Summary Meeting Notes
Economic Development Policy Expert Group (EDPEG)
Meeting Date: October 17, 2012
Time: 11:30 a.m. to 1:30 p.m.
Attendees: Steve Abel, Betsy Clapp, Lois Cortell, Peter Finley Fry, Tom Foley, Jon French, Carol Lee Gossett, Bob Hillier, Karen Homolac, Mike Houck, Debbie Kitchin, Steve Kountz (PEG lead), Kirk Olsen, Susie Lahsene, Michael Montgomery, Judith Mowry, Marty Stiven
Facilitator: Joe Hertzberg
Presenters:  Tyler Bump (BPS), Seth Otto (Maul Foster Alongi)
Guests:  Marie Walkiewicz (BES), Carly Riter (PBA)
View the original agenda, including materials, for this meeting.

Update on discussion draft development 
Presenter: Steve Kountz
Last month’s meeting led to extensive edits of the discussion draft, which is now due to be published in mid-December.  Edits include: replacement of misunderstood terms; added definitions; revision of the freight sub-policies to align with the Freight Master Plan; and new institutional land concepts addressing zoning stability, workforce development, and attracting financial capital.

Next Steps
Equity
Next month’s agenda will focus on equity.  This is the topic for all eight PEGs to ensure consistency in approach and lens.  Research on equity and economic development will be shared. 
New Working Group
An Industrial Lands / Watershed Health working group is being created by expanding the industrial land working group to include members of the Watershed Health & Environment PEG, plus some others.  This group will meet 7 to 9 times over the next year to integrate both sets of critical aspirations and concerns.
Portland Brownfield Assessment 
Related Materials:  Draft Executive Summary
Presenters: Tyler Bump (BPS) and Seth Otto (Maul Foster Alongi)
The presenters pointed out highlights from the Portland Brownfield Assessment, Executive Summary. 

Discussion
Should industrial development be the policy focus of expanding brownfield tools in Portland?  Why or why not?  
Steve Kountz noted that industrial land is not currently the focus for brownfield redevelopment programs. Industrial property is 60% of our brownfield inventory and higher costs are involved. 
PEG members agreed that industrial development should be the policy focus of expanding brownfield tools in Portland.  Not only do we have a serious shortfall of industrial land, but investments in this area promote equity by creating jobs with lower barriers to employment and higher wages.  Caveat: Industrial lands face the greatest challenges of cost and uncertainty.  Caveat: There will be market pressure to develop some sites for other purposes.  
Would a large public investment to greatly increase industrial brownfield redevelopment be fiscally prudent?  Why or why not? 
PEG members expressed support for a large array of tools, including market incentives, land banking, etc.  A broad perspective is necessary:  The Return on Public Investment is high, but not when only the return to the City of Portland is considered.  There isn’t really any “low-hanging fruit.” 

Are brownfield redevelopment incentives a justified exception to the “polluter pays” concept?  

At least one exception:  brownfields are commonly old enough that the polluter is no longer in business.  If there isn’t a liable party, the property is an orphan.  We can either take a proactive stance and say “let’s get these cleaned up” or a reactive stance and wait for a liable party which might not even exist.
Wrap-up, upcoming meetings, and comment cards 
· Next meeting’s focus will be on equity and health
· Next meeting is scheduled for Nov. 21 (Wednesday before Thanksgiving) which is not optimal.  We will reschedule. 
