
Rose City Park Neighborhood Association 
Land Use & Transportation Committee (LUTC) 

 
Community Garden Subcommittee 

Meeting Notes: July 28th, 2009 
 

Albina Early Head Start @ Normandale 
Regular Meeting – 4th Tues. of month 
 
Present: Tamara DeRidder-RCPNA Board & LUTC Co-Chair, Andy Nuttbrock-Committee 
Chairman, Leslie Pohl-Kosbau – Parks Community Gardens Manager, Kathleen (Kip) Wadden - 
Parks Planner, Jennifer Holquist, Marlene and Don Winn, Rita Coleman, Carl & Jennifer Iiams, 
Therese DuBravac, Doe Risko, Andy Weinstein, Tom Harry, Mark Edwards, Kris Smock, Linda 
Holy, Bob Durston, Nina Portwood Shields, and Terri Spaeth-Merrick 
 
7:05 pm.Welcome & Introductions: 

 Andy Nuttbrock opened the meeting with self introductions.  
 

7:10 Site Plan 
 July 17 Site Visit Summary: Tamara provided an overview of a Frazer Park site visit 

that included Elaine Harrison – Director Albina Early Head Start Schools, Leslie Pohl-
Kosbau, Peggy Glascock, and herself.  Andy Nuttbrock had to decline at the last minute.  
The purpose of the meeting was to have Ms. Harrison identify the asphalted area that 
their school, adjacent to the site, would need retained as part of their student play yard. 
Peggy and Tamara helped illustrate this discussion by using chalk and spray painting 
significant corner points.  The elements discussed and then photographed (then posted on 
the Community Garden Website http://groups.google.com/group/rcpnacg?hl=en) include: 

Albina Early Head Start School Paved Area Needs: 
o Existing head-in parking stalls 
o Approximately 30 ft. of asphalt width extending from the westerly most parking 

stall westward to a point even with the beginning of the chain link fence, located 
at the southerly edge of the asphalt. 

o Also, possibly, the removal of the asphalt around the easterly storm drain to create 
a rain garden  

Park Paved Access Needs: 
o 10 ft. paved access corridor extending from School driveway to the basketball 

area and Off Leash Dog area – with added width at SW corner for maneuvering; 
o Paved hammerhead (turn around area)- about 15’(ft.) wide by 20’ deep; 
Community Garden Paved Access Needs: 
o 2-3 Handicap parking stalls, located to the west of the schools existing stalls and 

close to a gated access into the garden. 
Other Issues/Topics (for further investigation): 
o On Street Parking on NE 52nd Ave: Ms. Harrison stated that she thought the time 

restrictions for this area were probably a hold over from when the school was 
occupied by Normandale Elementary, Portland Public Schools. Doe Risko then 
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stated that the reason that the parking restrictions were there was because the 
neighborhood was having trouble with Providence workers using up all the 
parking in the area. 

 
Discussion then ensued questioning why others from the ‘Committee’ had not been 
invited to the Site Visit meeting.  Tamara then stated that it was an information 
gathering meeting with Ms. Harrison and her time was limited – But, if you’d like, we 
will make sure that any ‘Site Visits’ in the future will go out to the ‘Committee’ list 
for those who would like to participate.  Tamara suggested that if we do a broad 
group invite that it will need to have some structure so that the invited representatives 
have adequate time to provide input…such as leaving questions until the end.  
 
Committee Agreed: All future Site Visits will include full ‘Committee’ notification & 
invitation. 
 

 Basket Ball Court Relocation? Kathleen (Kip) Wadden, Portland Parks Planner, shared 
that they had concern about the current basketball court location, including: 

o 50’ separation required from abutting residential properties, currently only about 
15’ from property to the north; 

o Court backstop wall is in disrepair.  This wall is the remnant foundation wall from 
the former Boy’s Home that had previously occupied the site.  

