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Public Comments 
City of Gresham 

Consolidated Plan 2011-2016 Amendment 
4/3/2012 

 

Honorable Mayor and City Councilors, 

 I am writing to express reservations about the City's application to create a Section 108 Loan Pool.  
This action could be helpful if the loan pool is used to provide gap financing for projects such as Human 
Solution's Rockwood Multi-Service Center, which the City did in 2009.  I am hesitant about future 
projects, especially since the City's application lists only example projects and not real projects for the 
community to review.  The City's concurrent application for a separate Section 108 loan application to 
build a Children's Fountain raises further questions about whether potential loan pool projects will really 
meet the community's needs and justify the risk to the City's future CDBG allocations and the City's 
General Fund.  

 I am most concerned about the need to pledge our CDBG allocations to repay these loans and the 
potential impact on our dwindling General Fund if future CDBG allocations decrease so much that 
they're not sufficient to cover the required payments.  Gresham's CDBG allocations have been 
generally declining, and the slight increase we received this year is due to increased poverty in Gresham 
as documented by the census.  I understand from staff that most other jurisdictions had their allocations 
cut this year.  For example, Portland lost half of its allocation, or approximately $2 million. Given the 
federal government's overall cuts to domestic programs, any loan payments taken from our CDBG 
allocations will only compound the negative impact on the programs those allocations are supposed to 
support.  With Gresham's increased poverty, these allocations are needed more than ever, and it 
is misguided to redirect them.  

 For the record, Gresham's CDBG allocation for the last few years are as follows: 

 FY 05/06 $1,010,783 

FY 06/07 $905,755 

FY 07/08 $903,182 

FY 08/09 $871,146 

FY 09/10 $885,411 

FY 10/11 $959,393 

FY 11/12 $800,918 

FY 12/13 $867,201

 I understand that staff hopes to arrange other sources to repay these potential loans, but as our 
experience shows with the Center for the Arts Foundation's inability to repay $340,000 of the $1.5 
million the City loaned it for the Arts Plaza, we should evaluate worst-case scenarios.  Given the current 
economy and Oregon's broken tax structure, I question how these potential  loans will be repaid.  We 
cannot afford to make the repayments from our dwindling General Fund if our future CDBG allocations 
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decrease so much that they're not sufficient to cover the required payments.  Furthermore, the principal 
repayment schedule in the loan application shows a disturbing balloon payment in the final year: the 
gradually increasing principal repayments jump from $98,000 in 2031 to $278,000 in 2032. 

 Before proceeding with this loan application, I urge the Council to have the promised community 
conversation about funding city obligations.  I also urge the Council to create a very public process to 
evaluate potential projects before the City applies for Section 108 loans on their behalf.  Just having 
review by the Community Development and Housing Subcommittee is insufficient.  That subcommittee 
was very concerned about the lack of notice for the current two Section 108 applications. 

 Thank you for your consideration. 

 Carol Rulla 
5162 SE 28th Dr. 
Gresham, OR  97080 
4/3/2012 
 
  
April 3, 2012 
City of Gresham 
Urban Design & Planning 
Attn: Louise Dix 
Community Revitalization Program Coordinator 
1333 NW Eastman Pkwy 
Gresham OR 97030 

Dear Louise, 
My home is within of the original City of Gresham land plat. My family has a strong interest in seeing 
Downtown Gresham develop in ways that are beneficial to ourselves and our friends and neighbors; 
many of whom work nearby. Convenience is especially important for my young children who can easily 
walk or bicycle to the Skate Park, Main Park, the library, shops or the Arts Plaza.  I m also a business 
owner in Rockwood and an active proponent of urban renewal in West Gresham. 
 
Recently I received a two-page letter titled “FIVE YEAR FY 2011-1016 
CONSOLIDATED PLAN AMENDMENT / AMENDMENT TO THE ONE YEAR ACTION PLAN 2011-1011”. My 
voice is perhaps not alone in saying that this document has led to a very frustrating and time-consuming 
search for relevant information. Although I appreciate Staff work in this area and the urgent needs of 
Historic Downtown Gresham, at this point in time, I believe the information available is insufficient for 
making any concrete decisions. Further study is indicated, and I offer the detail below in support of 
this conclusion. 
 
Basic Accounting Concerns: 
Operating Costs - 
-- How does City of Gresham break down its Parks & Recreation maintenance budget 
on an asset-by-asset basis? 
 
Section 108 Loan Repayment Schemes - 
-- In both cases, why are Sec. 108 loan interest payments excluded from the repayment 
schedules? 
-- How will the 20th year balloon payments for these loans be financed? 
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--Who pays if Gresham s CDBG allocations shrink below a sustainable level? 
 
Center for the Arts Plaza - 
-- Is there a Master Plan outlining the Downtown Center for the Arts Plaza and fountain? 
 
Specific to the Children s Fountain: ow can affected owners and renters become 
more involved? 
How many downtown properties are rentals? How many are owner-occupied businesses or homes? 
How many are investment properties? I d really li e to see, and I thin  D as well, how the local 
community commits to projects li e the  Downtown Fountain. Citing two possible models: Business 
owners in Portland pay a nominal monthly assessment to support the Portland Streetcar in the Pearl 
District and South Waterfront. This special assessment helps pay off the original bond and also supports 
operating costs. In Beaverton s fountain example, the project was supported by a library bond because 
the fountain is across the street from Beaverton s library. 
 
Strong concerns about accuracy of data supporting “slum and blight” 
Data provided to me appears to derive almost entirely from a study conducted prior to 
2010 for the purpose of establishing a Downtown Storefront Improvement Zone. 
According to Resolution #3007, 38.1% (61 of 160 properties in the Downtown Storefront 
Improvement Area) are "blighted". More specifically, 52 buildings had deteriorating physical exteriors; 
twelve are experiencing chronic vacancies; and one is experiencing a steep decline in property value. In 
terms of the indicators of blight... how relevant are the degrees of the physical deterioration, the 
vacancy rates, the declines of property value? I note one recent sale [611 NE Powell Blvd.] that appears 
to have realized a 250% increase in actual value since 2006. Even if that sale is discounted, 
region-wide assessed values are declining at alarming rates. Is the Downtown area s decline noteworthy 
given that context? 
To better understand the nature of Gresham s slum and blight it would be useful 
to review and update the list of affected properties on file with the rban Design 
& Planning Department. 
 
The importance of boundaries -- 
The Rockwood / West Gresham Urban Renewal Area was designed in an oddly elongated hour-glass 
shape to allow blighted areas of West Gresham to benefit from tax increment financing potentially 
available from northwest Gresham s untapped industrial sites. In a similar vein, boundaries for the 
Downtown Storefront Improvement Program site seem drawn to highlight the really distressed areas of 
'Historic Downtown Gresham'. The purpose of this irregular shape would be to ensure needy properties 
can receive storefront grants and other properties would be excluded. Storefront Improvement 
Program boundaries may misrepresent the area of need or use for the Children s Fountain: The area 
benefiting from the proposed fountain is much broader and includes existing par s and performing 
properties -- some within two bloc s of the proposed fountain site. The area of benefit also includes a 
number of poorly performing properties and potential fountain users who should have a say in the 
proceedings. 
 
Is this really free money? How are CDBG projects introduced to residents in various parts of Gresham? 
Those living and working outside of the Downtown area might not realize CDGB funds tapped for 
projects li e the Children s Fountain will no longer be available to pay for sidewal s, crosswal s and 
other city infrastructure. Many parts of Gresham lac  these safety-enhancing amenities. For example, 
people in Downtown Gresham might not realize that children are standing in the middle of 181st 
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Avenue --a five-lane boulevard-- waiting for a break in traffic to cross to the supermarket or bus stop in 
an area where the nearest crosswalk is over a thousand feet away. Or that residents of established 
neighborhoods and a newly constructed apartment complex at 202nd and Division have to walk over 
700 feet on a narrow, unimproved dirt path fronting City property to get from the MAX Station to their 
homes. 
 
Entitled Communities -- nderstanding purchasing power, density & equity -- 
Everyone agrees that a fun, seasonal amenity will benefit families and boost local economies in many 
ways. Please consider the chart below as a starting point to give some indication about communities  
ability to pay for and benefit from amenities within their jurisdictions. The City of Gresham really needs 
to ma e a clearer case about how and where CDBG funding mechanisms are appropriate, and what 
effect individual projects will have on future CDBG allocations. 
 
Fountains, Density and Poverty1

Census 
Tract # 

 - 
Area 

Described 
Population Households % in 

Poverty 
Density 

(persons/Sq.Mi.) 
Area         

( Sq. Miles) 
100.01 Downtown 

Gresham 
5.629 2,591 22.5 5,057.5 1.11 

96.06 Rockwood 5,251 1,893 38.8 11,037.2 0.48 

98.06 Vance Park 4,562 1,542 34.1 4,482.6 1.02 

51 Jamison 
Square 

7,926 5,843 26.7 18,466/6 0.43 

311 Beaverton 
Park 

2,629 1,177 19.1 7,596.4 0.35 

202 Lake 
Oswego 

6193 3032 8.2 2,817.0 2.20 

How many of the areas described above have or need amenities purchased with CDBG / Sect. 108 Loan 
Pool Funds? 
Respectfully, 
John M. Bildsoe 
P.O. Box 1172 
Gresham, OR  97030 
4/3/2012  

  

  

  

  

  

                                                           
1 2000 & 2010 Comparison Profiles, Mult. County Census Tracts by Population Research Center, Portland State 
Univ. http://pdx.edu/sites/www.pdx.edu.prc/files/Multnomah_CT2000.pdf 
Census Data Show Portland’s High-Poverty Pockets Michael Burnham, Institute of Metropolitan 
Studies, Portland State Univ, December 2010 
http://mkn.research.pdx.edu/2010/12/acs-data/ 

 



B-12

1 

 

Public Comments 
City of Gresham 

Consolidated Plan and Action Plan Amendments 
April 3, 2012 

 
     
Great idea!  Fountains are used across the world to draw in people/families/communities during 
warmer times of the year.  The fountain may also draw more people to shop in downtown Gresham.  My 
vote is a yes for the fountain for the city of Gresham. 
 
Vincent W. Oretger 
1735 SE Dogwood Way 
Gresham, Oregon 97080. 
 3/4/2012 
 

 
This is a fantastic idea!  They have one in downtown Olympia, WA and it is such a positive (free) place 
for Children and families to go to during the summer time to socialize and cool off. 
 
