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From: Brian Cefola [mailto:bjcefola1984@aol.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, June 23, 2015 2:45 PM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: May 2015 Growth Scenarios Report 
 
Brian Cefola 
3244 NE Schuyler Street 
Portland OR 97212 
June 23rd, 2015 
 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Re: May 2015 Growth Scenarios Report 
 
Commissioners, 
 
I'm writing to express support for the Proposed Comprehensive Plan as the best option for meeting the 
city's needs.  It performs better than the other options by nearly every measure, and in particular on 
mode share and households in complete neighborhoods. 
 
I especially like that it seeks to include more people in inner city neighborhoods.  Inner city Portland has 
many neighborhoods rich in amenities like parks, transit, and safe walkable commercial districts.  What 
it doesn't have much of is diversity, neither economic nor racial.  I think including more housing options 
in the city, not off on the fringes but in the center, can only help make for more diverse and inclusive 
neighborhoods.  That's a good thing. 
 
Thanks for your consideration, 
Brian Cefola 
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  240 N Broadway, Suite 214. Portland, OR 97227    •    503.284.6390    •    www.upstreampublichealth.org 

June 23, 2015 
 
Portland Planning and Sustainability Commission 
1900 SW 4th Avenue  
Portland, OR  97201 
 
 
RE: Comprehensive Plan Anti-displacement Policies and Growth Scenario Report 
 
 
Dear Chair Baugh and commission members, 
 
Upstream Public Health thanks you for considering amendments to the comprehensive plan that 
will support community stability and mitigate against displacement.  We appreciate the 
considerable effort that staff and commission members have put in to respond to community 
concerns, and we encourage you all to support the amendments that will be presented by Chair 
Baugh and Commissioner Tallmadge. 
 
Upstream works to improve the physical, social, and economic environments to reduce health 
disparities and ensure that all Oregonians have opportunities for good health.  As you know, 
Portland’s famed livability is only experienced by some of the people in our region as others 
struggle to remain in their homes, find reliable transportation to work, or secure a high quality 
education for their children.  Each of these challenges has a significant impact on the health and 
well-being of individuals and our community as a whole.  As families are priced out of their 
homes, children experience interruptions in their education, critical and long-standing social 
networks are diminished or completely broken, and families incur financial costs including those 
related to moving and new transportation needs.  These burdens impact health in the short- and 
the long-term, with many health impacts following children well into adulthood. 
 
We have the opportunity to reduce these impacts and repair damage done to our communities by 
exclusionary policies and disinvestment.  When the City creates value through infrastructure or 
program investments or by supporting new development, that value should serve to reduce gaps 
in opportunity and help reduce health inequities, reversing some of the harmful trends we have 
lived through in recent years. 
 
The amendments presented this evening by Chair Baugh and Commissioner Tallmadge reflect 
thoughtful collaboration between the Bureau of Planning and Sustainability staff and community 
based organizations.  These amendments help address the City’s need – emphasized in the 
Growth Scenarios Report – to carefully address existing inequities even as much of our future 
growth is planned for well-served areas.   
 
Thank you for your time and consideration, 

 
Heidi Guenin 
Policy Manager, Transportation & Land Use 
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From: Brandon Van Buskirk [mailto:b.scott.vanbuskirk@gmail.com]  
Sent: Monday, June 22, 2015 3:39 PM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: Zoning Changes 
 
Hello, 
 
In order for supply to meet demand, our city must build faster, and less expensively.  
Although I believe in very loose zoning regulation, it should at the very least  be altered so that it 
does not primarily benefit the owners of single-family homes and developers wealthy enough to 
execute the building of large apartment/condo buildings.  
 
Zoning should be altered so that an existing single-family can be subdivided or a duplex/multi-
family dwelling unit can be built anywhere within neighborhoods. This was a common building 
type which allows those with less money to buy/rent in a close-in neighborhoods and a greater 
mix of people to join the development community. The form doesn't drastically change the 
character neighborhoods and their placement happens based on demand. Their implementation 
can help stabilize the supply side because these projects are quicker to complete and lower cost. 
 
