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Arevalo, Nora

p o
‘om: Brendan McGovern <brencmcg@gmail.com>
Sent; Thursday, April 14, 2016 9:10 PM
To: ' BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: : Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Sirs and Madams,

My name is Brendan McGovern and I am a resident of the Argay neighborhood in East Portland. I am writing regarding Amendments
59 and F72.

" 1 ask that the Commissioners and the Méyor vote to reject Amendment 89 and keep the Kmart site at 122nd and Sandy Blvd. Mixed
Employment in the final 2035 Comprehensive Plan; as recommended by the Portland Bureau of Planning and Sustainability.

[ ask that the Commissioners and the Mayor vote to reject Amendment F72. Keep Mixed Employment to the west half of the Rossi
and Giusto farm properties fronting NE 122nd Avenue. In addition, re-designate the eastern half of the Rossi and Giusto farm
properties and all existing farm property (including the Garre properties) from R-3 to R-5 single family,

This area cannot support more apartments without amenities. There are very few options for grocery stores in the area, Residents
without cars are forced to rely on public transportation, which is not as frequent as it is nearer to town. Having to pay fares on top of

grocery costs is going to be a hardship on the lower-income residents who will be renting any apartments built out here, I don't think
" ying huge apartment complexes next to the schools on 122nd is a good idea, either.

I feel that the City is looking for out of the way places to warehouse lower income residents so that the “Portlandia® trend can
continue in close-in neighborhoods. Crime and violence has surged in the last few years in this area and in other outer East Portland
neighborhoods. We have as many homeless camps and RVs out here as any part of Portland, perhaps more. [ grew up in the Alameda
neighborhood and while crime wasn't a large issue, I went to church on Alberta street and remember just how awful it was before it
became a trendy strip. The City then didn't deal with the erime and violence; not until trendy white people started opening hip
boutiques was anything done,

1 see the same thing happening to Argay, Parkrose, Hazelwood and Powellhurst; crime and low standards of living will be ignored as
long as the residents are lower income, elderly and non-white. A map of the cadmium and arsenic air levels was published in the
Oregonian. Along with the much-publicized area around Cleveland High School are high levels of arsenic over 102nd and Prescott
and 92nd and Holgate, Didn't see much coverage about those areas,

I have lived in Portland my entire life and myself, and the people of East Portland, are due just as much consideration and service as
the more affluent. Our taxes pay for their bike lanes and parks for their dogs. It isn't too much to ask that East Portlanders get
something in return, and not serve as just a convenient dumping ground for Portland's problems,

Thank you for your time,
Brendan McGovern
14314 NE Shaver St
Portland OR 97230
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April 14, 2016

To:
Portland Bureat of Sustainability
PROTECTING YOUR Comprehensive Plan Update
RIGHT TO ROAM 1120 SW 5t Avenue
‘ Portland OR 97204

As the state’s pedestrian advocacy organization, Oregon Walks works to make walking a safe,
convenient, and accessible form of transportation in every community across the state. We
support making communities more walkable through policy advocacy, community programming,
and with the support of numerous volunteers who serve on transportation project committees at
the local, regional, and state level.

Oregon Walks has previously submitted comments on the Portltand Comprehensive Plan
update; providing input on the [anguage that codifies our specific transportation investments
with the intent to make walkable communities affordable and accessible to every Portlander,
regardless of which neighborhood they call home. However, we would like to submit a brief
additional letter in support of the language recommended by Hack Oregon and the Portiand
Independent Chamber of Commerce requesting that the City of Portland's Comprehensive Plan
Update uphold the highest standard of making data accessible and avaiiable.

Like many of Portland’s great stories of advocacy, ours is a story of citizen volunteers

‘ organizing and providing community-led feedback to their government agencies fo promote

( better, safer, more sustainable investments. Oregon Walks (née the Willamette Pedestrian
Coaiition) was founded 25 years ago by everyday citizens that wanted to push the city, region
and state governments to include more provisions for pedestrians and people walking. The
ability for citizens to sit on committees, review statistics, provide feedback to government
agencies and help shape their communities positively and equitably is central to “the Poriland
story” that makes the city vibrant and livable.

Oregon Walks’ Plans and Projects Committee convenes citizens sitting on stakeholder advisory
committees for a variety of projects; it's difficult to overstate the importance of data collection
and analysis towards this drive to eliminate traffic fatalities. Having information collected by the
city through the Comprehensive Plan readily available for advocates who wish to present their
own findings — on why a street's speed limit should be lowered, why a crosswalk is needed near
an East Portland elementary school, why to support a Neighborhood Greenway — will ensure
that Oregon Walks and the citizen advocates working to make Portland a better place to walk
will be armed with informaticn to take to their Neighborhood Associations, local businesses, and
elected officials to demand safer streets. Open data allows citizen advocates to present
compeliling stories demonstrating the relationship between traffic fatalities and busy streets
without crosswalks.

By supporting Open Data, the Portland Comprehensive Plan will make it easier for citizens to

-get engaged-with-transportation-making-decisions-and advocate for safer; walkable streets
across the city. On behalf of the litany of citizen advocates past, present and future who have
fervently worked with city planners and policymakers to better inform transportation decisions,




PROTECTING YOUR
RIGHT TO ROAM

we encourage the city to adopt PICOC’s and Hack Oregon's recommendations to make data
open and accessible. Please keep the open data proposal for Policy 2.11 intact.

Thank you for your time and opporiunity to provide input.
Noel Mickelberry, Executive Director
Aaron Brown, Board President
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~ Sent:

To:
Cc
Subject:

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

To whom it may concern:

aslichter4030@gmail.com

~ Thursday, April 14, 2016 5:10 PM

BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Ronald
RE: Property at 5384 SE Malden Drlve Portland Oregon 97206

Follow up
Flagged

We recently purchased the property located at 5384 SE. Malden Dr., Portland, OR 97206 less than a year ago August 26,
2015. We bought this property in part because it had a current zone of R5 and we have plans to divide the lot so we
could have more than one lot put in the back of the property. This is not what we were anticipating to be the zone plan
nor part of our long-term future plan when we invested in the property. We are proposing that the property stay at the .
current R5 residential zone and not be changed to the proposed R7 residential zone. This property was to be part of our
future retirement and if changed will affect our long term goal and future. Please consider our proposal. Thank you for

your time and for listening,

Sincerely,

Ronnie & Angie Slichter

84 SE Malden Drive
rortland, Oregon 97206
rslichter@interstateroofing.com
aslichter4030@gmail.com

503-775-4030
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Arevalo, Nora

om: B Beacon Sound <beaconsound@gmail.com>
sent: Thursday, Aprit 14, 2016 4:59 PM
To: cctestimony@portlanoregon.gov; Moore-Love, Karla
Cc: Treat, Leah; Commissioner Novick
Subject: Testimony in favor of NE 7th Ave Greenway
Attachments: KNA_7thAveletter.ntf

Dear Ms. Moore,

I'm attaching a letter that was sent to PBOT on behalf of the King Neighborhood Association stating our
preference for NE 7th to be designated a Major Bikeway from Broadway to Sumner.

As the letter states, if Portland is going to live up to its own stated ambitions (25% mode split for bikes by
2030) the time is now to create safe, Platinum-level space on our roads for the young, the old, and the
"interested-but-nervous".

Thank you for including this letter as testimony on behalf of the KNA.

Andrew Neerman
KNA Land Use Chair

Andrew Neerman

Beacon Sound W\ record store and label

3636 B North Mississippi Ave Pmtland 97227 USA
wearebeaconsound.com
soundcioud.com/beaconsound
facebook.com/beaconsoundpdx
beaconsound.bandcamp.com
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Cevero Gonzalez

Portland Bureau of Transportation
1120 SW Fifth Ave, Suite 800
Portland, OR 97204
cevero.gonzalez@portlandoregon.gov

Feb 10, 2016

RE: NE 7th Ave Neighborhood Greenway

Dear Cevero,

The King Neighborhood Association would like to add to the chorus of voices
advocating for the designation of NE 7th Ave as a north/south neighborhood greenway
between Sullivan’s Guich and Alberta St. 7th Ave is currently being used as a
cut-through by automobile users trying to avoid congestion on MLK Blvd just a few

- streets over. It is also a heavily used route for bicyclists and pedestrians and is unsafe
and dominated by cars in its current condition. With the likely addition of a bike/ped
bridge over -84 in the Lloyd District it will be even more important to make 7th a safe
corridor for all ages and all travel modes.

Although 9th Ave has been proposed as an alternative, this idea has been thoroughly
discredited by surrounding neighborhoods and, in particular, bicyclists. 9th has a
steeper grade north of Broadway and also requires riding through Irving Park. Irving
Park has inappropriate infrastructure for a greenway, has a very unsafe crossing at
Fremont/Sth, and is also not a favored route for people, especially women, traveling
alone at night. Furthermore, 9th south of Broadway has no infrastructure for bicycles
and passes by the Lloyd Center Mall parking garages. The mall has aiready stated that
they are opposed to the idea of multi-modal improvements there.

7th Ave, in conirast, has a mellower grade, is efficient and direct, and has existing bike
infrastructure south of —and across— the Broadway/Weidler couplet. Most importantly,
7th is already used extensively by people on foot and on bike. The KNA was assured as
recently as last month by PBOT engineer Scott Batson that the only thing standing in
the way of furning the street into a neighborhood greenway is political witl.

If Portland is going to achieve a 256% mode split for bicycling by 2030 (as outlined in the
Portland Bicycle Plan enacted in 2010), this project is an ideal example of the sorts of
investments PBOT must make to allow people of alt experience levels and-all-ages to -
safely traverse the city. The time is now. We look forward to working with PBOT and our
fellow neighbors in making this smart, urban vision for 7th Ave a reality as soon as
possible.
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Thank you,

Andrew Neerman
KNA At-large Rep/author

Nicholas LaRue
KNA Board President

Blaire Ottobani; Matt Anderson; Diego Gioseffi; Derwin Cunningham; Eileen Kennedy
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Arevalo, Nora

( om: Bill Lindekugel <w.lindekugel@comcast.net>
Sent: Thursday, Aprit 14, 2016 4:54 PM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Cc: Hales, Mayor; Commissioner Saltzman; Commissioner Fritz; Commissioner Fish;
Commissioner Novick
Subject: Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Importance: High
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Hi Mayor Hales and City Commissioners

Our Argay Terrace neighborhood currently has 44% apartments and 56% single family homes. 44% apartments is a much
higher percentage of apartments than almost any other Portland family neighborhood. It is, therefore, unfair and
irresponsible to promote further apartment development in our neighborhood.

My neighbors and 1 have been very clear that we want future development to be entirely in single family homes to re-
balance the neighborhood and direct Argay Terrace back to its original purpose as a family neighborhood.

_Therefore, | am asking you to vote on your Amendments to the CP as follows:
(1. 1amin agreement with the M68 Amendment that designates the Post Office site, on the NE corner of at NE
122™ and NE Shaver, as Mixed Employment. '

2. lam strongly opposed to Amendment S9 and ask you to vote to reject it. Keep the Kmart site at NE 122™ and
Sandy Blvd Mixed Employment in the final 2035 CP as recommended by the Portland Bureau of Planning and

.- Sustainability.

3, lam also strongly opposed to Amendment F72 and ask you to vote to reject it. Keep Mixed Employment to the
west half of the Rossi and Giusto farm properties fronting NE 122" Avenue, In addition, re-designate the eastern
half of the Rossi and Giusto farm properties and all existing farm property (including the Garre properties) from
R-3 to R-5.

- Thank you,

Bill Lindekuge!
Cell: 503-317-0574
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rom: Council Clerk ~ Testimony
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 4:48 PM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: FW: Testimony on Recommended Comprehensive Plan from RCPNA
Attachments: RCPNA-RecommendstoCCBlueRibbonCommitteeVetimplementation04142016-TDR.pdf
Follow Up Flag: _ Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Karla Moore-Love |Council Clerk
Office of the City Auditor |City Hall Rm 130
503.823.4086

From: Tamara DeRidder, AICP [mailto:SustainableDesign@tdridder.users.panix.com]

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 4:21 PM

To: Council Clerk — Testimony <CCTestimony@portlandoregon.gov>

Cc: Anderson, Susan <Susan.Anderson@portlandoregon.gov>; Treat, Leah <Leah. Treat@portlandoregon gov>; Zehnder,
Joe <Joe.Zehnder@portlandoregon.gov>; Engstrom, Eric <Eric.Engstrom@portlandoregon.gov>; Stoll, Alison
 <alisons@cnncoalition.org>; Sandra Lefrancois <sandral@cnncoalition.org>

lbject: Testimony on Recommended Comprehensive Plan from RCPNA

Hi Karla,

Please enter the attached document into the record for the Recommended Comprehensive Plan hearing taking place
today at 6:00 pm, April 14th.

Attached is the RCPNA testimony regarding the TSP elements of the new comprehensive plan calling for a Biue Ribbon
Committee to be developed to evaluate the TSP's implementation methodology. It is our consensus that the success of
the Recommended Comprehensive Plan rests in [arge part on the success of the TSP implementation methodology.
Transportation Demand Management is un-proven at the levels being proposed for the City of Portland in this
document. It is only prudent to make sure we get this right the first time..

Thank you for your consideration.
My best,

Tamara DeRidder, AICP

Chair, RCPNA

1707 NE 52nd Ave.

Portland, OR 97213
503-706-5804
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April 14, 2016 (Transmitted this day to the e-mails cited)

City of Portland

City Council - cctestimony@portlandoregon.gov
1221 SW 4th Avenue, Room 130

Portland, OR 97204

CC: Susan Anderson, BPS Director, Susan.Anderson@PortlandOregon.gov
Leah Treat, PBOT Director, Leah.Treat@portlandoregon.gov
Joe Zehnder, Long Range Planning Manager, Joe.Zehnder@portlandoregon.gov
Eric Engstrom, Comprehensive Plan Manager, Eric. Engstrom@portlandoregon.qov
Nan Stark, BPS NE District Liaison, nan.stark@portlandoregon.gov
Alison Stoll, Executive Director Central NE Neighbors, alisons@cnncoalition.org

Subject: Recommended Blue Ribbon Committee to vet the Recommended Comprehensive Plan TSP
Implementation Assumptions to reduce SOV to 25% by 2045,

Honorable Mayor Charlie Hales and fellow Commissioners:

Thank you for the opportunity to testify on the Transportation Systems Plan Update elements in the
Recommended Comprehensive Plan. The TSP is integral to the success of the Recommended
Comprehensive Plan for Portland. The contents of the TSP are well intended as it paints the picture
of residents willfully transitioning to mass fransit and bicycles over the use of their single occupancy
vehicles. Together with the restriction of new off street parking much of this transformation is to come
about through Transportation Demand Management(TDM} applied throughout the entire city with
added focus on Campus Institutional Zone uses.

Unfortunately, TDM is untested at the scale that is proposed by this TSP. Because of this,
recommending the adoption of the TSP as it currently is written is placing Portiand in the precarious
position of unchartered waters. TDM has been found to be successful in urban centers such as
downtown Seattle where the infrastructure provides multiple choices for mass transit use and a
periodic Taxi or Uber ride. Such an urban form with multiple transit options is not characteristic
outside of Portland’s downtown core. This was discussed at length at the March 17, 2016 RCPNA
Land Use & Transportation Committee and reaffirmed at the RCPNA April 5 Board meeting. Based
on this and the following documentation, RCPNA recommends: '

The development of a Blue Ribbon Committee to vet the TSP implementation assumptions
that all Portland trips are to reduce to 25% SOV by 2045.
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Much depends on the success of this TSP and it is vital that such a document is built on a foundation
of a variety of successfully tested implementation methodologies. This TSP document fails (
demonstrate that this foundation exists. ‘

We are not alone in this concern. This became apparent at a Campus Institutional Zone meeting |
attended in February where the implementation of the Transportation Demand Management program
was being rolled out by PBOT’s Peter Hurley. The majority of those in attendance were the attorneys
for the various hospitals and universities impacted by this new zone. | was there as a former member
of the CIZ committee. Mr. Hurley stressed that each institution would have a set transit goal, likely
75% of all trips, and the employer would be charged with showing annually how well they are meeting
this goal. He was challenged repeatedly with concerns about emergency personnel being required to
commute by bus.

There was also an open concern for the lack of metrics by which they could be assured their goal was
being met. One attorney recommended that Peter consider using a system like applied in Santa
Monica. There, apparently, nurses who work three 10-hour days/week earn the hospital credits in
two forms. First, by reducing the number of days commuting and second by commuting at off-peak
hours. Peter encouraged them to submit their ideas and they would take a look at them.

RCPNA currently is impacted by over 10x the safe level of diesel and benzene emissions generated
from the traffic on 1-84. The TSP updates are required by ORS 197 to consider impact on air quality.
How will this TSP level off and reduce the toxic air that impacts our neighborhood?

Please join us in calling for a Blue Ribbon Committee to vet the TSP to assure us that the (
implementation of the TSP and the Comprehensive Plan Update have a chance to succeed.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

My best,
Wﬂéf%fw
Tamara DeRidder, AICP
Chair, RCPNA

Co-Chair, LU & TC

1707 NE 52™ Ave.

Portland, OR 97213
503-706-5804

Note: This same testimony was presented to the Portland Planning and Sustainability Commission on
March 22, 2016, at their public hearing on the TSP.

RCPNA Testimony . Page 2 of 2 _ April 14, 2016
Recommended Comprehensive Plan - Transportation Systems Plan Update
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rom: Council Clerk — Testimony

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 4:47 PM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: FW!: Broadmoor Golf Course

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Karla Moore-Love |Council Clerk
Office of the City Auditor |City Half Rm 130
503.823.4086

From: Ken Forcier [mailto:ken@gracewooddesign.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 4:21 PM
To: Council Clerk — Testimony <CCTestimony@portlandoregon.gov>; Hales, Mayor
<mayorcharliehales@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Fish <nick@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Novick
<novick@portlandoregon.gov>; Bizeau, Tom <Tom.Bizeau@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Saltzman
<dan@portlandoregon.gov>

Subject: Broadmoor Golf Course

As a Portland citizen | ask you to please NOT re-zone any portion of the Broadmoor Golf course as industrial usage.
Preserve this as natural area as open space. Spare the beautiful old growth trees and nature habitat. Consider steering
Portland toward a more tourism centric GREEN city. Adopt the name the "Emerald City" and promote all things green.
Invite the world to tour our responsible development. Stop throwing your citizens under the bus.

Ken Forcier

6107 NE 32nd Place

Portland OR

97211

503-522-7660

Sent from my iPad
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Arevalo, Nora

R R S s
rom: Council Clerk — Testimony
~ Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 4:47 PM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: FW: testimony for proposed greenway on 7th Avenue
Attachments: letter from Eliot Neighborhood Assoc and signatures for traffic calming on NE 7th
Ave.pdf
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Karla Moore-Love |Council Clerk
Office of the City Auditor |City Hall Rm 130
503.823.4086

From: Susan Stringer {mailto:sstringer22@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 3:34 PM

To: Council Clerk — Testimony <CCTestimony@portiandoregon.gov>
Subject: Fwd: testimony for proposed greenway on 7th Avenue

Ms. Moore,

*am attaching a letter which was sent on behalf of the Eliot Neighborhood Association which, among other things, states
-ur strong preference for 7% Ave. to be designated the preferred north-south greenway through the east side of Eliot as
well as installing traffic calming measures. ‘

Please include this as testimony from myself on behalf of the Eliot Neighborhood Association.
Thank you,
Susan Stringer

Eliot Neighborhood Association Executive Board Member
520-260-1554
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December 17, 2015
Commissioner Steve Novick

l.eah Tresat, Porlland Bureau of Transportation
Mayor Charile Hales

Commissioner Novick, Director Treaf, and Mayor Halss,

We are writing fo you on behalf of the Eliot Neighborhood Asscciation (ENA) because of
complaints from neighbors about the dangerous conditions of NE 7" Avenue between
NI Broadway and NE Knott. The ENA is particularly concerned about the future
detetioration of traffic conditions on that street with the development of a 6-story
apartment building at 7" and Russall, a second development an NE 7% Avenue and NE
Thompsch, and the amount of traffic that uses 7th Avenue as a short cut to avoid traffic
on Martin Luther King Jr Bivd.

Unfortunately, since many non-local drivers utifize 7 Avenue as a way to avoid Martin
Luther King Boulevard, when the apartinent complex at 7% and Russell is finished the
driveway in and out of the complex wilt be on 7Mcreating a pinch point for pedestrians,
cyclists and cars. The non-resident cars often diive well over the posted speed limit,
too fast around the roundabouts, too close to cyclists, fail to stop for pedestrians and
school children crossing the sireat, and also run stop signs. Currently; drivers’
frusirations have noticeably increased since the construction has begun at N& Russell
resulting in even more cars speading south on NE 7% Avenue.

tn addition to acting as a major bikeway, 7% Avenue is a crossing point for many
children who attend irvington School. Currently there is no marked crosswalk for these
children and they have to wait for many cars to pass until one decides to stop. ftisa
very hazardous situation that neads a remedy sooner rather than later.

At the present time 7% Avenue is used by many cyclists daily. As you know, the city's
long term plan is to either make 7" or 8® Avenue a greenway and plans o eventually
instalt a bike greenway and build a bridge across Highway 84 at either 7% Avenue or
gth Avenue. We are all in favor of the greenway being on 7' Avenue, however, this will
further increase the cycling traffic on 7% Avenue which makes traffic caliming measuras
all the more important. (see article from bikzsoriang org about the 7% Avenue
greenway -fdin fhikspoitiand cro/ 20O 2 siou-bikeway s-ii-latg-make-ioyd-distiot:

ieai-156455

Because 79 Avenue has bacome increasingly dangerous, we believe that it is critical
that PBOT take steps to ensure that 7 Avenus is a safe street for cyclist, pedsstrians,
children and residents. We need 7" Avenue fo become once again a safe
neighborhood sirest. To that end, we would like for the dity fo recognize that 7" Avenue
is currently a de facto bike boulevard and irmmediately turn 7% Avenue into a bike
greenway. This would make the strest safer for cyclists and pedestrians.
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in order to implement this improvement, along with the appropriate hike markings, while
o diverters would be preferable, it is essential that the city install at least one bike-
friendly diverter on 7% 30 as 1o remove It from being an alternative to Broadway or
Fremont for drivers who are avoiding MLK. Adding a diverier somewhere between
Brazee and Tillamook would be optimum, Since this section is where most of the

speeading occurs and also where most of the residents are locatad, we would also fike to -

see the installation of a stop sign or flashing crosswalk at Brazes where children cross
unprotected to walk to the neighborhood school, invington Elementary School.

Finally, based on the propensity of cut-through drivers to speed on 7%, sometimes as

fast as 40 mph, we believe that speed bumps, sufficient to slow the cars to 20 mph, are
needed. In the interim we would request that police presence and ticketing speeders will |

_help to temporarily calm the iraffic speads and deter vehicles from using 7%as a shori
cut.

We have altached signatures from nearly all of the residents on the west side of

7 Avenue who demand that you do something about the current conditions that are
getling increasingly worse before anyone gets injured or worse. Thank you for your
attention to this matter. We look forward to heating from you regarding the proposad

improvements.
Regards,

Patricia Montgomery and Jere Fitterman
Co-Chairs Eliot Neighborhood Association
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October 16, 2015

Dear Eliot Neighborhood Association,

In the past couple of years we have witnessed an increased amount of high speed traffic on NE 7% Ave,
between NE Knott St. and NE Broadway. As a consequence, backed-up traffic is often a daily occurrence
especially during morning and evening rush hours. Drivers cutting through our residential neighborhood to
avoid MLK, frequently ignore residential speed limits creating a danger to chiidren,walkers, joggers, bicyclists
and pets.

We hereby request that calming measures be implemented immediately. Speed bumps, cross wa!ksimém (Q-\V‘C.:’ +e s 5
stop signs must be put in place before more people get hurt. We the residents of NE 7th have all experienced 5;
a close call in our street, we are notifying you in writing with our concerns before we have to deal with a

fatality.
Name _Jo trs -);{?.z'/./é;ff

Address 2%l F AL 7 /%/—»/ C2r7 o> 1% & 2242,
Name_MELiSSo ST inde—

Address 2229 NIE ’{Q‘“ A\ € p(nf Hand OB 972(2.

Name l/&f/(/\ Rmﬁocf{"b»

Address /)Q/ T NT ‘:H)L ?ﬂ\\“ﬁ QM[CW\A) Jﬁ CHZ\Z

Name (/W’r@(&,é %F\Au o{,wn
Address 9\50\_] M E ‘7‘{1‘4\15 ?O\IL(%U\?\Dr\ Bihl).\l

Name Ko bt V r£¢

address_241_NE 7 Aw P o8 Q72 )>
Name_(f @/ 70/ CobinssC

Address & 5 & 7 AL T e Sy tone” 0N T2/
Name Vw\,(‘; Coo ﬁ,yffﬁl‘lt////

address__{ | Z 4 /\j = (Y f\ﬁ

Name JQ{\QW i g{m&wmﬁv\ Q‘i‘?}@t}b&)%(
Address Q\LG? AJE 7£Ci A\i& M‘V\J é& (?75?/ &
Name )OSWK/\ 5 \3’(’4 ] /OWA“

Address é’ > 7 )\) E ?W\ Séz Veor l"{f‘wv( CR, G(_ZZZJZ
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Name Axu %(»(Auhﬁfév\,ﬁ\(f
Address Z)DT’ M2 d%.%\.\ Az ?mjm}« K. QT{Q (.

Name Mﬁ *‘f‘ (')\ Vg~
Address {; ﬂlq A}E ’74’“ A ,PG/‘;\["HC/ OQ lq—?al\lf;)\

Name __( 0}, ‘DOI\G{!
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Name 1<t /?ﬁ:jm*ry&
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Name __ f\i :L'l;fﬁ"/))“(?!’k[f{'a"j/@c ,
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Arevalo, Nora

R RS S S L e
. om: John Rush <j.rush@comcast.net>
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 4:39 PM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony; Frederiksen, Joan; Hales, Mayor; Commissioner

Fish; Commissioner Fritz; Commissioner Novick; Commissioner Saltzman

Cc: 'Britta Bavaresco'; 'Dan Root'; ‘Lynn Loacker'; 'Jeffrey J. Brown'; peterbelluschi@msn.com;

lijessell@yahoo.com; laf28 @comcast.net; billbradyl@mac.com; miftlankton@dwt.com;
‘Alicia Ahn'; jrloacker@gmail.com; 'SHNA board

Subject: Comprehensive Plan Testimony - Zoning Change Amendment #Item #N 14
(CORRECTED) - 6141 SW Canyon Court (R326896)

Attachments: 6141 SW Canyon Ct (4_14_16) {Corrected Item # N14).pdf; 6141 SW Canyon Ct (11_12_

15).pdf; 6141 SW Canyon Ct (3_10_15).pdf; 6141canyon.ltr.shna.150226.pdf

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

My sincere apologies for the second email. My original email and testimony contained the wrong Item # reference. The

Corrected Item reference (# N14 } is now contained in the email and letter titles.
Thank you — John Rush

~ hn Rush and Alicia Ahn
6060 SW Mill Street
Portland, OR 97221

April 14, 2016 (Corrected Reference to ltem #)

Comprehensive Plan Testimony ¢/o Council Clerk
1221 SW 4th Avenue, Room 130
Portland, OR 97204

Via email to cputestimony@portlandoregon.gov; joan.frederiksen@portlandoregon.gov;
mavorhales@portlandoregon.gov; Nick@portlandoregon.gov; amanda@portlandoregon.eov;
novick@poertlandoregon,.gov; dan@portlandoregon.gov

RE: Zoning Change Amendment item #N 14 - 6141 SW Canyon Court (R326896}
City Council Members,

We are writing to express our continued opposition to the proposed rezoning of the property located at 6141 SW
Canyon Ct and to the process by which this was proposed as an amendment to the Comprehensive Plan by
Commissioner Novick. We have provided comments to the Bureau of Planning and Sustainability in March, 2015 and
provided testimony (both written and in Council session) in November, 2015 as part of the planning process. Both

- testimony letters are attached to the submitted email for reference.

