
 
These are not the minutes, these are the notes used to make the minutes by the Recorder to assist the Committee 
in their Board MTGs this week.  
 
1/4/19 
JUF  
 
2:04 
 
Attendance: 
Terry Moore, Witt Anderson, Emily Reed, Colleen, Joanne Rubin, Mike Renault, Barb Ayers (absent excused) 
 
See sign in sheet for audience 
 
 
Agenda additions and corrections:  
Susan F  suggests addressing the one lane bridge safety issues -  (perhaps thinking of increased traffic on site with center 
coming) 
 
This is a JUF mtg - colleen will address this on City Hall time  
 
Mayor Burns: for the record, it would be lovely to have the name “Mosier” included in the name somewhere.  
 
Sigrid: 
Handicap Parking concern - if you’re looking at trails or bike trails, transportation, driving etc. There’s been a lot of traffic. 
Could you consider making some handicap parking at the post office - Sigrid asking for compliant legal parking —4th 
request.  
 
Colleen: We will address this on the 9th at the TSP MTG. 
 
Motion for approval on Mins:  
MOTION (JOANNE)  
SECOND (EMILY) - MINS approved 2:10 
 
 
Terry - we adjust how we run these mtgs every time - should we make it permanent or change the way we do it.  
 
Emily: efficiency is good, but a few mins at the end for public dialogue is essential 
Witt: agreed  
 
Terry: I will try a topic summary at the end of each section to review any motions or decisions so the audience can hear a 
conclusion prior to commenting  
 
Terry reviews history of how we got to where we are -  
Reviews the same steps of history of where we are and how we got here as - listed multiple times in multiple documents, 
and in the work plan 
 

1. Should we have Mosier in the name? (Mosier Hall or Mosier Hub or Mosier Center) (Mayor)  
 

1. Emily: Mosier City Station? Center/Hall/Station  
2. Joanne: I like Mosier Center 
3. Mosier Center - fine - simple easy, clean (Chief) 
4. Colleen: Mosier Station or Mosier Civic Center, or Mosier Center  
5. Witt: keeping it short and keeping Mosier in there - Mosier Public Services  

 
Sigrid: I noticed you used the word public 5 times as you all explain this and public is a way for people to identify what it truly 
is. I noticed that’s what is common with all of your suggestions.  
 
Emily: if I rented this for my wedding, I wouldn’t like the name public services  
 
Terry: I only scheduled 20 mins for this topic, just making mention. If we can get the notes to reflect this, and get a 
recommendation on how to proceed: 
 
Emily: survey monkey - creates an opportunity for community to be involved and they may have the perfect name already, 
we just haven’t heard it yet.  
Some things don’t feel perfect right away but people get used to it, regardless of the name.  



 
Witt: I like your idea that we sleep on it and reach out to the community  
 
Terry: lets get back to the audience and hear from them, we have about 12 different words, we got rid of some, added some 
 
Comment from public: Arlene Burns: a visual would explain what was in it without it being a name itself. The logo would 
make it obvious, and imply the use 
Susan F - short and sweet is nice. We don’t know how Mosier is going to change over the years, by identifying it as Mosier 
center, it allows us to evolve and adapt the use.  
 
Audience: would senior center confuse people with Mosier center? 
 
Marty M: as we do plan for the future, its going to address the needs of the people of our community, it’s going to be city hall 
and fire. It will allow more functionality if we name it more broadly.  
 
Another person in the audience, would like to keep the word HUB on the table  
 
Next lady: likes the name Mosier in it  
 
Terry: to make it clear we haven’t made a final recommendation - we will send out a survey 
 
Terry: jim A: what do you think? Jim A: name needs to resonate with state level fundraising, so I come back to Civic Center, 
because it is easily digestible in and outside of the community regardless of your audience.  
 
Witt: when we design this and build it - its going to have certain features in it. We aren’t going to repurposes this down the 
road. It’s going to be a city hall and fire hall. There is no adaptability without conscious decision making in the design 
process early on. Unless it is designed to be added onto or expanded in some way.  
 
 
TERRY:  
 
Review of why and how we are where we are: 
 
Due diligence with information from the community led to alternative site analysis  
 
Reviews metrics measuring the differences of sites (cost comparison etc) 
 
Guessed value was 475k for current location- maybe negotiable, maybe not, no appraisal, but as a placeholder, it is a big 
number.  
 
Site acquisition and time constraints - in broad strokes - Rail Road is better for timelines 
 
Private development on 3rd street is easy. The UPRR site not good for private sector because of the train.  
 
