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PARKS LARGE EVENTS TASK FORCE 

MINUTES 
Wednesday June 10, 2015 

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

 
Members Present: John F. Helmer, Randy Hledik, Dale Stoneburg, Janis Ross, Bruce Newhouse, 

Alan Murphy, Brad van Appel, Don Hansen, Anna Lawrence, Mary Moore, Leslie 
Scott, and Holly Stanley  

Members Absent: Larry Dunlap, Jeff Gaulton 

Staff Present: Mike Russell, 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 
Ellen Otani said she was standing in for Pat Hoover who could not be in attendance this evening.  She 
passed out a news article from The Onion about a large event for taking drugs. 
Janet Hass said that all park neighbors should have been informed and invited personally to this process.  
She asked why the $375,000 budget proposal was brought up and how does it relate to large event 
guidelines. 
Mr. Stoneburg said he thought the budget proposal discussion was important, not necessarily because it 
relates to large events, but that people who care about their parks need to know this occurred and could 
happen in the future. 
Mr. Russell pointed out, for the record, that The Onion is a satirical web site and that the event the article 
speaks of is not real. 

3) Review and Adoption of Minutes 
There were no minutes submitted for review as the June 4, 2015 minutes were not ready yet. 

4) Agenda review and changes  
Chair Helmer reviewed the agenda for the evening.   

5) Review work plan for June-September 
Chair Helmer reviewed the work plan as developed at the last meeting. 

 June 10 – Discuss recommendations and form Writing Group 
 June 22 – Deadline for Draft LETF Report 
 July 1 – Discuss Draft LETF Report 
 July 14 – if needed 
 July through August 24 – Parks staff review of Draft LETF Report and provide analysis 
 September – begin meeting again (possibly 3 meetings) – members will be polled for meeting times 
 September 29, 2015 – Presentation of LETF Report to Board of Commissioners 
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Mr. Russell asked the group if he could forward this change to the work plan to the County Administrator 
and Board of Commissioners and explain that the original timeline is being extended. Chair Helmer 
supported this.  There was general agreement from the group as well. 
 

6) Consideration of Subcommittee recommendations 
Chair Helmer reviewed the procedure for progressing through the recommendations.  He suggested 
getting all the way through the recommendations under old business and then considering any new 
recommendations under new business.  He said candidates for new business could include proposals that 
received close split votes or occurred with minimal quorum present. 
He said that there are over 50 remaining proposals to be considered.  He suggested there may be 
opportunities to group proposals together to pass several at once. 
Mr. van Appel said he thinks it would be helpful if there was clarity on the establishment of an assessment 
tool and an oversight committee.  He said this could help inform votes on many of the issues if these two 
items could be determined first. 
Mr. Newhouse liked the idea, but pointed out that one person’s understanding of an assessment tool might 
be different from another’s and that it would take time to work through that. 
Mr. Hansen said he has visited almost all 13 candidate parks and his view has changed on some of them.  
He said that the assessment tool should exclude some of the “wild” or undeveloped parks. 
MOTION: Mr. van Appel moved to adopt an assessment tool that would first be used to 
determine appropriateness of an event at any given park and, if so, use something similar to 
the North Carolina example to apply LETF recommendations.  The motion was seconded by 
Ms. Scott.   
Mr. Hledik said he would not support the motion because he felt like the Board asked the group to figure 
this out and that the North Carolina example is overly cumbersome and may not fit well. 
Ms. Ross said that it may not fit, but having some kind of assessment tool will help with transparency in 
why specific events were approved or not. 
The group discussed the relative merits of an assessment tool of some kind and, subjective versus 
objective scoring, and if it is the role of the Task Force to determine the details of the assessment. 
Motion passed. 8 for – 4 against. 
Chair Helmer asked if there was a need to solidify details about an oversight group now, or could we 
continue on with processing the recommendations. 
There was general agreement to proceed through the recommendations. 
MOTION: Ms. Moore moved approval of Proposal D.1 that, for all parks, events are to be 
alcohol and drug free.   Ms. Lawrence seconded. 
Mr. Hledik asked Mr. Russell what the current policy is.  Mr. Russell said that alcohol is allowed in al parks 
except Baker Bay and Whitely Landing.  He said the ban is in Baker Bay park because the Army Corps of 
Engineers designated Dorena Reservoir alcohol free and that Whitely was designated alcohol free by the 
Board of Commissioners to address behavior concerns specific to the park. 
The group discussed various aspects related to alcohol at events including: 

 OLCC requirements 
 Managing contained areas, beer gardens 
 Country Faire is alcohol free, but on site campers can drink 
 Sobriety check point – legal? 
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 Impact to other park users 
 This is all about management -  Successful examples include Art in the Vinyard, Springfield 

Filbert Fest, Junction City Scandia Fest, Destination Races Marathon 
 MADD states the highest incident of alcohol related fatalities occur between ages of 21 - 44 

 Motion failed. 2 for - 10 against. 
MOTION: Mr. van Appel moved to adopt E.1 - All parks - No camping unless a park has 
existing, developed campgrounds.  Ms. Ross seconded. 
Mr. Hledik asked for clarification of what a developed campground is.  Mr. van Appel explained that 
Armitage park is an example of a park with a developed campground. 
The group discussed issues around camping for large events including: 

 Exception for Zumwalt 
 Adding the word "permanent" before developed 
 What works for the Zumwalt event, could work anywhere 
 Multi-day events need security presence, at least 
 North bottomlands could be perfect habitat for Western Meadowlark  
 What if we took music events off the table? 
 Make the distinction between a music event and an event that has music 
 Boy/Girl Scout camping may be impacted by this motion, but could be appropriate 
MOTION: Mr. van Appel moved an amendment to grandfather the Zumwalt Park 
Country Fair camping event.  Mr. Murphy seconded.  

