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The Design Commission has approved a proposal in your neighborhood. This document is 
only a summary of the decision. The reasons for the decision, including the written response 
to the approval criteria and to public comments received on this application, are included in 
the version located on the BDS website http://www.portlandonline.com/bds/index.cfm?c=46429. Click 
on the District Coalition then scroll to the relevant Neighborhood, and case number. If you 
disagree with the decision, you can appeal. Information on how to do so is included at the end 
of this decision. 

CASE FILE NUMBER: LU 16-197257 DZM; PC# 16-116555 
NW 14th & Raleigh 

BUREAU OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES STAFF: Grace Jeffreys / 503-823-7840 
Grace .J effreys@portlandoregon.gov 

GENERAL INFORMATION 

Applicant: 

Owner: 

Site Address: 

Legal Description: 
Tax Account No.: 
State ID No.: 
Quarter Section: 
Neighborhood: 
Business District: 

District Coalition: 
Plan District: 
Zoning: 
Case Type: 
Procedure: 

Proposal: 

David Turville, LRS Architects 
720 NW Davis, Suite 300, Portland, OR 97209 

Julie Garver, Innovative Housing Inc 
219 NW 2nd Ave, Portland, OR 97209 

Faez Soud, Portland Housing Bureau, City of Portland 
421 SW 6th Ave #500, Portland, OR 97204-1620 

NW 14th and NW Raleigh 

BLOCK 258 TL 711, COUCHS ADD 
R180220354 
1N1E28DD 00711 
2828 
Pearl District, contact Kate Washington at planning@pearldistrict.org. 
Pearl District Business Association, contact Carolyn Ciolkosz at 503-
227-8519. 
Neighbors West/Northwest, contact Mark Sieber at 503-823-4212. 
Central City - River District - North Pearl 
EXd, Central Employment with a Design overlay 
DZM, Design Review with Modification reviews. 
Type III, with a public hearing before the Design Commission. The 
decision of the review body can be appealed to City Council. 

The applicant seeks Design Review approval for a new ¼-block 12-story residential building 
located in the North Pearl Subarea of the River Subdistrict of the Central City Plan District 

1900 SW 4th Avenue, Suite# 5000, Portland, OR 97201 



bounded by NW 14th Ave and NW Raleigh Street. Key components of the development program 
are (approximate quantities) : 
• 105,242 SF of floor area, 10.5242 of FAR; 
• 661 square feet of ground floor retail; 
• 93 affordable apartments; 
• 15 parking stalls at ground level; 
• 155 long-term bike parking spaces (142 required) in two bike rooms (levels 1 & 2) and in 

units; 
• 0 short-term spaces (12 required), code requirement met via paying into bike parking fund ; 
• Amenity spaces - Level 2 communal rooms and outdoor play area, Level 12 roof terrace; 
• Eco-roofs and solar panels provided on the roof. 

Design. A design goal is to achieve a contemporary interpretation of the traditional warehouse 
expressed as follows: 
• Massing. The massing is split into three separate vertical elements by recessed notches on 

both street faces. Two brightly colored, rotated oriel windows are added to the comer 
element; 

• Podium. A single-level podium faces the street frontages, but does not extend to the side 
walls; 

• Amenity. Common rooms and outdoor play on Level 2, communal roof terrace on Level 12; 
• Entries. The main residential lobby entry is on NW 14th Ave and a connecting bike lobby is 

on NW Raleigh St. A retail unit is located the comer; 
• Vehicle Access. A shared parking and loading access is located off NW Raleigh, across from 

the Ramona (the quieter street frontage). 

Materials. Exterior materials are: 
· • Primary Cladding at ground level. Brick veneer, aluminum storefront (setbacks from brick 

face: storefront 8-5/8", louvers 3-1/2"); 
• Primary Cladding above ground level. Profiled metal panels - 12" wide, 22 gauge (window 

trim is 1.5" to 7.5" proud of window frame, louvers are flush mounted); 
• Metal Trim. Includes canopy soffits, and corner and window trims. No gauge is specified; 
• Storefronts. Aluminum storefronts, clear anodized; 
• Windows. VPI windows, white generally with orange at the red/ orange metal panels. 

Modifications/Design Exceptions. The following are requested: 
1. 33.510.205.H Height - To allow an ad~itional 29'-8" height over the 100' base height, for a 

total height of 129'-8"; 
2. 33.266.130.F. (Table 266-4) Parking Space Size - To allow 4 out of the 15 proposed 

parking spaces to be 8' wide, instead of the required 8'-6" wide (no parking spaces are 
required); 

3. 33.266.130.F. Long-term Bike Parking - To allow wall mounted bike racks to be mounted 
18" with a 6" stagger, instead of the required 2'-0" on-center spacing (PZC Section 
33.266.220); 

4. 33.266.310.D.b. Loading Size - To allow a reduced size loading space length of 16' long x 
9' wide x 10' high, instead of the required 18' long x 9' wide x 10' high; 

5. Exception. OSCC 3202.3.2. / IBC/32#1. Window Projections into a Right-of-Way - To 
not require side windows on oriel windows over 2'-6" deep, and to allow oriels that are 29'-
11" wide on NW 14th and 30'-10" wide on NW Raleigh, instead of the maximum 12' wide 
allowed . 

Standards. The following summarizes the proposed building's features to the applicable plan 
district standards - 33.510 Central City Plan District: 
• Max FAR - Allowable FAR is 4: 1 as shown on zoning maps and the site is eligible to earn 

up a total of 9 : 1 FAR maximum through bonuses (Map 510-2, 33.510.200.C.5). FAR above 



9:1 can be transferred from a Historic Resource (33 .510.200.H) . Proposed FAR is 10.52:1 
with Middle-income housing bonus of 5: 1 (90,000 SF) and Transfer from a Historic Resource 
of 1.5242:1 (15,242 SF)= 105,242 SF total FAR. 

• Max Height - Allowable height is 100' with additional height allowed as a modification 
through design review (Map 510-3, 33.510.205.H). Modification through design review is 
requested to reach 129'-8". 

• Ground Floor Windows - This standard is required for street frontages. The windows must 
be at least 50 percent of the length and 25 percent of the ground level wall area. Ground 
level wall areas include all exterior wall areas up to 9 feet above the finished grade. 
(33.510.220, 33.140.230). Proposed: complies. 

• Rooftop mechanical equipment - Screening is required for this location. It should be part 
of the overall building design. (Map 510-11, 33.510.224) . Proposed: complies. 

Design review is necessary because the project proposes new development within a design 
overlay zone, per section 33.420.041 of the Portland Zoning Code. 

Relevant Approval Criteria: 
In order to be approved, this proposal must comply with the approval criteria of Title 33. The 
relevant approval criteria are: 

• 33.825, Design Review • Central City Fundamental Design Guidelines 
• 33.825.040, Modifications • River District Design Guidelines 

ANALYSIS 

Site and Vicinity: The 10,000 square foot site occupies the quarter block bound by NW 
Raleigh St and NW 14th Avenue in the northwest corner of the River District. The site is also 
located in the North Pearl Subarea of the River District which is itself a Subdistrict of the 
Central City Plan District. The North Pearl District plan area was adopted in November 2008 
and focuses on the creation of a pleasing and dynamic urban form , a mix of complementary 
land uses, creation of community-serving amenities, and providing a range of housing 
opportunities for the growing diversity of household types in the Pearl District. Northwest Naito 
Parkway is located to the east, the 1-405 freeway is to the west, and the Fremont Bridge is to 
the north of the site. The property is currently vacant. 

The surrounding area is also zoned EXd and is developed with a mix of single story warehouse 
buildings, some of which house older industrial uses plus some recently converted to design 
and production spaces, as well as new multi-story housing developments. In the City's 
Transportation System Plan, NW 14th Avenue is classified as a Major Traffic Street, City 
Bikeway, and a City Walkway. NW Raleigh Street is classified as Local Service Street for all 
transportation modes. The site lies within the Northwest Triangle Pedestrian District. 

Zoning: The Central Employment (EX) zone allows mixed uses and is intended for areas in the 
center of the City that have predominantly industrial-type development. The intent of the zone 
is to allow industrial and commercial uses which need a central location. Residential uses are 
allowed, but are not intended to predominate or set development standards for other uses in 
the area. 

The Design Overlay Zone (d) promotes the conservation and enhancement of areas of the City 
with special historic, architectural or cultural value. New development and exterior 
modifications to existing development are subject to design review. This is achieved through 
the creation of design districts and applying the Design Overlay Zone as part of community 
planning projects, development of design guidelines for each district, and by requiring design 
review. In addition, design review ensures that certain types of infill development will be 
compatible with the neighborhood and enhance the area. 



The Central City Plan District implements the Central City Plan and other plans applicable to 
the Central City area. These other plans include the Downtown Plan, the River District Plan, 
the University District Plan, and the Central City Transportation management Plan. The 
Central City plan district implements portions of these plans by adding code provisions which 
address special circumstances existing in the Central City area. The site is within the North 
Pearl Subarea of the River District Subdistrict of this plan district. 

Land Use History: City records indicate that prior land use reviews include the following: 

• EA 15-251449 PC - Pre-Application conference for this proposal. (Exhibit G .2) 
• EA 16-121712 DA- Design Advice Request (DAR) for this proposal (Exhibit G.3). Two 

hearings with the Design Commission and a special Design Commission sub-committee 
meeting were held: 

First DAR hearing on April 7, 2016: The Design Commission had concerns with many 
aspects of the proposal meeting the applicable Design Guidelines, including: 

1. Ground Floor Active Use. (Guidelines AB, C9, C9-1) 
2 . Ground Floor Windows. (Guidelines AB, BS, Cl) 
3. Quality & Materials. (Guidelines AS-1, C2, C4) 
4. Design & Coherency. (Guidelines AS-1, CS, CB) 

Second DAR hearing on May 12, 2016: Some aspects of the proposal had been revised 
and moved towards better meeting the guidelines, while other aspects remained a concern. 
Further assistance was offered to the applicant through a special Sub-committee meeting, to 
follow-up on the areas of continued concern identified below: 

A. Revisions moving towards better meeting the guidelines: 
1. Ground Floor Activation. (Guidelines AB, BS, Cl, C7, CB, C9, C9-1, GF Windows Stds.) 

The ground floor remains compromised by the parking, but program changes help 
contribute to a more successful ground floor: 

Commercial space moved to the SW comer; 
Lobby is more generous; and 
Bike room changed to bike lobby and opened to lobby. 

B. Areas of continued concern: 
1. Ground Floor Design. (Guidelines AB, Bl-1 , B2, B4, B6, Cl , C3-1 , C6, C7, CB, C9, C9-

1) 
GF Mechanical louvers need better integration. 
Comer canopy is not deep, but recessed entries can help provide better protection. 

2. Context. (Guidelines A4, AS, AS.1-1, Bl -1, C4, CS, C7, CB) 
Base - visually compressed: 
o Increase GF glazing at comer and replace masonry with spandrels, 
o Focus masonry below the mid-block masses at the sides only, and 
o Most importantly, simplify the comer above. 
Above base - refer to Coherency, below. 

3. Coherency. (Guidelines A4, AS, AS-1-1, C4, CS, C7, CB, Oriel Window Code Guide) 
For a building with a small foot print, (¼ block) there too many large moves 
and competing elements. Additionally, the relationship between these 
disparate elements needs greater clarity and simplification. Concerns were 
noted regarding: 

Overall composition - Express design intention with architecture (considered 
changes in massing) rather than graphics (colors and patterning}, 
Comer design - too busy, needs to be simplified, no need for oriels, 



Oriels - greater transparency required than the minimum 30% to mitigate for the 
very large requested exception, 
Supported the removal of red at mid-block masses, 
Suggested weighting of pattern at side walls rather than 50/ 50 tonal split. 

4 . Quality and Permanence. (Guidelines A5-1-1, C2, C4) 
Concerns were noted regarding detailing: 

Details needed at joints between metal panels, 
Clarify locations of west shades at windows, 
Integrate horizontal venting, 
Concerns with QC of darker Viroc. 

5. Bonus height. More height is encouraged in this area of the North Pearl, but to earn 
the requested 30% more height, the proposal must demonstrate how it better meets 
the design guidelines. 