Please reach out if there is anything else I can do to push this change in this much needed 
direction. 
 
Brandon Van Buskirk 
833 NE Thompson  
Portland OR 97212 
503.754.6550 
b.scott.vanbuskirk@gmail.com 
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From: Sarah Kirk [mailto:saki212014@gmail.com]  
Sent: Saturday, June 20, 2015 9:37 AM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: Housing 

  

I'd like to see more duplexes and multiplexes built and or houses partitioned to become housing 
for more than one family. They're often quite beautiful and don't change the skyline the way 
massive buildings do. Plus some look just like other houses in the neighborhood. Why are they 
illegal? They may not offer a lot of parking, but get real; there are many people like me who 
don't own a car at all and would prefer to bike or bus in to work. Please re-legalize multifamily 
housing of this sort.  

Sarah Kirk 

12100 SW Spur CT Apt C 
Beaverton, OR 97008 
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From: Jonathan Greenwood <jonathan.e.greenwood@gmail.com> 
Date: June 19, 2015 at 1:47:52 PM PDT 
To: "Reyes, Cindy" <Cindy.Reyes@portlandoregon.gov>, Commissioner Fritz 
<amanda@portlandoregon.gov>, "Nick@portlandoregon.gov" <Nick@portlandoregon.gov>, 
"Steve.Novick@portlandoregon.gov" <Steve.Novick@portlandoregon.gov>, 
"dan@portlandoregon.gov" <dan@portlandoregon.gov>, 
"Mary.HullCaballero@portlandoregon.gov" <Mary.HullCaballero@portlandoregon.gov>, 
"mayorhales@portlandoregon.gov" <mayorhales@portlandoregon.gov> 
Subject: A follow-up due to lack of response regarding homeless issues. 

Please be directed to this article at bikeportland.org: http://bikeportland.org/2015/06/19/11-
buildings-illegal-portland-144633 
 
We must allow for this middle ground to be built. Additionally, we must remove parking 
minimum requirements for all developments. Parking induces car ownership and car owners to 
move in. We must also remove density restrictions that don't allow apartments without parking 
along main corridors in East Portland or even off those corridors. We have a major housing 
shortage. Not supporting aggressive building and avoiding the systemic silencing of NIMBYs is 
an endorsement for land speculators who are profiting off our housing shortage. That is 
deplorable. The same may go to be said for parking garages or blacktop parking lots. Those must 
be taxed at a much higher property tax rate as they are using land as investment. 
 
I am still disappointed I did not get a response about whom you believe deserves services in 
terms of the homeless in our city. A common fallacy I hear lately is that services attract "others." 
All human beings deserve services. Housing is a right. 
 
Regarding Vision Zero, you must move forward with plans proven to work in other cities that 
adopted them. We must make multimodality upgrades whenever infrastructure is repaired. 
Protected bike lanes must be the norm, not what you believe is a luxury. 
 
There seems lately to be a suburban grumbling about the urban growth boundary. I want to see 
commissioners take the stance that we should build up and never move the UGB again. The rest 
of the state should be permanent wilderness and farm. I'd also like the city to invest on real 
renewable infrastructure (give subsidies to those who add solar and more!) and urban vertical 
mechanical farms so Portland may be food independent and energy independent by 2035. 
 
It is important, also, that Portland take the stance of increasing the gas tax to match inflation as 
well. A mile tax is a discouragement for electric vehicles. On the topic of automobiles, we 
should maintain the stance that Portland and metro have officially reached the saturation point 
for the city adding black top. The city commissioner's should espouse a stance of maintenance 
and aggressive increases in fixed transit. We need a subway, and the SW line must be MAX and 
have a tunnel servicing OHSU. 
 
These ideals I feel are not options for you as representatives to the greater good of Portland and 
the rights our ecosystem deserves. 
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If you are compelled to respond that the law makes some of these issues out of your jurisdiction, 
I am preempting that response. You should be advocating and actively circumventing the 
obstacles to positive change if you expect Portland to re-elect and support you. 
 
