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DOUG De VAQ k cated that CityMark seems to be doing well with
the developmen concern with the frequent extensions of the exclusive
negotiating agreements. mmended the City be more stringent and require developers to

resolve all issues within the given timeframe. CHAIRMAN GOODMAN gave his word that the
City is on top of the negotiations, but perhaps the initial timeframes are unrealistic. For example,
staff meets with the developer of Union Park every Monday. MR. DeMASSEY suggested that
exclusive negotiations create part of the problem, and also asked if the status meetings are open
to the public. CHAIRMAN GOODMAN responded that the negotiation process is expensive and
that is why exclusive rights are granted. EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR SELBY indicated that the
status meetings generally consist of staff and the developer and are not publicly posted. Lastly,
MR. DeMASSEY pointed to the Lady Luck demolition and failure to move forward as an
example of a project that has required repeated extensions.

The meeting was adjourned at 8:23 a.m.

Respectfully submitted:

Gabriela Portillo-Brenner, Deputy City Clerk
November 2, 2007

Beverly K. Bridges, Secretary