Program. The program of affordable housing is a positive addition to the 
neighborhood, but the design must also better meet the design guidelines. 
Design. To get more height, there needs to be better balance in the 
composition and a stronger base to carry the additional height. See 
"Coherency" above. 

Special DAR Subcommittee meeting on June 6, 2016. Two options were presented, but 
the subcommittee felt neither went far enough to respond to previous concerns: 

A. Design options: 
1. Two similar massing options were presented, with 3 variations of window composition 

at the comers: 
Option 1 - Two oriel windows as presented at 2 previous DAR's. (This is applicant's 
pref erred option.) 
Option 2 - One larger oriel window created by connecting the two oriels. 
Other versions of Option 2 were explored by the team but were considered less 
preferable, including increasing the size of the white area to match adjacent heights 
(divided the building uncomfortably in half) and flipping the oriel with the white area 
below (which created bottom heavy proportions). 

2. A third option was considered, but the increase in floor area was considered cost 
prohibitive by the applicant: 

Option 3 - One full height oriel. 
3 . Options not considered, but suggested at both DARs: 

Option 4 - Remove the notches and continue the patterned treatment of the side walls 
above or below a singular oriel, or 
Option 5 - Eliminate the oriels and use color and/ or setbacks as the major moves. 

B . Material Revisions. (Guidelines A5-1-1, C2, C4) 
1. Viroc: Due to concerns regarding the dark Viroc, the side walls have been revised to show 

a higher proportion of light gray. A sample has been ordered to test the material. 

2. Colors: The team is looking at a slightly lighter "dark gray" to reduce the contrast between 
the darker and the lighter elements in the composition. 

C. Ground Floor. (Guidelines AB, Bl-1, B2, B4, B6, Cl , C3-l , C6, C7, CB, C9, C9-1) 
1. Ground floor changes supported by the Commission: 

a. On NW 141h, the last three northerly bays have been revised. The center bay is now 
fully louvered with no door, and small bays either side have solid doors with paneling 
above. 

b. On NW Raleigh, the last easterly bay has been revised. The mesh infill paneling has 
been replaced with a recessed brick wall with high level louvers, which provide 
venting for the comer commercial spaces. 

c. Comer storefront glazing has increased by removal of bulkheads (change between 2 
DAR's}, raising the head of the glazing, and removing some brick pilasters. 



2. Issues to Address: 
a. Use storefront materials (storefront/ spandrels/ in{i.ll paneling) under the comer 

massing, reserving brick for use below the side massing only. 
This will make the composition more coherent and strengthen your parti (comer 
element contained by the two sides), as well as strengthen the relationship 
between the base and building above, 

b. Create a deliberate relationship between the entry width, the notch width and the 
point of rotation. 

This will strengthen the relationship between the base and building above and 
make design moves coherent. 

D. Coherency/ Context above the ground floor. (Guidelines A4, AS, AS.1-1, Bl-1, C4, CS, C7, 
CB) 
1. Generally: 

a. At both DARs, the Commission advised there were too many competing 
elements to meet coherency standards. Given the smallfootprint of the 
building, there were too many major moves, including rotating oriels, notches, 
shift in the floor plate, crown, color, and patterning within the color. 

b. Based on the limited options offered, the committee advised Option 2 moved closer to 
meeting the guidelines than Option 1: 

More coherent - More simplified and cleaner with fewer competing moves. 
More contextual - The oriel is more proportional to the overall building, and the 
solid red element establishes a lower volume more in context with the 
neighborhood. 

c. Issues noted about Option 2: 
The red element is still too heavy, especially sitting over the white cutout. 
Based on the design goals mentioned by the team of relating to the freeway, the 
cutout location doesn't support this. 
Further simplification and clarification are needed. 

2 . Issues to Address: 
a. The building must relate to its current as well as future context. 

Address how this building relates to its context. Long term, this building will not be 
the singular structure in relation to the freeway that is depicted in the renderings. 
Instead, this will be a one-quarter block building closely surrounded by 
redevelopment, both within the block as well as the surrounding area. 

b. The corner must be treated as a stronger, more singular element. 
A coherent, lively, energetic building can be created without pivoted oriels; 
therefore, the Commissioners once again encouraged the applicant to consider an 
option without these. 

d . The window patterning should follow and support the major idea. 
If building is a simpler form, offsetting the windows makes sense. If building is a 
more complex form, the windows should be more regular to anchor the building. 

e. Choose one or two major ideas and support and execute in a coherent 
manner. 

Agency Review: A "Request for Response" was mailed on August 10, 2016. The following 
Bureaus have responded with no issues or concerns: 

• Life Safety Section of BDS (Exhibit E.1) 
• Fire Bureau (Exhibit E.2) 
• Site Development Section of BDS (Exhibit E.3) 
• Bureau of Parks-Forestry Division (Exhibit E.4) 

The Bureau of Transportation Engineering responded on September 7, 2016, and the following 
comments are excerpts from their response relating to the Design Review (Refer to Exhibit E.5 
for additional details): 



PBOT does not support an Adjustment to eliminate the requirement for an on-site loading 
space since the project is proposing on-site parking. 

PBOT does support a modification to allow a standard passenger vehicle sized loading space 
within the garage. 

The proposed narrow width of the garage entry was denied under driveway design exception 
(DE) 15-226842 TR. The garage entry must be 20-ft wide in order to provide adequate on-site 
maneuvering area for forward ingress and egress. 

An additional driveway DE was granted under 16-212 911 TR to allow the gate to the garage 
to be closer than 20-ftfrom the street property line. Conditions of approval of that DE will be 
imposed at the time of building permit review. 

The following conditions of approval B .1-4, as outlined in the approved Driveway Design 
Exception, 16-212911 TR, and related to the operation of the garage gate, shall be conditions 
of approval. 
B 1. The security gate must fully open/ close in 13 seconds or less. 
B2. The parking spaces must be reserved for residential use only. 
B3. A remote control device with a SO-foot minimum detection radius must be issued to all 

residents who are allowed access to the parking spaces. 
B4. The security gate details and specifications must be added to the door schedule sheet of 

the building permit plan set. 

Note: Driveway design exceptions are reviewed based on plans and information submitted 
with this application. Should any plans or information originally submitted change during the 
land use phase or building permit review phase, the original decision may be considered null 
and void at the discretion of the City Traffic Engineer. 

RECOMMENDATION. No objection to approval with the above conditions of approval. 

The Bureau of Environmental Services responded twice, on September 2, 2016 and again on 
September 12, 2016 (Refer to Exhibit E.6a and E.6b for additional details): 

Comments 
Inadequate stormwater management information has been received by BES to ensure that 
BES requirements will not impact the design of this project; however, BES has no specific 
approval criteria related to Design Reviews that would prevent approval of this project. Be 
aware, however, that it is the applicant's responsibility to ensure that BES requirements are 
met at the time of building permit review and that failure to provide a conceptual stormwater 
management plan that is acceptable to BES and BDS Land Use Services through the Design 
Review process may result in a subsequent Design Review and/ or delays in the building 
permit process. 

Note that the stormwater report and plans are not being approved by BES through 
this land use review and it is possible a subsequent land use review could be 
triggered. Be aware that more detailed information will need to be provided at the 
time of building permit review and a revised stormwater management plan will be 
required. 

Conditions of Approval 
BES has no specific approval criteria related to Design Reviews and, therefore, no 
recommended conditions of approval. However, be aware that it is the applicant's 
responsibility to ensure that BES stormwater management requirements are met, which may 
impact the design of this project and require a subsequent Design Review. 

Administrative Review 
The applicant may request a modification of a decision presented in this response via an 
administrative review as outlined in PCC sections 1 7. 06. 050, 1 7. 32.150, 1 7. 33.100, 



17.34.115, 17.36.110, 17.38.060 and 17.39.120 and in those sections' associated 
administrative rules. There is no fee charged for an administrative review, and all BES 
penalties and late fees will be stayed pending the outcome of the review process. To request 
an administrative review, the applicant must complete the Administrative Review Request 
Form (located here: www.portlandoreqon.gov/bes/68285) within 20 business days of the 
mailing date of this response and mail it to the Systems Development staff listed above. Note 
that the administrative review could affect the outcome of this land use application. In 
addition, the applicant should coordinate with the BDS planner to determine whether 
applying for an administrative review could have an impact on state-mandated land use 
timelines. 

Neighborhood Review: A Notice of Proposal in Your Neighborhood was mailed on September 
1, 2016. No responses have been received. 

ZONING CODE APPROVAL CRITERIA 

(1) DESIGN REVIEW (33.825) 

Chapter 33.825 Design Review 
Section 33.825.010 Purpose of Design Review 
Design review ensures that development conserves and enhances the recognized special design 
values of a site or area. Design review is used to ensure the conservation, enhancement, and 
continued vitality of the identified scenic, architectural, and cultural values of each design 
district or area. Design review ensures that certain types of infill development will be 
compatible with the neighborhood and enhance the area. Design review is also used in certain 
cases to review public and private projects to ensure that they are of a high design quality. 

Section 33.825.055 Design Review Approval Criteria 
A design review application will be approved if the review body finds the applicant to have 
shown that the proposal complies with the design guidelines for the area. 

Findings: The site is designated with design overlay zoning (d), therefore the proposal 
requires Design Review approval. Because of the site's location, the applicable design 
guidelines are the Central City Fundamental Design Guidelines and River District 
Guidelines. 

River District Design Guidelines and Central City Fundamental Design Guidelines 
The River District is a remarkable place within the region. The area is rich with special and 
diverse qualities that are characteristic of Portland. Further, the River District accommodates 
a significant portion of the region's population growth. This area emphasizes the joy of the 
river, connections to it, and creates a strong sense of community. The goals frame the urban 
design direction for Central City and River District development. 

The Central City Fundamental Design Guidelines and the River District Design Guidelines 
focus on four general categories. (A) Portland Personality, addresses design issues and 
elements that reinforce and enhance Portland's character. (B) Pedestrian Emphasis, 
addresses design issues and elements that contribute to a successful pedestrian environment. 
(C) Project Design, addresses specific building characteristics and their relationships to the 
public environment. (D) Special Areas, provides design guidelines for the four special areas of 
the Central City. 

River District Design Goals 
1. Extend the river into the community to develop a functional and symbolic relationship with 



the Willamette River. 
2. Create a community of distinct neighborhoods that accommodates a significant part of the 

region's residential growth. 
3. Enhance the District's character and livability by fostering attractive design and activities 

that give comfort, convenience, safety and pleasure to all its residents and visitors. 
4. Strengthen connections within River District, and to adjacent areas. 

Central City Plan Design Goals 
1. Encourage urban design excellence in the Central City; 
2. Integrate urban design and preservation of our heritage into the development process; 
3. Enhance the character of the Central City's districts; 
4. Promote the development of diversity and areas of special character within the Central City; 
5. Establish an urban design relationship between the Central City's districts and the Central 

City as a whole; 
6. Provide for a pleasant, rich and diverse pedestrian experience for pedestrians; 
7. Provide for the humanization of the Central City through promotion of the arts; 
8. Assist in creating a 24-hour Central City which is safe, humane and prosperous; 
9. Ensure that new development is at a human scale and that it relates to the scale and 

desired character of its setting and the Central City as a whole. 

Commission has considered all guidelines and has addressed only those guidelines considered 
applicable to this project. 

Al. Integrate the River. Orient architectural and landscape elements including, but not 
limited to lobbies, entries, balconies, terraces, and outdoor areas to the Willamette River and 
greenway. Develop access ways for pedestrians that provide connections to the Willamette River 
and Greenway. 
Al-1. Link the River to the Community. Link the Willamette River to the community 
reinforcing the river's significance. This guideline may be accomplished by: 
1) Organizing land areas and groupings of buildings to visually define the river's linkage to the 

community. 
2) Focusing and articulating roadways and pedestrian-ways to emphasize the river. 
3) Developing projects that celebrate the river and contribute to creating centers of interest 

and activity that focuses on the Willamette. 
4) Connecting the internal areas of the District to the Willamette Greenway Trail. 