Linday Shuffstall 
3/5/2012 on Facebook 

 

There are many undeveloped spaces that are designated as parks in Gresham, land that should be 
developed as neighborhood parks to pull neighborhoods together and places for our children to play. An 
example is the land and space between Williams Road and Kane that has been there for over 15 years, 
designated as a park, but totally grown up in blackberries, that would be a wonderful park if a few 
dollars were spent. The neighborhood has agreed to maintain it in the past if it were developed. The 
fountain would also need to be maintained and how much is this cost?? Probably no one has even 
considered this. But it would be the first thing mentioned as a reason not to build a park.  I don't 
understand why a fountain is needed for children to look at. The money could be used for much needier 
purposes and I am sure the funds could be designated for other purposes 

 Sincerely,  

Robert S Hurley. 
3/20/2012 

 

I am appalled that the City of Gresham is seeking to borrow money to build a children's fountain that 
will waste water,  become a safety hazard and increase the risk of disease and injury to the people who 
are using it. The city doesn't have enough money to spend on services that meet the needs for providing 
police and fire support,  to maintain streets and sidewalks that would reduce the blight and decay in the 
city.  Why doesn't the city do more to increase the ability for more business to come to the Gresham 
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area?   Why isn't the city looking at ways to refurbish the schools in our community,  some of them are 
in very poor condition?    

 Once again government continues to waste taxpayers hard-earned money, continues to seek ways of 
taxing the citizens of Gresham without weighing all the costs. 

 When will we ever learn to be wise stewards of the resources we have rather than continuing to seek 
money for projects that don't promote well-being for the good of all of our community? 

  
Elizabeth Peters 
4191 SE 22nd Drive 
Gresham, Or 97080 
503-310-1578 
3/26/2012 
 

After reading the materials provided under the "read more" tab I am struggling to get my head around 
how a "Childrens Fountain" in downtown Gresham would even begin to qualify for this money? 

 With the economy just starting to improve and the City struggling to provide existing services, how are 
you planning to pay for the maintenance of this "Fountain"? 

 Please put these funds to use in a better, more appropriate way to improve our community.  We can't 
even get sidwalks on 1st Street but you want to use funds for a fountain in downtown?  In my opinion 
priorities need to be re-evaluated. 

  
Patti Klein 
Landuse Chair 
Powell Valley Neighborhood Association 
3/30/2012 
 
 
I would like to voice my thoughts and some about the proposed fountain.   
  
1.  In a time when all of our budgets are being squeezed and cut, where does the city of Gresham find 
the ability to pay for such a project? It is a loan, not a grant.  
  
2. I don't believe downtown Gresham is an area that is a "slum and blight" area that needs funds taken 
from more needy areas.  Homes for the underprivileged would be a better idea than a seasonal fun spot 
for 1.5 million.  
  
3.  What budget does the yearly maintenance come from.  Will the city have the funds to always 
maintain it without charging the citizens for this fountain or the downtown core??? 
  
4.  Will the parents of these children really take their wet children into the local downtown stores thus 
bringing more income to the downtown area?  I know that I would not bother to do that.  I would want 
to get home and get them dry.  
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Thanks for your time and effort in this decision.  With these questions I would vote, if given the chance, 
to not build it but to use any funds in a way that helps more citizens 
Sincerely,  
Kim May.   
Gresham Citizen 
3/27/2012 

Date: Sat, 31 Mar 2012 10:38:37 -0700
From: Ken Stine <ken.stine56@gmail.com> 

To: Susanjoy.Baskoro@GreshamOregon.gov, Teresa.Hall@GreshamOregon.gov 
Subject: NO on Children's Fountain! 

Dear Honorable Mayor and City Councilors, 

For the record, I oppose adding to the 2012-2013 Work Plan a $1.5 million loan application for a kid’s 
fountain in the downtown Gresham Plaza. I believe construction of such a fountain would be premature: 
the wrong project, at the wrong time, at the wrong place, without giving the community an ample 
opportunity to express it opinions. 

I do not believe that our staff has had sufficient time to adequately do its homework. There has been 
almost no opportunity for public discourse about this costly and highly visible project. Most importantly, 
we do not know the answers to a great many vital questions that need answers: 

What evidence exists that such a fountain will reverse the direction of the so-called “blighted” 
downtown area?  
What effect will such a fountain have on our long-range planning for a true Performing Arts 
Center that will bring visitors (and their money) to Gresham?  
What evidence is there that a fountain will encourage new businesses to locate downtown, or 
whether or not it will increase the foot-traffic to existing businesses and by how much?  
Do existing businesses even want a fountain, or perhaps they would prefer an alternative?  
Will it really become a destination attraction?  
Will the fountain really benefit our children and their families, or just make us feel good?  
What possible use will such a fountain be during the winter months?  
Who is going to pay and how much for the fountain maintenance? Can we possibly be serious 
about diverting CDGB funds to service the loan or maintenance costs?  
Will the fountain be maintained on a year-round basis, or only during the summer? Who will do 
this maintenance?  
Is downtown the best location for a kid’s fountain? Would it not better serve the community 
where there are kids. e.g., somewhere in the Rockwood redevelopment area.  
How will such a fountain impact on the enhancement of the Gresham brand, also on the 2012-
2013 Work Plan? 

It has already been said that construction of the fountain will be done at no cost to Gresham residents 
because CDGB grant money will be used. Really? Must I remind you that grant money comes from the 
Federal or State government, to whom we do pay taxes. 
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Until we have answers to these and many other questions, I believe the Council would be acting hastily 
in making such an important decision. Gresham residents need a chance to debate if a fountain located 
downtown is in the long-term best interests of Gresham. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Ken Stine 

Voice Mail message  
3/30/2012 
 
Hello, Mr. Fancher,  
 
My name is Susan Aiger and I am a citizen here in the City of Gresham. And I saw several days ago about 
a project that you guys are considering; the children’s fountain that’s going to cost over a million dollars 
to do.  And I just want you to know that when my husband and I saw that come up on the news, we 
were appalled.  It’s the wrong project at the wrong time and far too much money.    I live right down 
here on 205th and Stark and the City hasn’t even done anything to our roads for 30 years.  I am just 
disgusted that the City would consider paying that kind of money and borrow it from the federal 
government and then it would cost another $25,000 a year to maintain it which we all know that that 
would be far more expensive to maintain it.  And in a city like this, look outside today, you are not going 
to use it in the winter time. 
 
So I am voicing my opinion for my husband and I that we are disgusted that the City at this time, when 
there are so many other needs, would even consider doing a project of this kind. 
So if you wanted to call me and speak to us further, my number is 503-666-5521. 
But I hope that my displeasure in voicing my opinion will go down on record that we are definitely 
against this. 
Thank you. 
 
 
Dear Mayor, Councilors and Mr. Fancher: 
  
As a citizen of Gresham, I am voicing my objection to the city filing a $1.5 million HUD loan request  
for a children's water fountain.  My concerns and questions are as follows: 
  
1) Why was there so little public notice and/or discussion on this project? (A notification letter was 
sent to me as a Neighborhood Association officer and was titled "Five Year FY 2011-2016 Consolidated  
Plan Amendment/Amendment to The One Year Action Plan 2011-2012".  The Children's Fountain loan 
was on the back of the page hiding at the bottom.   It does not appear other notice was given to 
residents). 
  
2)  Is the city willing to go forward with the loan application even after members of their own 
CDBG subcommittee expressed reservations and posed many questions and concerns regarding the 
wisdom of this project?  I attended the CDBG subcommittee meeting March 15, 2012, where Mr. 
Fancher presented this project.  Committee members did not appear too warm to the idea and it did 
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not appear they had received the report until that evening.  Some of the questions committee 
members asked were as follows: 
 
*Why is a Children's Fountain a priority when there are so many other matters in the City that need 
attention?   
*Had downtown businesses been contacted and what was their input? 
*Doesn't this seem frivolous especially in our difficult economy? 
*How is the loan to be repaid?   
*Isn't this an unusual project for a HUD loan? 
*What are the projected yearly maintenance costs and how can that be accomplished and/or  justified 
considering there are not enough city workers to maintain what we already have? 
*How did the City come to the conclusion this would aid downtown businesses, decrease blight and 
assist economically?   
*Would parents likely be wandering into downtown businesses with wet kids?  Wouldn't it be more 
likely they would just load them up in the car and go home? 
  
3) Is the Children's Fountain project a reasonable use of staff time and resources with the pressing and 
serious issues facing our City? 
  
4) How can the city of Gresham justify application for this loan and the subsequent risk? 
The city extended a loan to the Center for the Arts Foundation in 2008.  Reportedly, the 
Foundation ceased repayment in 2010 (?), leaving taxpayers on the hook.  If this area is still 
economically depressed and blight ridden, shouldn't we have started to see a turnaround since the 
addition of the Plaza?  Taxpayers should not have to assume any further risk from their pockets whether 
it is Federal or local tax money. 
  
5)  If the purpose of this $1.5 million HUD loan is to revitalize downtown Gresham, why 
wouldn't a "year round" project be drafted?  Downtown Gresham already has a lot of activities and 
events that draw people during the summer months.  $1.5 million is a large sum and a water fountain 
would be seasonal at best. 
  
 6)  Why hasn't the City embraced and supported citizens who have invested time and money to jump 
start projects they feel would benefit the community and draw people to our city - projects that likely 
could also be eligible for HUD loans?  I specifically refer to two recent examples - Ms. Mitchell who 
worked for at least two years to get a dog park in Gresham and Mr. Hucke who has been working on a 
BMX track/site for over a year.   
  
7)  Are all our councilors aware there are undeveloped lands in our neighborhoods that have had a 
"City park" designation for 10-20 years and residents are still waiting to have those promises fulfilled?  
There are also developed city parks needing improvements.   Wouldn't any  
of these qualify for HUD loans?  And, if so, why wouldn't they move to the front of the line (instead of 
the Children's Fountain) after all these years? 
 Sincerely, 
S. M. Ruonala 
4619 SE 5th 
Gresham, OR 97080 
4/2/2012 
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 We are writing in strong opposition to the City of Gresham's proposed action to develop a Children's 
Fountain in Gresham's downtown area. 

The City states it intends to apply for a Section 108 Guaranteed Loan through HUD in the amount of $1.5 
million dollars to aid in the elimination of "slum and blight" in downtown Gresham.

This whole issue of applying for a loan for a Children's Fountain raises several concerns to the citizens of 
Gresham, such as: 

1 - When the City's budget is being severely cut due to the economy, borrowing $1.5 million seems 
ludicrous at best. And what about the maintenance costs? It is estimated to cost approximately $25,000 
annually to maintain the fountain from the City's general fund for maintenance. What else will be cut to 
handle this expenditure? Will our utility bills be increased to cover the maintenance? The 
City's maintenance department is already stretched to the maximum with cuts that have occurred in the 
last few years.

2 - Will the City's taxpayers have to make the loan payments if the Federal Government cuts our CDBG 
money in the future?

3 - Won't this take away future CDBG grant money to pay back the loan? We believe this grant money 
is currently used for affordable housing and infrastructure in blight areas now. If the money is taken away 
from that to pay back the loan, where will that money come from in the future for affordable housing and 
infrastructure?

