maximum number of events per year and not say 
“per quarter”. 
Ms. Moore said that having four events in four weeks is overkill.  Ms. Ross said that the group could 
discuss a time between events, but that “per quarter” was too restrictive.  Ms. Moore said that the “30 
days between” and “per quarter” would give time for the neighbors to recoup between events. 
Mr. van Appel said that, because no one has agreed to separate the Arboretum from Emerald Meadows, 
that there will not be an opportunity for more events with the assumption Wildflower, Mushroom festivals 
continue. 
Ms. Scott said this is why she felt the group should have considered the safety and impact 
recommendations first to help inform these kinds of arbitrary recommendations. 
Mr. Hansen said with a parachute he would jump out of a plane, without a parachute he would not.  He 
said he is afraid to let go of the parameters because he is not assured that neighborhood impacts will be 
considered. 
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Ms. Lawrence shared a newspaper article that stated that the Parks Department wanted to host 8 three-
day events between March and October at HBRA and said that is why she wanted to be so restrictive. 
Mr. Murphy said that HBRA should be considered differently from the other parks. 
Mr. van Appel said that there needs to be a boundary, but he was not sure this was the right one in light 
of the conflict with Play in the Rain and having to cancel that event into the future. 
The group talked about opportunities to discuss a new proposal around this in the future. 
Mr. Dunlap said that people expect that their parks be open to large events and that the events occur in 
the summer.  He said he understands that the Seavey Loop neighbors do not like that.  He said he agrees 
that it should not happen every weekend, but does not agree that it should be limited to once a quarter. 
Ms. Moore said without boundaries, she is afraid the park will be ruined.  She said Buford Park is perfect 
the way it is now and does not need to be changed with more heavy use.  
Motion to approve Proposal C.2 passed: 6 for – 5 against. 
 

8) Public Comment 
Pat Hoover said that she wanted to address the elephant in the room that oversight is needed.  She 
encouraged some review committee needs to be formed to help the Parks Division deal with these issues. 
Helen Oldfield said she is frustrated about no representation from other parks.  She said that the 
different parks all have their own character and she did not know how people who did not know about the 
other parks can make decisions regarding those parks. 
Chair Helmer responded that the committee has spent a lot of time learning about the other parks.  He 
said that the reason that the proposal dealing mostly with HBRA rose to the top is because they were 
proposed by more than one of the subcommittees.  He said there is much more to come in later proposals. 
 
Chaz Dutoit said that it would break his heart for the kids involved in Play in the Rain would be precluded 
from having their event because of the recommendations. 
Adjourn 

The meeting ended at 8:36 p.m. 
 
 ADOPTED 6/4/15    
Minutes Recorder 
Mike Russell, Parks Manager 