'Overall, we strongly oppose rezoning of the property at 6141 SW Canyon Ct without proper and due process for
neighbors to hear, see and engage in a dialog about the merits and costs of re-zoning the property. Overall, this
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proposed change does not belong in the Comprehensive Planning process at all. The property has a “Combined
Opportunity Map Score” of 2 on a scale of 1 to 5, it is the only residential property within the SHNA boundary to have a
change suggested {and only through the action of the developer and a single City Council member} and no true analysis
was completed to look at the impact the proposed change will have to the neighborhood in light of other, already (
approved, changes that will drastically impact the neighborhood and the safety, transportation and parking -
infrastructure of a single, highly bottlenecked street and dangerous intersection at East Sylvan School.

Commissioner Novick has proposed his amendment even though the Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
recommended no change to the zoning for the property (currently zoned R20} and there has been significant
neighborhood opposition due to lack of a comprehensive analysis about the impact of this and other significant
development on a single access, dead end street {SW Canyon Ct). Since the re-zoning proposal and proposed
amendment have been part of the Comprehensive Planning process, no specific notice about the potential change has
been sent to affected neighbors. In fact, all matters about this proposal have been much less than

transparent. Correspondence and “proposals” have been hidden in brief live testimony, carried out in meetings not
noticed to the neighborhood or to the public, and testimony has been buried in thousands of pages of general
Comprehensive Plan testimony.

From our personal perspective, we beiieve that a zening change for this property does not belong in the Comprehensive
Plan in any fashion and the proposed zoning change should follow the standard Type Il process required for requesting
a zoning change. A Type Ill process better addresses re-zoning of a single property and that process requires notification
to neighbors, pre-conference hearings and open hearings to allow proper discussion and dialog about the proposed
change, rather than being added as a “rider” to the Comprehensive Plan process,

The property owner made his proposal as part of the Comprehensive Planning process. The Bureau of Planning and
Sustainability thoughtfully considered the proposal and concluded:

“This site is not in a proposed center or corridor and transit options are limited, Although there are (f
some commercial services within ¥ mile, the transportation infrastructure is congested and any
changes merit consideration of a broader, more cohesive area.”

Many neighbors have voiced their concerns about the impact of increased density for this property and impact on the
neighborhood infrastructure, especially in light of the approved development of 244 apartment units immediately to the
west that will impact that same infrastructure {mainly SW Canyon Ct and the intersection at East Sylvan School).

Even though the Planning process had been followed and the planning experts in the Bureau of Planning and
Sustainability concluded that no zoning change is appropriate for this property without broader consideration of the
impact on transportation and parking infrastructure, Commissioner Novick decided that a zoning change is appropriate
in this case.

This decision directly contradicts the analysis of the planning experts, the concerns of neighbors directly impacted and
totally circumvents an established process for requesting a zoning change. This is the only requested change for a
residential property within the entire SHNA boundary considered during the Comprehensive Planning process. The
proposed change was driven only by the wishes of the property owner and not as a result of neighborhood requests or
the resuit of planning analysis. There is nothing comprehensive about this proposed change or about Commissioner
Novick’s proposed amendment to the Comprehensive plan for this single property. Further, the method by which the
amendment has been included in the final step of the Comprehensive Plan process reeks of developer favoritism and
back-office politics over open and transparent process and neighborhood involvement. In addition, circumvention of the
regular Type Il review robs the City of Portland of more than $15,000 in fees that would be required through the
standard procedures; funds the City explains it dearly needs. ' (
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In our opinion, the City Council should deny the proposed amendment and direct the property owner to pursue a zoning
change request through the standard Type Ill process which includes notification to neighbors and transparent
discussions about the merits of the proposed change.

Sincerely,

John Rush and Alicia Ahn

Attachments: 6141canyon.ltr.shna.150226.pdf, 6141 SW Canyon Ct {3_10_15}.pdf, 6141 SW Canyon Ct (11_12_15).pdf,
6141 SW Canyon Ct (4_14_16)}{Corrected Item #N14).pdf
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John Rush and Alicia Ahn
6060 SW Mill Street
Portiand, OR 97221

Aprit 14, 2016 (Corrected Reference to [tem #)

Comprehensive Plan Testimony ¢/o Council Clerk
1221 SW 4th Avenue, Room 130
Portiand, OR 97204

Via email to cputestimony@portiandoregon.gov; joan.frederiksen@portlandoregon.gov;

maverhales@portlandoregon.gov; Nick@portlandoregon.gov; amanda@portlandoregon.gov;

novick@portlandoregon.gov; dan@portlandoregon.gov

RE: Zoning Change Amendment Item #N 14 - 6141 SW Canyon Court (R326896)
City Council Members,

We are writing to express our continued opposition to the proposed rezoning of the property located at
6141 SW Canyon Ct and to the process by which this was proposed as an amendment to the
Comprehensive Plan by Commissioner Novick, We have provided comments to the Bureau of Planning
and Sustainability in March, 2015 and provided testimony (both written and in Council session) in
November, 2015 as part of the planning process. Both testimony letters are attached to the submitted
email for reference.

Overall, we strongly oppose rezoning of the property at 6141 SW Canyon Ct without proper and due
process for neighbors to hear, see and engage in a dialog about the merits and costs of re-zoning the
property. Overall, this proposed change does not belong in the Comprehensive Planning process at all.
The property has a “Combined Opportunity Map Score” of 2 on a scale of 1 to 5, it is the only residential
property within the SHNA boundary to have a change suggested (and only through the action of the
developer and a single City Council member) and no true analysis was completed to look at the impact
the proposed change will have to the neighborhood in light of other, already approved, changes that will
drastically impact the neighborhood and the safety, transportation and parking infrastructure of a
single, highly bottlenecked street and dangerous intersection at East Sylvan School.

Commissioner Novick has proposed his amendment even though the Bureau of Planning and
Sustainability recommended no change to the zoning for the property {currently zoned R20} and there
has been significant neighborhood opposition due to lack of a comprehensive analysis about the impact
of this and other significant development on a single access, dead end street (SW Canyon Ct). Since the
re-zoning proposal and proposed amendment have been part of the Comprehensive Planning process,
no specific notice about the potential change has been sent to affected neighbors. In fact, all matters
about this proposal have been much less than transparent. Correspondence and “proposals” have been
hidden in brief live testimony, carried out in meetings not noticed to the neighborhood or to the public,
and testimony has been buried in thousands of pages of general Comprehensive Plan testimony.

From our personal perspective, we helieve that a zoning change for this property does not belong in the

Comprehensive Plan in any fashion and the proposed zoning change should follow the standard Type I
process required for requesting a zoning change. A Type lil process better addresses re-zoning of a
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single property and that process requires notification to neighbors, pre-conference hearings and open
hearings to allow proper discussion and dialog about the proposed change, rather than being added as a
“rider” to the Comprehensive Plan process.

The property owner made his proposal as part of the Comprehensive Planning process. The Bureau of
Planning and Sustainability thoughtfully considered the proposal and concluded:

“This site is not in a proposed center or corridor and transit options are limited.
Although there are some commercial services within X mile, the transportation
infrastructure is congested and any changes merit consideration of a broader, more
cohesive area.”

Many neighbors have voiced their concerns about the impact of increased density for this property and
impact on the neighborhood infrastructure, especially in light of the approved development of 244
apartment units immediately to the west that will impact that same infrastructure {mainly SW Canyon
Ct and the intersection at East Sylvan School).

Even though the Planning process had been followed and the planning experts in the Bureau of Planning
and Sustainability concluded that no zoning change is appropriate for this property without broader
consideration of the impact on transportation and parking infrastructure, Commissioner Novick decided
that a zoning change is appropriate in this case.

This decision directly contradicts the analysis of the planning experts, the concerns of neighbors directly
impacted and totally circumvents an established process for requesting a zoning change. This is the only
requested change for a residential property within the entire SHNA boundary considered during the
Comprehensive Planning process. The proposed change was driven only by the wishes of the property
owner and not as a result of neighborhood requests or the result of planning analysis. There is nothing
comprehensive about this proposed change or about Commissioner Novick's proposed amendment to
the Comprehensive plan for this single property. Further, the method by which the amendment has
been included in the final step of the Comprehensive Plan process reeks of developer favoritism and
back-office politics over open and transparent process and neighborhood invalvement. In addition,
circumvention of the regular Type i review robs the City of Portland of more than $15,000 in fees that
would be required through the standard procedures; funds the City explains it dearly needs.

In our opinion, the City Council should deny the proposed amendment and direct the property owner to

pursue a zoning change request through the standard Type |l process which includes notification to
neighbors and transparent discussions about the merits of the proposed change.

Sincerely,
John Rush and Alicia Ahn

Attachments: 6141icanyon.ltr.shna.150226.pdf, 6141 SW Canyon Ct (3_10_15).pdf, 6141 SW Canyon Ct
(11_12_15).pdf, 6141 SW Canyon Ct (4_14_16}.pdf
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John Rush and Alicia Ahn
6060 SW Mill Street
Portland, OR 97221

November 12, 2015

Comprehensive Plan Testimony c/o Council Clerk
1221 SW 4th Avenue, Rooim 130

Portland, OR 97204

Via email to cputestimony@portlandoregon.gov and joan.frederiksen@portlandoregon.gov

RE: Zoning Change Request 6141 SW Canyon Court (R326896)

To Whom It May Concern,

We are writing to express our continued opposition to the proposed rezoning of the property located at
6141 SW Canyon Ct. to R2 Multi-family. We provided comments to the Bureau of Planning and

--<Sustainability back in March, 2015 as part of the planning process, and that letter is attached to the

submitted email for reference.

- The primary reasons for our opposition are: Inconsistency with the Recommended Comprehensive Plan,

Significant Development Impacting the Same Neighborhood Infrastructure, Increased Neighborhood
Traffic, Decreased Neighborhood Safety and Livability, and Conflicts with Neighborhood Character.

Inconsistency with Recommended Comprehensive Plan: The proposed re-zoning of the property was

" specifically considered during the Comprehensive Planning update process, and was denied by the

Bureau of Planning and Sustainability for the following reasons:

“This site is not in a proposed center or corridor and transit options are limited,
Although there are some commercial services within 24 mile, the transportation
infrastructure is congested and any changes merit consideration of a broader,
mare cohesive area.”

We support the efforts and recommended zoning changes for our neighborhood as outlined by the
Recommended Comprehensive Plan, even though that plan includes significant increases in the intensity
of land use in specific neighborhood areas. The Recommended Plan balances the need for increased
intensity of use for close in neighborhoods, but recognizes that certain areas require infrastructure
improvements to support development of more intense uses.

The proposal for 6141 SW Canyon Court has been thoughtfully considered during the Comprehensive
Planning process and was denied for re-zoning due to concerns about neighborhood infrastructure and
the ability of that infrastructure to handle the increased intensity of use as specifically proposed.

Significant Development Impacting the Same Neighborhaod Infrastructure:
The renewed proposal for 6141 SW Canyon Ct (as expected to be outlined at the 11/19/2015 Hearing)
comes now after the Bureau of Planning and Sustainability has approved a redevelopment project that
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will more than double the number of residents and cars in the area between 5W Skyline and the
Washington County Border. This redevelopment impacts the same single access streets that will be
impacted by the proposed re-zoning being considered here.

A 244 unit apartment complex has been approved for development on a property % mile to the west of
the intersection of SW Canyon Ct and SW 61 Drive (the site of the proposed zoning change).
Development of this site will excessively strain the existing traffic and parking infrastructure and place
huge stress on an area with very limited vehicle accessibility and almost no public transportation
infrastructure.

While the Bureau of Planning and Sustainability Adjustment Committee found that development of the
apartment complex would cause significant negative impacts to the surrounding neighborhood, they
could net find a legal rationale to deny the application due to {imitations in the zoning law.

Therefore, the neighborhood will have to live with the consequences of previous zoning choices - double
the vehicle traffic on an already bottlenecked single access street, overflow parking in an area with
absolutely no street/off street parking and changes associated with doubling the population in a very
small area.

in the case of the re-zoning proposal for 6141 SW Canyon Ct, it pays to halt any further changes to
zoning until the full impacts of the approved apartment development can be absorbed by the
neighborhood. Adding significant density into a site that will already experience major issues with
traffic, parking and safety would only create a much bigger problem, Further, the owner of the subject
property offers absoiutely no benefits to the neighborhood that would be impacted by his development,

Increased Neighborhood Traffic: This is a current issue within the neighborhood as an increasing amount
of cut through traffic is already impacting the neighborhood, especially during peak commute and
school hours. The bottlenecks that occur at SW Montgomery and 58" Ave {location of East Sylvan
School) are significant now and would only become worse with addition of up to 26 households in the
local area in a space currently zoned for 2 households. Add to that the impact of the approved
apartment complex on the same hottieneck street, and the result is disastrous.

Decreased Neighborhood Safety and Livability: There are current and long-standing issues with
neighborhood safety related to increased traffic on streets that are winding and lack sidewalks. My
family and my children walk frequently on 61° Drive, but we avoid walking on the street during peak
hours. Further increases in traffic to access a dense development that has only two streets for access
will only worsen the situation. In addition, in the rare times that the neighborhood experiences “winter
conditions”, both SW 61° Avenue and Canyon Ct are some of the first locations to become impassable.
Significant backups and accidents occur on both roads during even the slightest amounts of winter
weather,

Neighborhood Character Conflicts: In addition to the points articulated in previous letters {attached for
reference), there are some census based factors to illustrate the point about how the proposed change
fits with the overali character of the neighborhood. Based on 2010 Census data, the proposed
development at 6141 SW Canyon Ct would be approximately 22 times more dense in terms of
population per area than the average for the neighborhood {42 people/acre vs 1.9 people/acre for the
overall neighborhood). While this is not terribly dense as qompared to the core city, the difference
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between the current neighborhood density and the density proposed highlights the conflict between
the proposed zoning and the nature of the vast majority of the neighborhood.

While we understand that the needs of a growing metro area will require changes to how property is
used over time and support thoughtful development, we do not believe that the proposed rezoning and
deveiopment at 6141 SW Canyon Ct is consistent with the next phase in the evolution of the
neighborhood. To that point, after thoughtful consideration, the Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
does not either,

In summary, we strongly oppose the request to rezone the property located at 6141 SW Canyon Court
because the proposal was thoughtfully considered during the Comprehensive Planning Process and
denied, the increased density proposed would worsen already challenging traffic concerns, negatively

impact neighborhood safety and livability and provide no offsetting benefits to the impacted
neighborhood.

Thank you for consideration of our input.
Sincerely,
- John Rush and Alicia Ahn

Attachments: 6141canyon.itr.shna.150226.pdf, 6141 SW Canyon Ct (3_10_15).pdf
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John Rush and Alicla Ahn
6060 SW Mill Street
Portland, OR 97221

March 10, 2015

Ms. Joan Frederiksen

c¢/o Planning and Sustainabifity Cammission

1300 SW 4™ Avenue #7100

Portland OR 97201

Via email to psc@portlandoregon.gov and joan.frederiksen@portiandoregon.gov

RE: Zoning Change Request 6141 SW Canyon Court (R326896)

To Whom It May Concern,

We are writing to express our oppositiop to the proposed rezoning of the property located at 6141 SW
Canyon Ct. to R2 Multi-family.

My wife and | agree with and support all of the points articulated in the attached letter from the Sylvan
Highlands Neighborhood Association (SHNA) requesting denial of the request to rezone the property.

In addition, we would like to emphasize a few critical items included in the SHNA letter as follows:

Increased Neighhorhgod Traffic: This is a current issue within the neighborhood as an increasing amount
of cut through traffic is already impacting the neighborhood, especially during peak commute and
school hours. The bottlenecks that occur at SW Montgomery and 58" Ave {location of East Sylvan
School) are significant now and would only become worse with addition of up to 26 households in the
local area In a space currently zoned for 2 households.

Decreased Neighborhood Safety and Livability: As thoughtfully stated in the SHNA letter, there are
current and long-standing issues with neighborhood safety related to increased traffic on streets that
are winding and lack sidewalks. My family and my children walk frequently on 61* Avenue, but we
avoid walking on the street during peak hours. Further increases in traffic to access a dense
development that has only two streets for access will only worsen the situation. [n addition, in the rare
times that the neighborhood experiences “winter conditions”, both SW 61* Avenue and Canyon Ct are
some of the first locations to become impassable, Significant backups and accidents occur on both
roads during even the slightest amounts of winter weather,

Neighborhood Character Conflicts: In addition to the excelient points articulated in the SHNA letter,
there are some census based factors to illustrate the point about how the proposed change fits with the
overall character of the neighborhood. Based on 2010 Census data, the proposed development at 6141
SW Canyon Ct would be approximately 22 times more dense in terms of population per area than the
average for the neighborhood {42 people/acre vs 1.9 people/acre for the overall neighborhood). While
this is not terribly dense as compared to the core city, the difference between the current neighborhood
density and the density proposed highlights the conflict between the proposed zoning and the nature of
the vast majority of the neighborhood.
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While we understand that the needs of a growing metro area will require changes to how property is
used over time and support thoughtful development, we do not believe that the proposed rezoning and
development at 6141 SW Canyon Ct is consistent with the next phase in the evolution of the
neighborhood,

Finally, we could not verify the Property owner’s claim that the property has been annexed to the City of
Portland as part of its Comprehensive Plan. We could not corraborate this claim based on available
records (tax maps, zoning maps or property details on PortlandMaps). In fact all of these sources clearly
outlined that 6141 SW Canyon Ct is unincorporated Multnomah County. In fact, the 2014 Property Tax
assessment available on Portiand Maps did not include any of the tax line items consistent with
inclusion within the City of Portland.

In summary, we strongly oppose the request to rezone the property located at 6141 SW Canyon Court
because the increased density proposed would worsen already challenging traffic concerns, negatively

impact neighborhood safety and livability and provide no offsetting benefits to the impacted
neighborhood.

Thank you for consideration of our input.
Sincerely,

John Rush and Alicia Ahn

Attachment: 6141canyon.Etr.shna.isozzs.pdf
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Sylvan-Highlands Neighborhood Association
¢/o Neighbors West-Northwest Coalition

1819 NW Everett St. #205

Portland, OR 97209

503-223-3331, fax 503-223-5308

February 26, 2015

Ms. Joan Frederiksen

clo Planning and Sustainabilily Commission
1900 SW 4™ Avenue #7100

Portland, OR 97201

Via email to psc@portlandoregon.gov and joan.frederiksen@portlandoregon.qov
RE: zoning change request for 6141 SW Canyon Court (R3268986)

Dear Planning and Sustainability Cormnmission:

Sylvan-Highlands Neighborhood Association ("SHNA") urges the Commission to deny the praposed zoning
change request for 6141 SW Canyon Court (the *Property”) from R20 to Multi-Family 2,000. SHNA objects to the
proposed zoning change for the following reasons: '

Comprehensive Plan Conflicts. SHNA notes that the zoning change would allow over 20 more dwellings to be built
on the Property beyond current zoning limits. If permitted, such a change would significantly increase iocal density
and traffic without the benefit of any significant public planning or infrastructure Improvements. A prime goal of the
new Comprehensive Plan is development along corridors and centers. If permitted, this zoning change would
allow unplanned development away from the existing local hub and neighborhood corridors and promote private
vehicle use as the Property is far from public transit.

Minimal Public Transit. There is no public transit near the Properly. The #58 bus stop at the Highway 26
westbound onramp at SW Skyline Boulevard is the closest transit connection. There are no local transit
connections to the north, west and south. Other local transit connections are to the east (the #63 bus line and
Washington Park MAX station).

Neighborhood Character Conflicts. Alihough the Property has a SW Canyon Court address, its only access is via
SW 61 Avenue due to a 20’ tall retaining wall along Canyon. All other nearby neighborhood dwellings (on 61
and nearby streets) are single family homes. Rezoning the Property from its existing single family home to an
apartment complax conflicts with the current neighborhood character.

increased Neighborhood Traffic. 61% is a small, winding neighborhood street that lacks normal improvements like
sidewalks and storm drainage. If permilted, the zoning change would certainly increase cut through traffic on 61%,
a street that can least afford it. The zoning change would also aggravate traffic at the bottlenecks of Sw 58"
Avenue at both SW Montgomery Street and Skyline. These two boftlenecks, about 200" apart {one small block)
are greally burdened by cuf through traffic to and from northwest Porlland and (much more) Washington County.
Additionally, the 58"/Montgomery intersection is aggravated by traffic to and from Easl Sylvan Middle School
during merning commute and mid-afternoon times.

Decreased Neighborhood Safety and Livability. For decades SHNA experienced safety and livability issues from
excessive traffic and underdeveloped infrastructure. Due to topography, many SHNA streets are small and
winding. Some were logging roads 100+ years ago that are paved today. People walk in streets like 61 because
there usually isn't a shoulder (and no sidewalk) to use. Drivers normally speed through SHNA streels; commonly
at twice the posted speed limits. For as long as SHNA experienced traffic safely issues, police enforcement has
been facking. Naturally, this creates safety and livability issues for pedestrians and cyclists. Permitling the zoning
change would certainly worsen safety and livability around the Property and in the neighborhood.

Summary. This requested zoning change will probably benefit the Property owner financially and certainly harm
the neighborhood. This is the wrong place for such a zoning change. SHNA strongly urges the Commission to
deny the requested zoning change. Thank you '

Sincerely,

i/ ) Mitorne, ’

Dave Malcolm
SHNA Director and Land Use Committee chair
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Arevalo, Nora

om:
sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Dave Cole <davecoleQ0@gmail.com>

" Thursday, April 14, 2016 4:36 PM

BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Comprehensive Plan Testimony
FreeBoise_WrittenPetition.pdf; FreeBoise_OnlinePetition.pdf; ATT00001.txt

Follow up
Flagged

Hello, I'm submitting to the record a petition circulated by the Free Boise Coalition opposing the Proposed Changes
#1514 and #1471 as of 4pm, April 14, 2016. Itis a combined two documents, one a printed, hand circulated one,
another a change.org online petition. There are over 280 signatures total, collected in the last two days alone. Also
included with the online petition PDF are several commends from many people who live in the immediate community.
Please consider their words when considering these amendments. Thank you.
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Under the original Comprehensive Plan Update, N Fremont between Gantenbein and
‘Commercial was 1o remain residentially zoned (R1). Recently, the Bureau of Planning and
Sustainability (BPS) along with the offices of Dan Salzman and Charlie Hales have proposed an
amendment changing the zoning from R1 to CM2,

This proposal was NOT supported by the appropriate studies, evidence, and information. Nor
was it supported by the appropriate engagement from either affected residents or the Boise
Neighborhood Assaociation (BNA).

We the signers of this petition are opposed to the proposed zoning change from R1 to CM2 along
N. Fremont Street. The rationale for the opposition is as follows:

¢ The impacted homeowners first learnad of the proposed zoning change upon notification
from the city. The Boise Neighborhood Association first learned of the proposal once
impacted neighbors shared the notices they had received. Additionally, the city relied on
a fraudulent petition crealed by an owner of multiple properties that would benefit from
this change as evidence of neighborhood support for the proposal.

« Included in the proposal is the section & housing known as L Roy Gardens iocated at 705
N Fremont. The ponprofit managing this housing project, Albina Commuinity
Deavelopment Corp, was also unaware of the zoning change. We the undersigned,
believe such a zoning change poses a threat that this section 8 housing will be lost,

* There is currently some 60,000 SF of newly conslructed commercial space VACANT
along Williams, Vancouver and Mississippi with three more mixed used buildings abouf to
break ground and even more buildings in the development stage. Each of these new
developments adds more residential and commercial space to the neighborhood. The
current vacancies coupled with planned construction, suggests neither demand nor need
for yet more commercial space along a stretch of N Fremaont that has historically been
residential and retains the charactersistics thereof,

+  This stretch of Fremont is already zoned for a higher level of residential densily
{R1). This existing level of density has not yet been tapped into. in other words, there's
already room for more density.

+ With Vision Zerc in mind, the undersigned believe N. Fremont Street, a primarily
residential street, cannot support the increased pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicle traffic
that will be triggered by this zoning change allowing commercial development. There has
been no sludy into how this zoning change will affect the traffic low during normal hours
and rush hours. There has been no study as to whether there fs room aiong Fremont St
lo safely accommaodate bidirectional bus service, on-street parking o support new
business and provide lor safe bicycle traffic. Additionally, this a street used by children
walking to and from the Boise Elementary School, there has been no study as to
maintaining the safety of these children wilh the new proposal,

+  We support increased residential densily and even commercial development. However,
we believe there are more intuitive sites along Williams, Vancouver, Mississippi, Knott
and Russell that were histerically home {0 such mixed use development and are currently
beller able to handie to increased iraffic demands safely.

Thank you for taking the time 1o consider these comments and supporting this petition asking that
the zoning along N Fremont between Gantenbein and Commercial remain residential.
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change.org

The FreeBoise Coalition

Oppose the proposed commercial zoning change
on N. Fremont between Mississippi and Vancouver
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Under the original Comprehensive Plan Update, N. Fremont was to remain residentially zoned
{R1). Recently, the Bureau of Planning and Sustainability (BPS) along with the offices of Dan
Saltzman and Charlie Hales have proposed an amendment changing the zoning from R1 to
CM2 between N. Gantenbein and N. Commercial (Proposed Change #1514 Amendment M42)
and between N. Albina and Borthwick (Proposed Change #1471 Amendment M42).

This proposal was NOT supported by the appropriate studies, evidence, and information. Nor
was it supported by the appropriate engagement from either affected residents or the Boise

Neighborhood Association (BNA).

We the signers of this petition are opposed to the proposed zoning change from R1 to CM2
along N. Fremont Streset. The rationale for the opposition is as follows:

* The impacted homeowners first iearned of the proposed zbning change upoen notification
from the city. The Boise Neighborhood Association first learned of the proposal once
impacted neighbors shared the notices they had received. Additionally, the city relied on a
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fraudulent petition created by an owner of muitiple properties that would benefit from this
change as evidence of neighborhood support for the proposal.

« Included in the proposal is the Section 8 housing known as L Roy Gardens located at 705 N
Fremont. The nonprofit managing this housing project, Albina Community Development Corp,
was also unaware of the zoning change. We the undersigned, believe such a zoning change
poses a threat that this section 8 housing will be lost.