4 - Claiming that the City of Gresham's downtown area has "slum and blight" to qualify for the loan is just 
not right and verges on being a hyperbole. Gresham has a great downtown area where you can feel 
comfortable to walk around and enjoy yourself. There are many shops to browse through as well as 
cafes and restaurants. "Slum and blight" - we think not! 

Respectfully, 

Dick and Kathi Schneider  
3943 SE 30th  
Gresham, OR  97080 
503-961-4104 
4/2/2012 
  

Please submit this as testimony at the council meeting 
Re: Fountain in the Arts Plaza 
There is no cost to the city for this.  All will be paid with Federal Funds.  Gresham needs to GROW UP 
and learn that one must “spend money to make money”.  By bringing FAMILIES to the downtown, 
businesses will feel  and see the impact and will GROW.  Just as Hospitals cater to women (maternity 
and peds) to bring families in, Mothers and kids will bring business .  Gresham has little for families-  One 
has to go to Portland for indoor plan areas. There is NOTHING HERE for families in the rainy season.   We 
need businesses that cater to kids and families to realize we have over 100K people and can service 
more.  One will begat another.  The fountain will bring in other businesses that are for families and 
hopefully and indoor park as well- and more people will come downtown. If we show businesses that 
families are here then they will come too. 
It is ridiculous for people not to understand this will cost NOTHING for the city EXCEPT potential 
businesses to move to downtown. 
We used to live in the Pearl District. After the fountain was built people came from all over the state!! 
More businesses came to service these folks and the area is BUSTLING!!  It has become its own 
downtown.  Gresham- GROW UP and LEARN.  This is a no-brainer.  PLEASE do not stop this project. 
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Nancy Seebert 
250 NE 5th St 
Gresham 98030 
4/2/2012 
 

On the surface, a children’s fountain in the Arts Plaza is a good idea, but considering the state of the 
City’s finances and the local community in general, it is not a prudent or appropriate use of funds. This is 
especially true as needed community service budgets are cut.  The yearly maintenance costs alone make 
the project an extravagant venture, particularly when cuts to Parks and Recreation have been significant 
over the past several years and the City struggles simply to maintain existing parks.   It is a mistake to 
compare Gresham’s proposed fountain with the fountain in Jamison Square in Portland;   Gresham is not 
and never will be comparable to the Pearl District. 

 While bringing people to downtown Gresham is a worthwhile goal, this is a seasonal fountain that is 
located on the edge of the downtown area.  In better economic times it may be a plausible idea if the 
City wants to build up the area around the Arts Plaza; but it will do little, if anything, to bring people to 
the rest of downtown.   Instead, first focus more on Main Street and the core Historic Downtown area 
which is the heart and soul of downtown Gresham.  Every effort should be made to motivate and help 
property owners and shop/restaurant keepers to clean up their store fronts.  Paint and power wash the 
properties that need it, pull the weeds growing out of sidewalks and along building foundations, and 
maintain attractive planters and benches.  Scraggly planters and weedy, overgrown beds are an eyesore 
in the heart of historic downtown Gresham.   A few years ago, one shop owner couldn’t get the City to 
repair the bench in front of his store.  The City said they didn’t have the funds to do maintenance so the 
bench was removed. 

Intensified effort should be made to attract new and exciting shops and restaurants.   Intensified effort 
should be focused on re-purposing the old Hick’s Department Store.    For now, make our historic 
Downtown a destination and then move to the outer edges of downtown.   

 Mike and Kathy Henton 
2129 SE Douglas Place 
Gresham, OR 97080 

 

Honorable Mayor and City Councilors, 

 I am writing to express reservations about the City's application to create a Section 108 Loan Pool.  
This action could be helpful if the loan pool is used to provide gap financing for projects such as Human 
Solution's Rockwood Multi-Service Center, which the City did in 2009.  I am hesitant about future 
projects, especially since the City's application lists only example projects and not real projects for the 
community to review.  The City's concurrent application for a separate Section 108 loan application to 
build a Children's Fountain raises further questions about whether potential loan pool projects will really 
meet the community's needs and justify the risk to the City's future CDBG allocations and the City's 
General Fund.  

 I am most concerned about the need to pledge our CDBG allocations to repay these loans and the 
potential impact on our dwindling General Fund if future CDBG allocations decrease so much that 
they're not sufficient to cover the required payments.  Gresham's CDBG allocations have been 
generally declining, and the slight increase we received this year is due to increased poverty in Gresham 
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as documented by the census.  I understand from staff that most other jurisdictions had their allocations 
cut this year.  For example, Portland lost half of its allocation, or approximately $2 million. Given the 
federal government's overall cuts to domestic programs, any loan payments taken from our CDBG 
allocations will only compound the negative impact on the programs those allocations are supposed to 
support.  With Gresham's increased poverty, these allocations are needed more than ever, and it 
is misguided to redirect them.  

 For the record, Gresham's CDBG allocation for the last few years are as follows: 

 FY 05/06 $1,010,783 

FY 06/07 $905,755 

FY 07/08 $903,182 

FY 08/09 $871,146 

FY 09/10 $885,411 

FY 10/11 $959,393 

FY 11/12 $800,918 

FY 12/13 $867,201

 I understand that staff hopes to arrange other sources to repay these potential loans, but as our 
experience shows with the Center for the Arts Foundation's inability to repay $340,000 of the $1.5 
million the City loaned it for the Arts Plaza, we should evaluate worst-case scenarios.  Given the current 
economy and Oregon's broken tax structure, I question how these potential  loans will be repaid.  We 
cannot afford to make the repayments from our dwindling General Fund if our future CDBG allocations 
decrease so much that they're not sufficient to cover the required payments.  Furthermore, the principal 
repayment schedule in the loan application shows a disturbing balloon payment in the final year: the 
gradually increasing principal repayments jump from $98,000 in 2031 to $278,000 in 2032. 

 Before proceeding with this loan application, I urge the Council to have the promised community 
conversation about funding city obligations.  I also urge the Council to create a very public process to 
evaluate potential projects before the City applies for Section 108 loans on their behalf.  Just having 
review by the Community Development and Housing Subcommittee is insufficient.  That subcommittee 
was very concerned about the lack of notice for the current two Section 108 applications. 

 Thank you for your consideration. 
  
Carol Rulla 
5162 SE 28th Dr. 
Gresham, OR  97080 
4/3/2012 
  
 Please forward the following comments to the City Council in reference to borrowing for construction 
of the Children's Fountain. 
 
Regards, 
Marc Thornsbury 
16213 NE San Rafael Dr. 
Gresham, OR 97230 
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Dear Mayor Bemis 
  
I note in Saturday's Oregonion Newspaper where the city wants to borrow 1.5 million to put up a 
fountian.  Please be aware that I am opposed to this project. 
  
Our neighborhood streets are in very poor condition and in need of major repair.  For instance my street 
(N.E. 25th between Cleveland and Liberty) is in such poor shape that it cannot be sealed.  It must be 
completely torn up and repaved.  I am sure there are many more streets in the same or worse condition. 
  
We do not have enough officers on our police force, thatt in my opinion, can adequately provide 
protection to the citizens of this city.  To cite an example, we are a city of over 100,000 with a force of 
only 62 officers.  Portland has almost 200 officers per 100,000.   
  
I am sure with the budget shortfalls, leaving us with inadequate police protection, and streets that can't 
be repaired, borrowing 1.5 million to build a fountian that will only benefit a small portion of citizens is 
wasteful spending. 
  
Sincerely, 
  
Richard Barnekoff 
1221 N.E. 25th St 
Gresham, OR 97030 
503-667-5962 
4/3/2012 
 

 Honorable Mayor and City Councilors,

I am writing to oppose the use of a Section 108 loan to build a Children's Fountain and 
especially the use of CDBG funds to repay the loan. While I appreciate that the Council is 
trying to bring a Children's Fountain to Gresham, this is not the time to do so when we have so 
many other pressing needs in our city. Since learning about this loan application, other 
neighborhood leaders and I have had many conversations with citizens from across Gresham, 
and there is a universal feeling that building such a fountain now and with these funds is a 
mistake.

It is questionable that a Children's Fountain "will have a significant impact on visitors to 
the area thereby increasing demand at surrounding business and retail uses"[p.5 of 
application]. A Children's Fountain is seasonal, and with our relatively cool summers, it will 
not necessarily be a draw throughout the summer. The claim that "500 people per day (15,000 
per month)" [p.3 of the application] will be attracted to Downtown Gresham because of the 
fountain seems very high and is surely not a year-round daily/monthly average (although the 
application does not make this clear). In the case studies, staff reported 
that Beavertown's children's fountain can draw up to 300 at one time on warm days, which staff 
tells me translates to 1,000-2,000 people per warm day (not year-round). Because Beaverton's 
fountain abuts its public library and a public park, its daily average will be much higher than 
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Gresham's since our Arts Plaza is mainly surrounded by vacant properties and outside of the 
developed part of Downtown. Even if Gresham's fountain would draw 500 people per summer 
day to Downtown, what percentage of those will patronize downtown businesses, especially with 
wet little kids in tow? How does this compare to the number of daily visitors Downtown 
Gresham currently gets in the summer? I believe there are better ways to spend $1.5 million 
to support and attract year-round visitors to Downtown Gresham.

Where is the evidence for the claim that "property values and redevelopment activity 
received an instant boost from the announcement of the park project and have continued 
upward" [p.7 of the application]? Is this a comment about Chicago's 24.5-acre Millennium 
Park, or about Gresham's Children's Fountain? The application is not clear. If it is about 
Millennium Park, where is the evidence that this statement applies to Gresham's Children's 
Fountain? If it is about Gresham, what is this "boost"? I have heard nothing in the news or from 
city press releases about it. In fact, there has been very little publicity about the Children's 
Fountain and especially about this loan application. Also, why is there no analysis in the loan 
application of any boost to Downtown from the 2008 investment of $2.3 million in the Arts 
Plaza [p.3 of the application]? Has there been any documented redevelopment in Downtown 
from the construction of the plaza and the summer programs that have been held there the last 
few years?

Where is the community support for building a Children's Fountain now? Other than it 
being in the 2012 Council Work Plan and some mentions from Mayor Bemis, I have not heard of 
anyone calling for the construction of a Children's Fountain at this time. There is nothing on the 
Center for the Arts Foundation website (www.gcfta.org). As I understand it, their Board 
has taken no official position on this loan application. Gresham's Community Development and 
Housing Subcommittee (CDHS) did not get a presentation on the Children's Fountain or this loan 
application until their March 15, 2012, meeting (less than 3 weeks before the public hearing).
The CDHS had many questions about the advisability of this proposal and chose not to take a 
position on the issue at that meeting or at their subsequent March 22 meeting. Furthermore, staff 
did not even contact downtown groups about this proposal until after the March 15 CDHS 
meeting. Why would the City not find out from downtown businesses whether they support this 
funding strategy until two weeks before the public hearing on this loan application? I have 
worked hard in the last two weeks to bring this loan application to the public's attention. From 
the comments I've heard, citizens are opposed to the proposal. They question the need for the 
fountain and the premise that it will bring sufficient development to Downtown to offset the risk 
of borrowing money to pay for it and especially the use CDBG funds to repay the loan.