Findings for Al & Al-1: This quarter-block site at the N-W corner of the Pearl District is 
located several blocks from the Willamette River but is connected to the river in multiple 
ways. By building on a vacant lot with family oriented housing, the development will 
increase pedestrian movement to and from the river and parks, reinforcing connections 
being established in the neighborhood. As residents head east on NW Raleigh they connect 
to the Fields Park which has river views just three blocks away. As residents head north on 
NW 14th Street they connect under the 405 freeway to NW Thurman and NW Naito 
Parkway to the river just four blocks away. 

The main residential lobby is accessed from NW 14th , reinforcing the main N-S connector 
street in the neighborhood, and the connecting Bike Lobby is accessed from NW Raleigh, 
which relates to the pedestrian path to The Fields Park and the river beyond. The 12th floor 
is set back on the south-east corner, creating a roof terrace which will have views east 
towards the Willamette River beyond. 
These guidelines are met. 

A2. Emphasize Portland Themes. When provided, integrate Portland-related themes with the 
development's overall design concept. 



Findings: The development integrates Portland and River District/Pearl District themes as 
follows: 

• Reinforcing the urban fabric and pedestrian scale with active frontages; 
• Activating the upper levels of buildings with outdoor amenity space to capture views 

of the River District, Pearl District and Willamette River; 
• Use of brick and metal as a contemporary interpretation of a traditional warehouse; 
• Prominent architectural features at corners; 
• Proposed eco-roof with planting and solar water heating; and, 
• Emphasizing Portland's pedestrian/bike culture through the provision of a bike lobby, 

integrated long-term bike parking, and sidewalk-activating retail. 
This guideline is met. 

A3. Respect the Portland Block Structures. Maintain and extend the traditional 200-foot 
block pattern to preserve the Central City's ratio of open space to built space. Where 
superblocks exist, locate public and/or private rights-of-way in a manner that reflects the 200-
foot block pattern, and include landscaping and seating to enhance the pedestrian 
environment. 
A3-1. Provide Convenient Pedestrian Linkages. Provide convenient linkages throughout the 
River District that facilitate movement for pedestrians to and from the river, and to and from 
adjacent neighborhoods. This guideline may be accomplished by: 
1) Using visual and physical cues within the design of the building and building entries to 

express connections to the river and to adjacent neighborhoods. 
2) Orienting integrated open spaces and trails that physically and visually link the river 

and/ or surrounding neighborhoods. 
3) Reusing or retaining cobblestone within the design of new development. 
4) Encouraging flexibility and creativity along streets enhancing their historic or cultural role. 
5) Creating visual and physical links across major corridors such as I-405, Burnside, and 

Front/Naito to strengthen connections to the river and other neighborhoods. 

Findings for A3 and A3-1: The proposed ¼ block development holds the street edges and 
reinforces the traditional 200 foot block pattern typical in Portland. The building is built to 
the property lines with a minor erosion at the major entry point. The building provides a 
commercial storefront located at the street corner, canopy coverage, and active frontages, 
all of which help promote linkages within and beyond the River District. 
These guidelines are met. 

A4. Use Unifying Elements. Integrate unifying elements and/ or develop new features that 
help unify and connect individual buildings and different areas. 
AS. Enhance, Embellish and Identify Areas. Enhance an area by reflecting the local 
character within the right-of-way. Embellish an area by integrating elements in new 
development that build on the area's character. Identify an area's special features or qualities 
by integrating them into new development. 
AS-1. Reinforce Special Areas. Enhance the qualities that make each area distinctive within 
the River District, using the following "Special Area Design Guidelines" (A5-1-1 -A5-1-5) . 
AS-1-1. Reinforce the Identity of the Pearl District Neighborhood. This guideline may be 
accomplished by: 
1) Recognizing the urban warehouse character of the Pearl District when altering existing 

buildings and when designing new ones. 
2) Recognizing the urban warehouse character of the Pearl District within the design of the 

site and open spaces. 
3) Designing buildings which provide a unified, monolithic tripartite composition 

(base/middle/top), with distinct cornice lines to acknowledge the historic building fabric. 
4) Adding buildings which diversify the architectural language and palette of materials. 
5) Celebrating and encouraging the concentration of art and art galleries and studios with 

design features that contribute to the Pearl District's "arts" ambiance. Consider features 



that provide connectivity and continuity such as awnings, street banners, special graphics, 
and streetscape color coordination, which link shops, galleries, entrances, display windows 
and buildings. Active ground level retail that opens onto and/ or uses the sidewalk can 
contribute to the attraction of the "arts" concentration. 

C4. Complement the Context of Existing Buildings. Complement the context of existing 
buildings by using and adding to the local design vocabulary. 
CS. Design for Coherency. Integrate the different building and design elements including, 
but not limited to, construction materials, roofs, entrances, as well as window, door, sign, and 
lighting systems, to achieve a coherent composition. 
ClO. Integrate Encroachments. Size and place encroachments in the public right-of-way to 
visually and physically enhance the pedestrian environment. Locate permitted skybridges 
toward the middle of the block, and where they will be physically unobtrusive. Design 
skybridges to be visually level and transparent. 

Findings for A4, AS, AS-1, AS-1-1, C4, CS, and ClO: 
Following are aspects of the proposal that meet these guidelines: 

• Activation: The proposed 12-story design holds the ¼-block form typical in the Pearl 
District. At the ground level, new fully glazed pedestrian entries on both NW 14th and 
NW Raleigh, and locating a fully glazed commercial space on the corner, the 
development will help activate the right-of-way and provide linkages to the surrounding 
area. New street trees and undergrounding of utilities on NW 14th will also clean up 
and improve the experience as one travels on NW 14th and NW Raleigh. 

• Design of ground floor. Referencing the existing brick-clad buildings in the North Pearl 
subarea, the base of the building at the street frontages is anchored mid-block with 
brick, with full height glazing wrapping the corner, linking the design to historic uses of 
brick in the neighborhood and at the same time providing a look into the active uses 
that wrap the corner. The glazed corner integrates retail space, a canopy, active lobby 
entrances, and lighting to connect to the emerging adjacent urban context and reinforce 
linkages throughout the district. 

• Design above ground floor: Similar to some of the newer proposed developments, the 
proposal integrates a metal building skin at the upper floors reflecting the industrial 
character of the neighborhood at the edges at the 405 freeway. Most of the windows 
stack vertically on the facades helping to express building structure that is found in 
urban warehouse neighborhoods. The top floor of the building is treated in a 
contemporary way (no cornice), consistent with metal clad warehouse building design 
styles. 

At the DAR's, the Commission noted overall concerns with the coherency in relation 
to the design of the corner, and in particular the rotated oriels. For a small floor plate (¼­
block) building located in a dense, urban environment, there were too many large moves 
and competing elements (rotating oriels, notches, shifts in the floor plates, crown, colors, 
and patterning within the color). In addition to the number of competing elements, the 
relationship between these different elements also needed greater clarity, stronger 
hierarchical relationships, and simplification. 

• To increase the coherency of the proposal, the following should be addressed: 

- Simplify the corner design, and remove or consolidate the oriels, and, 

- Express design intention with architecture (considered changes in massing) rather 
than with graphics (colors and patterning) . 

At the DAR's, the Commission also noted concerns with the contextual response, and 
that while the 405 overpasses features prominently at the moment, long term this building 
will not be the singular structure in relation to the freeway that is depicted in the 



renderings. Instead, this will be a ¼-block building closely surrounded by dense urban 
redevelopment, both within the block as well as the surrounding area. 

• To increase the contextual response of the proposal, the following should be addressed: 

- Simplify the comer /pattern and consolidate oriels to reinforce the local identity and 
complement the context of existing buildings, and, 

- The design should complement the context of existing and emerging urban buildings, 
rather than focus on relating to the freeway overpasses. 

After the DARs, no substantial changes were made to the design of the corner element 
(Exhibit G.3). 

At the Design Review hearing on September 22, 2016, because these concerns had not 
yet been addressed, additional design moves were needed to fully meet these design 
guidelines. At the three previous meetings, concerns were noted regarding the frenetic 
graphic energy of the proposal and the numerous large and competing moves: the 
checkerboard pattern, the strong red colors, the rotating oriels, and the divided massing of 
the building. However, the applicant was resistant to revise the scheme. 

Therefore, the following conditions of approval were added to better address both the 
contextual response and the coherency of the design (Refer to diagram below): 

Conditions of Approval C. 1-2. 

1. In order to provide some level of simplification of the proposal so it will better 
complement and enhance its emerging urban context, the "lower oriel" should be moved 
up from levels 5 and 6 to levels 8 and 9 to create a singular oriel. 

2 . In order to tie the entire building together better and to create a more coherent 
composition, the color of the upper and lower "comer wall" metal panels should match 
the adjacent checkerboard patterning of the "mid-block walls". 

Top Oriel 

Mid-block walls 

Upper corner wall 

Notches M id Oriel 

Lower corner wall 

From Exhibit App. 7 



With Conditions of Approval Cl and C2, these guidelines can be met. 

AS-3. Incorporate Water Features. Incorporate water features or water design themes that 
enhance the quality, character, and image of the River District. This guideline may be 
accomplished by: 
1) Using water features as a focal point for integrated open spaces. 
2) Taking cues from the river, bridges, and historic industrial character in the design of 

structures and/ or open space. 
3) Integrating stormwater management into the development. 

Findings: The proposal incorporates an eco-roof with landscape planting as part of the 
storm water management system and solar water heating systems, integrating stormwater 
management into the design. These rooftop installations will be visible from the elevated 
405 freeway which surrounds the site. 
This guideline is met. 

A7. Establish and Maintain a Sense of Urban Enclosure. Define public rights-of-way by 
creating and maintaining a sense of urban enclosure. 

Findings: The 12 story design holds the quarter-block form and street edges, the vertical 
notches of the building massing highlight the street corner which is reinforced by a corner 
canopy that also helps protect and define the pedestrian realm on the adjacent sidewalk. 
This guideline is met. 

AS. Contribute to a Vibrant Streetscape. Integrate building setbacks with adjacent 
sidewalks to increase the space for potential public use. Develop visual and physical 
connections into buildings' active interior spaces from adjacent sidewalks. Use architectural 
elements such as atriums, grand entries and large ground-level windows to reveal important 
interior spaces and activities. 
AS-1. Design Fences, Walls and Gateways to be Seen Over. Design fences, walls and 
gateways located between a building and the sidewalk to be seen over to allow for social 
interaction. This guideline may be accomplished by: 
1) Elevating building entries higher than the public sidewalk or path. 
2) Creating a low fence or wall to visually separate but not hide semi-private spaces. 
3) Using a low or stepped-down planting area or terraces to separate private development from 

a public sidewalk. 

Findings for AS & AS-1: The quarter-block corner site (with 200 linear feet of frontage) 
has been designed with about 114 linear feet of glazed active frontage which includes a 
corner commercial space, main entry lobby, bike lobby, and offices that will enhance the 
streetscape experience. Continuous storefront glazing provided at the corner massing along 
with the canopy overhead will give the appearance that the corner massing above is 
floating. These guidelines are met. 

Bl. Reinforce and Enhance the Pedestrian System. Maintain a convenient access route for 
pedestrian travel where a public right-of-way exists or has existed. Develop and define the 
different zones of a sidewalk: building frontage zone, street furniture zone, movement zone, and 
the curb. Develop pedestrian access routes to supplement the public right-of-way system 
through superblocks or other large blocks. 
Bl-1. Provide Human Scale to Buildings along Walkways. Provide human scale and interest 
to buildings along sidewalks and walkways. This guideline may be accomplished by: 
1) Providing street furniture outside of ground floor retail, such as tables and chairs, signage 

and lighting, as well as large windows and balconies to encourage social interaction. 
2) Providing stoops, windows, and balconies within the ground floors of residential buildings. 



Findings for Bl & Bl-1: A canopy wraps the street corner, identifying and protecting the 
commercial space, the main lobby and the bike lobby entries, and tying into the vertical 
'notches' in the massing above. Sconce lighting at the West lobby entry will be mounted on 
the adjacent brick pier and overhead lighting will be mounted below the soffits at the 
building entrances. 

Although signage is indicated on the drawings, details have not been provided therefore 
findings cannot be made. Non-exempt signage will be subject to further review. 
These guidelines are met. 