  Motion to amend passed. 6 for – 5 against – 1 abstention  
Motion of proposal as amended passed. 6 for - 5 against - 1 abstention 
BREAK 
Chair Helmer called the meeting back to order.   
Ms. Stanley asked to revote on the last proposal as she was unclear on what was happening with the 
motion to amend and mistakenly voted.  Mr. Stoneburg said that if someone feels they mistakenly voted, 
they should be allowed to revote to correct it. 
MOTION: Ms. Stanley moved to vote on whether to step back to reconsider the amendment to 
Proposal E.1.  Mr. Stoneburg seconded. 
The motion to reconsider Proposal E.1 amendment passed. 9 for – 0 against – 3 abstentions. 
The group discussed that this is an imperfect solution and the relative benefit, or not, of adopting 
exceptions. 
REVOTE on amendment to grandfather the Zumwalt Park Country Fair camping event. 
Motion to amend passed. 6 for – 5 against – 1 abstention 
REVOTE of Proposal E.1 as amended passed. 6 for - 5 against - 1 abstention 
MOTION: Mr. van Appel moved to adopt Proposal E.2, No camping at HBRA.  Ms. Moore 
seconded. 
Mr. Hledik asked how this can be reconciled with the HBRA Master Plan that provides for restricted 
overnight camping to organized group events, requires a special use permit, and restricts camping to areas 
that are easily accessible by emergency vehicles contained in Goal 8, Management Objectives A and B 
(page 35). 
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Mr. van Appel suggested amending the motion either to not allow camping for large events (over 1,000), 
or not allow camping except as consistent with the Master Plan. 
Mr. Newhouse read from page 22 that states that camping and open fires are not allowed used except in 
cases of special equestrian events. 
Mr. Hansen stated that Western Meadowlark population across the United States has declined 1% per year 
since 1966.  He said open camping would not allow getting the Western Meadowlark back. 
Mr. Stoneburg asked for clarification of even if a campground was developed, no camping for Large Events 
would not be allowed. 
Mr. Hansen discussed Forest Park in Portland that was established in 1908.  There is no camping, no 
events and no motor vehicles.  Mr. Hansen said he does not want to be short-sighted about HBRA. 

MOTION: Mr. Murphy moved an amendment to change the proposal to no camping except 
as allowed by the HBRA Master Plan.  Mr. van Appel seconded. 
Mr. Hledik read again Goal 8 Management Objectives A and B from the HBRA Master Plan. 
The group discussed the various sections of the Master Plan and the intent of those sections as they 
understood or interpreted them. 

 The motion to amend the proposal passed. 8 for - 2 against – 2 abstentions 
The amended motion passed. 8 for - 4 against. 
MOTION: Ms. Scott moved to remove E.3, All Parks - evaluate existing zoning etc. … privately 
owned land around parks, from consideration.  Mr. Murphy seconded. 
The motion to remove Proposal E.3 from consideration passed. 12 for – 0 against 
E.4 All Parks - Establish and Enforce standards for camp site operations associated with large 
events. 
MOTION: Ms. Ross moved to approve Proposal E.4 All Parks - Establish and enforce standards 
for camp site operations associated with large events.  Ms. Stanley seconded. 
Mr. van Appel wondered how valid this is given previous votes.  The group discussed the exception of 
Zumwalt and this could be a placeholder for future discussion. 
Mr. Hledik said that, taken in conjunction with Proposal E.1, this limits camping to parks with existing 
developed campsites and then establishing and enforcing standards for operations of those sites, except 
for Zumwalt. He asked why this cannot apply elsewhere.  Mr. van Appel said this could come around again 
in the discussion around the exception of Zumwalt.  Mr. van Appel said that he was uncomfortable opening 
up the discussion to include potential future developed campsites. 
The motion failed. 0 for – 10 against – 2 abstentions 
The group discussed Proposal F.1. 
MOTION: Mr. Hledik moved to adopt Proposal F.1 - All Parks - No amplified music should be 
allowed after 10p.m.  Mr. van Appel seconded. 
The motion passed.  12 for – 0 against 
Chair Helmer asked members of those signed up for public comment if they wished to speak.  They 
indicated that they did not. 
Chair Helmer asked if the group was willing to begin discussing Proposal F.3 - HBRA - No amplified music 
or amplified thumping, vibrating noise, i.e. low frequency bass, rhythmic drumming.  Other sounds to 
follow Lane County code that regulates noise. 
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Mr. Hledik asked what has occurred in HBRA that caused vibrating and thumping other than amplified 
sound.  Mr. van Appel wondered given the difficulty to enforce and restrictions already voted on how 
important this is.  The group talked about the Civil War Re-enactment, and the “Sambaja” drums at the 
end of the Arboretum’s festival. 
The group discussed various activities and issues that fall under this proposal including: 

 Symphonies 
 Marching bands 
 What are we trying to protect under this that is not covered elsewhere? 
 No "amplified music on steroids" 
 Where are all the animals/wildlife being displaced? 
 HBRA Master Plan states to limit festivals to avoid disturbing visitors who are seeking a peaceful 

experience 
 Divide the kinds of parks by what they are equipped to do 
 What is the distinction between a music event and an event with music; the purpose of music in 

association with an event 
 Is it a matter of how loud the music is? 
 Reports from UO class provide good examples of events focused on nature 
 Native American drum circle 

Chair Helmer closed discussion on this topic and adjourned the meeting. 
7) Form writing group 

[Not discussed] 
8) Public Comment 

[None] 
9) Adjourn 
The meeting ended at 8:30 p.m. 
 
 ADOPTED 7/1/15    
Minutes Recorder 
Mike Russell, Parks Manager 