I oppose the use of our CDBG allocations to repay this loan and the possible use of our 
dwindling General Fund if future CDBG allocations decrease so much that they're not 
sufficient to cover the required payments. As I stated in my comments on the concurrent 
application to create at Section 108 loan pool, Gresham's CDBG allocations have been 
generally declining, and the slight increase we received this year is due to increased poverty in 
Gresham as documented by the census. I understand from staff that most other jurisdictions had 
their allocations cut this year. For example, Portland lost half of its allocation, or approximately 
$2 million. Given the federal government's overall cuts to domestic programs, any loan payments 
taken from our CDBG allocations will only compound the negative impact on the programs 
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those allocations are supposed to support. With Gresham's increased poverty, these allocations 
are needed more than ever, and it is misguided to redirect them. 

For the record, Gresham's CDBG allocation for the last few years are as follows:

FY 05/06 $1,010,783 

FY 06/07 $905,755 

FY 07/08 $903,182 

FY 08/09 $871,146 

FY 09/10 $885,411 

FY 10/11 $959,393 

FY 11/12 $800,918 

FY 12/13 $867,201

It is unwise to commit $110,000 per year from our declining CDBG appropriations to pay 
for a Children's Fountain. Note, this $110,000 annual payment includes principal and interest.
It is not included in the loan application as only principal is listed in the repayment schedule. As 
there was in the concurrent Section 108 loan pool application, there is a balloon payment in the 
last principal repayment for this loan application: it's a slight balloon payment, going from 
$107,000 in 2031 to $139,000 in 2032 [p.10 of the application].

Finally, the loan application fails to address how the City will fund maintenance for the 
Children's Fountain. Mayor Bemis, you eloquently laid out the city's need for more funding in 
your recent State of the City address and stated that you were worried about the City being able 
to pay for "the guy on the lawn mower". What will we have to give up to pay at least $25,000 
per year for specialized water employees to maintain a Children's Fountain? Does this annual 
maintenance estimate include repairs for vandalism or other contingencies? How can we 
propose to build and maintain this fountain and, at the same time, tell citizens that we have a 
revenue problem and must cut more core services?

I urge the Council to stop this loan application for a Children's Fountain and instead have 
the promised community conversation about funding city obligations.

Thank you for your consideration.

Carol Rulla
5162 SE 28th Dr.
Gresham, OR 97080
4/3/2012
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April 3, 2012 
City of Gresham 
Urban Design & Planning 
Attn: Louise Dix 
Community Revitalization Program Coordinator 
1333 NW Eastman Pkwy 
Gresham OR 97030 

Dear Louise, 
My home is within of the original City of Gresham land plat. My family has a strong interest in seeing 
Downtown Gresham develop in ways that are beneficial to ourselves and our friends and neighbors; 
many of whom work nearby. Convenience is especially important for my young children who can easily 
walk or bicycle to the Skate Park, Main Park, the library, shops or the Arts Plaza.  I  business 
owner in Rockwood and an active proponent of urban renewal in West Gresham. 
 
Recently I received a two-page letter titled “FIVE YEAR FY 2011-1016 
CONSOLIDATED PLAN AMENDMENT / AMENDMENT TO THE ONE YEAR ACTION PLAN 2011-1011”. My 
voice is perhaps not alone in saying that this document has led to a very frustrating and time-consuming 
search for relevant information. Although I appreciate Staff work in this area and the urgent needs of 
Historic Downtown Gresham, at this point in time, I believe the information available is insufficient for 
making any concrete decisions. Further study is indicated, and I offer the detail below in support of 
this conclusion. 
 
Basic Accounting Concerns: 
Operating Costs - 
-- How does City of Gresham break down its Parks & Recreation maintenance budget 
on an asset-by-asset basis? 
 
Section 108 Loan Repayment Schemes - 
-- In both cases, why are Sec. 108 loan interest payments excluded from the repayment 
schedules? 
-- How will the 20th year balloon payments for these loans be financed? 
--Who pays if Gresham  
 
Center for the Arts Plaza - 
-- Is there a Master Plan outlining the Downtown Center for the Arts Plaza and fountain? 
 
Specific to the Children d renters become 
more involved? 
How many downtown properties are rentals? How many are owner-occupied businesses or homes? 
How many are investment properties? I  and I think HUD as well, how the local 
community commits to projects like the  Downtown Fountain. Citing two possible models: Business 
owners in Portland pay a nominal monthly assessment to support the Portland Streetcar in the Pearl 
District and South Waterfront. This special assessment helps pay off the original bond and also supports 
operating costs. In Beaverton mple, the project was supported by a library bond because 
the fountain is across the street from Beaverton  
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Strong concerns about accuracy of data supporting “slum and blight” 
Data provided to me appears to derive almost entirely from a study conducted prior to 
2010 for the purpose of establishing a Downtown Storefront Improvement Zone. 
According to Resolution #3007, 38.1% (61 of 160 properties in the Downtown Storefront 
Improvement Area) are "blighted". More specifically, 52 buildings had deteriorating physical exteriors; 
twelve are experiencing chronic vacancies; and one is experiencing a steep decline in property value. In 
terms of the indicators of blight... how relevant are the degrees of the physical deterioration, the 
vacancy rates, the declines of property value? I note one recent sale [611 NE Powell Blvd.] that appears 
to have realized a 250% increase in actual value since 2006. Even if that sale is discounted, 
region-wide assessed values are declining at alarming rates. Is the Downtown area decline noteworthy 
given that context? 
To better understand the nature of Gresham  
to review and update the list of affected properties on file with the Urban Design 
& Planning Department. 
 
The importance of boundaries -- 
The Rockwood / West Gresham Urban Renewal Area was designed in an oddly elongated hour-glass 
shape to allow blighted areas of West Gresham to benefit from tax increment financing potentially 
available from northwest Gresham sites. In a similar vein, boundaries for the 
Downtown Storefront Improvement Program site seem drawn to highlight the really distressed areas of 
'Historic Downtown Gresham'. The purpose of this irregular shape would be to ensure needy properties 
can receive storefront grants and other properties would be excluded. Storefront Improvement 
Program boundaries may misrepresent the area of need or use for the Children
benefiting from the proposed fountain is much broader and includes existing parks and performing 
properties -- some within two blocks of the proposed fountain site. The area of benefit also includes a 
number of poorly performing properties and potential fountain users who should have a say in the 
proceedings. 
 
Is this really free money? How are CDBG projects introduced to residents in various parts of Gresham? 
Those living and working outside of the Downtown area might not realize CDGB funds tapped for 
projects like the Children  be available to pay for sidewalks, crosswalks and 
other city infrastructure. Many parts of Gresham lack these safety-enhancing amenities. For example, 
people in Downtown Gresham might not realize that children are standing in the middle of 181st 
Avenue --a five-lane boulevard-- waiting for a break in traffic to cross to the supermarket or bus stop in 
an area where the nearest crosswalk is over a thousand feet away. Or that residents of established 
neighborhoods and a newly constructed apartment complex at 202nd and Division have to walk over 
700 feet on a narrow, unimproved dirt path fronting City property to get from the MAX Station to their 
homes. 
 
Entitled Communities -- Understanding purchasing power, density & equity -- 
Everyone agrees that a fun, seasonal amenity will benefit families and boost local economies in many 
ways. Please consider the chart below as a starting point to give some indication about communities
ability to pay for and benefit from amenities within their jurisdictions. The City of Gresham really needs 
to make a clearer case about how and where CDBG funding mechanisms are appropriate, and what 
effect individual projects will have on future CDBG allocations. 
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Fountains, Density and Poverty1

Census 
Tract # 

 - 
Area 

Described 
Population Households % in 

Poverty 
Density 

(persons/Sq.Mi.) 
Area         

( Sq. Miles) 
100.01 Downtown 

Gresham 
5.629 2,591 22.5 5,057.5 1.11 

96.06 Rockwood 5,251 1,893 38.8 11,037.2 0.48 

98.06 Vance Park 4,562 1,542 34.1 4,482.6 1.02 

51 Jamison 
Square 

7,926 5,843 26.7 18,466/6 0.43 

311 Beaverton 
Park 

2,629 1,177 19.1 7,596.4 0.35 

202 Lake 
Oswego 

6193 3032 8.2 2,817.0 2.20 

How many of the areas described above have or need amenities purchased with CDBG / Sect. 108 Loan 
Pool Funds? 
 
Respectfully, 
John M. Bildsoe 
PO Box 1172 
Gresham OR 97030 
 

                                                           
1 2000 & 2010 Comparison Profiles, Mult. County Census Tracts by Population Research Center, Portland State 
Univ. http://pdx.edu/sites/www.pdx.edu.prc/files/Multnomah_CT2000.pdf 
Census Data Show Portland’s High-Poverty Pockets Michael Burnham, Institute of Metropolitan 
Studies, Portland State Univ, December 2010 
http://mkn.research.pdx.edu/2010/12/acs-data/ 
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CITY OF GRESHAM 
Urban Design & Planning 
1333 N.W. Eastman Parkway 
Gresham, Oregon 97030-3825 

 

KIA SELLEY 
Director 

503-618-2378 
FAX: 503-669-1376 

COMMUNITY REVITALIZATION 
503-618-2818 

FAX: 503-669-1376 

COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING 
503-618-2235 

FAX: 503-669-1376 

DEVELOPMENT PLANNING 
503-618-2842 

FAX: 503-669-1376 
 
 

E-MAIL: 
first.last@GreshamOregon.gov 

 
April 17, 2012 
 
 
Dear Mrs. Aiger, 
 
Thank you for your comments and questions regarding the City of Gresham’s proposed 
application for Section 108 loan funding for the design and construction of The Children’s 
Fountain in downtown Gresham.  Your comments were forwarded to members of the 
Gresham City Council prior to the April 3rd public hearing on this project, where the 
Council unanimously voted to proceed with the loan application.  I have attached an 
overview of the project that answers some of your questions, and here are some additional 
points on The Children’s Fountain project for your use and consideration: 
  

 The Children’s Fountain is a unique project with regard to its degree of multi-
objectivity.  Not only is it is an economic catalyst with the potential to pay 
dividends year-after-year, but it also fills a much-needed parks and recreation need 
and is located in the central hub of the city to benefit the highest number of 
citizens, in a location easily accessible to all by public transportation.   

 Staff researched similar projects in the region and nationally.  Combined with other 
economic development activities, we heard time and time again, from business 
leaders, municipal staff, and neighborhood leaders, that interactive fountains such 
as this are a good way to bring visitors downtown and to spur economic growth. 