B2. Protect the Pedestrian. Protect the pedestrian environment from vehicular movement. 
Develop integrated identification, sign, and sidewalk-oriented night-lighting systems that offer 
safety, interest, and diversity to the pedestrian. Incorporate building equipment, mechanical 
exhaust routing systems, and/ or service areas in a manner that does not detract from the 
pedestrian environment. 
B4. Provide Stopping and Viewing Places. Provide safe, comfortable places where people can 
stop, view, socialize and rest. Ensure that these places do not conflict with other sidewalk uses. 
B6. Develop Weather Protection. Develop integrated weather protection systems at the 
sidewalk-level of buildings to mitigate the effects of rain, wind, glare, shadow, reflection, and 
sunlight on the pedestrian environment. 
C6. Develop Transitions between Buildings and Public Spaces. Develop transitions between 
private development and public open space. Use site design features such as movement zones, 
landscape elements, gathering places, and seating opportunities to develop transition areas 
where private development directly abuts a dedicated public open space. 

Findings: The 114 linear feet active storefront areas along the frontage will provide active 
frontages and improve the safety of the streetscape. The majority of windows at the 2nd and 
3rd floors are either living room or bedroom windows, providing many "eyes on the street" 
that will also enhance safety in the area. Exterior pedestrian level lighting is provided at 
building entrances. 

At the DAR's, the Commission acknowledged the challenge of providing large covered 
pedestrian areas for this particular program. It was suggested coverage focused on the 
visible spaces in front of the glazed walls at the main entry, commercial space and bike 
lobby, and that recesses at the entries would offer greater protection at least for those 
entering and exiting the building, and will also help to provide transition between public 
and private areas. 

The proposed canopy wraps the street corner, identifying and protecting the commercial 
space and main lobby and bike lobby entries, and tying into the vertical 'notches' in the 
massing above. In addition to the canopy, the main lobby entry on NW 14th is setback three 
feet from the property line, and provides a small protected area for people to stop, view, 
socialize or rest. 

However, the other building entries are not recessed, and because the canopy angles back 
along NW Raleigh, minimal coverage is provided over the bike lobby entry. With a Condition 
of Approval that the bike lobby entrance is to be fully accessible, recessed so that the out­
swinging door does not encroach into the Right-of-Way, and to be the width of 2 full glazing 
modules, protection will be afforded for those entering the bike lobby. 
With this Condition of Approval, these guidelines can be met. 

B3. Bridge Pedestrian Obstacles. Bridge across barriers and obstacles to pedestrian 
movement by connecting the pedestrian system with innovative, well-marked crossings and 
consistent sidewalk designs. 



Findings: The proposal has only one curb cut which is located on NW Raleigh and services 
both the auto and loading entry. This limits interruptions of the sidewalk, thereby 
minimizing obstacles to pedestrian movement. 
This guideline is met. 

BS. Make Plazas, Parks and Open Space Successful. Orient building elements such as main 
entries, lobbies, windows, and balconies to face public parks, plazas, and open spaces. Where 
provided, integrate water features and/or public art to enhance the public open space. Develop 
locally oriented pocket parks that incorporate amenities for nearby patrons. 
Cl. Enhance View Opportunities. Orient windows, entrances, balconies and other building 
elements to surrounding points of interest and activity. Size and place new buildings to protect 
existing views and view corridors. Develop building fa<;ades that create visual connections to 
adjacent public spaces. 
Cl-1. Increase River View Opportunities. Increase river view opportunities to emphasize the 
River District ambiance. This guideline may be accomplished by: 
1) Designing and locating development projects to visually link their views to the river. 
2) Providing public stopping and viewing places which take advantage of views of River 

District activities and features. 
3) Designing and orienting open space and landscape areas to emphasize views of the river. 

Findings for Cl & Cl-1: The ground floor has about 114 linear feet of storefront facing the 
street that will enhance view opportunities for pedestrians. The corner of the building is 
fully glazed and will activate the corner with a retail space within. The main residential 
entry to the building is designed to be prominent and inviting. 

The applicant considered residential balconies but deemed them inappropriate for this 
building which will contain small children, however the development will have a shared 
communal rooftop terrace located at the SE corner of the 12th floor which will provide 
residents with views of the Fields Park and Willamette River, and this deck is protected with 
a seven foot, glazed guardrail wall. The units with the rotated bays at the street corner will 
have enhanced views down NW Raleigh toward Fields Park, and down NW 14th toward 
downtown. 
These guidelines are met. 

B7. Integrate Barrier-Free Design. Integrate access systems for all people with the building's 
overall design concept. 

Findings: Because the development is affordable housing, funded with local, state and 
federal funds, it will meet or exceed accessible standards well beyond what is normally 
required of privately funded residential buildings. All entries and common areas will be 
designed to provide accessible features that meet federal standards. 5 units will be fully 
accessible, and another 2 units will be designed for hearing and visually impaired 
residents. 
This guideline is met. 

C2. Promote Quality and Permanence in Development. Use design principles and building 
materials that promote quality and permanence. 

Findings: At the ground level, brick veneer cladding and aluminum storefront glazing 
provide a high-quality cladding material suitable for the ground level. Proposed setbacks 
from the face of the brick cladding are over 8.5" for storefronts and 3.5" for the louvers, 
which will add articulation and depth to the fa<;ade . 

Above the ground level, proposed cladding is 22 gauge, 12" profiled metal paneling with a 
full turned edge and a concealed fastener . At anomaly conditions that do not match the 12" 



setting out, custom formed panels will be used that will match the profiles of the 12" panels 
and also have a full turned edge and the standard concealed fastener . 

Sheet metal trims are proposed throughout the design to differentiate building elements. 
These occur at the windows, panel junctions, outside and inside corners, soffits, roofs of 
the oriels, and faces and roofs of the canopy. No gauge has been specified for these items. 
With a Condition of Approval that all visible metal trim elements are a minimum of 22 
gauge. these important details will be of quality and maintain their inherent shapes. 
With this Condition of Approval, this guideline can be met. 

C3. Respect Architectural Integrity. Respect the original character of an existing building 
when modifying its exterior. Develop vertical and horizontal additions that are compatible with 
the existing building, to enhance the overall proposal's architectural integrity. 
C3- l. Integrate Parking. Design parking garage exteriors to visually integrate with their 
surroundings. This guideline may be accomplished by: 
1) Designing street facing parking garages to not express the sloping floors of the interior 

parking. 
2) Designing the sidewalk level of parking structures to accommodate active uses, display 

windows, public art or other features which enhance the structure's relationship to 
pedestrians. 

Findings for C3 & C3-1: On-site parking will be contained within the building and 
accessed by a single curb cut and garage door on NW Raleigh to minimize its effect on the 
design and the public way. Exterior walls of the parking area are solid and brick clad and 
the garage doors are a minimum 50% perforation to minimize any views into the parking 
area from the adjacent the public frontage. The applicant has obtained a Design Exception 
to allow the parking garage door to be brought close to the property line (Exhibit A.6) . 
These guidelines are met. 

C7. Design Corners that Build Active Intersections. Use design elements including, but not 
limited to, varying building heights, changes in fac;ade plane, large windows, awnings, 
canopies, marquees, signs and pedestrian entrances to highlight building corners. Locate 
flexible sidewalk-level retail opportunities at building corners. Locate stairs, elevators, and 
other upper floor building access points toward the middle of the block. 

Findings: The proposed 12-story, ¼ -block massing is broken down by vertical notches in 
the building on NW 14th Street and on NW Raleigh Street, which creates three vertical 
building elements (one facing west, one facing south, and one at the street corner), 
creating a unique street corner. In addition, the 12th floor roofline of the corner is 
expressed with a taller parapet and angled slope to create a contemporary roofline that 
maintains its industrial character. At the ground floor, a glazed continuous corner 
storefront and canopy above will highlight the corner. The fully glazed corner retail space 
and active lobby entrances will reinforce the corner, connect to the emerging adjacent 
urban context, and create linkages through the district. 
This guideline is met. 

CS. Differentiate the Sidewalk-Level of Buildings. Differentiate the sidewalk-level of the 
building from the middle and top by using elements including, but not limited to , different 
exterior materials, awnings, signs, and large windows. 

Findings: The ground floor cladding is expressed in brick and full-height storefront 
glazing, differentiating it from the metal clad upper floors which have punched openings. 
The ground floor also has canopies, entrances, and lighting as discussed above which will 
reinforce the differentiation of the ground floor. 



At the important junction of the ground floor brick and the building above, a flush detail is 
proposed (Detail I/Exhibit C.20). However, a stronger transition is needed here. With a 
Condition of Approval that the brick pilasters are setback from the metal above or a 
transitional trim element is introduced, the base can be more clearly differentiated. 
With this Condition of Approval, this guideline can be met. 

C9. Develop Flexible Sidewalk-Level Spaces. Develop flexible spaces at the sidewalk-level of 
buildings to accommodate a variety of active uses. 
C9-1. Reduce the Impact of Residential Unit Garages on Pedestrians. Reduce the impact 
on pedestrians from cars entering and exiting residential unit garages by locating garage access 
on alleys, and active spaces on ground floors that abut streets. This guideline may be 
accomplished by: 
1) Locating residential unit garage access on alleys. 
2) Locating garage access on less trafficked streets. 

Findings for C9 & C9-1: Active street frontages are provided by a commercial retail space 
on the street comer, the main residential lobby on NW 14th , and the bike lobby on NW 
Raleigh. These fully glazed spaces have been located and designed to activate the 
streetscape. A singular combined auto and loading garage entry is located at the SE comer 
of the site directly opposite the existing garage entry to the Ramona Apartments. The one 
curb cut needed to serve both these functions will reduce their impact on the pedestrians 
on the sidewalk. 
These guidelines are met. 

Cl 1. Integrate Roofs and Use Rooftops. Integrate roof function, shape, surface materials, 
and colors with the building's overall design concept. Size and place rooftop mechanical 
equipment, penthouses, other components, and related screening elements to enhance views of 
the Central City's skyline, as well as views from other buildings or vantage points. Develop 
rooftop terraces, gardens, and associated landscaped areas to be effective stormwater 
management tools. 

Findings: As part of the storm water management system, the proposal incorporates an 
eco-roof with landscape planting and solar water heating system panels. The panels will 
help obscure the roof top mechanical equipment. 
This guideline is met. 

C12. Integrate Exterior Lighting. Integrate exterior lighting and its staging or structural 
components with the building's overall design concept. Use exterior lighting to highlight the 
building's architecture, being sensitive to its impacts on the skyline at night. 

Findings: Pedestrian level lighting is proposed to light ground floor entrances (Exhibits 
C.29, C.30). At the three pedestrian entry locations, linear LED fixture "Type A" will be 
mounted to the underside of the canopy, with recessed junction boxes. The main 
residential lobby entrance will have additional lighting via a sconce fitting mounted on the 
adjacent brick pier. At the service entries, shallow can LED fixture "Type C" will be 
mounted to the underside of the canopy with recessed junction boxes. 

A lit sign is also indicated on the drawings, fixture "Type F", but details have not been 
provided therefore findings cannot be made. Applicant has indicated that these signs will 
occur at the two entries, and are anticipated to be less than 30 square feet each. If signage 
is below the Design Review threshold, it will be exempt from review. Non-exempt signage 
will be subject to further review. 

High level lighting is proposed to illuminate the two notches, refer to fixture "Type E" 
(Exhibit C.30). Locations and lighting quality of these are not yet indicated on the drawings, 



but the fittings specified may not create the effect indicated in the night rendering, and the 
location and style of these fittings is not well integrated with the design of the building. 
With a condition of approval that the notch lighting is integrated into the architecture, this 
lighting will contribute to the building's overall concept. 
With this Condition of Approval, this guideline can be met. 

C13. Integrate Signs. Integrate signs and their associated structural components with the 
building's overall design concept. Size, place, design, and light signs to not dominate the 
skyline. Signs should have only a minimal presence in the Portland skyline. 

Findings: Signage has been indicated on the drawings although no details have been 
provided, therefore findings cannot be made. Applicant has indicated that signage will 
occur at the two entries and the signs are anticipated to be less than 30 square feet each, 
which is below the Design Review threshold and therefore would be exempt from review. 
Non-exempt signage will be subject to further review. 
This guideline therefore does not apply. 