Thank you, 
Jonathan Greenwood 
2116 NE 49th Ave 97213 
 
On Jun 10, 2015, at 2:56 PM, Reyes, Cindy <Cindy.Reyes@portlandoregon.gov> wrote: 

Jonathan, 
  
Thank you for your email. I am responding on the Mayor's behalf. 
  
We understand your concern around what has become a widespread issue throughout the city.  With 
roughly 2,000 people sleeping outside in Portland on any given night, and not enough indoor bed space 
to house virtually any of them, it will take quite a while to markedly reduce that number.   
  
The city is taking several approaches, including extending foot patrols, creating more bed space, and 
keeping winter shelters open year round.  These programs will be helpful, but we know that the 
ultimate solution will come when we can treat and house everyone who needs those services.  In the 
meantime, please don’t hesitate to continue to contact us to let us know what’s happening so that we 
can continue to ensure a safe and comfortable city. 
  
Again, thank you for your email. 
  
Sincerely, 
  
  
Cindy Reyes 
Constituent Services Specialist 
Office of Mayor Charlie Hales  
P: 503-823-4120 
E: cindy.reyes@portlandoregon.gov 
www.portlandoregon.gov/mayor 
  
From: Jonathan Greenwood [mailto:jonathan.e.greenwood@gmail.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, May 26, 2015 11:44 AM 
To: Commissioner Fritz; Commissioner Fish; Hales, Mayor; Commissioner Novick; Commissioner 
Saltzman 
Subject: War on the homeless 
  
Hello, 
  
I am appalled at the policy I have read about cleaning the streets of homeless camps. For one, all 
you are doing is shuffling the problem from one area to another in the metro. Secondly, there is a 
severe housing shortage in our metro area for even middle and low class people. How does it 
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make sense to all of you that we should be targeting the homeless in a way that makes their 
presence illegal when we aren't providing housing. Housing is a right! If we apply inclusionary 
zoning with linkage fees, we can provide affordable housing and housing for the needy.  
  
If this policy of criminalizing the poor and homeless continues, I have no choice but to vote 
against each one of you for not speaking out loudly against such an abhorrent policy. Where is 
the progressive ideal of compassion? Where is the progressive ideal of applying aid instead of 
overt force? I'm disgusted. 
  
Good day, 
Jonathan Greenwood 
2116 NE 49th Ave 97213 
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Hello - 

I'm writing to advocate to allow for more diversity in our housing stock, specifically more 
middle density-types such as duplexes and courtyard apartments buildings. These help create 
walkable neighborhoods and are likely to remain relatively affordable over time, without public 
subsidy. If we want to address the increase in population growth and Portland's affordability, we 
can't ignore these and need to ensure our zoning allows for them.  I think more R1 and R2 zones 
are likely needed.  

Thanks, 
Kelly 
 
--  
Kelly Rodgers 
6325 N. Albina Ave #7 
Portland, OR 97217 
503-442-7165 
portlandkelly@gmail.com  
Coauthor, Cartopia: Portland's Food Cart Revolution 
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On Fri, Jun 19, 2015 at 2:06 PM, Brian K. Smith <brian.k.smith@gmail.com> wrote: 
 
Hi Planning and Sustainability Commission, 
 
I'd like to offer support for whatever efforts you can make to improve the options for moderate 
density housing, which feels like a big missing piece in the current development landscape. 
 
I will be referencing the diagram and terminology from http://missingmiddlehousing.com/ . 
 
I live at 924 NE 65th Ave. in the North Tabor neighborhood. We have a variety of housing stock 
in the neighborhood that was built before the building code changed to solidify the divide 
between single family homes (SFH) and large apartment complexes. Because we have some 
R2.5 and are close to the NE 60th Ave MAX station with a special overlay, we also have some 
nearby examples of more recent infill development templates. Finally, we are in the process of 
developing a backyard ADU, which has exposed me to many of the details of that piece of the 
housing puzzle. 
 