* There is currently some 60,000 SF of newly constructed commercial space VACANT along
Williams, Vancouver and Mississippi with three more mixed used buildings about to break
ground and even more buildings in the development stage. Each of these new developments
adds more residential and commercial space to the neighborhood. The current vacancies
coupled with planned construction, suggests neither demand nor need for yet more
comimercial space along a stretch of N Fremont that has historically been residential and
retains the characteristics thereof.

« This stretch of Fremont is already zoned for a higher level of residential density (R1). This
existing level of density has not yet been tapped into. In other words, there's already room for
more density.

+ The rezoning of these areas could result in buildings up to 5 stories tall with 0 feet of
setback immediately adjacent to residential properties. The homes near this new zoning
would be severely detrimentally impacted by this change. In addition, the zoning to
commetcial could potentially bring in late-night businesses to the area, resuiting in noise and
trash issues plaguing nearby residents.

+ With Vision Zero in mind, the undersigned believe N. Fremont Street, a primarily residential
street, cannot support the increased pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicle traffic that will be
triggered by this zoning change allowing commercial development. There has been no study
into how this zoning change will affect the traffic flow during normal hours and rush hours.
There has been no study as to whether there is room along Fremont St to safely
accommodate bidirectional bus service, on-street parking to support new business and
provide for safe bicycle traffic. Additionally, this a street used by children walking to and from
the Boise Elementary School, there has been no study as to maintaining the safety of these
children with the new proposal.

« We support increased residential density and even commercial development. However, we
believe there are more intuitive sites along Williams, Vancouver, Mississippi, Knott and
Russell that were historicaily home to such mixed use development and are currently better
able to handle increased traffic demands safely.

Thank you for taking the time to consider these comments and supporting this petition asking
that the zoning along N Fremont between Gantenbein and Commercial and between
Mississippi and Borthwick remain residential.

Petition located here: https://www.change.org/p/the-freeboise-coalition-oppose-the-
proposed-commercial-zoning-change-on-fremont-between-mississippi-and-vancouver
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- Signatures
(

Name

Dave Cole

Dianne Bocci
Ruth Harper
Simon Ingham
Halley Shultz
Damon Meadors
Robert Burnette
clay connally
Matthew Teske
Sari Watnick
gabrielle nieto
Brandy siegﬁst
Pegay Alter

Mary McMahon
Charmaine Skoubo
nita mullen -

ruby calderon
Amber McKenna
Jennifer Stack
Phyllis Tyler
Michael Johnson
Jesus Huerta
Ellen Cusick

Lori Hoffman

Cory Pinckard
Jonathan Luczycki
Molly McDevitt
Dave Bue

Joane Porter-Ishmael

teresa mcgrath

Location

Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States

Portland, OR, United States

Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Partland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portiand, OR, United States
portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States

‘Portland, OR, United States

Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Tualatin, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
porltand, OR, United States
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Date

2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-12




Name

~ Amy Vail
Heather Fruhling
Amy Keppert
Reed Mogil
elizabeth fries
Kathryn Steele
Brad Larrabee
Leanne bach
Alyssa [senstein Krueger
kyle collins
Jessica Park
Jason Mercury
iver schubert
Kimberly Bulter
Edward Querfeld
Sarah Cardin
Ullika Pankratz
Julia Matschukat
Carolyn Gillen
Iris Ireland

Sara Mitchell
Nancy Fedelem
Christine Ahdersen
Dominic Anaya
aundrea Smith
Elizabeth Collins
April Mullen
Anna Cullop
Rebecca Kertrr
Donna Pizzi
Vanessa Renwick
Chariti Montez

Location

Portiand, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States

Portland, OR, United States

Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, Uhited States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portiand, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Milwaukie, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States

- Date

2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-12
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13

- 2016-04-13

2016-04-13
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Name

Laura Minus
Tasha Macc
Esther Westbrook
Johnnie Sanfilippo
Lorii Johnson-Berger
Lisa Ha

Kim Bogus
Melissa Anthony
Dingy Anderson
David Kerr

Chris Hudson
Shanon Playford
sonia scott
meg hanson
Noah Lauerman
Toby Wickwire
Angel Lambart
Zannah Martell
Raina Mills

Lisa Schonberg
Robert Harper
delores wise
Cheryl Juetten
Aaron Minehart
Alexis Peterka
Stephen Gomez
Mandy Stigant
Darrick Stiers
Kristina Brouwer
erin murphy

- Heather Sielaff
Catherine Jewett

Location

Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Boring, OR, United States

‘Portland, OR, United Siates |

Portland, OR, United States
Portltand, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, Uhited States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States

Beaverton, OR, United States

Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States

Date

~ 2016-04-13

2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13

- 2016-04-13

2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
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Name

Mark Colman
Kimberlee Grant
John Puls

Anna Olsen
Anna Teske
Royal Sybrandt
Katherine Wolf
Kris Hatch-McCarter
Jessica Moore
Susan Skoubo
Carrie Crimin
Suzanne Balleisen
Joan Rogers
emily herbert
Susan Morris
Casey Cole
Hannah Bourcier
Chucko S.
joanne mcphee
Juaning Higgins
Ariana Jacob

Jennifer Stelzer

Nilina Mason-Campbell

Ealasaid Haas
Cynthia Plank
Harriet Suo
Howard Seaborn
l.orraine Thornton
Elie Charpentier
Jessamyn Johns
Brian Patrick

Naomi Clarke

Location o
portland, OR, United States
Tigard, OR, Un.ited States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States

Partland, OR, United States

Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portiand, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States

PORTLAND, OR, United States

Portiand, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
peoria, [, United States

Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
portland, OR, United States
Hilisboro, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States

Date

2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
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Name

Jennifer Centers
Nan Haemer
Justin Holt
Elizabeth Borte
JanTigger Mandaville
mychal hoffman
Ann Given
Heather Watkins
michelle olson
Aprit Reda

Gina Sanfilippo
Nicolle DuPont
Marlene Olveda
gloria morgan
Jeff Ovington
Larry Moiola
Robert Donaldson IlI
Aleina langtord
Deanna Geiger
Brenda Fowler
Cesar Altamirano
Cynthia Johnson
Amy Peterson
Eileen Ryan
Ethan Rose

Paulette Copperstone

Rebecca Chiao
Stephen Harris
Christopher Thombs
penny williams

Fred Lifton

Mandie Wood

Location

Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States

san francisco, CA, United States

Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portiand, OR, United States
portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States

Portland, OR, U.nited States

Porland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
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Date

2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
201 6-.04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13




Name

Zoe Kunstenaar
Beftu Mohammed
Rachael Stine
kari merkl

Jack Guaitieri
Ahaliese Boyd
Steven Dixon
Damara Bartlett
Joshu Baker
Simon Portner
Seth Dixon
Debra Morgan
Melanie Scherer
Brynna Hurwitz
Gabriel Lopes
Jennifer Benjamin
Clarence Dupiton
William Murnighan
David Reynolds
Rosa Wickliffe
Alyssa Glass
Stephen Plourde
Angela Querfeld
Dana Mozer
Nora Bauman
Krystle Leach
Monica Arlt
Paula wade
David Lopas
larisa noonan
Kimberly Stafford

alison conlin

Location

Aptos, CA, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
chicago, IL, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Lee, MA, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States

- Portland, OR, United States

Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States

Monmouth, OR, United States

Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Porttand, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Salem, OR, United States

Los Angeles, CA, United States

Portland, OR, United States

Date

2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
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Name

Angel White
Brenda Ketah
Sarah Glathar

Eric Berger
Katherine Coleman
Linda Lopeman
Lindsey Diercksen
Andy Hundt

Todd Hoppe
Christopher Lockwood
Collin McFadyen
Nathaniel Barrett
Rebekah Leslie-Hurd
Kevin Laubacher
Thomas Campbell
Carolyn Young
Elizabeth Crews
Sarah Mussio
Darren Bartlett
Krystal Hudson
Brooke Warren
Katie Cahill

Rachel Jacks
Nancy Whitaker-Emrich
Kristopher Taft
Chris Spurgin
Devon Newby
Veronica Schnidrig
Richelle Reynolds
Lisa Exline
Timothy Ganey
Jabbara Edwards

Location

Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portiand, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Newberg, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States'
Tucson, AZ, United States
portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United Stales
Portland, OR, United States
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Date

2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14

© 2016-04-14

2016-04-14




Name

Annabelle Snow
Gretchen Ganey
peter nylen
Morgan Klumb
Kenneth Yambra
Tamara Mucha
Stephanie Savage
Gail Warren
Holly Parton
Delvin ford
Danielle McKinley
Samuel Coomes
Alicia Zambelli
Lisa Hubbs
Selam Kahassay
Josiah Vincent
Laura Shea

Kyle Piper-smyer
Mabel Dieguez
michael banker

Anna Fritz

Mark vanderzanden

Kelly Brittan
Brian Soderholm
Dave Ketah
Jennifer Gossett
Monica Robles
Aleksey Butkov
Benjamin Parrish
Robert Price
Gabe Adoff
Nancy Coscione

Location _

Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States

Beaverion, OR, United States

Portland, OR, United States
Portiand, OR, United States
Coquille, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portiand, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States

MeMinnville, OR, United States

Portland, OR, United States

Clackamas, OR, United States

Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States
Portland, OR, United States

Date

2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14
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Name Location ‘Date

Laura Moog Portland, OR, United States 2016-04-14
Adrienne Brown-Dunn Portland, OR, United States 2016-04-14
Rose Lombardo Portland, OR, United States 2016-04-14
Judith Shea Portland, OR, United States 2016-04-14
Matt Hannafin Portland, OR, United States 2016-04-14
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Comments

Name

Ruth Harper

Simon Ingham

Halley Shuitz

clay connally

Brandy Siegrist

Peggy Allter

Amber McKenna

Phyllis Tyler

Michae! Johnson

Lori Hofiman

Cory Pinckard

Lacation

Poritand, OR

Poriland, OR

Poriland, OR

Portland, OR

Portland, OR

Porland, OR

Portland, OR
Portland, OR

Porifand, OR
Porlland, OR

Tualatin, OR

Date
2016-04-12

2016-04-12

2016-04-12

2016-04-12
2016-04-12

2016-04-12

2016-04-12
2016-04-12

2016-04-12
2016-04-12

2016-04-12

Comment

Folks, if you oppose this change, please conslder filing written testimony and
testifying in person at the City Council public hearings. This is the last
opportunity to inform the council’s decision. See info below:

Testify in person: Thursday, April 14 at 6 p.m. or Wednesday, April 20 at 2 p.m.
Both at city Hall Council Chambers, 1221 SW 4th Avenue, Portland.

Testily in writing: E-mai! <a href="mailto:cputeslimony@porttandoregon.gov”
rel="nofollow">cputestimony@portlandoregon.gov</a> with subject line
"Comprehensive Plan Testimony - Proposed Change #1514 Amendment b42
and Proposed Change #1471 Amendment M42"

File comments anline at <a href="hlip/iwwav.portlandmaps.combpsimapapp”
rel="nofollow™>www.porilandmaps.com/bps/mapapp</a=, click en the Land
Usa tab and type in your addross. '

Current zoning already altows for greater density on Framont than currently
exisis. Residents do not want to turn the street into a full commerclal strest like
Williams/Vancouver

| five In the neighborhood and my sireet would be surrounded by commercial
development of this zoning change happened.

I'm signing because | dont agree with the way the cily and its officials make
backdoor deals that affect my nelghborhood without disclosing these chances
untif they're already made.

We would like to keep the current zoning to prevent displacement of more of
our neighbors and because of the proximily of a school ,Boise Eliot; and safety
Issues concerning our roads. Do not change zoning on Fremont.

The amount of units currently in planning and parial completion stages in
Boisa will have a huge impact on the neighborheod and infrastructure (fraffic,
safety, liveability, parking, nelse and crime). | believe we need to assess the
impact of the existing permilted level of growth before increasing this load.
Current R1 zoning allows for increased density on a scale that seems more
appropriate to that section of sireet than CM2,

Living and working on Williams Ave since 2003 has given me a perspective on
the the increase in congestion and some of the problems that come with that,
including the slowing of safety vehicles trying 1o maneuver through traffic and
traftic accidents {bike, aulo and pedestrian}.

1 want to make sure my neighborhood is being planned thoughtfullyl

Commerclal interests have driven up 1he cost of housing in Inner city
neighborhicods. This is not the Porttand we have chosen to call home.

Enough is enough.

I do not believe the road can suppert both the Increased traffic and the school -

kids safely. Affordable housing is disappearing af an alarming rate. The
neighborhood association should have input into the zoning changes.

Quit destroying Porlland because you're too corrupt to invest in our
Infrastructure in order to preserve our local reasures with improvements that
would benefit us such as efficlent and effective mass commule (sspecially
across the urban growth boundary). Quit pillaging Poriland. A city is more than
a commedity.
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Name

Amy Keppert

elizabeth fries

Brad Larrabse
Jessica Park
Jason Mercury

E Querfsld

Julla Matschukat

Iris Iretand

Christine Andersen

Dominic Anaya

Elizabeth Collins

Rebecca Kerrr

Donna Pizzi

VR

Locatlon

Portland, OR

Portland, OR

Porlland, OR

Portland, OR

Porttand, OR

Porfland, OR

Portland, OR

Milwaukie, OR

Porlland, OR

Portland, OR

Porlland, OR
Poritand, OR

Perfland, OR

Portland, OR

Date
2016-04-12

2016-04-12

2016-04-12

2016-04-12

2016-04-13

2016-04-13

2016-04-13

2016-04-13

2016-04-13

2016-04-13

2016-04-13
2016-04-13

2016-04-13

2016-04-13

Comment

After investing hundreds of thousands of dollars to create the
Vancouver/Williams biking corridor the city is now compromising pedestrian &
biker safely by pushing for hyper-density. The infrastructure in this saction of
the city is already incapable of safely carrying the load and most of the new
developments and in progress developments are vacant.

" The cily should delay any further zoning changes in this corridor until existing & .

already in progress developments are at or naar full capacily. At that time an
honest & thorough impact study can be conducted.

That neighborhoed is more dangerous tor every form of transporiation
seemingly everyday. Not to mention the mixed use buildings are complste eye
seores who cater to almost ng one "from" there., Stop displacing our residents

There are already enough shops In Portland that sell things that no one actually
needs.

{ live here and [ am opposed to losing housing in favor of commercial
businesses.

I'm a neighbor and I'm significantly concerned about his issue, It impacts me
and my nsighborhood.

Lack of due process resulting in rubber stamping irresponsible development
benefitting fiends of the Mayor. The impact of traffic on Fremont alone would
gridlock already congested sireels due to the misinformed re-laning of
Williams. This has got to stop.

| am signing this petition because | see the same thing happening in SE, where
| five. These rezonings and developers coming In are taking away the diversity
and charm that make these neighborhoods dasirable for us live in. We don'i
want to see beautiful old homes and buildings turned info cookie-culter '
commerclal areas with no soul.

Stop pushing out the hard working wage earners that you expect to serve your
food, pump your gas, clean your car, efc.

| do not feel that this zone change has taken into consideration the effect of all
of the recent mixed use development that has been or is being constructed in
this neighborhood. We will experiance significant increases in housing units
and commercial activities. The position articutated by the BNA clearly states my
concerns. Do not move forward with this zone changel

| {eel that such rezoning would be conltrary to many of the city's stated position,
particutarly it goes against Viston Zero by worsening traffic in a school area and
puts affordable housing at risk by rezoning two subsidized housing properties,

We must stop destroying Portland's affordable housing.

| disagree with this zone change. It will Increase the already busy Fremont
traffic around the school. Placing children in danger.

Island zonas such as these create discontinuily in the fabric of our city and our
neighborhood.

¥'m am appalled by all the commerciat building going on in residential areas like
Fremont... (and SELLWOOD)...

Come on, last thing we need is commercial crapola on that streel. Let us have
a breather for the elementary school and the food garden and the residents
who live there. You're turning this city into a disaster, you are. You did not leave
any room for new green space on Williams or Vancouver..thal was a BIG
MISTAKE! Now you're trying to cram more crap in on Fremont. FORGET
ABOUT ITI
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Name

Ashanli Hall

David Kerr

meg hanson

Noah Lauerman

Zannah Martell

Raina Mills

Stephaen Gomez

Darrick Stiers

Erin Murphy

John Puls

Location

portland, OR

Portland, OR

Poritand, OR

Portland, OR

Portland, CR

Porlland, OR

Paortland, OR

PORTLAND, OR
Denton, TX

Portland, OR

Date
2016-04-13

2016-04-13

2016-04-13

2016-04-13

2016-04-13

2016-04-13

2016-04-13

2016-04-13
2018-04-13

2016-04-13

Comment

With heavy comnercial development in this area we will {ose yot another parl
of the cily that makes it feel special. In addition, we already have a shortage of
affordable housing in the area and it would be ludicrous to lose ANY housing
that is already built and functional. Futhermore, we live in a Democratic society
and changes like this made without the Input or knowledge of the public and
people affected is down right wrong and lreasonous.

As a cyclist, this intersection is already extremely dangerous. As a homeowner
Fremont is already tco high teaffic. There are children, speed bumps and
residences along this corridor which simply do not support this plan

| suppoit this petition because the combination of speculative development
without balanced reguiations that protect and preserve communilies is a redpe
for disaster that we are already experiencing, What we need are more
innovalive and balanced approaches lo growlh that provide communities with
more readily accessible tools that aclually carry weight. What we have now s
rampant avisceration of our beloved neighberhoods and these zoning changes
will only accelerate that further. These changes will open the doors to making
developers ridiculously wealthy, lead to even more demolitions, and ullimately
lead to a diminished quality of life. :

| support this petition because | believe the sage words Tom McCall are even
trver now than they were when spoke them back in the 70's, "The interesls of
Cregon for today and in the fufure musl be prolecied from the grasping
wastrels of the land. We must respect another trulsm - that unlimited and
unregutated growth, leads inexorably o a lowered quality of life.”

1U's clearly unethical for zoning changes to be initiated by those who will benefit
financially. How is this not abvicus?

The rate of growth is this area has been exponential in recent years, The
Williams/Vancouver corriders are unable to support the current volumes of daily
traffic making them unsafe for drivers, bikers and pedestrians right now - and
the new developments on those streots around Fremont are vacantll It seems
insane and unfortunately shorisighted to contemplate adding sven more
development 1o this already saturated area. Itis a sad teslimony that there is
an attemp! to make changes like this without neighborhood involvement. am
completely opposed to this proposed zoning change.

Everyone has a right to affordable housing and there is already too much
commercial properly In this nelghborhood. It is awful that the city would green
light something that the nelghberhood association was never even informed
aboult, it's time to listen to the voices of the citizens of the City of Porlland and
stop the madnessill

Wa support density, development and affordable housing in the Boise
nelghtiorheod. Fremont is already zoned with sufficient density opportunity for
these needs. We doni need commeicial development on this stretch of
Fremont. We fully support commercial development on Willlams, Vancouver
and Mississippl. '

community does not mean displace and replace

Poor Porilanders are being forced to move further away from their schools and
jobs, to make room for the rich and the commercial.

i do not think this zoning change will benefit the neighborheod. [t has not been
thoroughly thought out, and the residents of the neighborhood have not been
consulted. Who town is this anyway, if no! the residents?
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Name

Anna Olsen

Royal Sybrandt

Katherine Wolf

Kris Halch-McCarter

Carrie Grimin

Suzanne Ballelsen

Joan Rogers
emily herbert

Susan Moertis
Casey Cole
Juaning Higgins

Jennifer Stelzer

Falasaid Haas

Cynihia Plank
Lorraine Thornton

Naocmi Clarke

Nan Haemer

mychal hoffman

 Nicolle DuPont

Locatlon

Porlland, OR

Portland, OR

Porlland, OR

Portland, OR

Portland, OR

" Portland, OR

Portland, OR
Portland, CR

PORTLAND, OR
Portland, OR
Poritand, OR

Portland, OR
San Jose, CA

Portland, OR
Portland, OR
Portland, OR

Portland, OR

Poriland, OR
Porlland, OR

Date
2016-04-13

2016-04-13

2016-04-13

2016-04-13

2016-04-13
2016-04-13

2016-04-13
2016-04-13

2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13

2016-04-13
2016-04-13

2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13

2016-04-13

2016-04-13
2016-04-13

Comment

I'm a resident of this neighborhood. | think the section 8 housing should remain.

" There are numerous buildings going up on Willlams, vancouver and mlk. This

Is near a school and this routs should stay as quist as possible for the safety of
kids and families in yhe nelghborhood.

I'm signing because the zoning change doas not represent the will of the
majority of the nelghborhood.

| am a beard member of the Boise Meighborhood Association. | voted against
this proposal because | feel that the area can be made denser within its current
zoning, and | think that Fremant should not be upzened since it already has a
lot of development with negalive impacts on the neighborhood safety and
tivability. [ am also dismayed by the lack of iransparency, honesty and
engagement demonstrated by the property owner who put forward this
preposal. Our naighborhood surely appreciates that the property owner has
gifted his property to be a community garden for many years; howaver it does
not make up for the behavior | have seen and heard about from neighbors
recenily,

1 fea! thelr pain. Make it commercial and there is no limit to the fime of day
garbage trucks will make noise on the slreet.

Because | live here. Right here.

[ think the Albina and Boise neighborhoods have been negatively impacted by
gentrification and mixed tse zoning already. lis time to halt.

| don't support the loss of housing in Portland.

Changing zoning is a nelghborhood declsion, whal happened to involving all
stakeholders,

{carel
{ LIVE HERE.

Casey cole and David Cole are my friends and they are frisnds that live in the
neighborhood this concerns.

Gentrification is Killing our city.

I know that neighborhood and it's lovely as is! The proposed development
sounds both unnecessary and reatly harmiul to the characler of the area.

t want to see communities work together to bulld strong neighbarhoods.
[ {save in the | roy garden apts

Encugh is enought Ive lived here all my 41 years and | have never seen any
town change, and displace its neighbors at such a high rate as Portland is
doing. Wake up to what is going on! We are having a Housing crisis and a
homeless crisis...not a bulid more stupid condos crisis.

| live in the neighborhocd impacted by this potential change. It is already losing
affordable housing due to development without sufficient forethought as te
impact on livability and safety. | heartily agree with the objections raised and
the fact that there has been a LOT of development in the area already that has
yet to shake out re: how's it working for you?! Let the neighborhood retain
some single homes and some low-cost housing, please] Thank you,

Keap Framont free

We need to protect Portland family neighberhoods.
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Name

Jeffrey Ovington

Alsina langiord
Eileen Ryan
Rebecca Ghiao
Stephen Harris
Christopher Thombs

Beitu Mohamméd

Rachael Stine

Analiese Boyd

Joshu Baker

Seth Dixon

David Reynolds

rosa wickliffe

Alyssa Glass

Angela Quarfeld

Dana Mozer

Location

Poriland, CR

porlland, OR
Portland, OR
Portland, OR
Poriland, OR
Ojai, CA

Porlland, OR
Cushing, MN

Pertiand, OR
Portland, OR

Portland, OR
Porlland, OR

Portland, OR

Portiand, OR

Poriland, OR

Poriland, OR

Date
2016-04-13

2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-13

. 2016-04-13

2016-04-13
2016-04-13

2016-04-13
2016-04-13

2016-04-13
2016-04-13

2016-04-13

2016-04-13

2016-04-13

2016-04-13

Comment

[ may not live in the nelghborhood, but a person | fove lives dirsctly on a
properiy that would be affected. In addition, 1o threaten EXISTING affordable
housing when this city already struggles with this Issue is just
incomprehensible. Everything about the process to get to this point stinks and
does nothing to add to the reputation of city councilors involved. Shame!

To protect this area for low income housing

We need public space, sky and parks, not more shopping options.

The surrounding residents should have a way in major zoning changes.
Keep to lhe original plan lo remaln residential zoned.

[ lived in the neighborhood for many years. Not only Is the city going back on
their word, they have engaged in nefarious back door polilicking In order to get
where they are with this issue. This will also open the door for developers to
enter in and force lovr income residents out. Hose blocks contain low income
housing in one form or another. In addition, planning wise, this makes no
sense. This will create a significant traffic and flow problem for the area. The
city is forcing a farge number of people into a small area with nowhere to easily
get in or out of the neighborhood. 1t's like a crowded theater with ons exit.

I'm signing because my MOTHER could go homelessi!

My family fives in the L Roy apariments and are in jecpardy of losing their
hoemsl :

Save cur neighborhoods & prevent displacement

STOP IT ALREADY! You are selling out the city! This is NOT in the benefit of
necessary density , but more CONSTRUCTION INDUSTRY
BACKSCRATCHING!

Close iriend is going to bs put cut on the streat with no where to go!

My wife and I moved In here because it was a small qulet stretch between
Mississippi and Vancouver/Williams. 1 would hate fo see Fremont gain the
amount of traffic and parking issues that are facing the Vancouver/Williams
stretch, espacially with an elementary school right belween these two planned
developments.

This area Is way over packed. 1 also now live arcund the corner from the soon
to be affected area. | strongly beliove as beautiful as Oregon Is and even more
50 Partland, you guys should put a break on building....I've bean in this
neighborheod and the next ane east over for 24yrs, and this place has gone
from spacey, calm to tightly packed like sardines o pelty theft left and right,
Slop the greed, and think of everyone already living here for a sacond in your
lifel

| love 1his neighborhood; | live and work here. 1 don't want fo see any more of
my neighbors displaced by development and skyrocketing housing costs.

tlive in this neighborhood that has already been irrevocably changed by this
kind of development - without any attempt to address traffic, parking and
circulation stresses. | am also VERY fired of seeing our neighbors displaced
and current affordable housing being demolished to make way for "so-called”
low-income housing. Enough!!i!

I've lived in this neighborhood for over 20 years. Have always appreciated it's
diversity and gquiet. Already it takes an extra 10 minutes by car to leave my
immediate neighborhood compared

1o one year ago. Boise can not sustain this type of density and destruclion and
remain livable.
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Name

Kimberly Stafford

Branda Ketah
Sarah Glathar

Linda Lopsman

Lindsey Diercksen

Andy Hundt

collin mefadyen
Thomas Campbell
krystal hudson

Brooke Warren

Annabelle Snow

Tamara Mucha
Belam Kahassay

Jostah Vincent

Dave Ketah

Moenica Robles

Adrienne Brown-Dunn

JOAN CRAWFCRD

Location

Los Angeles, CA

Portland, OR
Portland, OR

Poritand, OR

Pariland, GR

Portland, OR
portland, OR
Portland, OR

Tueson, AZ

portland, OR

Portland, OR

Portland, OR
Poriland, OR
Porttand, OR’

Portland, OR

Portiand, OR

Porlland, OR

Peoriland, OR

Date
2016-04-13

2016-04-13
2016-04-13

2016-04-13

2016-04-13

2016-04-13
2016-04-13
2016-04-14
2016-04-14

2016-04-14

2016-04-14

2016-04-14
2016-04-14
2016-04-14

2016-04-14

2016-04-14

2016-04-14

2016-04-14

Comment

{ want o preserve low-income housing in North Porljand and our neighborhood
is getting way to overdeveloped and congested - ne more high-rises!