(2) MODIFICATION REQUESTS (33.825) 

33.825.040 Modifications That Will Better Meet Design Review Requirements: 
The review body may consider modification of site-related development standards, including 
the sign standards of Chapters 32.32 and 32.34 of the Sign Code, as part of the design review 
process. These modifications are done as part of design review and are not required to go 
through the adjustment process. Adjustments to use-related development standards (such as 
floor area ratios, intensity of use, size of the use, number of units, or concentration of uses) are 
required to go through the adjustment process. Modifications that are denied through design 
review may be requested as an adjustment through the adjustment process. The review body 
will approve requested modifications if it finds that the applicant has shown that the following 
approval criteria are met: 

A. Better meets design guidelines. The resulting development will better meet the 
applicable design guidelines; and 

B. Purpose of the standard. On balance, the proposal will be consistent with the purpose of 
the standard for which a modification is requested. 

The following modifications are requested: 

1. Modification of 33.510.205.H, Height. Additional building height proposed above the 
base allowance. 

Purpose: The maximum building heights are intended to accomplish several purposes of 
the Central City Plan. These include protecting views, creating a step-down of building 
heights to the Willamette River, limiting shadows on public open spaces, ensuring building 
height compatibility and step downs to historical districts, and limiting shadows from new 
development on residential neighborhoods in and at the edges of the Central City. 

33.510.205. H. North Pearl Subarea height opportunity area. In the North Pearl Subarea, 
additional building height may be appropriate to support the goals of the North Pearl Plan. 
The regulations of this subsection: 
• Promote the use of development bonus and transfer provisions to create and support a 

range of community amenities to serve the diversity of residents and employees in the 
Central City; 

• Create a skyline and urban form that is visually permeable by providing visual access to 
locations within and beyond the subarea; 



• 

• 

• 

• 

Encourage the development of taller buildings that may accommodate a range and 
diversity of land uses; 
Result in a dynamic and varied skyline and urban form that contributes to the health, 
vibrancy, and livability of urban living; 
Shape building massings that allow light and air to penetrate to the street level, 
enhance pedestrian scale, and create a pleasant, versatile, and active public realm; and 
Provide flexibility to allow a range of uses and building types to be developed in a 
manner that fulfills the design objectives of this purpose statement. 

Findings: Base allowable height on the site is 100' with additional height available through 
a modification through Design Review. Proposed building height is 129'-8" to the highest 
parapet point. An additional height of 29'-8" is requested. 

A. Better meets design guidelines. The resulting development will better meet the 
applicable design guidelines. The buildings height and massing will create view 
opportunities and visual connections throughout. The 12th floor terrace and upper floor 
dwelling units benefit from additional height for views toward the River, The Fields 
Park, and Mt Hood, and downtown for the greatest number of residents. This 
additional height will allow for stronger visual connection to the river for residents and 
visitors from the residential units as well as from the 12th floor terrace, helping to 
contributes to better meeting Guidelines Al (Integrate the River) and Cl , Cl-1 (Enhance 
View Opportunities, Increase River View Opportunities). 

With Conditions of Approval Cl-C4 stated in findings above intended to increase the 
contextual response and coherency of the proposal, this modification will help better 
meet the following Central City Fundamental Design Guidelines: C4 (Complement the 
Context of Existing Buildings) and CS (Design for Coherency) as follows: 
1. C4 Complement the Context of Existing Buildings. The existing context surrounding 

the site is made up of one and two story older buildings, and more recent and 
proposed 6 plus story buildings, and the 405 freeway ramp to the NW. See Appendix 
- APP.2. 

2. CS Design for Coherency. The height of the building is responding to the request for 
increased density by the Portland Housing Bureau. With this goal, the proposed 
building's overall massing, proportion, relation to context and views was designed as 
a whole. Different materials with a common color palette define the ground floor 
public realm from the private dwellings above. The common material of the metal 
panels ties varying building masses together. The requested height is an integral 
part of the composition. Therefore, with the Conditions of Approval noted in the 
findings above, this criterion is met. 

B. Purpose of the standard. On balance, the proposal will be consistent with the purpose 
of the standard for which a modification is requested. The site is in the North Pearl 
Subarea Height Opportunity Area and the additional height is consistent with the 
stated purpose of this area, specifically: 
1. The proposal promotes the use of development bonus and transfer provisions to create 

and support a range of community amenities to serve the diversity of residents and 
employees in the central city: The proposed additional height is earned through 
Bonus Area (middle-income housing bonus) and Historic Resource Transfer. 
Additional height, and the resulting dwelling units, will serve a crucial need for low 
income and homeless families. 

2. The proposal encourages development of taller buildings that may accommodate a 
. range and diversity of land uses: The taller building allows for a greater density of 
affordable, family housing, bringing continued diversity to the Pearl District. 

3 . The proposal result in a dynamic and varied skyline and urban form that that 
contributes the health, vibrancy, and livability of urban living: The added height is 



appropriate at this location, where the neighborhood transitions from primarily 6 
story, and lower, buildings to the height and mass of the adjacent 405 freeway . A 
taller building will vary the built skyline, rather than having it dominated solely by 
the freeway, adding vibrancy to the neighborhood. Therefore this criterion is met. 

With the Conditions of Approval noted in the findings above, this Modification merits 
approval. 

2. Modification of 33.266.130.F.2, Parking Space Dimension. For some parking spaces 
narrowed by structural constraints. 

Purpose: The development standards promote vehicle areas which are safe and attractive 
for motorists and pedestrians. Vehicle area locations are restricted in some zones to 
promote the desired character of those zones. Together with the transit street building 
setback standards in the base zone chapters, the vehicle area restrictions for sites on 
transit streets and in Pedestrian Districts: 
• 
• 
• 

Provide a pedestrian access that is protected from auto traffic; and 
Create an environment that is inviting to pedestrians and transit users . 
The parking area layout standards are intended to promote safe circulation within the 
parking area, provide for the effective management of stormwater runoff from vehicle 
areas, and provide for convenient entry and exit of vehicles. 

Findings: The modification to reduce the width of 4 of the 15 garage parking spaces from 
8'-6" to 8'-0" due to structural constraints is in keeping with other parking garages of this 
type. The remaining parking spaces will be a minimum of 8'-6" wide. The drive aisles and 
other maneuvering spaces as well as bike parking, stairways, ADA parking spaces, and 
pedestrian walkways will comply with code requirements so that vehicles can enter and exit 
as well as pass each other within the parking garage in a safe manner. 

A. Better meets design guidelines. The resulting development will better meet the 
applicable design guidelines. The proposed range of parking space sizes is an 
increasingly common feature of parking garages around the city and allows for more 
spaces to be provided within the development. This in tum incrementally relieves 
parking burden that would have to be accommodated by on-street parking which can 
in-tum meet project parking demand on site and not within the public ROW. In 
addition, because spaces will be assigned, larger vehicles can be assigned larger spaces 
to fit safely in the garage. This modification contributes to better meeting the following 
Central City Fundamental Design Guideline: Cl-1 (Integrate Parking) in that it provides 
well-integrated parking in the development while allowing more of the ground level to be 
used as active uses along NW Raleigh, further enhancing the proposal's relationship 
with pedestrians. Therefore this criterion is met. 

B. Purpose of the standard. On balance, the proposal will be consistent with the purpose 
of the standard for which a modification is requested. The parking area layout standards 
are intended to promote safe circulation within the parking area and provide for 
convenient entry and exit of vehicles. The area in front of the proposed smaller spaces 
exceeds the 20'-0" minimum, and is at least 24' deep, allowing additional 
maneuverability into the tighter spaces. The parking spaces will be for the use of the 
tenants and can be assigned based on individual size requirements . This reduced width 
will accommodate a regular sized vehicle; however, it may require additional 
maneuvering. Building management could also limit these spaces to compact vehicles, 
if desired. Therefore this criterion is met. 

Therefore this Modification merits approval. 



3. Modification of 33.266.220.C.3.b. Standards for all bicycle parking. 

Purpose: Bicycle parking is required for most use categories to encourage the use of 
bicycles by providing safe and convenient places to park bicycles. These regulations ensure 
adequate short and long-term bicycle parking based on the demand generated by the 
different use categories and on the level of security necessary to encourage the use of 
bicycles for short and long stays. 

Findings: The standard requires a space 2 feet by 6 feet be provided for each required 
bicycle parking space, so that a bicycle six feet long can be securely held with its frame 
supported so that the bicycle cannot be pushed or fall in a manner that will damage the 
wheels or components. The project proposes a total of 155 long-term spaces (142 required) . 
Of this total, 69 spaces will be vertically stacked and staggered at 18" on center within 2 
bike rooms on levels 1 and 2. An additional 81 wall-mounted spaces are proposed within 
individual units. 

A. Better meets design guidelines. The resulting development will better meet the 
applicable design guidelines. Accommodating these bicycle parking spaces in horizontal 
racks would consume considerable floor area. Relying upon a vertical/ stacked bike rack 
is a more efficient use of space, and is similar to bike parking systems recently 
approved in numerous Design Reviews throughout Central City. The proposed 
functional and space efficient system eases floor plan demands and results in 
additional opportunities for active uses at the street,. such as lobby space and retail 
tenant spaces which contributes to the project better meeting the following Central City 
Fundamental Design Guidelines: AB Contribute to a Vibrant Streetscape and Bl 
Reinforce and Enhance the Pedestrian System. Therefore this criterion is met. 

B. Purpose of the standard. On balance, the proposal will be consistent with the purpose 
of the standard for which a modification is requested. The primary purpose of the 
standard is to ensure that required bicycle parking is designed so that bicycles may be 
securely locked without undue inconvenience and damage. The proposed bike rack 
system is engineered to stack bikes vertically to allow the handle bars to overlap. This 
allows the proposed racks, within an 18" space, to provide the same level of service that 
would be provided by a standard 24" on center spacing. The staggered clearance 

· between adjacent bikes and allowance for sliding hangers ease the hanging and locking 
of a bike. A 5' minimum aisle is still provided behind each bicycle rack. The rack system 
will be located within a secure bike storage room within the bike room s or individual 
units. For these reasons, the bicycle parking system is safe and secure, located in a 
convenient area, and designed to avoid any intentional or accidental damage to bicycles; 
as such, the proposal is consistent with the purpose statement of the bicycle parking 
standards. The overall solution is consistent with the purpose of the bicycle parking 
standard. Therefore this criterion is met. 

This Modification therefore merits approval. 

4. Modification of 33.266.310.D. Loading Standards 

Purpose: A minimum number of loading spaces are required to ensure adequate areas for 
loading for larger uses and developments. These regulations ensure that the appearance of 
loading areas will be consistent with that of parking areas. The regulations ensure that 
access to and from loading facilities will not have a negative effect on the traffic safety or 
other transportation functions of the abutting right-of-way. 

Findings: The modification to reduce the length of the loading space from 18' long x 9' wide 
x 10' high (required) , to 16' long x 9' wide x 10' high (proposed) . This modification will allow 



the loading proposal to be located on the interior of the block, and share access with the 
car parking. 

A. Better meets design guidelines. The resulting development will better meet the 
applicable design guidelines. Most of the loading requirements for this proposal will be 
related to the move-in and move-out activities of residents and intermittent deliveries to 
the retail establishment. The proposed loading area will supply a space for delivery vans 
and smaller moving trucks that are expected to serve the building tenants. Similarly the 
small retail space will have minimal loading needs that can be met by either the onsite 
space or a space on the street. The retail space is less than 7,500 square feet and if it 
was a stand-alone use, a loading space would not be required. This shared access 
contributes to the project better meeting the following Central City Fundamental Design 
Guidelines: A 7 Establish and Maintain a Sense of Urban Enclosure, AB Contribute to a 
Vibrant Streetscape, and Bl Reinforce and Enhance the Pedestrian System by creating a 
comfortable urban living environment for residents while respecting and enhancing the 
surrounding neighborhood through a mix of uses and active sidewalks. Therefore this 
criterion is met. 