 Applying for grant funding is a way for the City to leverage additional funding to 
supplement our limited resources and to pursue a unique opportunity that addresses 
both recreational and economic development needs.  To qualify for Housing and 
Urban Development (HUD) funding a project must meet strict criteria, which most 
projects in Gresham would not be able to demonstrate.   

 The anticipated maintenance cost for The Children’s Fountain is approximately 
$25,000 per year, or roughly 1% of the City’s parks maintenance budget. 

 The Children’s Fountain has always been a planned component of the Arts Plaza – the 
critical draw intended to turn the plaza from a “space” into a “destination.”  
Research shows a fountain would attract more people downtown and provide a 
better plaza experience for visitors, “activating” the wider area.  Leaving the 
fountain element of the plaza undeveloped would mean forfeiting the full economic 
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benefits that an “activated” plaza space could provide to the City.  By contrast, 
building it as part of a final phase would fully realize the community’s initial 
investment in the plaza itself. 

 Planning and design of the plaza incorporated public input throughout the process. 
 The Children’s Fountain component has been an item on the Council Work Plan 
for the past two years.  Additional public outreach included meetings with civic 
groups such as the Historic Downtown Business Association, Gresham Downtown 
Development Association, and others.    

 In this difficult economy, public economic development and catalyst projects such as 
this are needed to help spur private investment.  This in turn will increase property 
values and associated tax revenues, helping to fund other vital City services. 

 Should the loan be awarded by HUD, there are numerous options for loan repayment. 
 Initially, the City would use a portion of its Community Development Block Grant 
(CDBG) allocation to repay the loan.  Specifically, a portion of funding within the 
“Public Infrastructure” category of CDBG would be used rather than affecting the 
other categories.  The City Council will ultimately determine the most appropriate 
loan payback tool for the organization. 

Thank you again and please let me know if you have any further questions or would like 
additional information. 

 

Louise Dix  
Urban Design and Planning 
City of Gresham  
1333 NW Eastman Parkway 
Gresham, OR 97030 
503-618-2618 
louise.dix@greshamoregon.gov  
 



B-30

 

 
 

CITY OF GRESHAM 
Urban Design & Planning 
1333 N.W. Eastman Parkway 
Gresham, Oregon 97030-3825 

 

KIA SELLEY 
Director 

503-618-2378 
FAX: 503-669-1376 

COMMUNITY REVITALIZATION 
503-618-2818 

FAX: 503-669-1376 

COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING 
503-618-2235 

FAX: 503-669-1376 

DEVELOPMENT PLANNING 
503-618-2842 

FAX: 503-669-1376 
 
 

E-MAIL: 
first.last@GreshamOregon.gov 

 
April 17, 2012 
 
Richard Barnekoff 
1221 NE 25th Street 
Gresham, OR 97030 
 
Dear Mr. Barnekoff, 
 
Thank you for your comments and questions regarding the City of Gresham’s proposed 
application for Section 108 loan funding for the design and construction of The Children’s 
Fountain in downtown Gresham.  Your comments were forwarded to members of the 
Gresham City Council prior to the April 3rd public hearing on this project, where the 
Council unanimously voted to proceed with the loan application.  I have attached an 
overview of the project that answers some of your questions, and here are some additional 
points on The Children’s Fountain project for your use and consideration: 
  

 The proposed loan payback for this project comes 100% from federal grant funding.  
Applying for grant funding is a way for the City to supplement our limited 
resources and to pursue a unique opportunity that addresses both recreational and 
economic development needs.   

 To qualify for this particular source of federal grant funding (Housing and Urban 
Development), a project must meet strict criteria, which most services and projects 
in Gresham would not be able to demonstrate.  We cannot use this funding source 
to pay for standard street repair, police, or fire services.   

 The Children’s Fountain is a unique project with regard to its degree of multi-
objectivity.  Not only is it is an economic catalyst with the potential to pay 
dividends year-after-year, but it also fills a much-needed parks and recreation need 
and is located in the central hub of the city to benefit the highest number of 
citizens, in a location easily accessible to all by public transportation.   

 Staff researched similar projects in the region and nationally.  Combined with other 
economic development activities, we heard time and time again, from business 
leaders, municipal staff, and neighborhood leaders, that interactive fountains such 
as this are a good way to bring visitors downtown and to spur economic growth. 

 The anticipated maintenance cost for The Children’s Fountain is approximately 

 



B-31

$25,000 per year, or roughly 1% of the City’s parks maintenance budget. 

 The Children’s Fountain has always been a planned component of the Arts Plaza – the 
critical draw intended to turn the plaza from a “space” into a “destination.”  
Research shows a fountain would attract more people downtown and provide a 
better plaza experience for visitors, “activating” the wider area.  Leaving the 
fountain element of the plaza undeveloped would mean forfeiting the full economic 
benefits that an “activated” plaza space could provide to the City.  By contrast, 
building it as part of a final phase would fully realize the community’s initial 
investment in the plaza itself. 

 Planning and design of the plaza incorporated public input throughout the process. 
 The Children’s Fountain component has been an item on the Council Work Plan 
for the past two years.  Additional public outreach included meetings with civic 
groups such as the Historic Downtown Business Association, Gresham Downtown 
Development Association, and others.    

 In this difficult economy, public economic development and catalyst projects such as 
this are needed to help spur private investment.  This in turn will increase property 
values and associated tax revenues, helping to fund other vital City services. 

 Should the loan be awarded by HUD, there are numerous options for loan repayment. 
 Initially, the City would use a portion of its Community Development Block Grant 
(CDBG) allocation to repay the loan.  Specifically, a portion of funding within the 
“Public Infrastructure” category of CDBG would be used rather than affecting the 
other categories.  The City Council will ultimately determine the most appropriate 
loan payback tool for the organization. 

Thank you again and please let me know if you have any further questions or would like 
additional information. 

 

Louise Dix  
Urban Design and Planning 
City of Gresham  
1333 NW Eastman Parkway 
Gresham, OR 97030 
503-618-2618 
louise.dix@greshamoregon.gov 
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CITY OF GRESHAM 
Urban Design & Planning 
1333 N.W. Eastman Parkway 
Gresham, Oregon 97030-3825 

 

KIA SELLEY 
Director 

503-618-2378 
FAX: 503-669-1376 

COMMUNITY REVITALIZATION 
503-618-2818 

FAX: 503-669-1376 

COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING 
503-618-2235 

FAX: 503-669-1376 

DEVELOPMENT PLANNING 
503-618-2842 

FAX: 503-669-1376 
 
 

E-MAIL: 
first.last@GreshamOregon.gov 

 
April 17, 2012 
 
John M. Bildsoe 
PO Box 1172 
Gresham, OR 97030 
 
Dear Mr. Bildsoe, 
 
Thank you for your comments and questions regarding the City of Gresham’s proposed 
application for Section 108 loan funding for the design and construction of The Children’s 
Fountain in downtown Gresham.  Your comments were forwarded to members of the 
Gresham City Council prior to the April 3rd public hearing on this project, where as you 
know, the Council unanimously voted to proceed with the loan application.  Also as you 
know, many of the questions and points that you raised were discussed at the public 
hearing.  City staff would be happy to sit down with you at your convenience to discuss any 
of these matters further, to answer any outstanding questions you may have, or to gather 
additional information.  A few key points to consider:  
  

 The Children’s Fountain is a unique project with regard to its degree of multi-
objectivity.  Not only is it is an economic catalyst with the potential to pay 
dividends year-after-year, but it also fills a much-needed parks and recreation need 
and is located in the central hub of the city to benefit the highest number of 
citizens, in a location easily accessible to all by public transportation.   

 Staff researched similar projects in the region and nationally.  Combined with other 
economic development activities, we heard time and time again, from business 
leaders, municipal staff, and neighborhood leaders, that interactive fountains such 
as this are a good way to bring visitors downtown and to spur economic growth. 

 Applying for grant funding is a way for the City to leverage additional funding to 
supplement our limited resources and to pursue a unique opportunity that addresses 
both recreational and economic development needs.  To qualify for Housing and 
Urban Development (HUD) funding a project must meet strict criteria, which most 
projects in Gresham would not be able to demonstrate.   

 The anticipated maintenance cost for The Children’s Fountain is approximately 
$25,000 per year, or roughly 1% of the City’s parks maintenance budget. 
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 The Children’s Fountain has always been a planned component of the Arts Plaza – the 
critical draw intended to turn the plaza from a “space” into a “destination.”  
Research shows a fountain would attract more people downtown and provide a 
better plaza experience for visitors, “activating” the wider area.  Leaving the 
fountain element of the plaza undeveloped would mean forfeiting the full economic 
benefits that an “activated” plaza space could provide to the City.  By contrast, 
building it as part of a final phase would fully realize the community’s initial 
investment in the plaza itself. 

 Planning and design of the plaza incorporated public input throughout the process. 
 The Children’s Fountain component has been an item on the Council Work Plan 
for the past two years.  Additional public outreach included meetings with civic 
groups such as the Historic Downtown Business Association, Gresham Downtown 
Development Association, and others.    

 In this difficult economy, public economic development and catalyst projects such as 
this are needed to help spur private investment.  This in turn will increase property 
values and associated tax revenues, helping to fund other vital City services. 

 Should the loan be awarded by HUD, there are numerous options for loan repayment. 
 Initially, the City would use a portion of its Community Development Block Grant 
(CDBG) allocation to repay the loan.  Specifically, a portion of funding within the 
“Public Infrastructure” category of CDBG would be used rather than affecting the 
other categories.  The City Council will ultimately determine the most appropriate 
loan payback tool for the organization. 

Thank you again and please let me know if you have any further questions or would like 
additional information. 

 

Louise Dix  
Urban Design and Planning 
City of Gresham  
1333 NW Eastman Parkway 
Gresham, OR 97030 
503-618-2618 
louise.dix@greshamoregon.gov  
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first.last@GreshamOregon.gov 

 
April 17, 2012 
 
Mike and Kathy Henton 
2129 SE Douglas Place 
Gresham, OR 97080 
 
Dear Mr. and Mrs. Henton, 
 
Thank you for your comments and questions regarding the City of Gresham’s proposed 
application for Section 108 loan funding for the design and construction of The Children’s 
Fountain in downtown Gresham.  Your comments were forwarded to members of the 
Gresham City Council prior to the April 3rd public hearing on this project, where as you 
know, the Council unanimously voted to proceed with the loan application.  Also as you 
know, many of the questions and points that you raised were discussed at the public 
hearing.  City staff would be happy to sit down with you at your convenience to discuss any 
of these matters further, to answer any outstanding questions you may have, or to gather 
additional information.  A few key points to consider:  
  

 The Children’s Fountain is a unique project with regard to its degree of multi-
objectivity.  Not only is it is an economic catalyst with the potential to pay 
dividends year-after-year, but it also fills a much-needed parks and recreation need 
and is located in the central hub of the city to benefit the highest number of 
citizens, in a location easily accessible to all by public transportation.   