My children altend Boise-EliotHumboldit School.

| belleve {hat this change should be evaluated for the impact to the
neighborhoed. I do not want the zoning changed next to my daughter and son's
fulure schoot wilhout ¢areful consideration. | also believe a developer has had
undue influence on this proposal. Changes like this should be prompted by the
city/naighborhicod... Not by someone who is out for their own financial gain.

| ¢are about this town/cily and the crazy building/development is ruining the
essence of it

We already have a problem with the new construction in Williams. This witl
increase the safety issues and collisions already ocourring

| want more neighborhoed input into this decision.
Encugh is enoughl
We neead to keap our neighborhood a livable placa for all people.

Because | used to live there with my aunt Lorraine and it's such a beauliful
area to raise kids. Please dont take this away from the families that have lived
thare for years. You will be taking precious mamories away from the children
who love growing up in that area. You will have alot of family members
including my aunt out of a home.

Displacing the people who have called Boise Eliot neighborhood home for
decades in order to line the pockets of business investors Is simply wrong. As a
teacher, | also worry aboul the impact development would have on the traffic
pattern, namely because of the children that attend Boise Elementary who
cross an already dangerous Fremont Ave, dally.

This Is under-studied for the potential massive negative impact it witl have on
the safely and livability in our neighborhood!

Freemont's character needs 10 be preserved.
| care aboul the community

| grew up in this neighborhood and want the families fiving here today to rest
assured lhat their homes won't be bought up for senseless commercialization.
Their are plenty of convenient botiques and convenienca shops here already.

The case against this zoning change is overwhelming! Maintaining the livability
of Porlland neighborhoods has to be held in tension with the strong tide of
development, not overrun by it.

Traffic along Vancouver and Williams is maddening. Each road reducen to one
late to accomodate bicycles, huge buildings with no parking, and increased
population density have totally changed the neigborheod. | disagree with more
commercialization in this area.

My children attend Boise-Eliot/Humboldt Elementary. it's essential that they
have safe routes to and from school. There are already encugh commercial
properties surrounding the area, To make a proposal to like this shows that
there is no respect for the families that live and learn in this community.

We need low income housing and set backs 1o keep area gresn with plants to
offset building heat and pollution producers.
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Name

Majida Nelscn

Kristin Brown

Jeff Waters

Joff Walers

nnenna lewis

Ricky Caleman

Eric Mirsopassi

caritas folz

Tom Kane

kortnee walker

Location Date

Porlland, OR 2016-04-14
Poriland, OR 2016-04-14
Portland, OR 2016-04-14
Porlland, OR 2016-04-14
Portland, OR 2016-04-14
Beaverlon, OR 2016-04-14
Perlland, OR 2016-04-14
Portland, CR 20i6-04-14
Hubbard, OR 2016-04-14
Portiand, OR 2018-04-14

Comment

I agres that the rezoning of low income housing on this street

to commercial from residential zoning without inptt frem iow Income hotising
aulhority, the neighborhood association or residents is a violation of procass
and a invitation by cily officials

and the mayor to evict more low income renters from our neighborhoed.
Hearings and Input from the nelghbors must take place.

This is a dramatic change that should require assessment and research before
approval

I'm signing because this city is facing a full fledged housing crisis. As a teacher

at Boise-Eliot/Humboldt {which is In the middle of the proposed

redevelopment}, I've seen the effects of gentrification on this neighborhood first
hand. The removal of Seclion 8 Housing, in the midst of this crisis is absolutely

unconscionable. How many of these families will and on their feet? How many

will end up in one of the rapidly growing urban tent-cities? How will the safely of
our school be impacted by an increase in traffic? It seems that these questions

should be adequalely addressed hefore a proposal is made, not in its wake.

The removal of Section 8 Housing {(some of the last in this genlrified/gentrifying
neighborhood) in the midst of a full-fladged housing crisis is absolutely
unconscionable, How many of these families witl fand on their feet? How many
will end up in one of the cily's rapidly growing tent cilies? How will this
redevelopment impact the safety of Boise-Eliot'Humboldt School? It seems that
these questions should be addressed by the community before a proposal, not
in its wake.

The city needs to address bigger issues of homeless, poverty and
displacement instead of adding to the problem with these policies and changes
that conlinues to destroy livabilityl

This is my neighborhood and is another attempt 1o line the pockets of
developers while destroying the heart of a nelghborhood.

| feel strongly that historic nelghborhoods naed to be preserved and 1hat there
is a high likellhcod that, without more care, there could be negalive impacts fo
the current residents of this area.

Affordable housing that exists should not be replaced. Vision Zero for safe
driving, walking and biking should be huge censideration for any rezoning.

Affordable housing has already far to difficult for people to find.

There is no need to destroy a home for peopls for greedy perspeclives.
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Arevalo, Nora

o Damian Miller <dpmf24@gmail.com> on behalf of Damian Miller <dpmF94
_ @hampshire.edu>

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 4:25 PM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Cc: Boschetti, Tabitha; Melissa Tennyson
Subject: Dismayed at proposed residential downzowning in Comprehensive Plan Update
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Dear City Council,

| just discovered via the comprehensive plan map app that my neighborhood is the subject of a proposed downzoning in
the comprehensive plan update {Proposal #365, R2.5 > R5 in Brentwood along Duke from 60th to 70th). | currently rent
in Brentwood and am shocked that the city would consider downzoning my neighborhood in the middle of a housing
crisis. | would like to think | might someday have a chance of buying in some proximity to family and my stepdaughter’s
school in this neighborhood.

If the city permits nothing but large unattached houses in this area, it will become one more neighborhood in the city
that is designed to push out its middie-income and poor residents. We have good transit service on the #19 and a lovely
amenity in Brentwood park. Please, allow my neighborhood to do its part in meeting the desperate need for housing

~ that | see ali around me!

In general, what | am seeing with the spate of proposed residential downzonings being pushed though in this
comprehensive plan update, is that while we may talk about wanting to remain an inclusive city, our actions show that
we intend to do quite the opposite. | hope that you will reverse this truly disheartening course and plan for more
housing for people of all income levels in every corner of the city we possibly can.

Damian Mitler

6520 SE Duke St

Portland, OR 97206
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Arevalo, Nora

om:
sent:

To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Hartley, Stephon

Thursday, April 14, 2016 4:20 PM
BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony.,
Testimony
SKM_C364e16041415580.pdf

Follow up
Completed

From: c36de@portlandoregon.gov {mailto:c364e @portlandoregon.gov]
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 5:00 PM

To: Hartley, Stephon <Stephon.Hartley@portlandoregon.gov>

Subject: Message from KM_C364e
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March 24, 2016 | Regalyey
MAR28 2015

Mayor Charlie Hales .
1221 SW 4th Avenue, Room 340
Portland, OR 97204

Re: 7509 SE 31st Avenue Zoning Designation

Dear Mayor Hales:

| We are writing to support the proposed change of the zoning designation for our

| Eastmoreland property (above) from that currently proposed by the Comprehensive Plan, It is
our understanding the Plan presently designates the zoning for our property as Residential 5000,
The City Council is cutrently considering changing the designation to Single-Dwelling 7000,

-~ We support the change to Single-Dwelling 7000 for the reasons below,

We purchased our home on 31st Avenue between Knapp and Rex in 1987. Our block is a
double block of 5000 square foot lots (50x100). When we bought in 1987 our double block was
fully built out as was essentially all of Eastmoreland. Houses had been typicalfy built between
- 1920 and 1950, We were attracted to the established and stable appearance of Eastmoreland,
and, in our opinion, paid a premium for our right to liire there.

When we purchased our home in 1987 we understood the zoning in Eastmoreland to be
R-5, which to ys sigﬁi 1éd one single family home on a minimum 5000 square foot lot. This
gave us confidence there would be a lot of stability on our street of 5000 square foot lots, each
with its individual home,

However, even though the current zoning regulations still state that maximum density in
an R-5 zone is one unit per 5000 square feet, something has apparently happened. We are now
informed that a lot can be zoned R-5 and yet have a minimum area of 3000 square feet.

Additionally, the zoning regulations seem to allow lots that are only 25 feet wide. As things

(
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5000 square foot lots in Eastmorecland We are aware that there are 6000 op 7000 square foot lots
in Eastmoreland as well. In fact, the two lots at either end of our long block are of this size,
Although these lots presently have onl} a single home on them, we assume that unless zoning is
changed to'SingIe-DWelling 7000, the City would approve splitting each of the these 6000 or
7000 square foot Iots into two lots 0f 3000 to 3500 square feet,

The splitting of 5000 Square foot lots and even 6000 or 7000 square foot lots would
' drastically change the stability and established character of Eastmoreland, Splitting these lots

will cause older homes on them to be demolished and replaced by two newer, smaller “slim?”

The older housing stock is not in danger of becoming neglected or abandoned. Lot splitting will
encourage an eruption of newly constructed, incompatible “sljm” houses packed cheek to jowl.

This would amount to a formula for destroying the stability and charm of Eastmoreland,

consequentially diminishing our property values.

Dwelling 7000 zoning for our neighborhood,

{ %'W/ A é, o fé;&:;;jﬁ,f"- Ziins) 3 oo
Richard A. Wymz{n L (Ve Jd‘ij’ =
Virginia C, Michel-Wyma

7509 SE 31st Avenue

Portland, Oregon 97202
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hPR1y 208

Maryellen Read

125 SW Colling St
Portland OR 97219-6584
April 11, 2015

Mayot Charlic Hales
Portland City Hall Room 340

1221 S\ 4

Portland Otegon 97214

RE: Opposition to Last Minute Amendments to the Comprehensive Plag

Dear Mayor Hales:

This list of Jast minute amendmengs - radical and far teaching changes to the 2035 Comprchensive
Plan--have been inscrted into the Plan with litde time for public awareness, much less reyiey or
comment. Is this intentiong] on the part of City Councilp Or, is it the resuly of fack of foresight, or

Planaing or just incompetencep

In cither case, the citizens of Portang have been removeq from Participating in decisions thar wij]
greatly affect them,

In either cage itis an emergency for involved citizens, Public confidence in the Process has curdled
to cynicism.

At the very least, City Council needs to add significant time (o the process of community review ane
examination of the Proposed amendments, Immcdjatcly

Going ahead with the existing time constraints, and the attendant lack of public awareness and
scratiny, etodes citizen confidence in the open and due process of Pottland’s commitment to

these amendments should be in the public record, Sufficient time to examine thig record s required
for meaningful input by the citizens and for scrutiny by the press.

The abbreviated time-line imposed by the 11 hour announcement of these amendments to the
2035 Comp Plan js disen&zmchising residents and matginalizing neighborhood nput,

Signed, ?

{ Lq\:y]
Marycﬂef{l,;gm o
Resident of Portland OR
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Received

PR 1 4 201
Maryelien Read

125 sw Collins 8¢,
Portand OR 97219-6584
April 11, 2015
Mayor Charlie Haleg
Portland City Hal Room 340
1227 Sy 4
Portland Oregon 97214

RE: Opposition to Amendmen; #516 to the Comprehensive Plan

Dear Mayor FHales

Please record i as g letter in Opposition to Commissioney Saltzman’s Eleventh Hoy, Stealth
cndment #8516 ¢, the Campus Institutiong) Zoning Designation of the Portang Comprehensive

Amendment #5 6 proposes to fezone the Lewis ang Clark College-owned Properties at Lowey

- Boones Fetry Road and SV Terwilliger. #5146 is vigorously and adamantly opposed by Colling v iew
Neighborhood Association, SWNI, and tesidents of Collins View, as stateqd in previoys letters to the
City Council, Portland’s Bureay of Planning and Sust:tinabi!il’.y (BPS) docs not support the (
amendment, Noting that “Ihege Propertics are not wighjy the College Master Plan boundayy.”

Campusg Institutiona] Zoning Project and 1o those who crafted the Comprehensivc Plan. The Iag
minute stealthy insertion of #516 into » long list of amendments seframes As just theager g} the
public angd City’s cffores a¢ crafting the Zoning Project and Comprehensiye Plan. It violages the entire
civic public process. It marginglizes and makes 5 mockety of neighborhood involvemeny.

Commissioner Saltzman, what ALe yout reasons fo Proposing amendimen; #S16? _
Please vore against Amendmen; #S16.

Signed, -

Matyellen Reqq

Colling View Resident
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Mayor Chaie Hales
Porang City Hall, Rin 340
1221 $w

Porz!and, OR 97904

Dear Mayor Hales,

Grvetings. Fam wiiting 1o Protest last minuge changes 1o the Proposed update 1 the 2035 Comprchcnsivc

Plan, specifically ihye Map amendmeny e

I(‘:‘“’Hﬁgcr and Lower Boone’s Ferry, Thege Properties sit gy 1y interseetion ol §yy Maplecres Dr.ang

the aﬁ)l‘cmcn(ioned Streets. My wife apd
dway,

These Properties ave pey lecaied Within Leyyis & Clark's master plan, ang as such shoyly not he mclnded
within the boundaries of the campuys institutiong] zone, The college wag denied 4 TCQUEst 1o inclyde these

Properties in 4 fand-use cage iy 2009 (#0)4

on the Comp plan, or upon reviey, by the Plamn’ng and Susminabfﬁty Cmnmi.\;sion, and doing o nepy

ndicates 5 clear desjye i circunwent the

The reasons not inc!uding these Propertics in (he CAMPUS iNstilutinga) “one are many, anq were
discussed wigh the hearings officer i the original 2009 land use cage, The Primary reagoy i that with the

tse of Sy 'f‘eru-'f'Higcr, and cspecially, [o
Lake Oswtrgo to 15, ihe volume ol iraflie
dangerous oy Collins Vipyy residents thyy

Slreets and thiy intersecton WEre not designed g accommadate (he volume of (e they now receive,
an Mlowing the College the Opportaniiy ¢, develop these Properties (as they haye dicated 4 desire 10
do} wili only make a bag situztion muych, worse, In (e mornings, vaffic on SWf erwilliger & two lane
neighborhogd Streeq) regy farly backs up from 1.5 4 the way (o this inim‘sf:c!ion, adistance of gyep & mile,
"!'uming lefi onto Sy 'f‘::-rn-‘iﬂigor from Syy Maplecres {the dirction of 15} can (ake as long as (o
nintes beeqyee traflic is so heavy, 3\401'c0\'('r, CATs coming from 1 ke Oswego regularly speed througly
(his l'nurrsvfrlinn, Making it dangeroys (4 merge onig S\ '!'cm';'Higer. Withey 5 Major redesign of he
Streets and this imcrscclion, additional developmeny gz the interseciion would he untemahble,

Lappreciage the Ciiy's cCommitnient ceanomie ('Icw:h)prm*m, hun-‘(f\':‘r, allowing 1eywig & Clark 1o
include (hege Properties in jig CANPUS Instingiony] 2016, & move thyy wWould facilita e developmeny of the
Moperties, wil irrcp;u‘nbly disrupt neighborboad jig. in this quict, vesiden iy aea, and will ereqye

trenrendoyg safely hayard for residents o
change 1y (e Comp piap upckite would §

Sim-crciy,
DA
e

Joshua Eastin, Ph.p.

RYNE Professor af Politicy] Seienee

Mark O, Haifield School af Government
Pordand Siaye Uni\’fca’si(y

Joshua ang Alexis Easiin
6435 S\y Maplecres Dr.
Portlangd, Op 97219
April 120 9016

Received
APR 1 4 2015

Re: Proposed C-’omp;'vhcnsi\-’c Plan N Amendmen
Lower Boones Ferry Ry, & Sy 'f't:rwiiiigcr

sarding Lewis anq Clark College’s Properties locageq o S

Fown a home located a1 643 S Maplecrest Dr., aboy; 4 black

3-18()498). Lewis & Clagk did not rajye this reeues during werk

Public process fioy land yse decisions,

wer Boanes Ferry R, a5 arterial thoroughfares for residenys in
that passes thraugh this intersection iy g heavy as 1o make §
must exit S\y Maplecresy Dr. onte Sw 'J‘crwiﬂigcr. These

VSW Maplecresg Dr. and sy Maplecres ¢y, This propoged
iterally put lives af pigk.
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Arevalo, Nora

/

L oam Washington, Mustafa
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 4:05 PM
To: fawnaberson@gmail.com
Cc: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: FW: NNEBA Letter supporting Comp Plan amendments
Attachments: NNEBA letter of Support Comp Plan.docx
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged
Dear Fawn,

Thank you for comments regarding the 2035 Comprehensive Plan. Testimonies for the proposed amendments to
the draft Comprehensive Plan will be heard Thursday April 14th, 6pm-8pm at the Portland Building Auditorium
and Wednesday April 20" 2pm-5pm at City Hall.

For more information, please visit the Burcau of Planning and Sustainability website at:
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/bps/57352

Thanks again,

( .ustafa Washington
Constituent Services Specialist
Office of Mayor Charlie Hales
P:503-823-4120
mustafa, washington@portlandoregon.gov
www.portlandoregon.gov/mayor
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/toolkit/

From: Fawn Aberson [mailto:fawnaberson@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 3:08 PM

To: Hales, Mayor <mavyorcharliehales@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Fritz <amanda@portlandoregon.gov>;
Commissioner Fish <nick@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Saltzman <dan@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner
Novick <novick@portlandoregon.gov>

Cc: Kenneth Doswell <kbdoswell@hotmail.com>; John Washington <johnflossin@gmail.com>; Alem Gebrehiwot
<alem@queenofsheba.biz>; Ernest Harris, MBA <ejharr3@gmail.com>; Matthew Sweeney
<matthewsweeney@brownsteinrask.com>; OJ Johnson, Oreatha :LPH Audio <ojohnson@lhs.org>

Subject: NNEBA Letter supporting Comp Plan amendments

From the Desk of the Chair of the N/NE Business Association,
Kenneth Doswell

vear Mayor and City Commissioners,

Please see our attached Letter in support of the 2016 proposed comp plan amendment changes.
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Thank you

Kenneth Doswell, NNEBA Chairman

Fawn Aberson

Executive Director, Flossin Media

Outreach Coordinator, The N/NE Business Association ( NNEBA)
071-388-3117 direct

Flossin: It simply means to SHINE

www.flossinmedia.com

www.nnebaportland.org

www.mlkdreamrun.org
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EBﬂ Mailing: PO Box 11565

SAE Budreu Mssctation

Portland, Oregon 97211
503-841-503
www.nnebaportland.org
April 13, 2016

b S ot Potl!
Dear Commissioner:

We are writing you to garner your support of the comprehensive plan review amendment that wouid change
zoning from R1 to CM2 (mix use) along the Fremont corridor.

On Monday, April 11, 2016 the Executive Board members of the N/NE Business Association (NNEBA) met with
the board of the Boise neighborhood association, the chair of the Boise land use committee and some
neighbors along the Fremont corridor. The goal was to gather their support for the amended change to the
comp plan, and specifically to support Alem Gebrehiwot- a touchstone and long standing African businessman,
employer, resident, community philanthroper, and property owner in this neighborhood.

To our surprise the board did not support the amendment in its current form. The final vote was 2 abstain, 2 in
support and 4 opposed. We say we were surprised because these same groups gave their support to much
bigger projects, proposed by much larger developers, within that same area. Furthermore, the commercial
development that comes off of Mississippi half way up North Freemont towards North Vancouver is already

ully developed as commercial property (Grand Central Bakery, Spin laundry lounge, Second Story and a variety
of other office spaces and the Boise Elliott Elementary School).

What became clear to us from this meeting is that the city’s 5 year plan and commitment to ”Creating‘wealth
for disadvantage and minarity communities” has not yet trickled 1o the ground level. Most attendees were not
even aware of this plan, or the Pathway 1000s project for affordable housing for displaced citizens.

NNEBA’s commitment over its 39 years has been to advocate on behalf of entrepreneurs and business owners
within our district. This includes opportunities to successfully navigate and develop commercial corridors that
enhance the livability and prosperity of the community as a whole, not just a select few wealthy developers
with influence. NNEBA’s leadership and outreach has always been careful to operate with an inclusive/ equity
lenses on all issues, Qur board and membership base is one of the most multi-diverse in the entire city, it is
something we have made a priority. Unfortunately, as our district’s brick and mortar deveiopment rapidly
evolves, some of the loudest voices within our district who oppose this particular amendment seem to be less
inclined to keep equity at the same priority that the city has committed to doing.

What we are specifically requesting is that you vote in the affirmative for the comprehensive amendment zone
change. This action supports and upholds the already affirmed Pathway 1000 project and the City’s five year
plan to “Create Wealth for disadvantage and minority communities.”

Thank you for your consideration

Lenmnetiv Doswell- Kenneth Doswell, Chairman North/ Northeast Business Association (NNEBA)
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Arevalo, Nora

(‘ m: Washington, Mustafa
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 4.02 PM
_ To: Pam Treece
Cc: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: RE: EOA Forecast for the Portland Comprehensive Plan
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged
Dear Pam,

Thank you for comments regarding the 2035 Comprehensive Plan. Testimoriies for the proposed amendments to
the draft Comprehensive Plan will be heard Thursday April 14th, 6pm-8pm at the Portland Building Auditorium
and Wednesday April 20" 2pm-Spm at City Hall.

For more information, please visit the Bureau of Planning and Sustainability website at:
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/bps/57352

Thanks again,

- MMustafa Washington

{ Jnstituent Services Specialist
Office of Mayor Charlie Hales
P:503-823-4120
mustafa. washington@portlandoregon.gov
www.portlandoregon.gov/mayor
https://'www.portlandoregon, gov/toolkit/

From: Pam Treece [mailto:PTreece@westside-alliance.org]

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 3:48 PM

To: Hales, Mayor <mayorcharliehales@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Novick <novick@portlandoregon.gov>;
Commissioner Fish <nick@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Saltzman <dan@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner
Fritz <amanda@pcertlandoregon.gov>

Cc: Mary Quinn <mquinn@westside-alliance.org>; Teresa Dunham <tdunham@westside-alliance.org>; Ed Trompke
(Ed.Trompke@jordanramis.com) <Ed.Trompke@jordanramis.coim>; Mike Morey (mike.morey@standard.com)
<mike.morey@standard.com>

Subject: EOA Forecast for the Portland Comprehensive Plan

Dear Mayor Hales and Council,

Thank you, in advance, for supporting a revision to the Economic Opportunities Analysis {EQA)} to incorporate a medium-cargo
( recast in the Portland Comprehensive Plan. [ know that the Portland harbor is home to more than 100 businesses that

depend on hundreds of smalier local businesses; collectively these businesses employ more than 50,000 employees. Nearly

60% of this work force earn middle income wages and about 20% are ethnically or racially diverse. In the past five years these
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- Portland harbor businesses have invested more than $370 million and have generated more than $4.5 million in local tax
revenue annually.

As Fxecutive Director of the Westside Economic Alliance, | was pleased to support the change to moderate growth forecast ity
the initial hearings before City Council fast fall. It's important for our Portland-Metro region to have a thriving, growing
working waterfront and a city that supports and understands the importance of our port.

The region needs increased growth in the harbor. | urge you to change the Portland harbor forecast back to the “most likely”
moderate growth as originally recommended by Planning and Sustainahility Commission,

Thank you for your consideration,

Pamela Treece
Executive Director

Westside Economic Alliance

10220 SW Nimbus Ave, Sulte K-12 Tigard, OR, 97223
Phone: 503-968-3100 cell: 503 913-8199
ptreece@westside-alitance.org

follows this link to our website:
Welcome to the Westside Economic Alliance!
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Arevalo, Nora

‘rom: Ken Forcier <ken@gracewooddesign.com>
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 3:59 PM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony; Hales, Mayor; Bizeau, Tom; Commissioner
Saltzman; Commissioner Fish; Commissioner Novick
Subject: Yes please on M74 but don't stop listening to your constituents there!
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Fiag Status: Flagged

Mayor Hales and council,

I would like to indicate my support for amendment M74. Making Eastmoreland an R7 zoned neighborhood insures that
demolitions of fine, fully functional, existing homes with fully grown trees and landscapes which ARE the character of
the neighborhood, are not systematically demolished and replace with two homes on half of the typical 6,000 square
foot lots because the zoning code for R5 neighborhoods allows the idiocy of creating new 3,000 square foot lots. That
lack of truth in zoning and missing zoning for context is another huge problem in all R5 neighborhoods, but it is
particularly harmful when the predominant size of most lots just looks like two lots to the worst kind of smash and build
developers. Please consider making Metro's fees for disposing of demolition debris far more expensive and work with
Washington state to disallow delivering garbage across state lines. | would like to see the $20,000 fee for demolishing a
home reconsidered and instated. A portion of that fee should go directly to the neighborhood association in the
affected region so that they can afford legal representation to push back against the destruction of their environment.
Lastly, we need to elect better leaders who are in tune with the wants of the people and not in the developers pockets.

incerely,
Ken Forcier
6107 NE 32nd Place
Portland Or
97211

Sent from my iPad
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~om: Washington, Mustafa
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 3:57 PM
To: Carley Shaut
Cc: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: RE: Broadmoor Golf Course should remain Open Space
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged
Dear Carley,

Thank you for comments regarding the 2035 Comprehensive Plan, Testimonies for the proposed amendments to
the draft Comprehensive Plan will be heard Thursday April 14th, 6pm-8pm at the Portland Building Auditorium
and Wednesday April 20" 2pm-5pm at City Hall.

For more information, please visit the Bureau of Planning and Sustainability website at:
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/bps/57352

Thanks again,

- Mustafa Washington

onstituent Services Specialist
Office of Mayor Charlie Hales
P:503-823-4120
mustafa, washington@portlandoregon,gov-
www.portlandoregon. gov/mayor
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/toolkit/

From: Carley Shaut [maiito:carleyann@gmail.com}

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 12:50 PM

To: Hales, Mayor <mayorcharliehales@portlandoregon.gov>
Subject: Broadmoor Golf Course should remain Open Space

Dear Mayor Hales,
I am writing to ask that you NOT pass the proposed amendment of the Comprehensive Plan to rezone a major
swath (57 acres) of the Broadmoor Golf Course from Open Zone to Prime Industrial. This property is zoned as

Open Space and it should remain that way.

s more and more natural areas with small but vital waterways and wetlands are getting paved and built over,
we are losing important natural areas and habitat that cannot be replaced. This open space has a significant
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riparian habitat and many massive trees. Once it is gone, it’s gone! It would be extremely short-sighted to allow
this property and others like it to be taken over by industry.

My husband and daughter and I have used the Whitaker Ponds Natural Area for nature play and birdwatching, (
and it’s encouraging that such a small and boxed-in property can still be home to Great Horned Owls and other

animals, Yet when we drive by the previous Colwood Golf Course northern property, it’s very sad to see this
once beautiful property fall to industry. Please don’t let Broadmoor be the next victim in this region.

Thank you for considering this opinion,
Carley Shaut
4334 NE 114th AVE, Portland, OR 97220

503-310-6750

Ordinance 187832, Vol. 1.3.E, page 4664




Arevalo, Nora

( om: ' Washington, Mustafa
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 3:53 PM
To: Marti Granmo
Cc: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: RE: Comprehensive Plan Testimony RE: Amendment M74
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

From: Marti Granmo [mailto:marti@granmo.com]

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 12:59 PM

To: Hales, Mayor <mayorcharliehales@portlandoregon.gov>
Subject: Re: Comprehensive Plan Testimony RE: Amendment M74

Please note that this testimony is to support the inclusion of the ENTIRE Eastmoreland
Neighborhood into the R7 designation.