B. Purpose of the standard. On balance, the proposal will be consistent with the purpose 
of the standard for which a modification is requested. The Office of Transportation 
[Exhibit E.5] supports this modification request and offered the following comment: 
"PBOT does support a modification to allow a standard passenger vehicle sized loading 
space within the garage." On balance, the proposal will be consistent with the purpose 
of the standard for which a modification is requested. The applicant is proposing a 
loading area that is smaller than that which is required by Code, but one that is 
adequate to serve the needs of the building tenants, as stated above. The minimal 
impacts of smaller loading vehicles support the idea that the resulting development will 
not interfere with circulation around the site. Therefore this criterion is met. 

This Modification meets the approval criteria and therefore merits approval. 

(3) DESIGN EXCEPTION REQUEST (OSSC/32/#1) 

Windows that project into the public right-of-way are allowed a maximum width of 12'. When 
approved through design review, the width may vary. The proposal includes a 29'-11 ½" wide 
window on NW 14th Ave and 31'-4" wide window on NW Raleigh projecting into public rights-of­
way at the east and south ends of the building. 

A. Projection. Maximum projection of 4 feet into the right-of-way including trim, eaves and 
ornament. 

Findings: The maximum projection is 3'- 1.5". This Criterion is met. 

B. Clearance. Clearance above grade as defined in Chapter 32, Section 3202.3.2 of the current 
Oregon Structural Specialty Code. (The 2004 edition of the Oregon Structural Specialty Code 
states that no projection is allowed for clearances less than 8 feet above grade. For clearances 
above grade greater than 8 feet, 1 inch of projection is allowed for each additional inch of 
clearance, provided that no such projection shall exceed a distance of 4 feet.) 

Findings: Minimum clearances above grade are well above 12' (41 '-9") and the maximum 
projection is 3'-1.5", along NW 14th. This Criterion is met. 

C. Area. Maximum wall area of all windows which project into public right-of-way on a wall is 
40% of the wall 's area. 



Findings: Projecting wall areas are well under 40% (14% on NW 14th Avenue and 14% on 
NW Raleigh St.). This Criterion is met. 

D. Wall Length. Maximum width of any single window which projects into public right-of-way 
is 50% of its building wall length. 

Findings: Projecting wall lengths are well under 50% (30% on NW 14th Avenue and 30% on 
NW Raleigh St.) . This Criterion is met. 

E. Window Area. Minimum of 30% window area at the face of the projecting window element. 
Projections greater than 2 feet 6 inches must have windows at all sides. Required side windows 
must be a minimum of 10% of side walls. 

Findings: 
Window Area: 
The front-facing window area of the projecting oriel windows is 30% on both NW 14th Ave 
and NW Raleigh, thereby meeting the minimum requirement for transparency. 

Side Windows: 
The projection on NW Raleigh is l '-9" which is below the 2'-6" trigger for side windows 
requirement. However, the projection on NW 14th Avenue is 3'- 1 ½", which does trigger the 
requirement for minimum of 10% side windows. This Criterion is not met but is approvable 
with (1) compliance with standards C and D, and (2) a favorable recommendation through 
Design Review. Standards C and Dare met. 

With regard to Design Review consideration, side windows are typical of bays and 
traditional "oriel" windows, however, the turned corner oriels being proposed are not bays 
in the traditional sense. Instead, they are more akin to a corner bay or turret. Given the 
twisted form , there is only one real "side" at the slot on NW 14th. Windows at this location 
are not desired from an exterior composition, interior program, or energy conservation 
standpoint and would not contribute to the traditional three sided bay feel that the base 
standards are written for. 

Approval of this requested exception is granted. 

F. Width. Maximum width of 12 feet for each projecting window element. When approved 
through Design Review, the width may vary provided the area of all windows on a wall which 
project into public right of way does not exceed 40% of the wall's area and the width of any 
single projecting window element does not exceed 50% of its building wall's length. 

Findings: 
• The proposed oriel projection NW 14th Ave is 29 '-11 ½" wide (12' allowed), 14% of the 

wall's area (40% allowed), and 30% of the building wall's length (50% allowed). 
• The proposed projection on NW Raleigh 31 '-4" wide (12' allowed) , 14% of the wall's area 

(40% allowed) , and 30% of the building wall's length (50% allowed) . 

Both of these oriels comply with the maximum percentages of length and areas allowed, 
however both of these oriels also greatly exceed the maximum 12' width allowed, by 2.5 
times or more. This Criterion is not met but is approvable with (1) compliance with 
standards C and D, and (2) a favorable recommendation through Design Review. 
Standards C and D are met. With regard to Design Review consideration, the oriel 
projections are triangular in shape and taper back to inside the property lines, which will 
help reduce the visual impact of the longer projections. Additionally, the bottom of each bay 
is high above the sidewalks, 41 '-9" above grade, so they will not feel heavy overhead or 
encroach into the pedestrian realm. 



The applicant states that the projecting oriel length exceeds the 12' foot standard as a 
result of the rotated massing, and the desired scale of the rotated element. The longer oriels 
do allow for a larger, simpler form. Additionally, along with the corner massing created by 
the notches, they highlight and activate the corner of the site and the building entries. 
Together with the retail space, the rotated massing and color emphasis will further 
highlight the building corner and street intersection and provide an identity to the building 
for residents as well as retail tenants and patrons. The increased length of the proposed 
bays allows the corner to be a more integral part of the building massing. 

At the DAR's, the Commission advised that support for this Exception would require 
mitigation, and suggested studying additional transparency beyond the required minimum 
30%. 

At the September 22, 2016 Design Commission hearing, the Commission supported the 
oriel design with the 30% minimum glazing required. Since the design incorporates so 
many competing elements, further differentiation of the oriels was not desired, and would 
not help the proposal better meet the design guidelines relating to contextual response and 
coherency. 

This criterion is met. 

G. Separation. Minimum separation of 12 feet measured from other projecting window 
elements on the same elevation or plane of wall. When approved through Design Review, 
required separation may vary provided the area of all projecting window elements on a wall 
does not exceed 40% of the wall's area and the width of any single projecting window element 
over the right-of-way does not exceed 50% of its building wall's length. 

Findings: There are no other projections on the NW 14th Ave and NW Raleigh St elevations. 
This criterion does not apply. 

This Exception meets the approval criteria and therefore merits approval. 

CONCLUSIONS 

The design review process exists to promote the conservation, enhancement, and continued 
vitality of areas of the City with special scenic, architectural, or cultural value. The Commission 
appreciates the team's efforts to respond to comments and work collaboratively together. The 
proposed active and cohesive ground floor will create a strong base for the building above, and 
provide strong connections its emerging urban context. The proposal will create much needed 
affordable housing and generous amenities for its future occupants. With the conditions of 
approval noted below, the proposal will meet the applicable design guidelines and modification 
criteria, and therefore warrants approval. 

DESIGN COMMISSION DECISION 

It is the decision of the Design Commission to approve Design Review for a new ¼-block, 12-
story, residential building in the North Pearl Subarea of the River District Subdistrict of the 
Central City Plan District including the following key program components: 105,242 gross SF 
total; 661 square feet of ground floor retail; 93 affordable apartments; 15 at-grade parking 
stalls; 155 long-term bike parking spaces (142 required) in two bike rooms (levels 1 and 2); 
and, 0 short-term spaces (12 required, code requirement met via paying into bike parking 
fund .) 

Approval of the following Modification requests: 



1. 33.510.205.H Height - To allow an additional 29 '-8" height over the 100' base height, for a 
total height of 129'-8"; 

2. 33.266.130.F. {Table 266-4} Parking Space Size - To allow 4 out of the 15 proposed parking 
spaces to be 8' wide, instead of the required 8'-6" wide (no parking spaces are required) ; 

3. 33.266. 130.F. Long-term Bike Parking - To allow wall mounted bike racks to be mounted 
18" with a 6" stagger, instead of the required 2 '-0" on-center spacing (PZC Section 
33.266.220); 

4. 33.266.310.D.b. Loading Size -To allow a reduced size loading space length of 16' long x 9' 
wide x 10' high, instead of the required 18' long x 9 ' wide x 10' high. 

Approval of the following Exception request: 

1. Exception. OSCC 3202.3.2. / IBC/32#1. Window Projections into a Right-of-Way - To not 
require side windows on oriel windows over 2'-6" deep, and to allow oriels that are 29'-11" 
wide on NW 14th and 30'-10" wide on NW Raleigh, instead of the maximum 12' wide 
allowed. 

Approvals per Exhibits C. l-C.41 , signed, stamped, and dated October 4, 2016, subject to the 
following Conditions of Approval: 

A. As part of the building permit application submittal, the following development-related 
conditions (A through I) must be noted on each of the 4 required site plans or included as a 
sheet in the numbered set of plans. The sheet on which this information appears must be 
labeled "ZONING COMPLIANCE PAGE - Case File LU 16- 197257 DZM. " All requirements 
must be graphically represented on the site plan, landscape, or other required plan and 
must be labeled "REQUIRED." 

B. Conditions B.1-4 related to the security gate: 
1. The security gate must fully open/close in 13 seconds or less. 
2 . The parking spaces must be reserved for residential use only. 
3 . A remote control device with a SO-foot minimum detection radius must be issued to all 

residents who are allowed access to the parking spaces. 
4. The security gate details and specifications must be added to the door schedule sheet of 

the building permit plan set. 

C. Conditions C. 1-2 relate to the corner building element: 
1. Move the "lower oriel" up from levels 5 and 6 to levels 8 and 9 to create a singular oriel. 
2 . Change the color of the upper and lower "corner wall" metal panels to match the 

checkerboard patterning of the "mid-block walls". 

D. The bike lobby entrance to be recessed in depth so that the out-swinging door does not 
encroach into the Right-of-Way, to be two (2) full glazing modules wide, and to be fully 
accessible. 

E. All visible metal trim elements to be a minimum of 22 gauge . 

F. The brick pilasters are to be setback from the metal above, or a transitional trim element is 
introduced to create a stronger demarcation of the base. 

G. The lighting of the notches is to be shrouded. 

H. Prior to the issuance of any building permit the applicant must demonstrate through the 
required covenants how FAR is achieved in accordance with the Portland Zoning Code. 

I. No field changes allowed . 



By:_7)-1-__ ~---
David Wark, Design Commission Chair 

Application Filed: June 30, 2016 
Decision Filed: September 23, 2016 

Decision Rendered: September 22, 2016 
Decision Mailed: October 7, 2016 

About this Decision. This land use decision is not a permit for development. Permits may 
be required prior to any work. Contact the Development Services Center at 503-823-7310 for 
information about permits. 

Procedural Information. The application for this land use review was submitted on June 30, 
2016, and was determined to be complete on August 5, 2016. 

Zoning Code Section 33. 700. 080 states that Land Use Review applications are reviewed under 
the regulations in effect at the time the application was submitted, provided that the 
application is complete at the time of submittal, or complete within 180 days. Therefore this 
application was reviewed against the Zoning Code in effect on June 30, 2016. 

ORS 227.178 states the City must issue a final decision on Land Use Review applications 
within 120-days of the application being deemed complete. The 120-day review period may be 
waived or extended at the request of the applicant. In this case, the applicant did not waive or 
extend the 120-day review period. The 120 days expire on December 3, 2016: 

Some of the information contained in this report was provided by the applicant. 
As required by Section 33.800.060 of the Portland Zoning Code, the burden of proof is on the 
applicant to show that the approval criteria are met. This report is the final decision of the 
Design Commission with input from other City and public agencies. 

Conditions of Approval. This approval may be subject to a number of specific conditions, 
listed above. Compliance with the applicable conditions of approval must be documented in 
all related permit applications. Plans and drawings submitted during the permitting process 
must illustrate how applicable conditions of approval are met. Any project elements that are 
specifically required by conditions of approval must be shown on the plans, and labeled as 
such. 

These conditions of approval run with the land, unless modified by future land use reviews. 
As used in the conditions, the term "applicant" includes the applicant for this land use review, 
any person undertaking development pursuant to this land use review, the proprietor of the 
use or development approved by this land use review, and the current owner and future 
owners of the property subject to this land use review. 