 Staff researched similar projects in the region and nationally.  Combined with other 
economic development activities, we heard time and time again, from business 
leaders, municipal staff, and neighborhood leaders, that interactive fountains such 
as this are a good way to bring visitors downtown and to spur economic growth. 

 Applying for grant funding is a way for the City to leverage additional funding to 
supplement our limited resources and to pursue a unique opportunity that addresses 
both recreational and economic development needs.  To qualify for Housing and 
Urban Development (HUD) funding a project must meet strict criteria, which most 
projects in Gresham would not be able to demonstrate.   

 The anticipated maintenance cost for The Children’s Fountain is approximately 
$25,000 per year, or roughly 1% of the City’s parks maintenance budget. 
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 The City does currently have programs to incent businesses to locate here, including 
the Business License Incentive Program and the Garage to Storefront Incentive 
Program.  The primary purposes of The Children’s Fountain is to draw more people 
downtown, increasing business activity and helping to spur development and 
private investment in Gresham’s core. 

 The Children’s Fountain has always been a planned component of the Arts Plaza – the 
critical draw intended to turn the plaza from a “space” into a “destination.”  
Research shows a fountain would attract more people downtown and provide a 
better plaza experience for visitors, “activating” the wider area.  Leaving the 
fountain element of the plaza undeveloped would mean forfeiting the full economic 
benefits that an “activated” plaza space could provide to the City.  By contrast, 
building it as part of a final phase would fully realize the community’s initial 
investment in the plaza itself. 

 Planning and design of the plaza incorporated public input throughout the process. 
 The Children’s Fountain component has been an item on the Council Work Plan 
for the past two years.  Additional public outreach included meetings with civic 
groups such as the Historic Downtown Business Association, Gresham Downtown 
Development Association, and others.    

 In this difficult economy, public economic development and catalyst projects such as 
this are needed to help spur private investment.  This in turn will increase property 
values and associated tax revenues, helping to fund other vital City services. 

 Should the loan be awarded by HUD, there are numerous options for loan repayment. 
 Initially, the City would use a portion of its Community Development Block Grant 
(CDBG) allocation to repay the loan.  Specifically, a portion of funding within the 
“Public Infrastructure” category of CDBG would be used rather than affecting the 
other categories.  The City Council will ultimately determine the most appropriate 
loan payback tool for the organization. 

Thank you again and please let me know if you have any further questions or would like 
additional information. 

 

Louise Dix  
Urban Design and Planning 
City of Gresham  
1333 NW Eastman Parkway 
Gresham, OR 97030 
503-618-2618 
louise.dix@greshamoregon.gov  
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April 17, 2012 
 
Dear Mr. Hurley, 
 
Thank you for your comments and questions regarding the City of Gresham’s proposed 
application for Section 108 loan funding for the design and construction of The Children’s 
Fountain in downtown Gresham.  Your comments were forwarded to members of the 
Gresham City Council prior to the April 3rd public hearing on this project, where the 
Council unanimously voted to proceed with the loan application.  I have attached an 
overview of the project that answers some of your questions, and here are some additional 
points on The Children’s Fountain project for your use and consideration: 
  

 You are correct that there are park lands in Gresham that have not yet been developed. 
The City of Gresham parks budget has been significantly reduced in the past few 
years. Applying for grant funding is a way for the City to leverage additional 
funding to supplement our limited resources and to pursue a unique opportunity that 
addresses both recreational and economic development needs.  To qualify for 
Housing and Urban Development (HUD) funding a project must meet strict criteria, 
which most neighborhood park projects in Gresham would not be able to 
demonstrate.   

 The anticipated maintenance cost for The Children’s Fountain is approximately 
$25,000 per year, or roughly 1% of the City’s parks maintenance budget. 

 Staff researched similar projects in the region and nationally.  Combined with other 
economic development activities, we heard time and time again, from business 
leaders, municipal staff, and neighborhood leaders, that interactive fountains such 
as this are a good way to bring visitors downtown and to spur economic growth. 

 The Children’s Fountain is a unique project with regard to its degree of multi-
objectivity.  Not only is it is an economic catalyst with the potential to pay 
dividends year-after-year, but it also fills a much-needed parks and recreation need 
and is located in the central hub of the city to benefit the highest number of 
citizens, in a location easily accessible to all by public transportation.   

 The Children’s Fountain has always been a planned component of the Arts Plaza – the 
critical draw intended to turn the plaza from a “space” into a “destination.”  
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Research shows a fountain would attract more people downtown and provide a 
better plaza experience for visitors, “activating” the wider area.  Leaving the 
fountain element of the plaza undeveloped would mean forfeiting the full economic 
benefits that an “activated” plaza space could provide to the City.  By contrast, 
building it as part of a final phase would fully realize the community’s initial 
investment in the plaza itself. 

 Planning and design of the plaza incorporated public input throughout the process. 
 The Children’s Fountain component has been an item on the Council Work Plan 
for the past two years.  Additional public outreach included meetings with civic 
groups such as the Historic Downtown Business Association, Gresham Downtown 
Development Association, and others.    

 In this difficult economy, public economic development and catalyst projects such as 
this are needed to help spur private investment.  This in turn will increase property 
values and associated tax revenues, helping to fund other vital City services. 

 Should the loan be awarded by HUD, there are numerous options for loan repayment. 
 Initially, the City would use a portion of its Community Development Block Grant 
(CDBG) allocation to repay the loan.  Specifically, a portion of funding within the 
“Public Infrastructure” category of CDBG would be used rather than affecting the 
other categories.  The City Council will ultimately determine the most appropriate 
loan payback tool for the organization. 

Thank you again and please let me know if you have any further questions or would like 
additional information. 

 

Louise Dix  
Urban Design and Planning 
City of Gresham  
1333 NW Eastman Parkway 
Gresham, OR 97030 
503-618-2618 
louise.dix@greshamoregon.gov  
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April 17, 2012 
 
Dear Mrs. Klein, 
 
Thank you for your comments and questions regarding the City of Gresham’s proposed 
application for Section 108 loan funding for the design and construction of The Children’s 
Fountain in downtown Gresham.  Your comments were forwarded to members of the 
Gresham City Council prior to the April 3rd public hearing on this project, where the 
Council unanimously voted to proceed with the loan application.  I have attached an 
overview of the project that answers some of your questions, and here are some additional 
points on The Children’s Fountain project for your use and consideration: 
  

 The Children’s Fountain is a unique project with regard to its degree of multi-
objectivity.  Not only is it is an economic catalyst with the potential to pay 
dividends year-after-year, but it also fills a much-needed parks and recreation need 
and is located in the central hub of the city to benefit the highest number of 
citizens, in a location easily accessible to all by public transportation.   

 Staff researched similar projects in the region and nationally.  Combined with other 
economic development activities, we heard time and time again, from business 
leaders, municipal staff, and neighborhood leaders, that interactive fountains such 
as this are a good way to bring visitors downtown and to spur economic growth. 

 Applying for grant funding is a way for the City to leverage additional funding to 
supplement our limited resources and to pursue a unique opportunity that addresses 
both recreational and economic development needs.  To qualify for Housing and 
Urban Development (HUD) funding a project must meet strict criteria, which most 
projects in Gresham would not be able to demonstrate.   

 The anticipated maintenance cost for The Children’s Fountain is approximately 
$25,000 per year, or roughly 1% of the City’s parks maintenance budget. 

 The Children’s Fountain has always been a planned component of the Arts Plaza – the 
critical draw intended to turn the plaza from a “space” into a “destination.”  
Research shows a fountain would attract more people downtown and provide a 
better plaza experience for visitors, “activating” the wider area.  Leaving the 
fountain element of the plaza undeveloped would mean forfeiting the full economic 
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benefits that an “activated” plaza space could provide to the City.  By contrast, 
building it as part of a final phase would fully realize the community’s initial 
investment in the plaza itself. 

 Planning and design of the plaza incorporated public input throughout the process. 
 The Children’s Fountain component has been an item on the Council Work Plan 
for the past two years.  Additional public outreach included meetings with civic 
groups such as the Historic Downtown Business Association, Gresham Downtown 
Development Association, and others.    

 In this difficult economy, public economic development and catalyst projects such as 
this are needed to help spur private investment.  This in turn will increase property 
values and associated tax revenues, helping to fund other vital City services. 

 Should the loan be awarded by HUD, there are numerous options for loan repayment. 
 Initially, the City would use a portion of its Community Development Block Grant 
(CDBG) allocation to repay the loan.  Specifically, a portion of funding within the 
“Public Infrastructure” category of CDBG would be used rather than affecting the 
other categories.  The City Council will ultimately determine the most appropriate 
loan payback tool for the organization. 

Thank you again and please let me know if you have any further questions or would like 
additional information. 

 

Louise Dix  
Urban Design and Planning 
City of Gresham  
1333 NW Eastman Parkway 
Gresham, OR 97030 
503-618-2618 
louise.dix@greshamoregon.gov  
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April 17, 2012 
 
Dear Mrs. May, 
 
Thank you for your comments and questions regarding the City of Gresham’s proposed 
application for Section 108 loan funding for the design and construction of The Children’s 
Fountain in downtown Gresham.  Your comments were forwarded to members of the 
Gresham City Council prior to the April 3rd public hearing on this project, where the 
Council unanimously voted to proceed with the loan application.  I have attached an 
overview of the project that answers some of your questions, and here are some additional 
points on The Children’s Fountain project for your use and consideration: 
  

 The Children’s Fountain is a unique project with regard to its degree of multi-
objectivity.  Not only is it is an economic catalyst with the potential to pay 
dividends year-after-year, but it also fills a much-needed parks and recreation need 
and is located in the central hub of the city to benefit the highest number of 
citizens, in a location easily accessible to all by public transportation.   

 Staff researched similar projects in the region and nationally.  Combined with other 
economic development activities, we heard time and time again, from business 
leaders, municipal staff, and neighborhood leaders, that interactive fountains such 
as this are a good way to bring visitors downtown and to spur economic growth. 

 Applying for grant funding is a way for the City to leverage additional funding to 
supplement our limited resources and to pursue a unique opportunity that addresses 
both recreational and economic development needs.  To qualify for Housing and 
Urban Development (HUD) funding a project must meet strict criteria, which most 
projects in Gresham would not be able to demonstrate.   

 The anticipated maintenance cost for The Children’s Fountain is approximately 
$25,000 per year, or roughly 1% of the City’s parks maintenance budget. 

 The Children’s Fountain has always been a planned component of the Arts Plaza – the 
critical draw intended to turn the plaza from a “space” into a “destination.”  
Research shows a fountain would attract more people downtown and provide a 
better plaza experience for visitors, “activating” the wider area.  Leaving the 
fountain element of the plaza undeveloped would mean forfeiting the full economic 
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benefits that an “activated” plaza space could provide to the City.  By contrast, 
building it as part of a final phase would fully realize the community’s initial 
investment in the plaza itself. 