When I think about these issues, I often do so in the context of the lot next door at 914 NE 65th 
Ave. This is a double lot (100x100). When we moved into our house five years ago 914 was in 
rather poor condition. It was redeveloped and is currently very nice, but if we were one block 
over in the R2.5 there may have been a different outcome. I think about what would I be happy 
to see on that lot next door. (These are lots 1600 and 1700 near the middle of 
http://www.portlandoregon.gov/bps/index.cfm?&a=55734) 
 
The style of development I would be most happy to see next door is a one to 1.5 story garden 
courtyard apartment/condo/co-housing situation. That would fit well with the existing structures 
nearby, not block a ton of light, give residents and neighbors some green space to enjoy and 
increase the number of people housed on the lot by a factor of four or five. I would be ok with 
anything in the range of duplex up to 2.5 story townhouse/multiplex. 
 
The units nearby at NE 63rd and NE Oregon ( https://www.google.com/maps/@45.528407,-
122.598666,3a,75y,74.87h,92.05t/data=!3m7!1e1!3m5!1sEMGcfErz4NPgTNVY0BoQ0Q!2e0!6
s%2F%2Fgeo2.ggpht.com%2Fcbk%3Fpanoid%3DEMGcfErz4NPgTNVY0BoQ0Q%26output%
3Dthumbnail%26cb_client%3Dmaps_sv.tactile.gps%26thumb%3D2%26w%3D100%26h%3D8
0%26yaw%3D99.330139%26pitch%3D0!7i13312!8i6656 ) are nicer than many other 
developments of similar density, but are a little denser/closer to the lot line than I would be 
excited about having next door. 
 
The Binford Garden Townhomes a little ways north of here are another example of the kind of 
moderately denser development that has stopped being built but I would be happy to live next to. 
 
In terms of ADU restrictions, the two biggest frustrations with our current project were the 18' 
height and the five feet from the lot line restrictions. For the height, 18' was too short for a two-
story unit with a ground floor at the same elevation as the main house. This was an important 
design goal for me to improve wheelchair accessibility, as I have wheelchair bound family 
members, so we did get a height variance. I think if the limit were increased to 22' it would make 
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many more perfectly reasonable two-story designs viable. 
 
For the 5' from lot line, it was frustrating because we are replacing an existing garage structure 
that is 6" (yes, inches) and 3' from the line at a four corner border where there are three other 
garages at a similar distance. While we probably could have received a variance in this scenario 
if time and money were no object, we were able to work with the architect to figure out a 
solution that works for us within the 5' restriction. I wonder how many others have not been able 
to do so. I think a rule that an ADU could freely encroach within 2' of the lot line for no more 
than 10% of the total linear feet of lot boundary (or something like that) would give a little more 
flexibility in placement without dominating the neighbors. 
 
I applaud your efforts to help more people live in the same amount of space harmoniously, 
affordably, safely, and comfortably. 
 
Cheers, 
Brian K. Smith 
924 NE 65th Ave. 
PDX, 97213 
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Index of Verbal Testimony to PSC on Growth Scenario Report  