Dear Marti,
( ank you for comments regarding the 2035 Comprehensive Plan. Testimonies for the proposed amendments to
we draft Comprehensive Plan will be heard Thursday April 14th, 6pm-8pm at the Portland Building Auditorium
and Wednesday April 20" 2pm-5pm at City Hall.

For more information, please visit the Bureau of Planning and Sustainability website at:
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/bps/57352

Thanks again,

Mustafa Washington

Constituent Services Specialist

Office of Mayor Charlie Hales
P:503-823-4120

mustafa, washington{@portlandoregon.gov
www.portlandoregon.gov/mayor
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/toolkit/

On Apr 11, 2016, at 3:15 PM, Marti Granmo <martigdgranmo.com> wrote:

From: Marti Granmo <marti@granmo.com>
Subject: Comprehensive Plan Testimony
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Date: April 11, 2016 at 3:09:40 PM PDT
To: cputestimony@portlandoregon.gov

Regarding Amendment M74: Please accept this email as my
response to the Planning Bureaus decision to not approve the
request to zone Eastmoreland as an R7 neighborhood. Considering
that other neighborhoods were granted R7 zoning — and these
neighborhoods are similar to Eastmoreland, in that they also have
the majority of homes on lots that fall under the parameters of R7
zoning — it does not make sense to me what the rational for this
decision is — especially since the request from the ENA for this -
specific information was not satisfied.

I ask that the Planning Bureau reconsider this decision and present
concise, detailed explanations of the process and decision. I do not
feel it is in the public interest to not be forthright with information
that supports your decision....nor do I feel it is fair to the

. Eastmoreland to not consider all of the existing and traditional uses
of property in the neighborhood.

Please make the change for the Eastmoreland Neighborhood to be
classified as R7. This change will ensure that a viable, livable and
beautiful Portland neighborhood will continue to be able to
maintain the essence of its long standing character.

Thank you,
Martha Jean Granmo

6538 SE 38th Avenue
Portland, OR 97202
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Arevalo, Nora
[ -

e PO Bob Schiesinger <bschlesingerl@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 3:51 PM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Cec: Hales, Mayor; Commissioner Novick; Bizeau, Tom; Commissioner Saltzman;
Commissioner Fish
Subject: Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

As an Eastmoreland resident, | am writing in strong support of amendment M74.

R7 is the most appropriate zone in order to maintain existing lot sizes in our neighborhood.

The current average lot size is in excess of 6000 square feet. R7 is thus the most appropriate
zoning designation for this neighborhood

in order to maintain neighborhood character, architectural heritage, and the unique urban canopy that
exists in Eastmoreland.

I am at a loss to understand why the planning department has ignored its own initial staff
recommendations as well as the

. wishes of the majority of neighborhood residents who have commented on this issue, by insisting on
n inappropriate R5 designation.

if the city actually wishes to change the character of Eastmoreland, it should have held very specific
public hearings to do so. The rationale for

such a radical change should have been thoroughly vetted. That has not happened and as such is
il-advised at this time.

The oniy logical and prudent action to take now is to choose a zoning designation that most closely
matches the current usage in the neighborhood.

That designation should be R7.

Please approve Amendment M74.

Thank you,

Sincerely,

Robert Schlesinger

7118 SE Reed College Place
Portland, OR 97202
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Arevalo, Nora

- ame
\ Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Follow Up Fiag:
Fiag Status:

Dear Hillary,

Washington, Mustafa

Thursday, April 14, 2016 3:45 PM

Hillary Barsky

BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony

RE: Potential NE 7th/NE 9th Neighborhood Greenway project

Follow up
Flagged

Thank you for comments regarding the 2035 Comprehensive Plan. Testimonies for the proposed amendments to the
draft Comprehensive Plan will be heard Thursday April 14th, 6pm-8pm at the Portland Building Audltortum and
Wednesday April 20th 2pm-5pm at City Hall.

For more information, please visit the Bureau of Planning and Sustainability website at;
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/bps/57352

Thanks again,

Mustafa Washington
( nstituent Services Specialist
Uffice of Mayor Charlie Hales

P:503-823-4120

mustafa.washington@portlandoregon.gov

www.portlandoregon.gov/mayor

https://www.portlandoregon.gov/toolkit/

From: Hiilary Barsky [mailto:hillarybarsky@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 1:46 PM
To: Hales, Mayor <mavyorchariiehales@portiandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Fish <nick@portlandoregon.gov>;

Commissioner Fritz <amanda@portlandoregon.gov>; Novick, Steve <Steve.Novick@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner

Saltzman <dan@portlandoregon.gov>; chair@eliotneighborhood.org
Subject: Potential NE 7th/NE 9th Neighborhood Greenway project

Hello,

I'am writing to you to submit my support for a Neighborhood Greenway project on NE 9th Ave, to support traffic
.:ming on NE 7th Avenue between NE Knott Ave and NE Broadway Ave with installation of speed bumps, as well as
increasing traffic lights on NE MLK Blvd to mitigate rush hour auto traffic back ups and therefore lessen drivers cutting
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through the neighborhood to access NE 7th as an alternative route to MLK, and, most importantly, to oppose traffic
diverter installation on NE 7th Ave,

| have lived on my street, NE Ivy at NE 7th for 33 years. NE 7th has always had traffic, but it also has always been a
connection for those of us who live in Eliot neighborhood in the strip between NE 7th and MLK Blvd and bordered by NE
Broadway and NE Fremont, [, like others, need to commute to work; in my case, | work at PCC Sylvania campus and it
would be a 2 hour commute each way by public transportation, which would be a difficult addition to my work day.
Putting in traffic diverters on NE 7th Ave to lesson our access to NE 7th would be a hardship. A left turn onto NE lvy is
illegal and NE 7th is the only way onto NE Ivy street if | am coming from the westside over the Fremont bridge or coming
south on MLK. '

The Albina Head Start program is on my block of NE Ivy {and NE 7th Ave) and aimost all of the parents travel by car to
drop off and pick up the children attending the program. Most of the AHS employees drive to work as well. Traffic
diverters on NE 7th would possibly be a hardship for parent and employees of Albina Head Start.

My other concern with traffic diverters being placed on NE 7th would be with emergency service first responders such as
ambulance and fire department vehicles access. How are they supposed to access homes in our strip of Eliot
neighborhood between NE 7th and MLK Blvd? With rush hour traffic backed up on MLK, we need unencumbered
alternative access on NE 7th without first responders having to navigate around diverters. Seconds count, as we all know
when an ambulance was not able to navigate the NE Rodney Greenway traffic diverters, and a wornan died.

| support a NE Sth Ave Greenway project and oppose traffic diverters on NE 7th Ave. Please include my comments as
public record,

My testimony is intended for Portland City Council meeting today, 4/14/16 @ 6 pm and Is in regard to Exhibit E,
Transportation Project TSP [D# 40116.

Thank you for your time and consideration,

Hillary Barsky
hitarybarsky@gmail.com
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Arevalo, Nora

L T NN
‘om: Washington, Mustafa

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 3:44 PM

To: Telzyln Marie Vosbury Garcia

Cc: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony

Subject: RE: Broadmoor Golf Course 57 acre upzone amendment

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Telzyln,

Thank you for comments regarding the 2035 Comprehensive Plan. Testimonies for the proposed amendments to the
draft Comprehensive Plan will be heard Thursday April 14th, 6pm-8pm at the Portland Building Auditorium and
Wednesday April 20th 2pm-5pm at City Hall.

For more information, please visit the Bureau of Planning and Sustainability website at:
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/bps/57352

Thanks again,

Mustafa Washington

mstituent Services Specialist
- Office of Mayor Charlie Hales
P:503-823-4120
mustafa.washington@portlandoregon.gov
www.portlandoregon.gov/mayor
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/toolkit/

From: Telzyln Marie Vosbury Garcia [mailto:tnstaafl@spiritone.com)
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 11:28 AM

To: Hales, Mayor <mayorcharliehales@portlandoregon.gov>
Subject: Broadmoor Golf Course 57 acre upzone amendment

Dear Mayor Hales,

Please don't upzone the 57 acres added to the muityear process at the last minute.

| read that there is a move afoot to upzone 57 acres near Broadmoor Golf Course. | imagine that could pour additional
tax funds into Portland's coffers and enhance short term economic conditions in our area.

Nevertheless, the difficult to value wetlands, greenspace, wildlife, giant trees.....these things are very hard to regain,
ace sold off. :
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[ hope you are making wise decisions on this, ( | imagine that means not accepting a last minute amendment which was
never proposed during the multi-year comprehensive public process......without requiring the property owners start
over, if the 57 acres proposed as permanently protected suddenly need to be shifted to industrial use. ---but | admit you

must have a lot more data on this than | do) (

Yours truly,

Telzyln Marie Voshury Garcia
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Arevalo, Nora

. om: | Washington, Mustafa
Sent; Thursday, April 14, 2016 3:42 PM
To: Lisa Hamilton
Ce: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: RE: Potential NE 7th/NE 9th Neighborhood Greenway project
Follow Up Flag: Follow up -
Flag Status: Flagged
Dear Lisa,

Thank you for comments regarding the 2035 Comprehensive Plan. Testimonies for the proposed amendments to
the draft Comprehensive Plan will be heard Thursday April 14th, 6pm-8pm at the Portland Building Auditorium
and Wednesday April 20" 2pm-5pm at City Hall.

For more information, please visit the Bureau of Planning and Sustainability website at:
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/bps/57352

. Thanks again,

- -Mustafa Washington

bnstituent Services Specialist

Office of Mayor Charlic Hales
P:503-823-4120
mustafa.washington@portlandoregon.gov
www.portlandoregon.gov/mayor
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/toolkit/

From: Lisa Hamilton [maiito:lisahamiltonimt@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 11:52 AM _

To: Hales, Mayor <mayorcharliehales@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Fish <nick@portlandoregon.gov>;
Commissioner Fritz <amanda@portlandoregon.gov>; Novick, Steve <Steve.Novick@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner
Saltzman <dan@portlandoregon.gov>; chair@eliotneighborhood.org

Subject: Fwd: Potential NE 7th/NE 9th Neighborhood Greenway project

My testimony is intended for Portland City Council meeting today, 4/14/16 @ 6 pm and is in regard to Exhibit
E, Transportation Project TSP 1D# 40116.
Thank you, Lisa Hamilton

---------- Forwarded message ««-«susx-
jom: "Lisa Hamilton" <lisahamiltonlmt(@gmail.com>
- Date: Apr 14, 2016 8:29 AM
Subject: Potential NE 7th/NE 9th Neighborhood Greenway project

! Ordinance 187832, Vol. 1.3.E, page 4672




|
i

To: <mayorhales@portlandoregon.gov>, "Nick Fish" <Nick@portlandoregon.gov>,
<amanda(@portlandoregon.gov>, "Steve Novick" <novick@portlandoregon.gov>>, <dan@portlandoregon.gov>
Ce: <tsp{@portlandoregon.gov>, <ronalbina@aol.com>

(

| Hello,

I am writing to you to submit my support for a Neighborhood Greenway project on NE 9th Ave, to support

traffic calming on NE 7th Avenue between NE Knott Ave and NE Broadway Ave with installation of speed
bumps, as well as increasing traffic lights on NE MLK Blvd to mitigate rush hour auto traffic back ups and

therefore lessen drivers cutting through the neighborhood to access NE 7th as an alternative route to MLK,

and, most importantly, to oppose traffic diverter installation on NE 7th Ave.

I have lived on my street, NE Ivy at NE 7th for 21 years. NE 7th has always had traffic, but it also has always
been a connection for those of us who live in Eliot neighborhood in the strip between NE 7th and MLK Blvd
and bordered by NE Broadway and NE Fremont. Many of the neighbors on this strip need to commute to work
daily by auto (Biking or public transportation just doesn’t work for some folks) and putting in traffic diverters
on NE 7th Ave to lesson our access to NE 7th would be a hardship.

The Albina Head Start program is across the street from my home at NE Ivy (and NE 7th Ave) and almost all
. of the parents travel by car to drop off and pick up the children attending the program. Most of the AHS

employees drive to work as well. Traffic diverters on NE 7th would possibly be a hardship for parent and
. employees of Albina Head Start.

My other concetn with traffic diverters being placed on NE 7th would be with emergency service first
responders such as ambulance and fire department vehicles access. How are they supposed to access homes in
our strip of Eliot neighborhood between NE 7th and MLK Blvd? With rush hour traffic backed up on MLK,
we need unencumbered alternative access on NE 7th without first responders having to navigate around
diverters. Seconds count, as we all know when an ambulance was not able to navigate the NE Rodney
Greenway traffic diverters, and a woman died.

I support a NE 9th Ave Greenway project and oppose traffic diverters on NE 7th Ave. Please include my
comments as public record.

Thank you for your time and consideration,

Lisa Hamilton
616 NE Ivy St
Portland Oregon 97212

lisahamiltonlmt@gmail.com
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{ om: . Washington, Mustafa
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 3:40 PM
To: Carol Bertolucci
Cc: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: RE: Amendment M74/Portland Comprehensive Plan
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Carol,

Thank you for comments regarding the 2035 Comprehensive Plan. Testimonies for the proposed amendments to
the draft Comprehensive Plan will be heard Thursday April 14th, 6pm-8pm at the Portland Building Auditorium
and Wednesday April 20" 2pm-Spm at City Hall.

‘For more information, please visit the Bureau of Planning and Sustainability website at:
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/bps/57352

Thanks again,

~ Mustafa Washington

\ onstituent Services Specialist
Office of Mayor Charlie Hales
P:503-823-4120

. mustafa, washington@portlandoregon.gov
www.portlandoregon.gov/mayor
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/toolkit/

From: Carol Bertolucci [mailto:cabrn52@comcast.net]

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 11:46 AM

To: Hales, Mayor <mayorcharliehales@portlandoregon.gov>
Subject: Amendment M74/Portland Comprehensive Plan

These comments are in reference to Amendment M74/Portland Comprehensive Plan.My name is Carol
Bertolucci. I have lived in the Eastmoreland neighborhood for over 30 years and would like to see our
neighborhood

green space and street trees preserved to maintain our quality of life. I take daily walks with my dog in the
neighborhood every day and love to see the beautiful gardens and plantings that adorn our cherished houses.

"itnessing demolition of beautiful homes on oversized lots to accommodate mammoth structures has been
uorrific and unsettling. I support the rezoning of the Eastmoreland neighborhood from RS to R7 including the
area between Cesar Chavez Blvd and SE 36" Ave (where my home is located) and plead with the mayor and
city council members to support this change.
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Thank-you for your consideration.

Carol Bertolucci
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Arevalo, Nora e —————————

[ me ' Washington, Mustafa
Sent: - Thursday, April 14, 2016 3:39 PM
To: ned@thanhouser.org
Cc: . BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: RE: Broadmoor Golf Course
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged
Dear Ned,

Thank you for comments regarding the 2035 Comprehensive Plan, Testimonies for the proposed amendments to
the draft Comprehensive Plan will be heard Thursday April 14th, 6pm-8pm at the Portland Building Auditorium
and Wednesday April 20" 2pm-5pm at City Hall,

For more information, please visit the Bureau of Planning and Sustainability website at:
https://www.portlandoregon. gov/bps/57352

Thanks again,

-*fustafa Washington

( Jnstituent Services Specialist
Office of Mayor Charlie Hales
P:503-823-4120
mustafa.washington@portiandoregon.gov
www.portlandoregon.gov/mavor
https://www.portlandoregon. gov/toolkit/

From: Ned Thanhouser [mailto:ned@thanhouser.org]

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 12:14 PM

To: Commiissioner Novick <novick@portlandaoregon.gov>; Commissioner Saltzman <dan@portlandoregon.gov>;
Comimissioner Fritz <amanda@portlandoregon.gov>; Hales, Mayor <mayorcharliehales@portlandoregon.gov>;
testimony@portlandoregon.gov

Cc: Council Clerk — Testimony <CCTestimony@portlandoregon.gov>; general@audubonportland.org

Subject: Broadmoor Golf Course

Dear Portland City Commissioners,

I write today to ask that you reject an amendment to Portland’s Comprehensive Plan which would convert 57 acres
of valuable wildlife habitat at Broadmoor Golf Course in NE Portland to industrial use.

(' ‘peak not only as a golfer who uses Portland facilities year round but also as an environmentalist concerned about
,..eserving the habitat and nesting sites for Great Blue Herons and saving the historic and beautiful Sequoia
Redwood trees.
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Please do not let the aims of industrial users encroach upon the recreational and environmental resources that
Portlanders, such as me, my family, and friends, pay through our taxes for you to manage in all our interests.

Thank you for the consideration,

Respectfully submitted,

Ned Thanhouser

Thanhouser Company Film Preservation, Inc.
The Monkey and Her Driver

International Youth Silent Film Festival

Film Maintenance Service

World of Speed
lona College Dean'’s Advisory Board
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Arevalo, Nora

‘rom: Washington, Mustafa

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 3:35 PM

To: Jeff Stone

Cc: 8PS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: RE: Portland Comprehensive Plan revision
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Jeff,

Thank you for comments regarding the 2035 Comprehensive Plan. Testimonies for the proposed amendments to
the draft Comprehensive Plan will be heard Thursday April 14th, 6pm-8pm at the Portland Building Auditorium
and Wednesday April 20" 2pm-5pm at City Hall.

For more information, please visit the Bureau of Planning and Sustainability website at:
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/bps/57352

Thanks again,

. Mustafa Washington
onstituent Services Specialist
Office of Mayor Charlic Hales
P:503-823-4120 '
mustafa.washington@portlandoregon.gov
www.portlandoregon.gov/mayor
hitps://'www.portlandoregon.gov/toolkit/

From: Jeff Stone [mailio:jstone@oan.org)

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 10:59 AM

To: Hales, Mayor <mayercharliehales@portlandoregon.gov>
Subject: Portland Comprehensive Plan revision

Mayor Hales

Thank you, in advance, for supporting a revision to the Economic Opportunities Analysis (EOA) to incorporate a medium-cargo
forecast in the Portland Comprehensive Plan. | know that the Portland harbor is home to more than 100 businesses that
employ hundreds of smailer local businesses, which collectively employ more than 50,000 employees. Nearly 60% of this work
force earn middle income wages and about 20% are ethnically or racially diverse, |n the past five years these Portland harbor
businesses have invested more than $370 million and have generated more than $4.5 million in local tax revenue annually,

-3 Executive Director of the Oregon Association of Nurserles, | was proud to support the change to moderate growth forecast
in the initfal hearings before City Councll last fall. It's important for our Oregon nurseries to have a thriving, growing working
waterfront and a city that supports and understands the importance of our port.

i .
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If you care about maintaining and growing robust employment opportunities for all of the residents of the City, then you
should ensure that there is adequate growth in the harbor. | urge you to change the Portland harbor forecast back to the
“most likely” moderate growth as originally recommended by Bureau of planning and sustainability staff.

leff

OREGON JEFF STONE / Executive Director, Oregon Association of Nurseries
} assoclattonor  email: jstone@oan.org office: 503-682-5089 cell: 971-235-3868
NURSERIES™ 29751 SW Town Center Loop West, Wilsonville, Oregon 97070

DON'T

AT ST

FAR FROM ORDINARY

AUGUST 25-27, 2016
v tanyoacizhoweom
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Arevalo, Nora

[ T P e S co )
om: Washington, Mustafa

Sent; Thursday, Aprit 14, 2016 3:33 PM

To: John Galbraith

Cc: : BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony

Subject: RE: Amendment M74 to Portland Comprehensive Plan

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Dear John,

Thank you for comments regarding the 2035 Comprehensive Plan. Testimonies for the proposed amendments to
the draft Comprehensive Plan will be heard Thursday April 14th, 6pm-8pm at the Portland Building Auditorium
and Wednesday April 20" 2pm-5pm at City Hall.

For more information, please visit the Bureau of Planning and Sustainability website at:
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/bps/57352

Thanks again,

.-Mustafa Washington

_onstituent Services Specialist

Office of Mayor Charlie Hales
P:503-823-4120
mustafa.washington@portlandoregon.gov

www.portlandoregon. goy/mayor
hiips://www.portlandoregon.gov/toolkit/

From: John Galbraith [mailto:john97202 @gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 11:09 AM

To: Hales, Mayor <mayorcharliehales@portlandoregon.gov>; novick@portlandoegon.gov; Commissioner Fritz
<amanda@portlandoregon.gov>; dan@portlandorgeon.gov; Commissioner Fish <nick@portlandoregon.gov>;
McCullough, Robert <Robert@mresearch.com> '

Subject: Amendment M74 to Portland Comprehensive Plan

Dear Mayof and Commissioners:
I have been a resident of Eastmoreland for over 30 years. 1 purchased my home in 1985 to become a part of this
community, It makes no logical sense to split this great neighborhood by creating different zoning from SE 36th

Ave. eastward to SE 39th Ave. (Cesar Chavez Blvd.) which is the logical border for both neighborhood and

>ning designations. I realize that it is important to have affordable housing available in Portland. It is also

* important to preserve beautiful established neighborhoods as an important part of Portland's character. Please

make the entire Eastmoreland neighborhood, including SE 37th and SE 38th Avenues, R7 zoning. Thank you

for your consideration, John Galbraith

1
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Arevalo,Nora

rony. Megan Rosenau <megan.rosenau@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 3:09 PM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Cc: McCullough, Robert
Subject: Amendment m74
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

We live in the area of eastmoreland which would remain R5 zone with the current plan - we live at 3624 SE Henry st.
Please consider zoning the area between 36th and 39th as r7. Lot splitting, huge houses all increase traffic, destroys the
trees that make this neighborhood so unique and generally changes the feel of it in a very negative way. There are
several houses on our street which | could envision being torn down.

Right now our street is known as the main sledding hill of eastmoreland. There aren’t too many cars. The yards are good
sized. Kids play together outside. People aren't purchasing brand new homes here for a million. They live here because
they love the neighborhood and the weird small kitchens of these houses are an okay price to pay.

Help us keep this down home neighborhood feeling despite soaring housing prices.

Thank you, megan Rosenau

Sent from my iPhone
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Arevalo, Nora

am: Moore-Love, Karla
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 3:08 PM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: FW: 6141 SW Canyon Court - CPU Testimony
Attachments: DCAPDX-2021607-v1-4-12-16 Letter to Council Clerk, City of Portland - CPU Testimony

- 6141 SW Canyon Court.PDF

Importance: High
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Karla Moore-Love [Council Clerk
Office of the City Auditor |City Hall Rm 130
503.823.4086

From: Caroline A. Richter [mailto:CRichter@dunncarney.com)

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 11:43 AM

To: Moore-Love, Karla <Karla.Moore-Love@portlandoregon.gov>

Subject: [User Approved] 6141 SW Canyon Court - CPU Testimony
Importance: High

Hi Karla,

Attached is a copy of Ty Wyman’s April 12, 2016 fetter to Council Clerk, City of Portland, with the enclosure. There was
some confusion in that the initial email sent the other day with the letter to the Council Clerk did not have the enclosure
attached to the letter the first time sent.

If you could respond and let me know that you received this email and letter with enclosure, it would be much
appreciated.

Thank you.

Caroline A. Richter

Assistant to Ty K. Wyman

crichter@dunncarney.com

Direct 503-306-5338 | Fax 503-224-7324 | www.dunncarney.com

Dunn Carney Allen Higgins & Tongue LLP
851 SW Sixth Ave. Suite 1500 | Portland, OR 97204
Member of Meritas Law Firms Worldwide www,Meritas.org

This message is intended only for the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain information that is privileged,

nfidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the intended recipient, or the agéent responsible for
“delivering the message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited, and you are requested to return the original message to the sender.

Ordinance 187832, Vol. 1.3.E, page 4682




—

TY K. WYMBAN
Admitied In

Orogon

BIRECT DAL
503-417-8479

E-HAIL

twyman@®
dunncamey.com

ADDRESS

Sulie 1500

851 8.\W, Sixth Avenue
Porttand, Cregon
97204-1357

Phona 603.224,8440
Fox §03.224.7324

[NTERHET
V. CUNNSEMOY.CoMm

Mambes
T MERITAS

April 12, 2016

Via Email: cputestimony@portlandoregon.gov

Council Clerk

City of Portland

1221 SW Fourth Avenue, Room 130
Portland, OR 97204

Re: 6141 SW Canyon Court
Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Our File No.: RAS10-1

Dear Mayor and Council:

Following up on my November 9, 2015 letter on behalf of Dr, Nader
Rassouli, this responds to the list of proposed map amendments published recently
by the Council. Specifically, we appreciate greatly Commissioner Novick’s
proposal to rezone this site from R20 to RS, and submit this letter of support.

Commissioner Novick’s proposal recognizes the central point of our Nov.
9 letter, i.e., to whatever extent R20 zoning is appropriate anywhere in the City, it -
is not appropriate for a relatively flat location next to the Sunset Freeway. Our
letter suggested the R2 zone for this site. In recognition of neighbors’ concerns,
however, we told staff after submitting the letter that R5 would also be suitable,
and are glad to see that Comnmissioner Novick has proposed it.

We understand that neighbors have expressed concern that development
under any designation other than R20 will lack proximity to neighborhood services
and create cut-through traffic. Inresponse, we asked traffic engineer Chris Clemow
to look into those concerns. As explained in his attached letter, the site is well
within a 20-minute walk — about three minutes, actually - to several acres of
commercial-zoned property, and full development under R5 (11 dwelling units)
would not add any measurable cut-through traffic.

Thus, while we understand the desire of neighbors to protect their enclave,
Commissioner Novick’s proposal does not threaten it.

This process requires all citizens to envision Portland in the year 2035,
approaching 900,000 residents strong. The idea that this site - 1.28 acres sitting
atop the Sunset Freeway — should accommodate nothing more than a single-family

INDBPENDENT MEMBER OF MERITAS
WITH AFFILIATED OFFICES [N MORE THAN 130 CITIES AND 60 FORBION COUNTRIES
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Council Clerk (
Aprit 12,2016
Page 2

dwelling cuts against every planning value we hold dear. We ask the Council 1o
support the propoesed RS zone as the best vision of our City’s future.

As always, we appreciate your consideration and look forward to addressing
any questions you may have.

Very truly yougs,

Ty K. \\(f yman

TKW:car

Enclosures

ce:  Sylvan-Highlands Neighborhoad Association
Peter Belluschi
Joan Fredericksen, West District Liaison
Julic Ocken, Assistant
Nader M, Rassonli, DDS
Chris Clemow ( :

DUAPDN 197088 _v3
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February 10, 2015

Dunn Carney Allen Higgins & Tongue LLP
Attention: Ty K. Wyman

851 SW 6™ Avenue, Suite 1500
Portland, Oregon 97204

Re: 6141 SW Canyon Court Zone Change ~ Portland, Oregon
Technical Letter #1 Supplemental Transportation Analysis

Project Number 20151006.00

Dear Mr, Wyman:

This technical letter supports the proposed property rezone at 6141 SW Canyon Court, Portland, Gregon,
The following items are specifically addressed in this letter:

Property Description and Proposed Land Use Action
Trip Generation

Transportation Impacts

Summary

Ealh il

1. PROPERTY DESCRIPTION AND PROPOSED LAND USE ACTION

The 1.28-acre subject property is located at 6141 SW Canyon Court, Portland, Oregon and is identified as
Tax Lot 2200 on Multnomah County Assessor’s Map 1S-1E-06CB. Property access is to SW 61 Drive which
connects to SW Canyon Court directly to the south.