 Planning and design of the plaza incorporated public input throughout the process. 
 The Children’s Fountain component has been an item on the Council Work Plan 
for the past two years.  Additional public outreach included meetings with civic 
groups such as the Historic Downtown Business Association, Gresham Downtown 
Development Association, and others.    

 In this difficult economy, public economic development and catalyst projects such as 
this are needed to help spur private investment.  This in turn will increase property 
values and associated tax revenues, helping to fund other vital City services. 

 Should the loan be awarded by HUD, there are numerous options for loan repayment. 
 Initially, the City would use a portion of its Community Development Block Grant 
(CDBG) allocation to repay the loan.  Specifically, a portion of funding within the 
“Public Infrastructure” category of CDBG would be used rather than affecting the 
other categories.  The City Council will ultimately determine the most appropriate 
loan payback tool for the organization. 

Thank you again and please let me know if you have any further questions or would like 
additional information. 

 

Louise Dix  
Urban Design and Planning 
City of Gresham  
1333 NW Eastman Parkway 
Gresham, OR 97030 
503-618-2618 
louise.dix@greshamoregon.gov  
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KIA SELLEY 
Director 

503-618-2378 
FAX: 503-669-1376 

COMMUNITY REVITALIZATION 
503-618-2818 

FAX: 503-669-1376 

COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING 
503-618-2235 

FAX: 503-669-1376 

DEVELOPMENT PLANNING 
503-618-2842 

FAX: 503-669-1376 
 
 

E-MAIL: 
first.last@GreshamOregon.gov 

 
April 17, 2012 
 
Dr. Michael McKeel 
108 NE 2nd Street 
Gresham, OR 97030 
 
Dear Dr. McKeel, 
 
Thank you for your comments regarding the City of Gresham’s proposed application for 
Section 108 loan funding for the design and construction of The Children’s Fountain in 
downtown Gresham.  Your comments were forwarded to members of the Gresham City 
Council prior to the April 3rd public hearing on this project, where the Council 
unanimously voted to proceed with the loan application.  I have attached an overview of 
the project that provides some additional points on The Children’s Fountain project for 
your use. 
  
Thank you again and please let me know if you have any questions or would like additional 
information. 

 

Louise Dix  
Urban Design and Planning 
City of Gresham  
1333 NW Eastman Parkway 
Gresham, OR 97030 
503-618-2618 
louise.dix@greshamoregon.gov  
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first.last@GreshamOregon.gov 

 
April 17, 2012 
 
 
Vincent W. Oretger 
1735 SE Dogwood Way 
Gresham, OR 97080 
 
Dear Mr. Oretger, 
 
Thank you for your comments regarding the City of Gresham’s proposed application for 
Section 108 loan funding for the design and construction of The Children’s Fountain in 
downtown Gresham.  Your comments were forwarded to members of the Gresham City 
Council prior to the April 3rd public hearing on this project, where the Council 
unanimously voted to proceed with the loan application.  I have attached an overview of 
the project that provides some additional points on The Children’s Fountain project for 
your use. 
  
Thank you again and please let me know if you have any questions or would like additional 
information. 

 

Louise Dix  
Urban Design and Planning 
City of Gresham  
1333 NW Eastman Parkway 
Gresham, OR 97030 
503-618-2618 
louise.dix@greshamoregon.gov  
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April 17, 2012 
 
Elizabeth Peters 
4191 SE 22nd Drive 
Gresham, OR 97080 
 
Dear Mrs. Peters, 
 
Thank you for your comments and questions regarding the City of Gresham’s proposed 
application for Section 108 loan funding for the design and construction of The Children’s 
Fountain in downtown Gresham.  Your comments were forwarded to members of the 
Gresham City Council prior to the April 3rd public hearing on this project, where the 
Council unanimously voted to proceed with the loan application.  I have attached an 
overview of the project that answers some of your questions, and here are some additional 
points on The Children’s Fountain project for your use and consideration: 
  

 The Children’s Fountain will be designed as a recirculating system to minimize water 
loss.  The fountain will also include an ultraviolet water treatment system to ensure 
the health and safety of its users.  As a contact fountain or “splash pad”, the 
fountain does not have a standing pool of water, further increasing safety. 

 The City does currently have programs to incent businesses to locate here, including 
the Business License Incentive Program and the Garage to Storefront Incentive 
Program.  The primary purposes of The Children’s Fountain is to draw more people 
downtown, increasing business activity and helping to spur development and 
private investment in Gresham’s core. 

 Applying for grant funding is a way for the City to supplement our limited resources 
and to pursue a unique opportunity that addresses both recreational and economic 
development needs.  To qualify for Housing and Urban Development (HUD) 
funding a project must meet strict criteria, which most projects and services (such 
as Police or Fire) do not meet.   

 Staff researched similar projects in the region and nationally.  Combined with other 
economic development activities, we heard time and time again, from business 
leaders, municipal staff, and neighborhood leaders, that interactive fountains such 
as this are a good way to bring visitors downtown and to spur economic growth. 
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 The Children’s Fountain is a unique project with regard to its degree of multi-
objectivity.  Not only is it is an economic catalyst with the potential to pay 
dividends year-after-year, but it also fills a much-needed parks and recreation need 
and is located in the central hub of the city to benefit the highest number of 
citizens, in a location easily accessible to all by public transportation.   

 The Children’s Fountain has always been a planned component of the Arts Plaza – the 
critical draw intended to turn the plaza from a “space” into a “destination.”  
Research shows a fountain would attract more people downtown and provide a 
better plaza experience for visitors, “activating” the wider area.  Leaving the 
fountain element of the plaza undeveloped would mean forfeiting the full economic 
benefits that an “activated” plaza space could provide to the City.  By contrast, 
building it as part of a final phase would fully realize the community’s initial 
investment in the plaza itself. 

 Planning and design of the plaza incorporated public input throughout the process. 
 The Children’s Fountain component has been an item on the Council Work Plan 
for the past two years.  Additional public outreach included meetings with civic 
groups such as the Historic Downtown Business Association, Gresham Downtown 
Development Association, and others.    

 In this difficult economy, public economic development and catalyst projects such as 
this are needed to help spur private investment.  This in turn will increase property 
values and associated tax revenues, helping to fund other vital City services. 

 Should the loan be awarded by HUD, there are numerous options for loan repayment. 
 Initially, the City would use a portion of its Community Development Block Grant 
(CDBG) allocation to repay the loan.  Specifically, a portion of funding within the 
“Public Infrastructure” category of CDBG would be used rather than affecting the 
other categories.  The City Council will ultimately determine the most appropriate 
loan payback tool for the organization. 

Thank you again and please let me know if you have any further questions or would like 
additional information. 

 

Louise Dix  
Urban Design and Planning 
City of Gresham  
1333 NW Eastman Parkway 
Gresham, OR 97030 
503-618-2618 
louise.dix@greshamoregon.gov  
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Director 
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April 17, 2012 
 
Carol Rulla 
5162 SE 28th Drive 
Gresham, OR 97080 
 
Dear Mrs. Rulla, 
 
Thank you for your comments and questions regarding the City of Gresham’s proposed 
application for Section 108 loan funding for the design and construction of The Children’s 
Fountain in downtown Gresham.  Your comments were forwarded to members of the 
Gresham City Council prior to the April 3rd public hearing on this project, where as you 
know, the Council unanimously voted to proceed with the loan application.  Also as you 
know, many of the questions and points that you raised were discussed at the public 
hearing.  City staff would be happy to sit down with you at your convenience to discuss any 
of these matters further, to answer any outstanding questions you may have, or to gather 
additional information.  A few key points to consider:  
  

 The Children’s Fountain is a unique project with regard to its degree of multi-
objectivity.  Not only is it is an economic catalyst with the potential to pay 
dividends year-after-year, but it also fills a much-needed parks and recreation need 
and is located in the central hub of the city to benefit the highest number of 
citizens, in a location easily accessible to all by public transportation.   

 Staff researched similar projects in the region and nationally.  Combined with other 
economic development activities, we heard time and time again, from business 
leaders, municipal staff, and neighborhood leaders, that interactive fountains such 
as this are a good way to bring visitors downtown and to spur economic growth. 

 Applying for grant funding is a way for the City to leverage additional funding to 
supplement our limited resources and to pursue a unique opportunity that addresses 
both recreational and economic development needs.  To qualify for Housing and 
Urban Development (HUD) funding a project must meet strict criteria, which most 
projects in Gresham would not be able to demonstrate.   

 The anticipated maintenance cost for The Children’s Fountain is approximately 
$25,000 per year, or roughly 1% of the City’s parks maintenance budget. 
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 The Children’s Fountain has always been a planned component of the Arts Plaza – the 
critical draw intended to turn the plaza from a “space” into a “destination.”  
Research shows a fountain would attract more people downtown and provide a 
better plaza experience for visitors, “activating” the wider area.  Leaving the 
fountain element of the plaza undeveloped would mean forfeiting the full economic 
benefits that an “activated” plaza space could provide to the City.  By contrast, 
building it as part of a final phase would fully realize the community’s initial 
investment in the plaza itself. 

 Planning and design of the plaza incorporated public input throughout the process. 
 The Children’s Fountain component has been an item on the Council Work Plan 
for the past two years.  Additional public outreach included meetings with civic 
groups such as the Historic Downtown Business Association, Gresham Downtown 
Development Association, and others.    

 In this difficult economy, public economic development and catalyst projects such as 
this are needed to help spur private investment.  This in turn will increase property 
values and associated tax revenues, helping to fund other vital City services. 

 Should the loan be awarded by HUD, there are numerous options for loan repayment. 
 Initially, the City would use a portion of its Community Development Block Grant 
(CDBG) allocation to repay the loan.  Specifically, a portion of funding within the 
“Public Infrastructure” category of CDBG would be used rather than affecting the 
other categories.  The City Council will ultimately determine the most appropriate 
loan payback tool for the organization. 

Thank you again and please let me know if you have any further questions or would like 
additional information. 

 

Louise Dix  
Urban Design and Planning 
City of Gresham  
1333 NW Eastman Parkway 
Gresham, OR 97030 
503-618-2618 
louise.dix@greshamoregon.gov  
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FAX: 503-669-1376 

COMMUNITY REVITALIZATION 
503-618-2818 

FAX: 503-669-1376 

COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING 
503-618-2235 

FAX: 503-669-1376 

DEVELOPMENT PLANNING 
503-618-2842 

FAX: 503-669-1376 
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first.last@GreshamOregon.gov 

 
April 17, 2012 
 
Nancy Seebert 
250 NE 5th St. 
Gresham, OR 97030 
 
Dear Mrs. Seebert, 
 
Thank you for your comments regarding the City of Gresham’s proposed application for 
Section 108 loan funding for the design and construction of The Children’s Fountain in 
downtown Gresham.  Your comments were forwarded to members of the Gresham City 
Council prior to the April 3rd public hearing on this project, where the Council 
unanimously voted to proceed with the loan application.  I have attached an overview of 
the project that provides some additional points on The Children’s Fountain project for 
your use. 
  