No. Testifier Date Link Time 

1 Lienhart, Nolan 6/23/2015 http://youtu.be/UGR0of2iwUI  00:47:15 

2 Hill, Edward 6/23/2015 http://youtu.be/UGR0of2iwUI  00:49:25 

3 Goughnour, Cat 6/23/2015 http://youtu.be/UGR0of2iwUI  00:51:44 

4 Gibbon, John 6/23/2015 http://youtu.be/UGR0of2iwUI  00:55:05 

5 Wagner, Pat 6/23/2015 http://youtu.be/UGR0of2iwUI 00:58:30 

6 Klotz, Doug 6/23/2015 http://youtu.be/UGR0of2iwUI 01:11:44 

7 Wilson, Jan 6/23/2015 http://youtu.be/UGR0of2iwUI 01:09:15 

8 Thiesen, Greg 6/23/2015 http://youtu.be/UGR0of2iwUI 01:06:58 

9 Peterson, James 6/23/2015 http://youtu.be/UGR0of2iwUI 01:01:40 

10 Taylor, Sara 6/23/2015 http://youtu.be/UGR0of2iwUI 01:04:30 

12 Redthunder, David 6/23/2015 http://youtu.be/UGR0of2iwUI 1:13:55 

13 Davis, Nancy 6/23/2015 http://youtu.be/UGR0of2iwUI 1:15:20 

14 Hill, Edward 2/24/2015 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=wc0S9_FqEUQ&feat
ure=youtu.be 

02:43:16 

15 Norby, Danell 2/24/2015 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=wc0S9_FqEUQ&feat
ure=youtu.be 

02:45:33 

16 McCarthy, Carol  11/4/2014 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=gw14idFCL7M 01:21:42 

17 Peterson, James  11/4/2014 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=gw14idFCL7M 01:26:11 

18 Heltzer, Tim 11/4/2014 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=gw14idFCL7M 01:35:01 
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19 RedThunder, David 11/4/2014 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=gw14idFCL7M 01:38:24 

20 Gibbon, John 11/4/2014 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=gw14idFCL7M 05:08:00 

21 Sanchez, Linda 11/4/2014 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=gw14idFCL7M 05:06:21 

22 Klotz, Doug 11/4/2014 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=gw14idFCL7M 03:40:44 

23 Chung, Terry 11/4/2014 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=gw14idFCL7M 04:31:52 

24 Peterson, James 10/28/2014 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=S-
vdeg5BXkQ&feature=youtu.be 

03:28:46 

25 Dixon, Richard 10/28/2014 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=S-
vdeg5BXkQ&feature=youtu.be 

03:31:00 

26 Lahsene, Susie  
(Port of Portland) 10/28/2014 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=S-

vdeg5BXkQ&feature=youtu.be 
1:33:00 

27 Wax, Ellen (Working 
Waterfront Coalition) 10/28/2014 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=S-

vdeg5BXkQ&feature=youtu.be 
01:31:39 

28 RedThunder, David 10/28/2014 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=S-
vdeg5BXkQ&feature=youtu.be 

01:17:31 

29 Spevak, Eli 10/28/2014 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=S-
vdeg5BXkQ&feature=youtu.be 

01:14:15 

30 Klotz, Doug 10/28/2014 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=S-
vdeg5BXkQ&feature=youtu.be 

03:40:44 

31 White, Mark 10/28/2014 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=S-
vdeg5BXkQ&feature=youtu.be 

03:37:37 

32 Theisen, Greg  
(Port of Portland) 9/23/2014 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=gEBkKehYjrc&featur

e=youtu.be 
01:41:48 

33 Boullion, Tom 9/23/2014 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=gEBkKehYjrc&featur
e=youtu.be 

01:38:24 

34 Roxburgh, Janet 9/23/2014 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=gEBkKehYjrc&featur
e=youtu.be 

00.40.23 
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35 RedThunder, David 9/23/2014 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=gEBkKehYjrc&featur
e=youtu.be 

00.43.35 

36 Klotz, Doug 9/23/2014 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=gEBkKehYjrc&featur
e=youtu.be 

01:52:46 

37 Sternberg, Bruce 9/28/2014 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=gEBkKehYjrc&featur
e=youtu.be 

01:51:07 

38 Gibbon, John 9/23/2014 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=gEBkKehYjrc&featur
e=youtu.be 

02:04:09 

39 Ferguson, Pamela 9/23/2014 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=gEBkKehYjrc&featur
e=youtu.be 

02:08:21 

40 Peterson, James 9/23/2014 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=gEBkKehYjrc&featur
e=youtu.be 

01:07:41 

41 McCarthy, Carol 9/23/2014 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=gEBkKehYjrc&featur
e=youtu.be 

01:10:04 
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