Appeal of this decision. This decision is final unless appealed to City Council, who will hold a 
public hearing. Appeals must be filed by 4:30 pm on October 21, 2016 at 1900 SW Fourth 
Ave. Appeals can be filed at the 5th floor reception desk of 1900 SW 4th Avenue Monday 
through Friday between 8:00 am and 4:30 pm. Information and assistance in filing an appeal 
is available from the Bureau of Development Services in the Development Services Center or 
the staff planner on this case. You may review the file on this case by appointment at, 1900 
SW Fourth Avenue, Suite 5000, Portland, Oregon 97201. Please call the file review line at 503-
823-761 7 for an appointment. 

If this decision is appealed, a hearing will be scheduled and you will be notified of the date and 
time of the hearing. The decision of City Council is final; any further appeal is to the Oregon 
Land Use Board of Appeals (LUBA) . 



Failure to raise an issue by the close of the record at or following the final hearing on this case, 
in person or by letter, may preclude an appeal to City Council on that issue. Also, if you do not 
raise an issue with enough specificity to give City Council an opportunity to respond to it, that 
also may preclude an appeal to LUBA on that issue . 

Who can appeal: You may appeal the decision only if you have written a letter which was 
received before the close of the record at the hearing or if you testified at the hearing, or if you 
are the property owner or applicant. Appeals must be filed within 14 days of the decision. An 
appeal fee of $5,000 will be charged (one-half of the application fee for this case). 

Neighborhood associations may qualify for a waiver of the appeal fee. Additional information 
on how to file and the deadline for filing an appeal will be included with the decision. 
Assistance in filing the appeal and information on fee waivers are available from the Bureau of 
Development Services in the Development Services Center, 1900 SW Fourth Ave., First Floor. 
Fee waivers for neighborhood associations require a vote of the authorized body of your 
association. Please see appeal form for additional information. 

Recording the final decision. 
If this Land Use Review is approved the final decision must be recorded with the Multnomah 
County Recorder. A few days prior to the last day to appeal, the City will mail instructions to 
the applicant for recording the documents associated with their final land use decision. 
• Unless appealed, The final decision may be recorded on or after October 24, 2016 - (the 

day following the last day to appeal). 
• A building or zoning permit will be issued only after the final decision is recorded. 

The applicant, builder, or a representative may record the final decision as follows: 

• By Mail: Send the two recording sheets (sent in separate mailing) and the final Land Use 
Review decision with a check made payable to the Multnomah County Recorder to: 
Multnomah County Recorder, P.O. Box 5007, Portland OR 97208. The recording fee is 
identified on the recording sheet. Please include a self-addressed, stamped envelope. 

• In Person: Bring the two recording sheets (sent in separate mailing) and the final Land Use 
Review decision with a check made payable to the Multnomah County Recorder to the 
County Recorder's office located at 501 SE Hawthorne Boulevard, #158, Portland OR 
97214. The recording fee is identified on the recording sheet. 

For further information on recording, please call the County Recorder at 503-988-3034 
For further information on your recording documents please call the Bureau of Development 
Services Land Use Services Division at 503-823-0625. 

Expiration of this approval. An approval expires three years from the date the final decision 
is rendered unless a building permit has been issued, or the approved activity has begun. 

Where a site has received approval for multiple developments, and a building permit is not 
issued for all of the approved development within three years of the date of the final decision, a 
new land use review will be required before a permit will be issued for the remaining 
development, subject to the Zoning Code in effect at that time. 

Zone Change and Comprehensive Plan Map Amendment approvals do not expire . 

Applying for your permits. A building permit, occupancy permit, or development permit must 
be obtained before carrying out this project. At the time they apply for a permit, permittees 
must demonstrate compliance with: 



• All conditions imposed here. 
• All applicable development standards, unless specifically exempted as part of this land use 

review. 
• All requirements of the building code. 
• All provisions of the Municipal Code of the City of Portland, and all other applicable 

ordinances, provisions and regulations of the City . 

Grace Jeffreys 
October 5, 2016 

The Bureau of Development Services is committed to providing equal access to 
information and hearings. Please notify us no less than five business days prior 
to the event if you need special accommodations. Call 503-823-7300 (TTY 503-
823-6868). 

EXHIBITS - NOT ATTACHED UNLESS INICATED 

A. Applicant's Statement: 
I. Initial Application - Narrative, 6/30/ 16 
2 . Initial Application - Drawings, 6/30/ 16 
3 . Initial Application - Stormwater Report, 6/30/ 16 
4 . Response to Incomplete letter, 8/5/ 16 
5 . Second Response to Incomplete letter, 8/ 12/ 16 
6 . Driveway Design Exception for door location, 16-212911 , approved with Conditions 
7. Driveway Design Exception for reduced width, 16-226842, denied 
8 . Revised Appendix sheets App 1-22 , 9/2/ 16 
9 . Revised Guidelines narrative, 9 /2/ 16 
10. Revised Modifications narrative, 9/7 / 16 
1 I. Revised Appendix sheets App 1-14, 9 / 15 / 16 

B. Zoning Map (attached) : 
I. Zoning Map 

C. Plans & Drawings: 
1. Site Plan (attached) 
2 . Through C.6 Plans, levels 1-12 (C.2 attached) 
7 . Roof Plan 
8 . West Elevation, b/w (attached) 
8a. South Elevation, b/w (attached) 
9 . East Elevation, b/w (attached) 
9a. North Elevation, b/w (attached) 
10. East and West Elevations, color 
11. North and South Elevations, color 
12 . Enlarged Street-Front Elevations 
13 . Enlarged Oriel & Niche Elevations 
14. Building Sections 
15. Through C. 17 Wall Sections 
18. Plan Details 
19 . Roof Details 
20. Through C.21 Section Details 
22 . Window Details 
23. Materials Key 
24. Proposed Metal Panels 
25. Through C.28 Landscape Plans 
29. Through C.30 Exterior Lightning 
31. Through C.33 Civil Plans 



34. Through C.41 Cut Sheets 
D . Notification information: 

1. Request for response 
2. Posting letter sent to applicant 
3 . Notice to be posted 
4. Applicant's statement certifying posting 
5. Mailing list 
6. Mailed notice 

E. Agency Responses: 
1. Life Safety Section of Bureau of Development Services 
2 . Fire Bureau 
3 . Site Development Review Section of Bureau of Development Services 
4 . Bureau of Parks, Forestry Division 
5. Bureau of Transportation Engineering and Development Review 
6a. Bureau of Environmental Services, 9 / 2 / 15 
6b. Bureau of Environmental Services, addendum 9 / 15 / 16 
7. Water Bureau, 9/14/ 16 

F. Letters: none received. 
G. Other: 

1. Original LUR Application 
2 . Pre-Application Conference notes, 3/8/ 16 
3 . DAR summary notes from three meetings 
4. Request for completeness, plus BES, PBOT and Site Development responses 
5 . Incomplete letter, July 27, 2016 

H. Hearing 
1. Staff Report, 9 / 15 / 16 
2 . StaffMemo,9/16/16 
3. Staff PPT, 9/22/ 16 
4 . Photos of sample boards, 9/22/16 
5. Staff notes from hearing, 9 /22/ 16 

cc: Applicants and Representatives 
Neighborhood Associations 
Those who testified, orally or in writing 
City Auditor's Office 
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Raleigh Apartments 09.02.2016 
IHI 

INNOVATIVE IIOUSING, IN C. 

Approval per the following Conditions or Approval (A -1): 

A, As part of the bu.ildinR permit application submittal, 
the following dcvelopmcnt-rehncd comiiliun~ (A 
through I) must be nou:d on each of the 4 required 
she plan s or included as a sheet in the numbered 
Met of planA. The tihcet on which this information 
o.ppcars must be labeled "ZONING COMPLIANCE 
PAGE - Ca!'ie li'ile LU 16-197257 DZM. ' All 
requirements must be p,ruphicnlly represented on the 
site plun , landscupc, or other required phrn and 
mu!it be htbclcd "REQU1RED." 

B. Conditions B. l -4 related to the security gate: 
I. The security gutc must fu11y open/do$: in 13 

sel.-'Onds or less. 
2. The ptt.r king Rpar.:es mwn be reseived for 

residentitil use only. 
3 . A remote control dcvi~ with a 50-foot minimum 

detection radius mu~Jl be is.•med to all resLdt:n ls 
who ttre ollowed uccctis lo Lhe parking spt1ccs. 

4 . The sec urity gntc details and specificutions must 
be added to the door schedule sh~t of the 
build ing permit plan st't . 

C. Conditions C. 1-2 relate to the comer buildin)I. 
element: 
l. Move the '"lower oriel· up from levels 5 and 6 to 

levels 8 and 9 to create a singular oriel. 
2. Change the color of the upper 1md lower ~comer 

wulr metal pnnels to match the checkerboard 
patterning or the •mid -block walls•, 

D. The bike lobby entrance to be recessed in depth so 
that the out-s\1i;inging door does not encroach into 
the Right-of-Way, to be two (21 full glazing modules 
wide. and w be fully nccessible. 

E . All visible metul trim elements co be a minimum of 
22 gauge. 

F . The brick pilaster~ arc to be setback from the metal 
ubovc, or o. transitiona l trim c lement is introduced to 
creau: a stronger dcrrwrca t,on of the base. 

O. The light ing of the notches is to be shrouded. 

H. Prior lO the issuance of any building permit the 
applicanl must demonstrate through the required 
covenunls how f'AR is achieved in accordance with 
the Portland Zoning Code. 

l. No field changes a llowed. 
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MAIN LOBBY~[ 
ENTRANCE 1~ 1- - 1 
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NW Raleigh Street 

c·Rf ,\l lNC !,Ol l tllO N~ 10 l/NMl:1 IIU U~INt ; Nt t U ) 

0 
0 
0 
0 

NEW BIKE STANCHION · SEE 
ILLUSTRATION (NOT PART OF 
REQUIRED SHORT-TERM PARKING) 

STREET TREE · SE[ LANDSCAPE 
DRAWINGS FOR TYPE 

EXISTING ELECTRICAL VAULTS 

PROPOSED PGE VAULTS · SEE CIVIL 
DRAWINGS 

PROPOSED BIKE STANCHION 

-----··--·----------------"App:o•:ed" 
City of Portland - Bureau of De,,c!opmcnt S~r-,iscs 

~---------- -------------- --- --i-l'laa1n ner ~ Date 10 l'\/1\o 

Ramona Apartments 
6-story brick building 

1r This il pprov.JI app'1 c.') S only to the re••1ews requested and 1:. suJjc c: 1 
condllions of :-ipprova i Addi tional zon1r.g requ irements m3y apply. 

Site Plan ffi 
SCALE 3/64 " = 1'-0" w LU 16-197257 DZM AD C.1 



NW 14th & Raleigh Apartments 09.02.2016 

Approval per the following Condltlona of Approval (A -1): 

A, As part of the building permit applic.:Htion submiltal, 
the following dcvclopmcnt- rclntcd conditions tA 
through II must bt! noted on tt:1ch of the 4 required 
site plans or included os a sheet in the numbered 

.-. 
IHI 

INNOVATIVE HOUSING, INC. 
CREATING SOLUTK)NS, IC> UNM(l HOUSINCNEEIJS 

LEGEND 

set of plans. The sheet on which thiM information 
appears must be labeled ·zONINO COMPLIANCE 
PAGE - Case Filt: LU 16- 197257 DZM. " All 
requirements must be gro.ph1cally represented on the 
site plan, landscape, or other required phm und 
mu:n be lebeled MREQUIRED.~ 

SbREENED 
GATE 

--- - 0 
COMMON AREAS 

VERTICAL 
CIRCULATION 

a. Conditions B.1-4 related to the st.--curity gate: 
5. The gecurity KQte must fully open/close in 13 

sccond3 or leas. 
6. The parking spaces must be reserved for 

residential u:te only. 
7. A ri.:motc control device with a 50-foot min imum 

dcLcclion radiuY muttt be iY~u~d lo all reHidtmhi 
who are a llowed access to the parking spaces. 

8. The security gall.! deLaiJs amd l'lpt!Clfica.tions mu8 l 
be added to the door schedule ~heet or the 
building permit plan set. 