The property is currently zoned City of Portland Residential 20,0006 {R20), a low-density single-family '
dwelling zone altowlng 1 unit per 20,000 square feet, As part of a larger City of Portland Comprehensive
Plan map change and rezoning effort, the subject property Is being considered/proposed to be rezoned
to Residential 5,000 {R5), a low-density single-family dwelling zone allowing 1 unit per 5,000 square feet.

The proposed zoning has potentlaj to increase site trip generatlon; therefore, transportation impacts are
quantified and evaluated as part of this letter.

1582 Fetters Loop, Eugene, Oregon 974021 541-579-831 5 | cclermowiclemow-associalas.corn
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6141 SW Canyon Court Zone Change — Portland, Oregon .
Project Number 20151006.00 (
February 16, 2015
Page 2

2. TRIP GENERATION

The subject property is 1.28 acres, or 55,757 square feet in size. Reasonable worst-case development in
the proposed R5 zane allows 11 single-family dwelling units and the current R20 zone allows 2 single-

family dwelling units.

Trip generation for reasonable worst-case development in the proposed and current zone designations is
estimated using the Institute of Transportation Engineers {ITE) Trip Generation Manual, 9 Edition, Land
Use — 210 Single-Family Detached Housing. Resulting trip generation is summarized in the following table.

Proposed RS Zone Designalion

Single-Fanily Detached Housing ~ 210 71 A1 . 405 . .07 4 4e
Current R20 Zone Designalion

Single-Family Detached Housing - 210 .. . 2. . 19 . -t ~wodoa0 20 ( )
Net New (Primary} Trips 88 8§ 3 8 -

As identified in the table above, the proposed zone designation has potential to lncrea_sersite_ trip
generation by 8 PM peak hour trips,

3. TRANSPORTATION IMPACTS

The subject property directly accesses SW 61° Drive. Anticipated residential development traffic will
primarily travel to/from the east on SW Skyline Boulevard via SW Canyon Court, SW 58" Street and SW
Montgomery Street, No transportation infrastructure improvements are anticipated to be necessary to
support this small potential traffic increase. As such, existing traffic patterns are anticipated to remain the
same and Increased subject property development is not anticipated to increase residential neighborhood
cut-through traffic to the northwest. The vast majority of vehicles travelling to/from this development will
use the signalized SW Skyline Boulevard/SW Monatgonery Stret/SW Westgate Drive intersection to
enter/exit the neighborhood, and will not use SW 61* Drive to cut-thru to SW Barnes Road or W Burnside
Road, ' :

Overall transportation impacts are small with a potential trip generation increase of 9 PM peak hour trips.
As such, the proposed rezone Is not anticipated to significantly affect the transportation system.

CAuUsers\Chris\Documents\Chris Files\20151006 6141 SW Canyon Court Zone Change - Portland\lir cme¢ TL1 supplemental materials {for 6141
SW Canyon Count ZC to RS.docx |
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6141 SW Canyon Court Zone Change ~ Portland, Oregon
Project Number 20151006.00

February 10, 2015

Page 3

4. PROXIMITY TO SERVICES .

The subject property is located approximately 1,000 feet {i.e., less than a ¥ mile walking distance} from
commerclal properties located adjacent SW Skyline Boulevard and SW Montgomery Street. These
properties are zoned General Commercial {CG) allowing a full range of retail and service businesses with
a local or regional market. CG zone development standards promote attractive development, an open and
pleasant street appearance, and compatibllity with adjacent residential areas. CG development Is
intended to be aesthetically pleasing for motorists, transit users, pedestrians, and the businesses
themselves,

Overall, the subject property is located sufficiently close to complimentary commercial services to
promote walking, thereby reducing reliance on the automobile,

5. SUMMARY

The proposed 6141 SW Canyon Court property rezone s not anticipated to significantly affect the
transportation system. Rezoning the property is not anticipated to promote residential neighborhood
cut-through traffic and the property Is sufficlently close to commercial services to promote walking.

Sincerely,

(it (1

Christopher M. Clemow, PE, PTOE
Transportation Engineer

Resens 3ipee 2a17

C\Users\Chris\bocuments\Chris Files\20151006 6141 SW Canyon Court Zone Change — Porthand\itr cmc TL1 supplemeontal materials for 6141
SW Canyon Court ZC to R5.docx
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Arevalo, Nora

(' ony: Washington, Mustafa
Sent; Thursday, April 14, 2016 2:49 PM
To: bookin@bookingroup.com
Cce: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: FW: Written Testimony on Portland Harbor Industrial Forecast
Attachments: Industrial Lands Letter 4-13-16.docx
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged
Dear Beverly,

Thank you for comments regarding the 2035 Comprehensive Plan. Testimonies for the proposed amendments to
the draft Comprehensive Plan will be heard Thursday April 14th, 6pm-8pm at the Portland Building Auditorium
and Wednesday April 20" 2pm-5pm at City Hall,

For more information, please visit the Bureau of Planning and Sustamablhty website at:
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/bps/57352

Thanks again,

{( ustafa Washington
Constituent Services Specialist
Office of Mayor Charlie Hales
P:503-823-4120
mustafa.washington@portlandoregon.gov
www.portlandoregon.gov/mayor
https:/fwww.portlandoregon.gov/toolkit/

From: Beverly Bookin {mailto:bookin@bookingroup. com}

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 11:17 AM

To: Hales, Mayor <mayorcharliehales@poertlandoregon.gov>
Subject: Written Testimony on Portland Harbor Industrial Forecast

Please accept my testimony on the this important issue in preparation for the upcoming hearing. Thanks.

Beverly Bookin, AICP

The Bookin Group LLC

812 SW Washington, Suite 800
Portfand, OR 97205
503.241.2423 {Office)

503. 309.4:1 40 (Celf)
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GROUP
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Land Use &
Inskitutional
Flanning

Policy Analysis

Project
Managament

Group
Facilitation

812 $W Washington Straet
Suite 600

Portland, Oregon

97205

Telephone
503.241.3423

April 14, 2016

Portland City Councif
City Hall -

1221 SW 4t Ave
Portland OR 97204

Dear Mayor Hales and Cily Commissioners:

{ have been a consulting land use planner for nearly 35 years practicing primarily within Fortland.
During that period, | have been active on many fronts in lobbying lo insure that the Portland
mefropolitan region has a sufficient supply of vacant and redevelopable industriaf land o provide
much-needed family-wage jobs and provide goods and services so vilal to our economy.
Waterfront industrial land is a particularly critical component of the industrial land supply.

I am writing fo you loday the about the City of Portland Comprehensive Plan and the supporting
Economic Opportunities Analysis (EQA). [ believe that the low-growth forecast for waterfront
industriat land as recommended in these documents sends a negalive message about the value
of Porfland Harbor and its impact on the region’s economy. As you know, both the Port of
Portland and private companies collectively make the Harbor a major-impact employer in the cily
and region by engaging in the procurement and shipping of supplies, raw materials and finished
goods and providing other services, with significant secondary and ferfiary job impact.
Specifically, the low-growth forecast under-estimates the demand for walerfront industrial land
and over-estimates the supply of such land available for fulure industrial development, thus
inhibiting both the ability for existing and new businesses to grow and flourish.

During your upcoming April hearings, you will have the opportunity to amend the Comprehensive
Plan to more accurately reflect the activily in and future development of the Porfland Harbor. If
you care about the future not only of Portland, but our entire region and state, then | urge you to
support the amendment that would change the low-growth forecast for the Harbor back to a
medium-growth forecast, which more realistically represents the Harbors historic activity and
future contributions.

Thank youl for the opportunily fo express my concerns in this matter.
Sincerely,

KBooter)

Beverly Bookin, AICP
The Bookin Group LLC
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i 1120 NW Couch Street | © +1503.727.2000
PERKINSCOIE 10th Floor e & 115037272222

Portland, OR 97209-4128 PerkinsCoie.com

Michae! C. Robinson
MRobinson@petkinscoie.com
D, +1.503.727.2264
£ +1.503.346.2264

April 14, 2016

VIA EMAIL

Charlie Hales, Mayor

Portland City Council

1221 SW Fourth Avenue, Room 130
Portland, Oregon 97204

Re:  Testimony by Providence Health & Services—Oregon Concerning Draft 2035
Comprehensive Plan March 18, 2016 City Council Amendments

Dear Mayor Hales and Members of the Portland City Council:

This office represents Providence Health & Services—Oregon (“Providence”). I am writing this
letter on behalf of Providence concerning the Draft 2035 Comprehensive Plan City Council
Amendments contained in the March 18, 2016 list of amendments.

1, Map Amendment,.

Providence supports proposed Map Amendment #M67 at 4609-4615 NE Hoyt Street (Exhibit1).
Providence owns the multi-family dwellings at this address. The amendment proposes that the
site retain its current multi-family dwelling zoning designation instead of being changed to the
proposed Campus Institution (“CI-2") designation. Providence supports this amendment because
it will allow the multi-family dwellings now on the site to remain conforming instead of
becoming a non-conforming use if the site is changed to CI-2. The Bureau of Planning and
Sustainability (“BPS”) recommends fhat the City Council support the proposed Map
Amendment.

Providence appreciates the amendment.

2, Policy Amendments,

Providence supports Policy Amendment #P58, Policy 6.57 (page 26) (Exhibit 2). This
amendment to Policy 6.57 adds the following sentence:

“Minimize off-site impacts and collaboration with institutions
and neighbors, especially in reducing automobile traffic and
parking impacts.”

38638-0044/130622877.1
Perkins Cre LLP

Ordinance 187832, Vol. 1.3.E, page 4690




Charlie Hales, Mayor
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Providence supports this amended Policy because it the Policy intends to encourage
collaboration with institutions such as Providence Portland Medical Center (“PPMC”) on how to

minimize off-site imacts.
3. Additional Policies Requested.

Providence has testified that it believes additional policies are necessary to ensure appropriate
Transportation Demand Management (“TDM”) measures and other considerations for future
development of PPMC. Providence submitted a letter dated January 7, 2016 requesting two
additional policies be considered, Policies 6.61 and 6.62 (Exhibit 3). Providence would
appreciate the City Council adding these policies or similar policies to the Comprehensive Plan
to guide implementation of the CI-2 zone and TDM measures.

Providence appreciates the amendments the City Council has made to the Draft 2035
Comprehensive Plan based on Providence’s testimony.

Very truly yours,

Michael C, Robinson

MCRursr
Enclosures

cc:  Ms. Michelle Bernard (via email) (w/ encls.)
Mr, Jeff West (via email) (w/ encls.)
Ms. Karen Weylandt (via email) (w/ encls.)
Ms. Dana White (via email) (w/ encls.)
Mr. David Bodine (via email} (w/ encls.)
Ms, Krista Farnham (via email) (w/ encls.) '

38638-0044/130622877.1
Paikins CoeLLP
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2035 Comprehensive Plan — Council Amendments

Amendment - Location: City Bible Church Related testimony (for or against):
#M36 City Bible Church
R318429
Requested by: Mayor Service Considerations: Stormwater
constraints.
Change: Remove Institutional BPS Recommendation: Support
Campus designation from this site at
9200 NE Fremont, return to Multi-
Dwelling 2,000.
Amendment Location: PepsiCo Related testimony (for or against):
#M49 PespiCo
R278421
Requested by: Mayor Service Considerations: None
Change: Change the Pepsi block at BPS Recommendation: Support
27th and Sandy from Mixed Use to
Mixed Employiment,
Amendment Location: 4609-4615 NE HOYTST | Related testimony (for or against):
#M67 Providence |
Requested by: Mayor Service Considerations: None
Change: Retain Multi-Dwelling 1,000 { BPS Recommendation: Support
on this hospital-owned residential
property, rather than the new
Institutional Campus designation.
Mixed Use Amendments

The following Northeast Portland amendments involve mixed use areas.

Amendment
finM24

Location: 4008 NE MLK
(including 4003 and 4009 NE Grand)

R207414, R207416, R207415

Related testimony (for or against): -
Micro Enterprise Services of Oregon

Requested by: Mayor

Service Considerations: Nearby
sections of MLK are projected to be
over capacity during PM Peak in
2035, Mitigating factoris frequent
transit service, good bike access,and
possible future streetcar service,

Change: From High Density Multi-
Dwelling to Mixed Use - Urban
Cenfer,

BPS Recommendation: Support.

Page 60

March 18, 2016
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2035 Comprehensive Plan — Council Amendments

#P55

Policy 6.41

Requested by: Staff

Related testimony {for or
against): None

Porﬂand Harbon Superfund Site, Take a leadership role in
to facilitate_a cleanup of the Portland

Harbor that moves forward as quickly as possible and that
allocates cleanup costs fauly and equrtably Superfund-—Site

. Encourage a
science-based and cost-effective cleanup solutlon that
facilitates re-use of land for river- or rail-dependent or related

industrial uses. The-MNatural-Resoures-Damage-Assesstient
MRDA—}elemem-e{LSupepﬁuﬂé—Pfegmm-premises—te—mewde

'Hl'ﬁ ’ ‘. .

BPS Staff Recommendation: Support. Policy as written may
conflict with Council direction on superfund.

#P56

New Policy after 6.48

Requested by: Hales

Related testimony (for or
against): None

Fossif fuel distribution. Limit fossil fuels distribution _and
storage facilities to those necessary to serve the regional
market.

BPS Staff Recommendation: Support.

#P57

New Policy after 6.54

Requested by: Fritz

Related testimony (for or
against): Portland Parks
Board

Neiphborhood Park Use. Allow neighborhood park
development within industrial_zones where needed to provide
adequate park service within_one-half mile of every resident.

BPS Staff Recommendation: Support.

HP38

Policy 6,57

Requested by: Novick

Related testimony (for or
against): Collins View,
University Park, NWDA,
Michael Robinson, several
Colleges and Hospitals

Development impacts. Protect the livability of surrounding
neighborhoods through adequate infrastructure and campus
development standards that foster suitable density and
attractive campus design. Minimize off-site impacts in

collaboration with institutions _and neighbors, especially in

reducing automobile traffic and parking impacts,

BPS Staff Recommendation: Support.

Page 26

Matrch 18, 2016
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Portland, OR 97209-4128 PerkinsColecom

Michael C. Robinson
MRobinson@perkinscole.com
. +1.503.727.2264
p. +1.503.346.2264

January 7, 2016

VIA PERSONAL DELIVERY

Mayor Charlie Hales

City of Portland City Council
1221 SW 4l Avenue, Room 340
Portland, OR 97204

Re:  Agenda Item 28 (Previous Agenda No, 1296); Adoption of New Portland
Comprehensive Plan

Dear Mayor Hales and Membets of the Portland City Council:

This office represents Providence Health & Services — Oregon (“Providence”). Providence’s
appreciates the City Council’s consideration of new Portland Comprehensive Plan (the “Plan”)
policies addressing institutions, As explained below, Providence asks that the City Council
consider changes to the proposed Campus Institution Plan policies prior to making a final
decision. Providence cannot support the proposed Campus Institution Plan policies without the

changes requested in this letter.

Providence submitted a letter to the Portland Planning and Sustainability Commission
(the “PSC”) dated March 13, 2015 (Exhibit 1) addressing many of the issues raised in this letter.
[ have included the letter as an exhibit so that the City Council may see all of Providence’s

suggestions,

The proposed Campus Institution Plan policies are contained in proposed Plan policies 6.55
through 6.60. Providence raises the following issues for these Plan policies.

1 The Plan Policies Should be Adopted before the Campus Institution Land Use
Regulations (the Proposed CI-1 and CI-2 Zoning Districts) are Adopted in Order for the
Plan Policies to Inferm the Land Use Regulations,

The Plan policies establish the City’s vision for development. ILand use regulations implement
the Plan’s vision.

The proposed Plan policies before the City Council will be adopted concurrently with the
implementing land use regulations, An institution supporting the Plan policies cannot be assured
that the land use regulations will be as intended since once the Plan policies are adopted, the City
has considerable discretion in their implementation. :

38638-0044/129299825.1
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Mayor Charlie Hales
January 7, 2016
Page 2

Providence asks that the City Council consider revisiting the Plan policies following the PSC
recommendation to the City Council concerning the CI-1 and CI-2 land use regulations. This
will allow institutions the opportunity to determine that the final, proposed land use regulations

are acceptable.

2. Approved Conditional Use Master Plans (“CUMP?”) Should be Allewed to Continue
and Be Extended at the Institution’s Option,

Almost every health care institution in the City has an approved CUMP, The health care
institutions have worked hard with their neighbors to develop CUMPs that reflect how the health

care institution can grow while being a good neighbor to its neighbors. However, the proposed
Plan policies say nothing about maintaining and extending the CUMPs.

Providence asks that the City Council consider adopting the following Campus Institution Plan
policy:

“Policy 6.61. Existing Conditional Use Master Plans. Existing
conditional use master plans represent a commitment by a
campus institution and an approval by the City to a certain
kind of future growth that has been found to be compatible
with adjacent neighborhoods. Implementing Iand use
regulations should allow for approved CUMPs to be continued
and extended at the campus institution’s option.”

3. Existing Transportation Demand Management (“TDM”) Plans Should Continue to
be Used.

Many of the CUMPs, including the CUMP for Providence Portland Medical Center, include
successful TDM plans. Providence’s TDM has successfully reduced single occupancy vehicle
(“SOV™) trips. The proposed Plan policies should allow for the continuation of approved and
successful TDM plans, Providence requests that the City Council consider the following

Campus Institution Plan policy:

“Policy 6.62, Transporiation Demnand Management Plans,
Transportation demand management plans approved as part
of a conditional use master plan that have proven to be
successful in reducing single oceupancy trips and encouraging
use of a variety of transportation modes shall be allowed to be
continued and, if a new transportation demand management
plan is required, an existing transportation demand
management plan shall be considered as satisfying at the

38638-0044/129299825.
Petiins Co LLP
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Mayor Charlie Hales
January 7, 2016
Page 3

requirement for a new transportation demand management
plan.”

4. Conclusion.

Providence appreciates the work that the professional staff, the PSC and City Council have
devoted to the implementation of Portland’s new Plan, Providence also appreciates the
opporlunity to be part of the discussion, especially as it affects Portland Providence Medical
Center, Providence respectfully requests that the City Council leave the written record open in
order to allow it and other parties the opportunity to respond to testimony presented to the City
Council through tonight so that the City Council may have the benefit of the partics’ comments

on the testimony,

Very truly yours,

et C RuliN~

Michael C. Robinson

MCR:rsr
Enclosure

ce:  Ms, Dana White (via email) (w/ encl.)
Ms. Karen Weylandt (via email) (w/ encl.)
Ms, Krista Farnham (via email) (w/ encl.)
Ms. Michelle Bernard (via email) (w/ encl.)
Mr, Jeff West (via email) (w/ encl.)
Mr, Trent Thelen (via email) (w/ encl.)
Ms. Marty Stiven (via email) (w/ encl.)

38638-0044/129259825. ¢
Perpis Cde P
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Michael C. Rebinson
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¥ {503) 1462264

‘March 13, 2015

Mr. Andrd Baugh, Chair

Gity of Portland Pldnning and Sustainability Commission
-City of Portland Burean of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW Fonrth Avenue, Suite 7000

Portland, OR. 972061

Re:  Portland Comprehensive Plan (“Plan”) Update; Proposed Policies 6.53-6.58
" Dear Chair Baugh and Membets of the Commission:

This office represents Providence Health & Services—Qregon (“Pravidence”). I am writing on
behalf of Providence to comiment on proposed Plan palicies 6,53-6.58 concering Campus
institutions and to. offer additional comments on the Plan update concerning Campus institutions.
1 have attached Providence’s previous letter dated November 3, 2014,

Providence confinues to suppoit the concepts found in proposed Plan policies 6.53-6.58 for
_recognition of the importance of Campus institutions to the Portland economy. Providence
believes, ds it said in its November 3, 2014 letter, that the Plan polities should expressly provide

for the following:

« The proposed Plan policies should provide for the implementing land use regulations to
allow use of approved Conditional Use Master Plans (“CUMPs”) by Campus institutions,
such as Portland Providence Medical Center, for existing CUMPs to be modified, and for
new CUMPs to be adopted as an alternative to development under a new zoning district.

» The proposed Plan policies should expressly provide that the Campus institution Plan
map designation may be achieved through either legislative, or quasi-judicial
implementation., Providence believes that a legislative implementation by the City is
preferable to quasi-judicial implementation for a mumber of reasons. However, if the
Cily proceeds with a legislative amendment, a major institution should be able to “opt
out” of the legislative amendment, or if it “opts in” to the legislative amendrment, that it
be allowed to continue to rely upon an approved, modified or new CUMP.

o The proposed Plan policies and mapping should be adopted concurrently with the
implementing Campus inslitution land use regulations. The Cily will implement the Plan
policies through land use regulations. The land use regulations as adopted may not be
satisfactory to major institutions, Concurrent implementation allows major instilutions
the opportunily to review the land use regulations before the Plan policies are adopted.

38638-0044/1. HGALF25320406.1
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Mr, André Baugh, Chair
March 13, 2015
Page 2

“Thank you for your consideration of these comments. Please place this letter in the official file
for the legislative amendment and provide ime with written notice of the Conimission’s
recomnigndatioit to the Portland City Council.

Yery truly yours,

Michael. C. Robinson

MCR:¥sr
Enclosure

ger  Ms, Dana White (via email)-{(w/ encl.)
Ms. Karen Weylandt (via email} (w/ encl.)
Ms, Michelle Bernard (via email) (w/ encl.)
Ms, Marty Stiven (via email) (w/ encl.)

JR638-0044/LEGALT25320406.1
BoITEX TR
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Arevalo, Nora

[ oo L
(\ om: Washington, Mustafa
Sent: : Thursday, April 14, 2016 2:39 PM
To: elizabeth fries
Ce: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: RE: Do Not Destroy Wildlife Habitat at Broadmoor Golf Course
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged
Dear Elizabeth,

Thank you for comments regarding the 2035 Comprehensive Plan. Testimonies for the proposed amendments to
the draft Comprehensive Plan will be heard Thursday April 14th, 6pm-8pm at the Portland Building Auditorium
and Wednesday April 20 2pm-5pm at City Hall, /
For more information, please visit the Bureau of Planning and Sustainability website at:
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/bps/57352

Thanks again,

- Mustafa Washington

( onstituent Services Specialist
Office of Mayor Charlie Hales
P:503-823-4120
mustafa.washington(@portlandoregon.gov
www.portlandoregon.gov/mayor
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/toolkit/

From: elizabeth fries [mailto:emfries79@gmail.com}

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 10:13 AM

To: Hales, Mayor <mayorcharliehales@portlandoregon.gov>
Subject: Do Not Destroy Wildlife Habitat at Broadmoor Golf Course

Mr. Mayor, you should be ashamed.

Completely and utterly ashamed. I do not know how you sleep at night with what you are doing to
this beautiful city so that you and your development buddies can get every last cent out of it under
the guise of "progress & development”.

This latest Proposal is among your most embarrassing. The destruction of the Broadmoor Golf Course
( 1 zone it for commercial use (let me guess - HUGE profit here?!?!) would reek havoc on this
- .aluable, irreplaceable habitat. So you & your pals make a few extra dollars... what do we and all
future generations lose? Let's ask the Audubon Society. They say:
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*  The majority of thé site is within a designated environmental overlay, an area the city recognizes has “highly

significant resources and functional values.”

» The site is bordered on three sides by waterways and wetlands including the Columbia Slough, the Catkin Marsh (
Wetlands, and a Port of Portland environmental mitigation site. This parcel contains more than a full mile of
riparian habitat! Destroying this site will not only eliminate important habitat. It will leave the
surrounding habitat isolated and fragmented, cutting the heart out of one of the most important

wildlife complexes on the slough.

= The site is full of massive trees including many large giant sequoias like the ones that the community fought to

save in SE Portland.

= 11 at-risk bird species and the state listed sensitive Western Painted Turtles have been identified in this habitat

complex.

Please, Mr. Mayor, I implore you. Please stop trying to destroy everything that makes this city the special gem that it
is. Please. The housing market you've helped create, the destruction of neighborhoods, of entire communities has
baen hard enough to watch. Please do not let your greed take you so far as to destroy our wildlife too. It is QUR
DUTY as citizens of this country to protect these lands for future generations. Please be on the right side of history,
and not the person we look back at and blame for the eradication of this gift we have been given.

You have the choice. You have the power. We elected you to do the right thing by this city. Please, do the job you
were hired to do and stop lining the pockets of the developers by destroying everything of value to us, the citizens.

Teddy said it best...
“Here is your country, Cherish these natural wonders, cherish the natural resources, cherish the history and

romance as a sacred heritage, for your children and your children's children. Do not let selfish men or greedy
interests skin your country of its beauty, its riches or its romance.”
— Theodore Roosevelt

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Fries
Portland, OR
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Arevalo,Nora

( om Angela Kremer <angelahkremer@gmail.com>
 Sent: ' Thursday, April 14, 2016 2:36 PM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: Residential Map changes for Comp plan Update
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

-- Dear City Planning Team

I am writing as a leadership team from the Eliot Neighborhood Board of Director after attending the Land Use Committee and hearing
concemns about the future Residential Zone change from R2 to R2.5. We heard from homeowners who have additional lots as well as those
who have rental property that are concerned and we feel these are social equity issues that must be addressed. These include:

1. Concern that under Measure 50, the law allows reassessment with zone change so taxes can be increased and that the County can seek
funding through reassessment. Some residents are concerned that the tax bill could increase to $4000-$5000 if reassessed.

2, Concern that this decision will be reducing the developable capacity for families that had planned to eventually develop adjoining lots or to
subdivide doubles and with R2.5 would add costs of permitting. This creates challenges for wealth creation, retirement and a burden for
long-term homeowners because of the need funding to pay for permits if the new zone requires additional development expense. Thus, some
people are worried they would have to sell to pay for new taxes even as they could not afford to develop their land under new zoning due to

( 'ditional rules.

These two challenges are equity concerns for the Eliot Board and known now to our LUTC Board. Therefore, as neighborhood leaders

we want the City to consider these equity and displacement issues before rezoning in Eliot. We are planning a letter to Commissioner Loretta
Smith and are seeking assurance from the Assessor's Office in the form of writing that Eliot will not be reassessed with this change in order
1o protect those long-time resident homeowner in the neighborhood. Less than 1/3 of housing units in Eliot are currently homeownership
units compared to rental units,

Please consider the entire risks for Eliot residents of the zone change. Several of our residents are not in support of this change due fo the
potential increased taxes but our LUTC has considered the costs of loss of old homes and found this shift to R2.5 to be the best alternatives
for that purpose. We are supportive of the LUTC efforts and wish you to also consider the other perspectives of those concerned and
vulnerable residents.