Thank you again and please let me know if you have any questions or would like additional 
information. 

 

Louise Dix  
Urban Design and Planning 
City of Gresham  
1333 NW Eastman Parkway 
Gresham, OR 97030 
503-618-2618 
louise.dix@greshamoregon.gov  
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April 17, 2012 
 
Dick and Kathi Schneider 
3943 SE 30th 
Gresham, OR 97080 
 
Dear Mr. and Mrs. Schneider, 
 
Thank you for your comments and questions regarding the City of Gresham’s proposed 
application for Section 108 loan funding for the design and construction of The Children’s 
Fountain in downtown Gresham.  Your comments were forwarded to members of the 
Gresham City Council prior to the April 3rd public hearing on this project, where the 
Council unanimously voted to proceed with the loan application.  I have attached an 
overview of the project that answers some of your questions, and here are some additional 
points on The Children’s Fountain project for your use and consideration: 
  

 The Children’s Fountain is a unique project with regard to its degree of multi-
objectivity.  Not only is it is an economic catalyst with the potential to pay 
dividends year-after-year, but it also fills a much-needed parks and recreation need 
and is located in the central hub of the city to benefit the highest number of 
citizens, in a location easily accessible to all by public transportation.   

 Staff researched similar projects in the region and nationally.  Combined with other 
economic development activities, we heard time and time again, from business 
leaders, municipal staff, and neighborhood leaders, that interactive fountains such 
as this are a good way to bring visitors downtown and to spur economic growth. 

 Applying for grant funding is a way for the City to leverage additional funding to 
supplement our limited resources and to pursue a unique opportunity that addresses 
both recreational and economic development needs.  To qualify for Housing and 
Urban Development (HUD) funding a project must meet strict criteria, which most 
projects in Gresham would not be able to demonstrate.   

 The anticipated maintenance cost for The Children’s Fountain is approximately 
$25,000 per year, or roughly 1% of the City’s parks maintenance budget. 

 The Children’s Fountain has always been a planned component of the Arts Plaza – the 
critical draw intended to turn the plaza from a “space” into a “destination.”  
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Research shows a fountain would attract more people downtown and provide a 
better plaza experience for visitors, “activating” the wider area.  Leaving the 
fountain element of the plaza undeveloped would mean forfeiting the full economic 
benefits that an “activated” plaza space could provide to the City.  By contrast, 
building it as part of a final phase would fully realize the community’s initial 
investment in the plaza itself. 

 Planning and design of the plaza incorporated public input throughout the process. 
 The Children’s Fountain component has been an item on the Council Work Plan 
for the past two years.  Additional public outreach included meetings with civic 
groups such as the Historic Downtown Business Association, Gresham Downtown 
Development Association, and others.    

 In this difficult economy, public economic development and catalyst projects such as 
this are needed to help spur private investment.  This in turn will increase property 
values and associated tax revenues, helping to fund other vital City services. 

 Should the loan be awarded by HUD, there are numerous options for loan repayment. 
 Initially, the City would use a portion of its Community Development Block Grant 
(CDBG) allocation to repay the loan.  Specifically, a portion of funding within the 
“Public Infrastructure” category of CDBG would be used rather than affecting the 
other categories.  The City Council will ultimately determine the most appropriate 
loan payback tool for the organization. 

Thank you again and please let me know if you have any further questions or would like 
additional information. 

 

Louise Dix  
Urban Design and Planning 
City of Gresham  
1333 NW Eastman Parkway 
Gresham, OR 97030 
503-618-2618 
louise.dix@greshamoregon.gov  
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April 17, 2012 
 
Dear Mr. Stine, 
 
Thank you for your comments and questions regarding the City of Gresham’s proposed 
application for Section 108 loan funding for the design and construction of The Children’s 
Fountain in downtown Gresham.  Your comments were forwarded to members of the 
Gresham City Council prior to the April 3rd public hearing on this project, where as you 
know, the Council unanimously voted to proceed with the loan application.  Also as you 
know, many of the questions and points that you raised were discussed at the public 
hearing.  City staff would be happy to sit down with you at your convenience to discuss any 
of these matters further, to answer any outstanding questions you may have, or to gather 
additional information.  A few key points to consider:  
  

 The Children’s Fountain is a unique project with regard to its degree of multi-
objectivity.  Not only is it is an economic catalyst with the potential to pay 
dividends year-after-year, but it also fills a much-needed parks and recreation need 
and is located in the central hub of the city to benefit the highest number of 
citizens, in a location easily accessible to all by public transportation.   

 Staff researched similar projects in the region and nationally.  Combined with other 
economic development activities, we heard time and time again, from business 
leaders, municipal staff, and neighborhood leaders, that interactive fountains such 
as this are a good way to bring visitors downtown and to spur economic growth. 

 Applying for grant funding is a way for the City to leverage additional funding to 
supplement our limited resources and to pursue a unique opportunity that addresses 
both recreational and economic development needs.  To qualify for Housing and 
Urban Development (HUD) funding a project must meet strict criteria, which most 
projects in Gresham would not be able to demonstrate.   

 The anticipated maintenance cost for The Children’s Fountain is approximately 
$25,000 per year, or roughly 1% of the City’s parks maintenance budget. 

 The Children’s Fountain has always been a planned component of the Arts Plaza – the 
critical draw intended to turn the plaza from a “space” into a “destination.”  
Research shows a fountain would attract more people downtown and provide a 
better plaza experience for visitors, “activating” the wider area.  Leaving the 
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fountain element of the plaza undeveloped would mean forfeiting the full economic 
benefits that an “activated” plaza space could provide to the City.  By contrast, 
building it as part of a final phase would fully realize the community’s initial 
investment in the plaza itself. 

 Planning and design of the plaza incorporated public input throughout the process. 
 The Children’s Fountain component has been an item on the Council Work Plan 
for the past two years.  Additional public outreach included meetings with civic 
groups such as the Historic Downtown Business Association, Gresham Downtown 
Development Association, and others.    

 In this difficult economy, public economic development and catalyst projects such as 
this are needed to help spur private investment.  This in turn will increase property 
values and associated tax revenues, helping to fund other vital City services. 

 Should the loan be awarded by HUD, there are numerous options for loan repayment. 
 Initially, the City would use a portion of its Community Development Block Grant 
(CDBG) allocation to repay the loan.  Specifically, a portion of funding within the 
“Public Infrastructure” category of CDBG would be used rather than affecting the 
other categories.  The City Council will ultimately determine the most appropriate 
loan payback tool for the organization. 

Thank you again and please let me know if you have any further questions or would like 
additional information. 

 

Louise Dix  
Urban Design and Planning 
City of Gresham  
1333 NW Eastman Parkway 
Gresham, OR 97030 
503-618-2618 
louise.dix@greshamoregon.gov  
 
 

 



B-53

 

 
 

CITY OF GRESHAM 
Urban Design & Planning 
1333 N.W. Eastman Parkway 
Gresham, Oregon 97030-3825 

 

KIA SELLEY 
Director 

503-618-2378 
FAX: 503-669-1376 

COMMUNITY REVITALIZATION 
503-618-2818 

FAX: 503-669-1376 

COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING 
503-618-2235 

FAX: 503-669-1376 

DEVELOPMENT PLANNING 
503-618-2842 

FAX: 503-669-1376 
 
 

E-MAIL: 
first.last@GreshamOregon.gov 

 
April 17, 2012 
 
Marc Thornsbury 
16213 NE San Rafael Dr. 
Gresham, OR 97230 
 
Dear Mr. Thornsbury, 
 
Thank you for your comments regarding the City of Gresham’s proposed application for 
Section 108 loan funding for the design and construction of The Children’s Fountain in 
downtown Gresham.  Your comments were forwarded to members of the Gresham City 
Council prior to the April 3rd public hearing on this project, where the Council 
unanimously voted to proceed with the loan application.  I have attached an overview of 
the project, and here are some additional points on The Children’s Fountain project for 
your use and consideration: 
  

 The Children’s Fountain is a unique project with regard to its degree of multi-
objectivity.  Not only is it is an economic catalyst with the potential to pay 
dividends year-after-year, but it also fills a much-needed parks and recreation need 
and is located in the central hub of the city to benefit the highest number of 
citizens, in a location easily accessible to all by public transportation.   

 Staff researched similar projects in the region and nationally.  Combined with other 
economic development activities, we heard time and time again, from business 
leaders, municipal staff, and neighborhood leaders, that interactive fountains such 
as this are a good way to bring visitors downtown and to spur economic growth. 

 Applying for grant funding is a way for the City to leverage additional funding to 
supplement our limited resources and to pursue a unique opportunity that addresses 
both recreational and economic development needs.  To qualify for Housing and 
Urban Development (HUD) funding a project must meet strict criteria, which most 
projects in Gresham would not be able to demonstrate.   

 The anticipated maintenance cost for The Children’s Fountain is approximately 
$25,000 per year, or roughly 1% of the City’s parks maintenance budget. 

 The Children’s Fountain has always been a planned component of the Arts Plaza – the 
critical draw intended to turn the plaza from a “space” into a “destination.”  
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Research shows a fountain would attract more people downtown and provide a 
better plaza experience for visitors, “activating” the wider area.  Leaving the 
fountain element of the plaza undeveloped would mean forfeiting the full economic 
benefits that an “activated” plaza space could provide to the City.  By contrast, 
building it as part of a final phase would fully realize the community’s initial 
investment in the plaza itself. 

 Planning and design of the plaza incorporated public input throughout the process. 
 The Children’s Fountain component has been an item on the Council Work Plan 
for the past two years.  Additional public outreach included meetings with civic 
groups such as the Historic Downtown Business Association, Gresham Downtown 
Development Association, and others.    

 In this difficult economy, public economic development and catalyst projects such as 
this are needed to help spur private investment.  This in turn will increase property 
values and associated tax revenues, helping to fund other vital City services. 

 Should the loan be awarded by HUD, there are numerous options for loan repayment. 
 Initially, the City would use a portion of its Community Development Block Grant 
(CDBG) allocation to repay the loan.  Specifically, a portion of funding within the 
“Public Infrastructure” category of CDBG would be used rather than affecting the 
other categories.  The City Council will ultimately determine the most appropriate 
loan payback tool for the organization. 

Thank you again and please let me know if you have any further questions or would like 
additional information. 

 

Louise Dix  
Urban Design and Planning 
City of Gresham  
1333 NW Eastman Parkway 
Gresham, OR 97030 
503-618-2618 
louise.dix@greshamoregon.gov  
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