Stimulus for development: same  
 
Matrix review: 
 
Page 7: if you accept what I did, we take this to a smaller matrix 
 
Terry recommendations on how to proceed: 
 
What is different: what are advantages and disadvantages of each site -  
 
Witt: 
Personally I am concerned with safety issues of emergency services, and the HUB - but at the price of 500k I don’t think it’s 
worth it 
 
Subjective information and economic subjective input doesn't’ cary a lot of weight.  
 
If we have UPRR - own it, it’s clean, and in the end if that (current location of city hall) site is not available to us, then we 
have risked a certainty, time and funding for a maybe  
 
Terry summarizes what Witt says, points out site acquisition cost: 
 
Also Barb Ayers sent comments: 1. Cost 2. Safety  



 
Feels less safe at RR site for obvious reasons (hi-way crossing, trains, one way bridge) - not equal for emergency response 
- 3rd street better 
Safety is always number one - we need to address the site plan and ensure it is prioritized -  
Otherwise on board 
 
500k is a barrier  
 
 
 
Terry - I would like to ask you all a question and have you respond.  
  
Joanne: I don’t care what its called, no amount of sound proof will mitigate the train tracks.  
If we are looking at future and to increase public view of Mosier, and get people here, there is going to be significant 
increases in traffic, now we are going to put emergency vehicles on this HWY - doesn’t seem wise for the Fire Hall in the 
long term.  
 
500k is nothing to sneeze at, but long term, if you really want to rent it and generate revenue, it is not a big deal to spend 
500k  
 
Emily: we have a TSP (transportation system plan that addresses flow of traffic) - I am not as worried about it, I understand 
your concern  
 
Emily: My thought is not on this list: when we think about the overall structure of this city, I worry that the space on 3rd is too 
crowded and pulling the city out and developing this UPRR area, it creates a greater feeling of space and use of the town as 
a whole. Its pulls and stretches it out - much of Main Street is undeveloped and this activity could really capture highest and 
best use with better spatial awareness.  
 
Terry asks Mike:  
 
Operationally and safety in general - if we do this in a safe and efficient manner - accessibility - look at the TSP- pedestrian, 
one on one collision, if every pedestrian is paying attention to an emergency - or we can’t get to the station because there is 
tourism or traffic backed up - additionally apparatus east off that road, we cant move until that traffic clears if it is impacted. 
 
Train acoustics are going to be difficult and expensive -  
 
Other things I am concerned with: 10-15-20 years - maybe we have paid staff, sleepers, volunteers overnight.  
 
There are more hazardous materials than oil that go up and down that rail all the time.  
Gasses, anhydrous ammonia etc.  
I can’t have my staff in that environment - so theres no option for expansion, additionally, the services are vulnerable to toxic 
spills (off gassing etc)  
 
 
Smaller tenders won’t have ingress or egress for water access.  
Pedestrian and bike traffic - volunteers getting to the station in a timely manner - volunteers don’t have red flashing lights. 
HWY 30: emergency equipment getting in and out.  
The general public doesn’t respond to the right of way rules well enough.  
 
Renault: it’s going to be a big expense for the 500k but we can do it with hard work - we need to make sure we can expand 
and 10 -20 years from now, we need to know that if something goes wrong, they aren’t looking back at this group and the 
decisions we make. We all want to make sure that if something big bad and nasty happens - it shows our method, and 
diligence.  
 
We have called every resource we can to secure factual information on critical and essential facilities being in hazardous 
regions. Earthquakes and flood zones are listed, I have had a hard time finding solid information on the UPRR site and 
critical services, other than people saying they wouldn’t chose that site for a fire hall.   
 
Colleen: when I first came to the city, I read all the public meetings, and was in great support of the location. Then I read 
there could be an issue with environmental concern so I got the 1 and 2 phase study done.  
 
And since I work for the Mayor, and the council, I was asked to look at the site we are on now, where I learned that many 
small towns have a corridor of public service and public works.  
Now that the UPRR is clean, and the price is so high at 3rd st. The only way I would be swayed back to the 3rd street site is 
if we could go big and tall and preserve some green space.  
 



I would want a site master plan for the whole property - to make sure we are on the right track.  
 
Terry: if the train derails then it will be bad. But if we don’t have a fire station, what goes there? Is it going to be a condo, or a 
park? Does the train hit them?  
 
Witt: who knows whats going to happen, the importance is that we are considering these factors, doing our due diligence. It 
is essential we check for a fatal flaw or a super advantage - on either site.  
 
As a fire fighter, I am scared to think about pulling out of there in 10 years, hitting a pedestrian -  
 
Terry: is there anything that’s not on this list:  
 
Emily: loss of green space on 3rd 
Witt: we don’t own that land, so we would need to buy it - but we would need to buy the whole block. Can we talk about a 
30% increase in cost? 
 