Respectfully,

Angela Kremer, former Chair
Jere Fitterman and Pat Montgomery, Co Chairs

Eliot Neighborhood Association BoardAngela Kremer
Organizational Leadership

Linked In/angelakremer

(503)-890-3071
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Arevalo, Nora

om: Jen Maxwell-Muir <Jen@maxwellpr.com>
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 2:35 PM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: FW: Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Follow Up Flag: Foltow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Resending with address.

From: Jen Maxwell-Muir

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 2:34 PM

To: 'cputestimony@portlandoregon.gov' <cputestimony@portlandoregon.gov>
Subject: Comprehensive Plan Testimony

As a 20+ year Sellwood resident, I oppose rezoning of our community along the side streets off Milwaukie and SE 13 avenue,
particularly portions of Sherrett, Spokane and Nehalem streets. These are quiet neighborhood streets with children running back
and forth from houses to play. With more cars — AND NO PARKING — 4-story apartment buildings in the core of our
neighborhood will forever change what makes it special. Please, if you must allow such development, keep it to the Tacoma
thoroughfare where there is already density and high traffic.

Thank you,

Concerned citizen.

2n Maxwell-Muir
1569 SE Nehalem St
Portland OR 97202
503.231.3086
jen@maxwellpr.com

hitp:/ftwitter.com/jenmaxwell
www.maxwellpr.com

"It doesn’t matter what size you are. What matters is the amount of courage you have to act on great ideas even if they
make you uncomfortable.” Doug Stephens, Retail Prophet
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Arevalo, Nora

L L s e ]
om; Council Clerk — Testimony
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 2:26 PM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: FW: 7th ave. greenway testimony
Attachments: tsp recomendations.docx
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: fFlagged

Karla Moore-Love |Council Clerk
Office of the City Auditor |City Hall Rm 130
503.823.4086

From: Steven Cole [mailto:stevencole86@gmail.com}

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 2:17 PM

To: Council Clerk — Testimony <CCTestimony@portlandoregon.gov>; Moore-Love, Karla <Karla.Moore-
Love@portlandoregon.gov>

Cc: deang@mcewengisvold.com; 'Montse Shepherd’ <montsearribillag@gmail.com>; 'Allan Rudwick’
<arudwick@gmail.com>; 'Susan Stringer' <sstringer22@gmail.com>; Novick, Steve <Steve.Novick@portlandoregon.gov>;
" Treat, Leah <Leah.Treat@portlandoregon.gov>

_Subject: 7th ave, greenway testimony

- rii Ms. Moore,

I am attaching a letter which | sent on behalf of the Irvington Community Association which, among other things, states
our strong preference for 7' Ave. to be designated the preferred north-south greenway through the west-side of
Irvington.

Please include this as testimony from myself on behalf of the Irvington Community Association.

Thank you,

Steven Cole

President, Irvington Community Association
503-788-0618
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Commissioner Steve Novick
Director Leah Treat
Mayor Charlie Hales

Planning and Sustainability Commission

Planning and Sustainability Commissioners,

I am writing on behalf of the lrvington Community Association (ICA} to inform you that it Is our strong
preference to make NE 7" Ave. a bike greenway rather than 9*" Ave. When one takes into consideration
the city’s plan to build a pedestrian bridge over |-84 and the following factors, logic dictates that 7" be
considered the preferred route.

First, 7" Ave. is already used by cyclists as a de facto bike greenway. It is unlikely that converting 9*" to a
greenway will entice most of those cyclists to use 9™ rather than 7™, if cyclists were going to be
persuaded by the calmer cycling environment on 9, they would currently be using that route since 9" is
currently less stressful in regard to traffic than is 7. However, they are not. That indicates there are
other factors which encourage cyclists to endure the dangerous traffic environment on 7%,

Some of those factors likely include the fact that 7" is a more even grade than 9%, which makes it easier
to bike. Ninth includes.a number of steeper inclines. As opposed to 9%, which runs into Irving Park, 7 is
a through route. A new path around the perimeter of Irving Park is unlikely to entice commuter cyclists
as it would be adjacent to a recreational area where baseball and soccer games occur as well as park
users, with their dogs.

When interviewing cyclists about their preferences, most cyclists who use 7" currently indicated that
they would not shift to 9% even if it were converted to a greenway.

Another reason we oppose converting 9" to a greenway versus 7%, is that 7" would be significantly
cheaper to convert to a greenway. Pavement would have to be replaced on at least two blocks and a
multi-use path would need to be built in Irving Park,

Finally, in regard to 7" Ave., the street has become more dangerous for pedestrians and cyclists due to
an increase in traffic, particularly between Hancock and Knott. If 9 were converted to a greenway, the
city would still need to spend substantial money to improve 7" since cyclists and pedestrians would
continue to use 7', There are currently 5000 cars per day using 7'. The most efficient method to solve
that problem, and address the needed north-south bikeway, is to convert 7' to a greenway.

We are aware that some residents along Ne 8" and 9" Avenues have been told by some of their
neighbors that implementation of a greenway on 7' will result in traffic flooding onto 8™ and 9. We
have attempted to explain that any diverters on 7" would actually divert traffic towards MLK and due to
other design elements of 8™ and 9", they would not be seeing a huge increase in vehicular traffic.
Unfortunately, for whatever reason, the residents of 8" and 9 have not been receptive of these
explanations. It should also be noted that none of the communications from the residents of 8 and 9
have explained why 9" would make a superior greenway. Rather, their sole argument seems to be based
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on the unfounded fear that their streets will look like what 7" looks like currently. We do not believe
that unsupported fear is a good basis for failing to make 7' the preferred greenway.

For the above reasons, we recommend that the city convert NE 7' Ave. into a bike greenway between
Alberta and Broadway. We are also in favor of the greenway going further north and south as it is
important that the city implement north-south greenways to connect with the current bike
infrastructure. In fact, we support changing NE 7th to a Major City Bikeway classification between NE
Schuyler Street and the proposed bike/pedestrian crossing of I-84. We believe that converting 7 to a
greenway will solve multipie problems and will be an important step towards increasing the percentage
of cyclists in Portland and getting closer to vision zero.

In addition to urging the city to classify 7' Ave, as a greenway, the ICA agrees with Go Lloyd that NE
Broadway has too many designations. We urge the city not to classify Broadway as a Major City Traffic
Street, We also agree with Go Lloyd's support of the addition of NE Broadway and Weidler Streets
between the Broadway Bridge and NE Grand or 7th Avenue as City Walkways, and agree that it should
not stop at Grand or 7%. We too support continuing their classification as Walkways further east.

In addition, we urge the city to improve the Broadway/Weidler corridor. In addition to other potential
improvements, such as potentially expanded sidewalks, protected bike lanes, additional crossings,
improved transit, and additional greenery, Broadway needs to be right-sized so that it is safe for cyclists
and pedestrians. We believe that an investiment in this corridor will result in several things. It will resuit
in the corridor performing up to its potential commerciaily. A thriving Broadway corridor will encourage
more development and density in the Lioyd District and the Hollywood Town Center, thus helping the
city meet its various goals. It will increase pedestrian modes and cycling. it would be particularly
effective in creating ah important east-west cycling corridor.

Thank you for your consideration of our recommendations.

Respectfully,

AW—

Steven Cole
President, Irvington Community Association

503-788-0618
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Arevalo, Nora

R Rt s R T e
m: Council Clerk — Testimony
sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 2:25 PM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: FW: Broadmoor
Follow Up Fiag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Thank you for your testimony on the 2035 Comprehensive Plan Council Amendments. This message
acknowledges receipt of your testimony by the Council Clerk, on behalf of the Portfand City Council. You will not
receive a direct response about your testimony, but your testimony is part of City Council’s legal record.

Your email should contain your full name and mailing address. If it does nof, please resend with that
information; without your name and mailing address, the City is not able to send you notification of the
Council’s final decision, and you may not be able to appeal the Council’s final decision.

In addition to written testimony, City Council invites testimony at a public hearing scheduled for April 14, 2016,
at 6 p.m., and April 20, 2016, at 2pm. Please check the City Council Calendar to cenfirm the date and time, and
for information about additional hearings.

Questions? Call the Comprehensive Plan helpline at 503-823-0195, Monday — Friday, 8 a.m. -5 p.m., or send an
email to pdxcompplan@portlandoregon.gov :

Thanks again for your testimony. Your participation in the Comprehensive Plan Update is helping to shape the
future of Portland for all residents.

City of Portland Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100

Portland, OR 97201

www.portlandoregon.gov/bps

From: Susan Hashem [mailto:portianddraperycompany@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 2:12 PM
To: Council Clerk — Testimony <CCTestimony@portlandoregon.gov>

Subject: Re: Broadmoor

Council,
I find it appalling that you are considering an amendment to Portland’s Comprehensive Plan which
would convert 57 acres of valuable wildlife habitat at Broadmoor Golf Course in NE Portland to

industrial use. The land is currently zoned as Open Space, meaning it is intended to preserve and
enhance public and private natural, park and recreational values.

This site, as a wildlife habitat is:
+ highly significant resources and functional values.”

1
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o The site is bordered on three sides by waterways and wetlands including the Columbia
Slough, the Catkin Marsh Wetlands, and a Port of Portland environmental mitigation site. This
parcel contains more than a full mile of riparian habitat! Destroying this site will not only
eliminate important habitat. It will leave the surrounding habitat isolated and fragmented, cuttm(
the heart out of one of the most important wildlife complexes on the slough.

» The site is full of massive trees including many large giant sequoias like the ones that the
community fought to save in SE Portland. :

e 11 at-risk bird species and the state listed sensitive Western Painted Turtles have been
identitied in this habitat complex.

+ The entire site ranks as “high value” on the regional natural resources inventory.

The original proposal was bad—this new proposal makes it much, much worse. Adding these additional
57 acres of valuable wildlife habitat will add millions more to the owners’ profit, but at the expense of

- wildlife, habitat, and Open Space. This amendment undermines the public process. The conversion of
the 57 acres to industrial use was never proposed during the multi-year comprehensive plan public
process. In fact, it was proposed to be permanently protected as Open Space and natural area every step
of the way and was only shifted to industrial use at the very end of the process at the behest of the

landowner,

All in the name of money. I am appalled at how willing you have been as a group to sell out our city
under the guise of "progress".

Shame on you if you let this happen.

Susan Hashem
4135 SE 63rd Avenue
Portland OR 97206

503-228-7944

On Thu, Apr 14, 2016 at 2:09 PM, Council Clerk — Testimony <CCTestimony@portlandoregon.gov> wrote:

Thank you for your testimony on the 2035 Comprehensive Plan Council Amendments. This message
acknowledges receipt of your testimony by the Council Clerk, on behalf of the Portland City Council. You will
not receive a direct response about your testimony, but your testimony is part of City Council's legal record.

Your email should contain your full name and mailing address. If it does not, please resend with that
information; without your name and mailing address, the City is not able to send you notification of the
Council s final decision, and you may not be able to appeal the Council’s final decision.

In addition to written testimony, City Council invites testimony at a public hearing scheduled for April 14, 2016,
at 6 p.m., and April 20, 2016, at 2pm. Please check the City Council Calendar to confirm the date and time, and( B

for information about additional hearings.
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Questions? Call the Comprehensive Plan helpline at 503-823-0195, Monday — Friday, 8 a.m. —~5 p.m., or send an
email to pdxcompplan@portiandoregon.gov

Thanks again for your testimony. Your participation in the Comprehensive Plan Update Is helping to shape the
future of Portiand for all residents.

City of Portfand Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100

Portland, OR 87201

www.portlandoregon.gov/bps

From: Susan Hashem [mailto:portlanddraperycompany@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 10:23 AM

To: Commissioner Fish <nick@portlandoregon.gov>; fish@portlandoregon.gov; Commissioner Saltzman
<dan@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Fritz <amanda@portlandoregon.gov>; Hales, Mayor
<mayorcharliehales@portlandoregon.gov>; Council Clerk — Testimony <CCTestimony@portlandoregon.gov>

Subject: Broadmoor

Coungil,

I find- it appalling that you are considering an amendment to Portland’s Comprehensive Plan which
would convert 57 acres of valuable wildlife habitat at Broadmoor Golf Course in NE Portland to
industrial use. The land is currently zoned as Open Space, meaning it is intended to preserve and
enhance public and private natural, park and recreational values.

This site, as a wildlife habitat is:
« highly significant resources and functional values.”

o The site is bordered on three sides by waterways and wetlands including the Columbia
Slough, the Catkin Marsh Wetlands, and a Port of Portland environmental mitigation site, This
parcel contains more than a full mile of riparian habitat! Destroying this site will not only
eliminate important habitat. It will leave the surrounding habitat isolated and fragmented,
cutting the heart out of one of the most important wildlife complexes on the slough.

» Thessite is full of massive trees including many large giant sequoias like the ones that the
community fought to save in SE Portland.

» 11 at-risk bird species and the state listed sensitive Western Painted Turtles have been
identified in this habitat complex.

» The entire site ranks as “high value” on the regional natural resources inventory.

The original proposal was bad—this new proposal makes it much, much worse. Adding these
additional 57 acres of valuable wildlife habitat will add millions more to the owners’ profit, but at the
expense of wildlife, habitat, and Open Space. This amendment undermines the public process. The
conversion of the 57 acres to industrial use was never proposed during the multi-year comprehensive
plan public process. In fact, it was proposed to be permanently protected as Open Space and natural
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area every step of the way and was only shifted to industrial use at the very end of the process at the
behest of the landowner.

'All in the name of money. I am appalled at how willing you have been as a group to sell out our city ( '
under the guise of "progress". -

Shame on you if you let this happen.

Susan Hashem

Portland Drapery Co.
503-228-7944

Susan Hashem

Portland Drapery Co.
503-228-7944
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Arevalo, Nora

(" om: Council Clerk — Testimony
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 2:16 PM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: FW: Comprehensive Plan Amendments: Broadmoor Golf Course parcel
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Karla Moore-Love |Council Clerk
Office of the City Auditor |City Hall Rm 130
503.823.4086

From: Darvel T Lloyd [mailto:darvlloyd@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 12:09 PM

To: Council Clerk — Testimony <CCTestimony@portiandoregon.gov>
Subject: Comprehensive Plan Amendments: Broadmoor Golf Course parcel

Re: The 57-acre parcel at the Broadmoor Golf Course proposed rezone

I am aghast and dismayed that three City Commissioners are proposing to rezone the 57-acre parcel at the

Broadmoor Goif Course
( »m Open Space-Industrial to just plain Industrial, only because the owner of the Golf Course wants to sell ata

high price for industrial development.

Most of that parcel consists of fairways and aquatic wetland with a large grove (and rows) of large, old trees--
both evergreens and deciduous.

There’s also a natural Columbia River slough running through it from west to cast.

As the Audubon Society of Portland has pointed out, this is extremely important wildlife habitat, despite being

located next to the airport and
extensive industrial land and highways. The open greenspace is extremely valuable and vital to humans, too,

with its vital function of cooling

and cleaning the air, filtering the groundwater, and dampening the very considerable surrounding noise. To say
the least, the whole area is prone to flooding and vulnerable to absolute devastation when the gigantic
subduction earthquake occurs.

Some day, it could be purchased by the city or Metro and become a wonderful public park, with better
pedestrian access to the large NE residential area not _
far from its southern edge.

For the benefit of the city and surrounding communities, this parcel must remain zoned as OS ——a green
sanctuary within an area of
private golf courses, private industry, and an international aIrport

( hank you for allowing me to comment. 1 hope all four Commissioners and the Mayor will read this and act in
" the best interests of all Portlanders,
not just individual businessmen and developers.
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Darvel Lloyd (age 73, retired)
54 SE 74th Ave.

Portland, OR 97215-1443
503-593-2996
darvlloyd@gmail.com
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om: Council Clerk — Testimony
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 2:16 PM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: FW: Save the open space at Broadmoor golf Course
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Karla Moore-Love |Council Clerk
Office of the City Auditor |City Hall Rm 130
503.823.4086

From: Michele Kribs [mailto:michele.kribs@gmail.com]

~ Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 11:51 AM

.

(

To: Commissioner Fish <nick@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Novick <novick@portlandoregon.gov>;
Commissioner Saltzman <dan@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissicner Fritz <amanda@portlandoregon.gov>; Hales,
Mayor <mayorcharliehales@portlandoregon.gov>; Council Clerk — Testimony <CCTestimony@portlandoregon.gov>
Cc: general@audubenportland.org

Subject: Save the open space at Broadmoor golf Course

sar City of Portland,

[ want to record my dlspleasure of the upcoming vote to up zone and destroy the Broadmoor golf course
wetlands for yet another greed filled proposition.

The majority of this land is currently zoned as Open Space, meaning it is intended to preserve and enhance
public and private natural park and recreational values. It is bordered on three sides by water ways and it's
wetlands hold a valuable large riparian habitat. There are 22 bird species at risk here, Please vote to keep it
whole.

This proposed amendment is wrong on so many fronts,the least of which is that it undermines the public

process. The conversion of the 57 acres to industrial use was never proposed during the multi-year comprehensive
~lan public process. In fact, it was proposed to be permanently protected as Open Space and natural area every
ep of the way and was only shifted to industrial use at the very end of the process at the behest of the landowner,
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These natural open spaces are becoming rarer in our city, and should be preserved so that the entire
metropolitan population can enjoy this valuable and unigue place. Please help us save wildlife habitat, and
wetlands at Broadmoor. The owner has no legitimate expectation that this land will be upzoned. City Council is puttin(

the property owner ahead of the public inferest.
Regards

Michele Kribs

2335 NE 41st Ave

Portland, Oregon 97212

503-26-7960
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Arevalo, Nora

o T R R PR T R
ony Council Clerk — Testimony
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 2:14 PM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: FW: fossil fuel reduction
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Karla Moore-Love |Council Clerk
Office of the City Auditor |City Hall Rm 130
503.823.4086

From: Helen Hays [mailto:hlthays@ccgmail.net]

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 11:49 AM

To: Council Clerk — Testimony <CCTestimony@portlandoregon.gov>
Subject: fossil fuel reduction

Dear Council Clerk,
Mavyor Hales has proposed amendments to add the fossil fuel policy and climate action plan into our
ty’s Comprehensive Plan, the long-range plan that sets the framework for the physical development of Portland. 1

" support Mayor Hales’ amendments to: reduce carbon emissions, limit fossil fuel distribution and storage facilities, and
increase renewable energy.

Thank you for your attention,
Helen Logan Hays
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Arevalo, Nora

“om; Council Clerk - Testimony
Sent: Thursday, Aprit 14, 2016 2:14 PM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: FW: Preserve the wildlife habitat at Broadmoor Golf Course
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Karla Moore-Love |Council Clerk
Office of the City Auditor |City Hall Rm 130
503.823.4086

From: Michael Barton {mailto:darwinshulldog@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 11:29 AM

To: Commissioner Fish <nick@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Novick <novick@portlandoregon.gov>;
Commissioner Saltzman <dan@portiandoregen.gov>; Commissioner Fritz <amanda@portlandoregon.gov>; Hales,
Mayor <mayorcharliehales@portlandoregon.gov>; Council Clerk — Testimony <CCTestimony@portlandoregon.gov>
Subject: Preserve the wildlife habitat at Broadmoor Golf Course

As a Portland resident that values the city's spaces devoted to our local wildlife, I urge you to do what is in your
power to preserve the land at Broadmoor Golf Course for wildlife rather than giving it up for development.

chank you.

<,,~><

3

Michael D. Barton

Portland, OR
darwinsbulldog@gmail.com
(@darwinsbulldog on Twitter

Nature conmection: Exploring Portland's Natural Areas / NaturePlaySign.com
History of science: The Dispersal of Darwin / Tyndall Correspondence Project |
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rom: Council Clerk — Testimony
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 2:12 PM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: FW: Comp plan comment
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Karla Moore-Love |Council Clerk
Office of the City Auditor |City Hall Rm 130
503.823.4086

From: Maya Jarrad [mailto:maya@350pdx.org]

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 10:52 AM

To: Commissioner Fish <nick@portlandoregon.gov>; Council Clerk — Testimony <CCTestimony@portlandoregon.gov>
Subject: Comp plan comment

Hello Commissioner Fish,
_ 1am writing to express my support for Mayor Hales” amendments to the Comprehensive Plan that:

» Reduce carbon emissions
« Limit fossil fuel distribution and storage facilities
+ Increase renewable energy

These amendments are crucial to sync Portland’s land use plans with our climate plans and will give the City
the legal force to ensure that the Fossil Fuel Resolution, which you voted for, is implemented at all levels of
City planning,

As a 25-year-old professional, I am grateful for the pragmatic approach towards transitioning to renewable
energy championed by the City of Portland. Of the many accomplishments the City has made the past few
years, the leadership shown by passing the Fossil Fuel Resolution is a shining star.

- Sincerely,

Maya Jarrad
3414 SE 21st Ave
Portland 97202

Maya Jarrad
350PDX Volunteer Coordinator
mayaB350pdx.org
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Arevalo, Nora

‘om: Council Clerk — Testimony
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 2:11 PM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: FW: Amendments to City's Comprehensive Plan
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Karta Moore-Love |Council Clerk
Office of the City Auditor |City Hall Rm 130
. 503.823.4086

From: Cathy Spofford {mailto:cspofi@gmaii.com]

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 10:39 AM

To: Council Clerk —~ Testimony <CCTestimony@portlandoregon.gov>
Subject: Amendments to City's Comprehensive Plan

Copy of email to commissioners:

Please support the amendments proposed by Mayor Hales to add the fossil fuel policy and climate
action into the City’'s Comprehensive Plan. These amendments will help:

+ Reduce carbon emissions
+ Limit fossil fuel distribution and storage facilities
+ Increase renewable energy

Thank you for your attention to this.

Cathy Spofford

SW Portland
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Arevalo, Nora

(- om: Council Clerk — Testimony
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 2:11 PM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: FW: Broadmoor wildlife habitat
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Karla Moore-Love |Council Clerk
Office of the City Auditer |City Hall Rm 130
503.823.4086

From: Sutree [rving [mailto:treeness1@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 10:35 AM

To: Commissioner Novick <novick@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Saltzman <dan@portlandoregon.gov>;
Commissioner Fritz <amanda@portiandoregon.gov>; Hales, Mayor <mayorcharliehales@portlandoregon.gov>; Council
Clerk — Testimony <CCTestimony@portlandoregon.gov>

Subject: Re: Broadmoor wildlife habitat

I'm re sending this note I sent regarding the wildlife habitat at Broadmoor yesterday because I got a message
from the county clerk saying that I needed to include my full name and address, which I have now done at the
" ottom of the letter.

I'm writing in huge protest to a proposal I just heard about to let you know that myself and many people here in and around Portland think
and feel strongly that cutting down a huge grove of local massive incense cedar trees and converting that wildlife habitat at Broadmoor Golf
Course to industrial use is a really bad idea.

| PLEASE DO NOT DO THIS HORRIBLE THING!

Do you know that humans are the only species on the planet that destroys our own habitat? Let's look at the wisdom of every other life form
on the planet.

Sincerely,

Susan Irving
| 503-754-1257
i 4726 NE 23rd Ave

Portland, Or 97211

May you have peace and joy through out the year.

- treeness1@gmail.com
- www.newdirectionsforpeace.com-

Ordinance 187832, Vol. 1.3.E, page 4718




Arevalo, Nora

" rom: Council Clerk — Testimony
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 2:10 PM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: FW: Broadmoor Golf Course
Follow Up Flag: : Follow up
Flag Status: * Flagged

Karla Moore-Love |Council Clerk
Office of the City Auditor |City Hall Rm 130
503.823.4086

From: Sue Brantley [mailto:suebrantley@comcast.net]

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 10:25 AM

To: Hales, Mayor <mayorcharlichales@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissicner Fish <nick@portlandoregon.gov>;
Commissioner Novick <novick@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Saltzman <dan@portlandoregon.gov>;
Commissioner Fritz <amanda@portlandoregon.gov>; Council Clerk — Testimony <CCTestimony@portlandoregon.gov>
Subject: Broadmoor Golf Course

I want to urge (actually, I want to BEG) City Council to keep Broadmoor as natural space for wildlife and not
turn it to industrial land.

It's bad enough how the City is allowing builders to rip down older homes and construct huge houses that block
the neighbors' sunlight and dwarf everything around them.

Please keep Portland livable by continuing to support our wild places.

Sue Brantley

4511 NE 31st Avenue
Portland, OR 87211

503 407-9677
suebrantley@comcast.net
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Arevalo, Nora

- rom: Council Clerk - Testimony
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 2:08 PM
To: , BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: FW: Broadmoor Golf Course
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Karla Moore-Love |Council Clerk
Office of the City Auditor |City Hall Rm 130
503.823.4086

From: Ellen Lodine [mailto:ellen.odine@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 9:41 AM

To: Commissioner Novick <novick@portlandoregon.gov>; Hales, Mayor <mayorcharliehales@portlandoregon.gov>
Cc: Council Clerk — Testimony <CCTestimony@portlandoregon.gov>

Subject: Broadmoor Golf Course

Dear City Council members,
Please do not destroy the wildlife habitat that remains at Broadmoor Golf course. The loss of the Colwood area
is real for our neighborhood, and the need for some old forested habitat to remain adding to the livability and of

Tortland is important. Too many changes at once is not prudent or necessary.

Thank you for your consideration,
Ellen Lodine
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R
oM Ryan Crosby <ryancrosby@comcast.net>
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 1:56 PM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: Fwd: Oppose approval of amendment #35 - Brummel Enterprises request for a zone
change
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

My name is Ryan Crosby and my husband, Eric Franklin and we own and live at 1668 SE Nehalem
St. which is a property Brummel Enterprises is seeking to change from CS, R2.5 to CM2 zoning.

As an owner of the property | am strongly opposed to this zoning change. We have owned the
property for nearly 12 years and lived in it for five. The area is already very congested in terms of
traffic and parking. There are several sireets that converge at Milwaukie and 17th, our nearby
intersection, and we regularly see accidents due to heavy traffic on both those streets. Just this week
there was a motorcycle accident and the rider is reported to be in serious condition. Limited parking
means we often park nearly a block from our home. A 14-unit apartment a few doors up is starting
construction which will add to the current congestion on an already very narrow street.

- ‘Ne strongly oppose a change to CM2 zoning. We value quality of life over greater density in our

eighborhood; Sellwood already has greater density than many other neighborhoods. There are
currently at least six significant apartment complexes under construction that will add hundreds of
new residents to our neighborhood by the end of the year.

We urge you to consider quality of life, character of neighborhood, environmental concerns and
serious traffic congestion and vote NO on the proposed zoning changes.