C. Conditions C. 1-2 relate to fhc corner building 
element: 
3. Move the '"lower oriel" up from levels 5 and 6 to 

levels 8 and 9 lo create a singular oriel. 
4 . Change the color of the upper and tov.-er •corner 

wan• metal panels to mulch the checkerbourd 
patterning of the ·mid-block wans·. 

D, The bi~ lobby entn.am..-e to be receYscd in depth l:iO 

that the out-swinp;ing door docs not encroach into 
the Right-of-Way, lo be two (2) full glazing modules 
wide, and to be fully acces~ible. 

E. All visible metal trim clements to be u minimum of 
22 RIJ.UR"-

J', The brick pilasters arc to be setback from the mct.o.J 
above. or a transitional trim clement is introduced rn 
create o. stronger dcmo.rcntion of the base. 

0. The lighting of the notches is to be shrouded . 

H. Prior to the issuance of o.ny building permit the 
t1pplicamt must dcmonstnue thmufth the required 
cov~nanl& how FAR is Ul:hieved in uc...."l:ordunl:t: with 
the Portland Zoning Code. 

I. No field changes allowed. 

SALAZ 

GAS 
METE~ 

·~ n; I 
CO u- I 

. I 

~ II I 

BUR.DING SERVICES AREAS 

PARIONG GARAGE 

COMMERCIAL SPACE 

GROUND FLOOR GROSS AREA 
= 9,538 S .F. 

Bulldlnc area & FAR summary 

Floor 
Gr.,..bullt 
poorarea 

FAR 

(sq.ft./ 

Ground floor 9538 0.954 

2nd floor 8565 0.857 

3rd floor 8565 0.857 

4th floor 8565 0.8S7 

5th floor 8641 0.864 

6th floor 8641 0.864 

71h floor 8565 0.857 

8th floor 8565 0.857 

9th floor 8565 0.857 

10th floor 8641 0.864 

11th floor 8641 0.864 

12th floor 7699 o.no 
Total 103191 10.319 
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INNOVA TIVE t-lO US INC. IN C. 

IU 

l"TRI." 17CN' 

" ~o -"" "NCI. -,.m,r11:u 
~,:_-c.lf: 

2. WINDOW ELEVATION DETAIL 

NOTES 
~CK VENEER 
2. METAL PANEL (COLORS 1-4 ) SEE C.10 & C 
3. VINYL WINDOWS (COLORS 1-2) SEE C.22 
4. ALUMINUM LOUVER (COLORS 1-3) S:E C.1 
5. BUILDING NOTCH, METAL PANELS (COLOF 
6. ALUMINUM STOREFRONT SYSTEM SEE C , 
7. PERFORATED GARAGE DOOR SEE C.38 
8. METAL PANEL CLAD CANOPY (COLOR 3) S 
9. WINDOW PROJECTION SEE C.22 
10. SOLAR PANELS 

Approval per the following Coa.dltiona or Approval jl\-11 : 

A. A!-1 pan or the building permit opplicntion :1u bmiuol. 
the followi ng development-related conditions lA 
through I) must be noted on each of the 4 required 
site plans or included SM a sheet in the numbered 
:n:t uf plans. The sheet on which this information 
appcarR mullt be labeled "ZONING COM Pl.JANCE 
PJ\GE - Cnsc File LU 16- 197257 DZM. ~ J\11 
requirements mugt. be gruphicully repree;entcd on the 
~itc plan, landscape, or other requ ired pion ond 
must be htbt:~d "REQUIRED.• 

B. Conditions B. 1-4 related to the security gate: 
5 . The security gate must fully open/close in 13 

MXC>nds or lci.i.. 
6. The parking spBce~ muNt be r~rvro for 

residcmtial u11u: only. 
7 . A remote control <.kvice with b 50-fuut minimum 

detection radius must be issued to all residents 
who a rc allowc<:I 1u:ceK.. ... to the parking l\pt:tCt:s. 

8. The SCC'Urity gate details and specificat ions mt1st 
be added to the door schedule sheet of the 
building permit plan set. 

C. Conditions C. l-2 rehlle to tht: t.:orner building 
dement: 
3 . Move the ·1owcr orier· up from level~ 5 and b to 

lt:vds 8 and 9 to create a singular oriel. 
4. Change the color of the upper and lower ·tvrnt:r 

walr metal panels to match the checkerboard 
paltt:rninx of the .. mid·bl~k wultti1•. 

D. The bike lobby entrant.-e lo be recessed in depth so 
that the out-swingin,; door does not encroach into 
the Right-of-Way, to be two (21 full glazing modulc:<1 
wide, and to be fully accessible-. 

E. All visible metal trim clements to be o min imum of 
22 gauge. 

F. Tho brick pilasters ore to Ix: setback from the metal 
above. or a transitional trim element is introduced to 
creotc a. stronger demarca tion of the base. 

0. The ligh ting of the nou:hes i.'4 tu be ::throuded. 

H. Prior lO lhe issuance of any buildinR permit the 
applicant mu~t demnn~tntle through the reqmn.-d 
covenunts how FAR is uchicvcd in accordance with 
the Portland ZoninR Code. 

11 STAIR/ELEVATOR TOWER CLAD IN METAL I. No field chunges ullowed. 
12 METAL PANEL BEYOND (COLOR 2) SEE C.24 AND 9& lU/<.; .10 

13 BRICK VENEER BEYOND E-~----·- . 14 MECHANICAL EQUIPMENT ·App:ovad' 
City l)I Por.l~r, :j - Burca:.J of Ds:vclo:,rr~;:t Scrv ~s 

FOR METAL PANEL COLORS, E1,~ln~, C.. \ Do'e lto/4. /I<., 

"This s;:; r~'. . .l :.:;:.I..J!i ~ ,; ly to tf-e ro . 1~ .. !: ,.:-~ ., __ • .,.:, JrJ ., .:_:, .:t-1 :.;; "· 

_ cond1t mns. c: c;..p r1~ :.11 f cd !1c_r_:1~~~ccuo1.:.-,:~ls ,., , J ;-" ~,~; .. _ --~J 

LU 16-197257 DZM AD C.8 



Approval per the following Condftton1 of Approval (A-0: 

A. As port of the building permit application submittal, 
the foUowinK devdopment-~luted conditions (A 
through I) must be noted on each of the 4 required 
eitc pluns or included us a ~heet in the numbered 
set of plons. The sheet on which this information 
uppeurti must he labeled "ZONING COMPLIANCE 
PAGE - Case File LU 16-197257 DZM." All 
requirements mutlil be graphically represen~d on the 
site plan, landscape, or other required plan ond 
must be lubded ''REQUIRED." 

B, Conditions B. 1-4 related to the security gate: 
I . The security gote must fully open/close in 13 

seconds or less . 
2. The parking spaces must be reserved for 

residential use only. 
3. A remote control device wilh a SO-foot minimum 

detection radius must be issued to all reAidents 
who nrc allowed ncccss to the parking spnces. 

4 . The security gate details and specifications must 
be added to the door schedule sheet of the 
building permit plan set. 

C. Condittons C. 1-2 relate to the corner bui lding 
elcl'?knt: 
I . Move the ·1owcr oriel,. up from levels 5 uncl 6 to 

lt:vels 8 l:tnd 9 tu cret:tt.e t:1 ~ingular onel. 
2 . Change the oolor of the upper n.nd lower '"comer 

wan· mettd panels tu ma tch the ehoclrerboud 
pnllcrning of the -mid-block walls". 

D. The b ike lobby entnmct: to be rt:cei.sed in depth so 
that lhe ouH1winging door docs not encroach imo 
the Right-of-Way, to be two (2 ) full glazinK modulcit 
wide, and to be fully accessible . 

B. All visible metal trim dcmcnts to be a. minimum of 
22 gauge. 

I', The brick pilasters arc to be setback from the metal 
above , or a tranauional trim cleme nt is introduced to 
create a stronger demarcation of the buse. 

O. The lighting o f the notches is to be shrouded. 

H. Prior co the issuance of any building permit the 
upplicont mu:;t d emonslrelt: thmugh tht: rt:quin,-d 
covenant~ how FAR is achieved in accordance with 
the Portland Z.Omng Code. 

I . No field changes allowed . 

·:- 1 .. ..-· 

~ 
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1. SOUTH ELEVATION 

SALAZAR ARCHITECTS 

6 

C 16 

LI rl~r +_, 
jJJ 
I dC ~ 

J 
[ ID ~ 

'~] [] J 
11 --~ 
_] 1 l~ 

.........._ 
IHI 

NOVATIVE HOUSINC . IN C. 
,,u, 1"( ~,,1, 1111J\.,1,1t " " 1 1111 11,1:-.1.,rr 11, 

NOTES 
1. BRICK VENEER 
2. METAL PANEL (COLORS 1-4) SEE C.10 & C.11 AND C.24 
3. VINYL WINDOWS {COLORS 1-2) SEE C 22 
4 . ALUMINUM LOUVER (COLORS 1·3)SEE C.10 & C.11 AND C.37 
5. BUILDING NOTCH. METAL PANELS (COLORS 3&4) 
6. ALUMINUM STOREFRONT SYSTEM SEE C 41 
7. PERFORATED GARAGE DOOR SEE C.38 
8. METAL PANEL CLAD CANOPY (COLOR 3) SEE 12/C 20 
9 SOLAR PANEL 
10 STAIR/ELEVATOR TOWER CLAD IN METAL PANELS. SEE C.24 

FOR METAL PANEL COLORS, SEE C.23 

·App·0·1eo ' 
t ,•y .: f Dof!IZ!,1d ~ B..srcJu of D8 ,~1:p7:e,,t Se:v1i:.cs 
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Raleigh Apartments 09.02.2016 1.!:!.l 

INNOVATIVE HOUSING INC. 
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1. EAST ELEVATION 
~~ 1116" ,o 1'(/' 

( "R(AllNG SO I.U llONS TC l l JNMEl MC Jl l~IN( ; NlED'.'1 

, , 
" " ot 5 1 D l 'D, 
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"" •'.::• !l~:;!c::l! >1'l 

J1 
,. +4i~i::,i• 

2. ROOF DECK EAST ELEVATION 3. ROOF DECK SOUTH ELEVATION 

NOTES 
1. BRICK VENEER 
2. METAL PANEL (COLORS 1-4) SEE C.10 & C.11 ANO C 24 
3. VINYL WINDOWS (COLORS 1-2) SEE C.22 
4. ALUMINUM LOUVER (COLORS 1-3) SEE C.10 & C.11 AND C.37 
5 STAIR/ELEVATOR TOWER CLAD IN METAL PANELS. SEE C.24 
6. GLAZED OVERHEAD DOOR 
7. ROOF DECK KITCHEN 
8. SOLAR PANEL 
9. WINDSCREEN SEE 5/C .19 

.. +-Wil_l _ 

' -:~ ;M;·: _ 

4. COURTYARD EAST ELEVATION 

LU 16-197257 DZM AD C.9 
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Raleigh Apartments 09.02.2016 
lHI 

INNOVATIVE HOUSING IN C. 
c,, ,,. 

C 1a 

C 18 

' 
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2. ROOFTOP ELEVATIONS 

NOTES 
1. CMU . BEHIND EXISTING BUILDING 
2. METAL PANEL (COLORS 1-4) SEE C.10 & C.11 AND C.24 
3. VINYL WINDOWS (COLORS 1-2) SEE C.22 
4 . ALUMINUM LOUVER (COLORS 1-3) SEE C.10 & C.11 AND C 37 
5. SOLAR PANELS 
6 . GLAZED OVERHEAD DOOR 
7. STAIR/ELEVATOR TOWER CLAD IN METAL PANELS. SEE C.24 
8. MECHANICAL EQUIPMENT 

3. COURTYARD NORTH ELEVATION 

o, 

C '.; Jf Pa~'Jnd s_.:--,:n•1 .:! C.:·:.:-t~:-':'."'11 :;,:r\1.::, 

Plonner ~ \- - - --- ·-•, ~ L "- } \ '- ___ _ 
'* Thr:.; ,:,;:;:. 1.:) , _t ::;;i:, .:;.:; C!"I/ !:it~.~ , _.1: .. ~ r·.~· ~:;:.:!.; - . ;,:'-:_:,:.: ,.,. 
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