 
Andy noted that it appeared that the lower 1/3 of the wall was concrete, which actually serves as 
a retaining wall, and the upper 2/3rd is CMV(??).  He stated that the upper portion appears to be 
in the worst shape.  Tamara shared that someone from the Committee had offered up the name of 
a Structural Engineer, Bob Grummel, who has offered to donate about one hour of his time to 
inspect and comment on this structure for our group.  She had spoken to him over the phone and 
he was able to identify that at least 20 feet of width of the paved area at the base of the wall 
would need to be retained, as it serves as a structural anchor for the retaining wall.  He also 
mentioned that the inherent problem of paint not sticking to the wall, as noted by Peggy, was 
because it probably never had any weep holes installed, to relieve the water pressure.  It was 
noted that a few years back Parks attempted to shore up the wall with metal L-brackets – with 
limited success. 
 
Discussion ensued about the various uses currently ascribed to this structure, including: 

 Used as a backstop for tennis and handball practice 
 Neighborhood graffiti 
 As something to run into when chasing the basketball 

 
Kip suggested that the basketball court would best be located on the paved area closest to the Off 
Leash Dog area, to the west, and near that picnic table. 
 
Discussion then ensued but no conclusion was made to where the best location for the relocated 
basketball court would be.  Suggestions included: 
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 ½ court facing west, just south of the Off Leash Dog Park (OLDP) picnic table.  
Concerns raised were that balls would fly off the rim or miss altogether sending the 
basketballs into the OLDP area and conflict with the dog play; 

 ½ court facing east, just south of the current court location.  Many thought this option 
might work as the grade rises behind that area and helps forces errant ball to roll back 
toward the court. 

 ½ court located east of the children’s play equipment area, currently grassed general play 
area.  Concern was that this would reduce the grass covered general play area. 

 
 

 Option 1 (A) and Option 2 (B):  Andy handed out 11” x 17” copies of the two options.  
He described that they included 26 – 30 full plots (containing 20’ x 20’ each).  At this 
point Doe stated her concern that this group had not followed up on what had been 
discussed at the previous meeting – which was to allow only ½ of the asphalt space to be 
used for the Community Garden.  Tamara responded by stating that she had not heard this 
as part of the last meeting’s discussion and, therefore, had not placed that information in 
the minutes that were distributed prior to this meeting.  She then apologized if that was 
the case.  Doe then mentioned that she had spoken with Andy after the meeting last time 
when this information came up.  Tamara then asked again whether someone had actually 
mentioned this reduction in use of the asphalted area at the last meeting.  Marlene Winn 
then stated that she had mentioned it – but, there were several conversations going on at 
the same time. 

 
It was agreed that we would proceed with Andy’s presentation and then look at the 
reducing the garden area from the proposed 20,000 square feet to a minimum of 10,000 
sq. ft.  10,000 sq. ft is the minimum size for a viable community garden, according to 
Leslie Pohl-Kosbau, Portland’s Community Garden Manager. 
 

o Option A:  Foundation removed and hill graded.  Basketball court relocated just 
south of the OLDA picnic table w/ goal on north side.  Paved walkway retained, 
15’ north/south, located along the west edge of the pavement connecting the 
school driveway to the proposed basketball court. Problems noted:  

 Basketball court not fenced & balls would intrude on OLDA; 
 Existing asphalt in that area is not as flat and solid as the current location 

 
o Option B: Basketball court retained in current location with about 20’ additional 

paved area located south of the current foundation line. Community garden 
encroaches by ½ plots into the OLDA.  Paved walkway retained on the easterly 
15 feet of the paved area connecting the existing basket ball court with the 
driveway. 

 
Use of Pavement Concern and Reduction of Garden Site Recommendations: 

 Need more paved area for kids learning to ride bike and roller skaters 
 Kids sometimes use the corner fenced area to practice kick ball with their parents 
 Apartment families nearby have their kids come here to practice use of their bikes 
 Proposed changes to site plan: 
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o Reduce the area used to 10,000 from 20,000 
o Cut out the plots by saving 45 ft of paving south of the current foundation line 

then shift this depth based on what might be needed for a future basketball court 
location. 

 
The meeting then adjourned to review the revised proposal on the Frazer Park site.  Tamara 
stated that she would do her best to get copies of the revised site plan out to the committee as 
soon as possible.  
 
Draft minutes by T.DeRidder 08252009 
Approved 09222009 