Chief: I am not against the UPRR site, I am just having to look at this for my board, what are the hazards, but I think a lot of 
this stuff was done before I came, and discussion was had prior to us both, so there may have been repeats, or things that 
are already clarified, but I am new, as is colleen, so I wanted to be clear that we didn’t have the full history of the process.  
 
Terry: Is there anything missing here on this list?  
 
Terry: there is a narrow view or a broad view:  
 
Narrow: we need a fire hall and city hall 
 
Or  
 
Broad view: where does this site in the broader community development context -  
 
 
If we slow things down then this project will risk failing 
Theres a builder that works at the PDC that says: if you have a site, you need to build on it or risk losing it.  
 
Emily: there is other development we would like to have happen on the UPRR site, between the fruit grower and the UPRR - 
we would need to lead the way.  
 
Putting the center there, shows people that this is the city street, it will inspire growth, and create a more sustainable water 
system  
 
Witt: assuming its clean and deed lifted, the value of that property is impressive for development. 
 
Terry: back to the audience: “safety mentioned 3 times, and I don’t see it on the list, and I think that’s critical” (witt: 
operational safety and also safety for pedestrians) 
 
Audience: tourists are a safety problem - 20 cars on the trail, on a one way bridge, the new commerce, the fruit stand. I 
volunteer at the library - I see the post office activity.  
What we are talking about is fire and city hall not an event space. This belongs off the Hi-way, I live on hi way 30 - the 
pedestrian and tourist traffic is a concern.  
 
Arlene: displacing city hall, fire, etc for an unknown amount of time, there is an unknown cost identified with it too. The t ime 
and energy on the staff moving. Parking at the UPRR site is a great benefit. The TSP will be moving the truck route closer to 
the school. And if you have a volunteer manually flag the vehicles coming and going when there’s a fire, then it’s safe.  
We have to deconstruct our old office if we build on the site on 3rd street.  
 
JIM A: thank you arlene, I am sure there is data somewhere - that shows that Washington 3rd and state have the same 
issues.  
 
Colleen: unfortunately the TSP identifies traffic on hwy 30 as more heavy  
 
Jim A: Trucks coming out of the station that is visible for hundreds of feet either direction   
 
Jim A: I came up with the idea to draw out of Columbia - through a pipe thats already drilled under the underpass, and can 
be tied into a suppression system at the fire station on the RR tracks so that with a flip of a switch and press of a button you 
have 2000/gallons a min of water pumping  
 



Sound issues: $25,000 is the estimate in the proposal for sound mitigation, sound is a factor, and it can be mitigated, but 
having sat in your seat for the evolution of this, I would like to say the UPRR is the best site 
 
Anne L: what if you utilized all 3 properties - the hwy 30 (East), the city hall site and UPRR site to disperse uses etc. and use 
the spaces that you already have  
 
Colleen: our grant makes us locate together in one spot we think -  
 
 
Terry reviews what just happened to the audience: 
 

1. Jim A. put water back on list  
2. Safety is back on  
3. Office staff relocation is on  

 
 
Witt: suggests delete visibility - not clear what it is  
Witt: to measure taxes, it doesn’t make sense, theres no knowing what either parcel will yield  
Witt: I don’t see a huge build out with our geographical boundaries, we are going to see increases in tourism, trail, bikes, 
traffic  
 
Terry: can I go around the room and get a choice? 
 
witt: I am comfortable with the amount of due diligence we have done, they have advantages etc.  UPRR if we put money 
into sound mitigation and ensure it is nice,  safety concerns aside 
 
Joanne: stand by 3rd ave for safety - train going by doesn’t allow parties, temp buildings are there for construction purposes 
and part of the RFP/standard  
 
Emily: I am leaning toward UPRR - for economic development, but if we can’t rent the space, then it doesn’t make sense to 
use that on the matrix.  
I feel we can mitigate many of the issues, and I think this is a good discussion, and I really appreciate it.  
 
 
Jayme leaves, Emily takes over notes.  
 
Terry: Colleen it would help us to have a visual  
Jayme: can provide acoustic engineering estimates for similarly located/spec’d bldg if desired.  
Witt: can mitigate noise on bldg but we can’t mitigate noise on outside event space 
Terry: no decision today 
Colleen: how to address the extra 500k  
Terry: we need to decide the next steps. A public mtg? Would be pros and cons - another round of work session  
Arlene- we are also doing a net zero bldg, which will make it more insulated.  
 
Next steps:  
Go talk to boards 
Explore solutions to sound, traffic and cost (portables - contractor discounts) 
Schedule another mtg 
 
Committee reports:  
RFP 90% complete - on hold for more clarity on site selection  
Fundraising - 14 page plan complete - next mtg on 17th to gather advice on community goal   
 
 
Adjourn 4:27 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

 
 