Thank you.
Ryan

Ryan Crosby, MSW
1670 SE Nehalem St.
Portland, OR 97202
971-212-0514
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TTUTIOm; . Allan Rudwick <arudwick@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 1:45 PM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: Fwd: Comp Plan Residential Map Testimony
Attachments: LU_letter_zoning_reassessment_concerns_12Apr2016.pdf
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

---------- Forwarded message ----=--==-

From: Allan Rudwick <agrudwick@gmail.com>
Date: Tue, Apr 12,2016 at 4:54 PM

Subject: Comp Plan Residential Map Testimony
To: psc@portlandoregon.gov

< fixed date>

. April 12, 2016

Planning and Sustainability Commission
1900 SW 4th Avenue, Suite 7100

Portland, OR 97201-5380

Dear Commissioners,

On behalf of the Eliot Neighborhood Association (ENA), | am writing to reaffirm that our proposal to down-
zone properties in residential Eliot from R2 to R2.5 is based on the assurances that we have received about
the properties not being wholly reassessed as a part of this process. It is our understanding that properties
that are being down-zoned from R2 to R2.5 will be taxed as if no change has occurred. If this is not the
case, The ENA is opposed to the rezoning and this effort should revert to the existing conditions for these
affected properties,

~ If the Multnomah County cannot guarantee that the zone change from R2 to R2.5 to properties in the Eliot
Neighborhood will not trigger reassessments of properties then the ENA Land Use Committee withdraws its
support of the change in zoning and wishes that all of these properties woutd remain in the R2 zone. The
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ENA is strongly opposed to wholesale reassessment and are concerned that this would cause displacement of
existing residents,

Sincerely,

Allan Rudwick
Land Use Chair, Eliot Neighborhood Association
228 NE Morris St

Portland, OR 97212

copy attached as pdf if you like the hardcopy

On Tue, Apr 12, 2016 at 4:52 PM, Allan Rudwick <arudwick@gmail.com> wrote:

March 27, 2012

! Planning and Sustainability Commission
1900 SW 4th Avenue, Suite 7100

Portland, OR 97201-5380
Dear Commissioners,

. On behalf of the Eliot Neighborhood Association (ENA), | am writing to reaffirm that our proposal to down-
. zone properties in residential Eliot from R2 to R2.,5 is based on the assurances that we have received about(
© the properties not being wholly reassessed as a part of this process. It is our understanding that properties
. that are being down-zoned from R2 to R2.5. will be taxed as if no change has occurred. If this is not the
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case, The ENA is opposed to the rezoning and this effort should revert to the existing conditions for these
affected properties.

. If the Multnomah County cannot guarantee that the zone change from R2 to.R2.5 to properties in the Eliot
i Neighborhood will not trigger reassessments of properties then the ENA Land Use Committee withdraws its
support of the change in zoning and wishes that all of these properties would remain in the R2 zone. The
ENA is strongly opposed to wholesale reassessment and are concerned that this would cause displacement
of existing residents.

Sincerely,

Allan Rudwick
Land Use Chair, Eliot Neighborhood Association

228 NE Morris St

- Portland, OR 97212

copy attached as pdf if you like the hardcopy

Allan Rudwick
i (503)703-3910

Allan Rudwick
(503) 703-3910

Allan Rudwick
(503) 703-3910
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Eliot
INeighborhood

April 12, 2016

Planning and Sustainability Commission
1900 SW 4th Avenue, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201-5380

Dear Commissioners,

On behalf of the Eliot Neighborhood Association (ENA), | am writing to reaffirm that cur
proposal to down-zone properties in residential Eliot from R2 to R2.5 is based on the
assurances that we have received about the properties not being wholly reassessed as a part
of this process. It is our understanding that properties that are being down-zoned from R2 to
R2.5 will be taxed as if no change has occurred. If this is not the case, The ENA is opposed to
the rezoning and this effort should revert to the existing conditions for these affected
properties.

If the Multnomah County cannot guarantee that the zone change from R2 to R2.5 to
properties in the Eliot Neighborhood will not trigger reassessments of properties then the ENA
Land Use Committee withdraws its support of the change in zoning and wishes that all of
these properties would remain in the R2 zone, The ENA is strongly opposed to wholesale
reassessment and are concerned that this would cause displacement of existing residents,

Sincerely,

vy x
Lx%ﬁm Z/?m/ Jz ,L(’?

Allan Rudwick

Land Use Chair, Eliot Neighborhood Association
228 NE Morris St

Portland, OR 97212

wwv.eliotneighborhood.org » info@eliotneighborhood.org
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TO: PORTLAND CITY COUNCIL
Mayor Charlie Hales, mayorcharliehales@portlandoregon.gov
Commissloner Amanda Fritz, amanda@porttandoregon.gov
Commissioner Nick Fish, nick@portlandoregon.gov
Commissioner Steve Novick, novick@portlandoregon.gov
Commissioner Dan Saltzman, dan@portlandoregon.gov

Councll Clerk, cputestimony@portlandoregon.gov

1221 SW Fourth Avenue, Room 130
Portland, Oregon 97204

RE: PROTECT SINGLE-FAMILY HOMES IN MULTNOMAH NEIGHBORHOOD

I oppose City Council Amendment #P45, New Policy 5.5, Middle Housing (see Appendix A) to the 2035
Comprehensive Plan. If passed, this amendment will allow the single-family zoned property in Multnomah to be
changed to multifamily zoning without the legal and adequate opportunity for public review and comment. This
amendment is a radical, last-minute change to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan that is too far reaching to be
incorporated into the plan with approximately a month for public comment. This is insufficient time for our
neighborhood to become aware of the consequences of what is being proposed and to voice our opposition to it.

In addition to objecting to the manner in which this amendment was introduced, | object to its substance. When
the Discussion Map in the Draft SW Community Plan proposed that essentiaily all of Multnomah be rezoned R2.5
to allow attached row housing in most residential blocks, hundreds of people in our neighborhood objected to the
wholesale elimination of most single-family residential zoning at that time. | believe that the majority of the
people in my neighborhood still oppose it, but that they are unaware that this amendment is even being
considered. This is totally inconsistent with State Goal 1 that requires citizen involvement in land use planning.

Hundreds of Multnomah residents and taxpayers, the Multnomah Neighborhood Association, and Southwest
Neighborhoods Inc. have all requested that the City Council change the designation of Multnomah Village from a
Neighborhood Center to a Neighborhood Corridor in the 2035 Comprehensive Plan, if the Village is designated a
Neighborhood Center with a %-mile radius, it will overlap with the boundaries of the two adjacent Town Centers
(Hillsdale and West Portland) and the Barbur Boulevard Civic Corridor. The higher-density development within a
quarter mile of these designated centers will overlap with Multnomah and leave little room for the existing single
family homes as redevelopment continues to occur, The Neighborhood Corridor designation better fits the design
and character of the Village and is more in keeping with the semi-rural character of the neighborhood.

The introduction of the Draft 2035 Comprehensive Plan stated that there is more than enough existing capacity to
meet the projected growth without changing any zoning. That being evident and said, during dozens of
discussions with BPS staff, as we advocated for the Neighborhood Corridor and in opposition to the Neighborhood
Center designation, we were consistently assured that Multnomah’s existing single-family zoning would remain
unchanged with the proposed Neighborhood Center Designation. Amendment #P45 directly contradicts those
assurances. it undermines our trust in city government and in due process. | urge you to reconsider amendment
#P45 and to vote against it. '

Please add this to the record.
Thank you,

Kimberly Stevens
7611 SW 31% Avenue, Portland, OR 97219

ce: City Auditor, La Vonne Griffin-Valade, lavonne@portlandoregon.gov
Susan Anderson, susan.anderson@portlandoregon.gov
Director DLCD Jim Rue, jim.rue@state.or.us
MNA Land Use Committee, mnalandusecommittee@gmail.com
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Appendix A

Amendment PH#45, New Policy after 5.5, Middle Housing
Proposed March 18, 2016

Enable and encourage development of middle housing. This includes multi-unit or clustered
residential buildings that provide relatively smaller, [ess expensive units; more units; and a scale
transition between the core of the mixed use center and surrounding single family areas. Apply
zoning that would allow this within a quarter mile of designated centers, where appropriate, and
within the Inner Ring around the Central City.
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Arevalo, Nora

(-~ rom: Washington, Mustafa
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 12:47 PM
To: ‘ Kyle Gernhart
Cc; BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: RE: Eastmoreland Zoning - Amendment M74
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged
Dear Kyle,

Thank you for comments regarding the 2035 Comprehensive Plan. Testimonies for the proposed amendments to
the draft Comprehensive Plan will be heard tonight Thursday April 14th, 6pm-8pm at the Portland Building
Auditorium and Wednesday April 20" 2pm-5pm at City Hall,

For more information, please visit the Bureau of Planning and Sustainability website at:
https.//www.portlandoregon.gov/bps/57352

Thanks again,

. Mustafa Washington

{  onstituent Services Specialist
Office of Mayor Charlie Hales
P:503-823-4120
mustafa. washington@portlandoregon.gov
www.portlandoregon.gov/mayor
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/toolkit/

From: Kyle Gernhart [mailto:kylegernhart@yahoo.com]

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 8:10 AM

To: Hales, Mayor <mayorcharliehales@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Novick <novick@portlandoregon.gov>;
Commissioner Saltzman <dan@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Fish <nick@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissicner
Fritz <amanda@portlandoregon.gov>

Subject: Eastmoreland Zoning - Amendment M74

Hello,

My name is Kyle, and I have written a short testimony for the City Council members of Portland concerning
Amendment M74. I may not get to speak in City Hall tonight, but I would like to share my thoughts in support
. of the zoning of Eastmoreland as R7.

Thank you for your time,
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Kyle Gernhart
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Arevalo, Nora

[ R R L
{ ~~om; Washington, Mustafa

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 12:45 PM

To: McDonald, Jeffrey S (PORTLAND)

Cc: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony

Subject: RE: Amendment M74 to the Portland Comprehensive Plan

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Jeffrey,

Thank you for comments regarding the 2035 Comprehensive Plan. Testimonies for the proposed amendments to the
draft Comprehensive Plan will be heard Thursday April 14th, 6pm-8pm at the Portland Building Auditorium and
Wednesday April 20th 2pm-5pm at City Hall.

For more information, please visit the Bureau of Planning and Sustainability website at:
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/bps/57352

Thanks again,

“Mustafa Washington

nstituent Services Specialist

" Office of Mayor Charlie Hales

_ P:503-823-4120

mustafa.washington@portlandoregon.gov
www.portlandoregon.gov/mayor
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/toolkit/

From: McDonald, Jeffrey S {(PORTLAND) [mailto:jeffrey.mcdonald @merck.com)

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 8:34 AM _

To: Hales, Mayor <mayorcharliehales@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Fritz <amanda@portlandoregon.gov>;
Commissioner Saftzman <dan@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Fish <nick@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner
Novick <novick@portlandoregon.gov>

Cc: cputestimony@pirtlandoregon.gov

Subject: Amendment M74 to the Portland Comprehensive Plan

Name; jeff McDonald
Address: 3726 SE Carlton Street Portland, Oregon 97202

The purpose of this email testimony is to oppose the dividing of Eastmoreland neighborhood into two different

ssidential land zones. As a resident of the neighborhood, over the last 13 years, | strongly support unity rather than
division as we plan for our neighborhood's future. History is an important part of our community and our values. |
reside across from the the original Eastmoreland estate as well as the corresponding carriage house. From my living
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room, |view the three giant spruce trees that were recently saved by members of this neighborhood. | will always
consider myself part of this community, but request your help in the fong term future. If the neighborhood does move
to R7 zoning, please include the entire neighborhood. Based upon my understanding of the current proposal, the
boundaries only just include both the residences of Portland's Mayor and our US Senator. | am neither Mayor nor (_ o
Senator, but | am part of this community.

Thank you fpr the consideration. - Jeff McDonald

Sent from my iPad

Notice: This e-mail message, together with any attachments, contains information of Merck & Co., Inc, (2000 Galloping
Hill Road, Kenilworth, New Jersey, USA 07033), and/or its affiliates Direct contact information for affiliates is available at
http://www.merck.com/contact/contacts.html) that may be confidential, proprietary copyrighted and/or legally
privileged. It is intended solely for the use of the individual or entity named on this message. If you are not the intended
recipient, and have received this message in error, please notify us inmediately by reply e-mail and then delete it from
your system.
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Arevalo, Nora

(‘ rom: Washington, Mustafa
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 12:44 PM
To: Lenny Dee
Cc: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: RE: Comp Plan
Follow Up Flag: Foliow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Lenny,

Thank you for comments regarding the 2035 Comprehensive Plan. Testimonies for the proposed amendments to the
draft Comprehensive Plan will be heard Thursday April 14th, 6pm-8pm at the Portland Building Auditorium and
Wednesday April 20th 2pm-5pm at City Hall.

For maore information, please visit the Bureau of Planning and Sustainability website at:
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/bps/57352

Thanks again,

_ Mustafa Washington
{  Tonstituent Services Specialist
" Office of Mayor Charlie Hales
P:503-823-4120
mustafa.washington@portlandoregon.gov
www.portlandoregon,gov/mayor
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/toolkit/

From: Lenny Dee [mailto:ldeepdx@yahoo.com}

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 8:39 AM

To: Hales, Mayor <mayorcharliehales@portlandoregen.gov>
Subject: Comp Plan

Hi Mayor Hales,

[ support your amendments to the Comp Plan that reduce carbon emission, limit fossil fuel distribution and storage
facilities, and increase renewable energy.

Kind Regards

( _enny Dee
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{"" Tom: Washington, Mustafa

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 12:43 PM

To: Sandra

Cc: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony

Subject: RE: Wildlife Habitat at Broadmoore Golf Course

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Sandra,

Thank you for comments regarding the 2035 Comprehensive Plan. Testimonies for the proposed amendments to the
draft Comprehensive Plan will be heard Thursday April 14th, 6pm-8pm at the Portland Building Auditorium and
Wednesday April 20th Zpm-5pm at City Hall.

For more information, please visit the Bureau of Planning and Sustainability website at:
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/bps/57352

Thanks again,

 Mustafa Washington
{  nstituent Services Specialist
" Office of Mayor Charlie Hales
P:503-823-4120
mustafa.washington@portlandoregon.gov
www.portlandoregon.gov/mayor
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/toolkit/

From: Sandra [mailto:sberess@aol.com)

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 8:43 AM

To: Commissiofter Fish <nick@portiandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Saltzman <dan@portlandoregon.gov>;
Commissioner Novick <novick@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Fritz <amanda@portlandoregon.gov>; Hales,
Mayor <mayorcharliehales@portlandoregen.gov>; cctestimony@portiandorgon.gov

Subject: Wildlife Habitat at Broadmoore Golf Course

| am writing as a concerned Portland citizen and homeowner -
| have been shocked and horrified at the land-grah that the City of Portland is trying to execute - to convert designated
wildlife habitat into an industrial zone. [ am stunned and so very disappointed. This is absolutely against the principles

“ar which Portland and Oregon stand - and will impact the liveability of Portland, which we all treasure.

When it's gone, it's gone.
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This is just not acceptable, and believe me, as an active and involved voter, if this passes, | will work very hard to ensure
that there Is a brand new city commissioners and mayor sitting in your seats. Dan, [ have been a fan of yours for years,
and this is a HUGE offense and disappointment.

( ]
Sadly,

Sandra {(and Doug) Cress
3215 SE Salmon St.
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Arevalo, Nora

S
(" “rom: Jack Loacker <jrloacker@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 12:18 PM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony; Frederiksen, Joan; Hales, Mayor; Commissioner
Fish; Commissioner Fritz; Commissioner Novick; Commissioner Saltzman
Subject: Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Carolynn D. Loacker
lohn R. Loacker
6135 S.W. Mill Sreet
Portland, OR 97221
April 14, 2016

Comprehensive Plan Testimony ¢/o Council Clerk

Via email to cputestimony@portlandoregon.gov;
joan.frederiksen@portlandoregon.gov: mayorhales@portlandoregon.gov; Nick@portlandoregon.gov;
amanda@portlandoregon.gov; novick@portlandoregon.gov; dan@portlandoregon.gov

.E: Zoning Change Amendment #Item #N 18 - 6141 S.W. Canyon Court (R326896)

City Council Members,

The property located at 6141 S, W. Canyon Court is currently zoned as R20 residential, permitting two residences. The
owner has now requested that this property be rezoned as R5 allowing multiple dwellings through Commissioner Novick
in the form of an amendment to the City of Portland Comprehensive Plan. We strongly object to this approach to a
zoning change without further review and consideration by the Bureau of Planning and Sustainability.

We believe this approach is an "end run" by the property owner who's previous proposal for a zone change was
considered and turned down by the Bureau of Planning and Sustainability.

We are concerned about the impact of increased density and the impact on neighborhood infrastructure in light of the
recently approved development of

244 apartment directly to the west of this property that will impact the traffic along Canyon Court, a dead end street
with no outlet.

We are 100% against this rezoning request

Sincerely,

Carolynn and John Loacker
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Arevalo, Nora
[ o

R PR L P S ety o]
(" “om: Jay Withgott <withgott@comcast.net>
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 12:09 PM
To: Council Clerk — Testimony; BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony; Moore-Love, Karla;

Hales, Mayor; Commissioner Fritz; Commissioner Fish; Commissioner Novick;
Commissioner Saltzman ‘

Subject: Testimony-Comp Plan- Oppose M33 re: Broadmoor Golf Course rezoning
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Mayor Hales and Portland City Councilors --

We urge your opposition to Comp Plan Amendment M33, which stands out as a rather shocking proposition
against the public interest. This amendment targets a 57-acre swath of land along the Columbia Slough that is
zoned as open space and provides valuable wildlife habitat. Part of the Broadmoor Golf Course acreage, it
would make a wonderful location for a future public park -- a lush waterside area that could provide vital park
access to underserved city residents of North Portland.

Amendment M33 would convert this area to indusirial use -- inexplicably, since other areas that are landlocked,
closer to the airport, or along major roads would seem to be better for industry and of lesser value for citizens

~ ~eeking access to nature,

L

The Broadmoor land in question is in a designated environmental overlay, borders wetlands and waterways,
includes huge trees and over a mile of riparian habitat, and is home to multiple sensitive species. Converting
the area from open space to industrial zoning makes no sense. It would be a needless gift to the property owner;
would fragment habitat and corridors, impoverishing wildlife in the area; and would forever throw away a
future potential park site for the citizens of Portland.

Moreover, this land was never before proposed for industrial conversion, but throughout the Comp Plan process
had been proposed as open space. Amendment M33 thus appears to be a last-minute giveaway to the private
property owner, at the clear expense of the public. This erodes confidence in the public process.

We very strongly urge you to withdraw Amendment M33 or to vote against it.

Jay Withgott and Susan Masta
7515 SW 34th Ave.

Portland, OR 97219
withgott{@comeast.net
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Arevalo, Nora

{" Trom: Dave <djursik@comcast.net>
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 12:02 PM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony; msyorhales@portlandoregon.gov
Cc: McCullough, Robert
Subject: Amendment M74
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

(’.

| support the ENA’s requested zoning change for Eastmoreland to R7. Simply, it reflects the character of the
neighborhood as defined by the current housing stock that was largely build between 1920 and 1940. The boundaries
for this change should include the homes south of Crystal Springs and bordering Johnson Creek, starting with address
3612 and going west, several of which have lots nearing 1 acre in size.

While it is evident in many cities across the country, older homes can be expanded or replaced and not everyone is
happy with the result, However, the requested zoning change will ensure that “one house on one lot”, which is generally
the way the neighborhood was platted and built, will be maintained. This will not prevent the removal of smaller homes
and their replacement with larger ones, but it will prevent lot splitting which in very few cases has resulted in an
improvement to the livability of the neighborhood. Consideration should be given to defining appropriate density in
appropriate locations with deference provided to the wishes expressed by the various neighborhoods in the -
city. Change is inevitable, but it should be accompiished through a process that engages Portlanders in a way that
ensures and improves the vitality of our neighborhoods. That's what keeps people in the city, paying some of the
lighest property taxes in the State. ,
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Arevalo, Nora

— .“,om:

Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:.

Dear Commissioners,

Ken Whaler <kwhaler@gmail.com>

Thursday, April 14, 2016 12:00 PM

BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony

Hales, Mayor; Commissioner Novick; Commissioner Fish; Commissioner Saltzman;
Commissioner Fritz; Catherine Nikolovski

Data and Development are Indivisible

Follow up
Flagged

Equal access to information is vital for Portland's {flourishing tech fields. With competitive pressures from WA

and CA,

information access

is a vital element for sustained growth and benefit for all Oregonians.

1

AM PROUD to live in a city that supports equal access to information for everyone!

We deserve a 21st Century Plan rooted in the values of digital equity, and I urge you to stand up for Portland’s
commitment to inclusion and a transparent governing process.

Please keep the open data proposal for Policy 2.11 intact!

Sincerely,
Ken
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Date: AfgiL 12. 2016

To Whom It May Concern,

This document serves as a written testimony fo ask that the mavyor and city council o NOT approve the Comprehensive
Plan proposed amendment #M35 and deny the request of Brummaell Enterprises for a change lo the zoning stiputated for
the properlies located at 1623, 1624, 1626, 1653, 1663, 1674, and 1735 SE Sherrett St. Brurnmell Enterprises (head
quartered in Alaska) is seeking to change the zoning from R2.5ad to R1d, from R2ad to CM2, and from R2ad and R1d to
R1d and CM2 {muitt unit housing - allowing up to 4-story struclures).

For the following reasons the mayor and the city council should NOT approve amendment 35:

« TRAFFIC: The service consideralions described by BPS staff are understated, and they make anyone living in
this area question the validity of the BPS dala source and analysis {which is not cited). On the 17th Ave. corridor
South of Tacoma, teaffic is currenily a capacily issue as it is extremely congested during rush hours in the
morning and evening due {o local residential and Clackamas County traffic headed to the Sellwood or Ross Island
bridges. This section is ALWAYS difficult for pedestrians to cross during the day.

The construction of a new apartment building (on Umatilla — a few blocks away) is to add another 44 apariments.
Another large apartment building was added last year one block west of 17 and Tacoma. A new apartment
development is also planned one block east of 177 and Tacoma.

Per the Bureau of Transporiation study on parking concerns with CM1 housing deve!opmenls 88% of residenis
in these type buildings own 1 or more cars. More residents are and wilt be driving on 17" street to work, and for
routine Irips. The "miligating facior” BPS staff suggests is under-researched al best. This area is not within an
easy walk to the LRT Tacoma stop — it is about 1 mile away from Sherrett st. Residents wanting fo take the LRT
will and do DRIVE on 17" to the Tacoma Stop and park — if no parking is found, which Is frequenuy the case, or
if they want a more secure area lo park, they will travel further to the Bybee LRT stop and park in the
Eastmoretand area — THIS IS HAPPENING NOW.

To state biking on the Springwater Corridor Trail is a mitigating factor is also an overstalement. Based on City
Transportation Bureau data on bicycle count locations in 2014 during weekday peek times, this trait had
approximalely 1,400 to 2,160 people from the entire Seliwood-Moreland and nearby neighborhoods {over 11,200
people total) using it to commute during peak weekday hours in non-winter months. A 12% 1o 18% bike commuter
population is hardly a mitigating factor. For example, this means {hal the new residenis of the new 44 unit apariment
building may have 5-6 people who will be bikers who maybe will bike all year round o work (weekend biking drops
nearly in half),

o Existing CM1 zoning on 17" street properiies owned by Brummell Enterpr:se in this area already allows them to
further increase densny resulting in more housing and more cars on the 17" corridor. This capacily issue s a
reality now — there is no need to further exacerbate this preblem (and cause others) by changing zoning on non-
corridor facing properties that are near or in the middle of the block on Sherrett St

¢ The Brummeli Enterprises proposal is not about conforming to the comprehensive plan’s ideal of focusing
development in corridors and centers, it's about pushing high density into an already dense residential area
{Seliwood is now 1.5 imes more dense than the average Porlland neighborhood) and maximizing their profit at
the expense of neighbors in the surrounding area. Thelr request also does not conform with other
Comprehensive Plan goals and policies such as: Policy 4.11 Access to light and air, Policy 4.12 Privacy and
solar access, Policy 4.18 Compact single-family eptions, Goal 5.B: Equitable access to housing, Policy
5.14 Gentrification/displacement risk, Goal 5.A: Housing diversity, Policy 4.81 Growing food, Policy 4.67
Design with nature, Policy 4,71 Hazards to wildlife, Policy 4.45 Historic and cultural resource protection

o Multi-story buildings at these locations would adversely impact the neighbors on Sherrett St., Clatsop st. and on
Harney St (between 18™ and 17"). They would reduce privacy, and the sunlight, which is necessary to maintain
the gardens and prevent the death of the many plants many neighbors have established- using ecologically
sound and pesticide-free gardening techniques (one is a National Wildlife Federation Backyard Habitat). The
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many frees that have been planlad to encourage a heaithy ecosystem and walershed for all plants and animals
would suffer or die. Residenls on Sherrett St., Harney and Clatsop sireels already suffered a reduction of
livability and solar access when the Brummell company built the 4 story retirement home {1674 SE Sherrett st)
on the South side of 17"& Sherrett St. [t would be devastaling to further decrease the neighbors ability to enjoy
their homes, gardens, and the wildlife that have been encouraged to share it

Many residents throughout this area frequently protest the removal of the old homes.The historically significant
homes on Sherrett st. {many over 100 years ald) add to the character of Sellwood and any reduction by
demolition would diminish that facl.

Per their previous written testimony to the Bureau of Planning, Brummell Enterprises intends to'create a "south
gateway node into Portland” on 17"& SE Sherrett St. This would enable them to demolish existing renter
occupied homes. However, Sherrett St is a very narrow street that boarders Seliwood Middle School with
abundant traffic and parking issues as it is. In fact, because of is narrowness, Sherreft St, has signs on it placed
by the city to not aliow large trucks to travel on it. They simply do not need 1o desiroy any more homes, damage
gardens, create parking problems and reduce livability for their stated "opportunities”. Alse the city recently
designated the intersection of 13"& Tacoma as a historic node — this is a far more appropriate gateway location
to the south side of the Seliwood-Mareland neighborhood.

Sellwood-Moretand is rapidly losing single family rental units. This is making it very difficult for people'who do not
have the ability to buy homes to obtain enough space for gardening that can reduce their cost of living, and a
play area for children. This resulls in furlher gentrification, a lack of diversily and a forced exodus of families who
have lived in the neighborhood for many years. The city needs to pay attention lo this problem and preserve the
current zoning for these houses.

Smcereiy,

Name ﬂf‘(’ﬂf(_/ﬁ{ A, 7 ,fo\j,qﬂ[—

Address le{'?’ A}G‘ IO—[}.[ ?A‘\I&?—\'
Foen A R 91212
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Date: Aim'l Il .20%6

To Whom It May Concern,

This document serves as a written testimony to ask that the mayor and city councit to NOT approve the Comprehensive
Plan proposed amendment #M35 and deny the request of Brummall Enterprises for a change to the zoning stipulated for
the properties located at 1623, 1624, 1626, 1653, 1663, 1674, and 1735 SE Sherrett St. Brummeli Enterprises (head
quarltered in Alaska) Is seeking to change the zoning from R2.5ad {o R1d, from R2ad to CM2, and from R2ad and R1d lo
R1d and CM2 (multi unit housing - allowing up to 4-story structures).

For the following reasans the mayor and the city councif should NOT approve amendment 356:

TRAFFIC: The service considerations described by BPS staff are understated, and they make anyone living in
this area question the validity of the BPS data source and analysis (which is not cited). On the 17th Ave. corridor
South of Tacoma, traffic is cufrently a capacily issue as it is extremely congested during rush hours in the
morning and evening due {0 local residential and Clackamas County fraffic headed to the Sellwood or Ross Island
bridges. This section is ALWAYS difficult for pedestrians to cross during the day.

The construction of a new apartment building (on Umatilla - a few blocks away) is to add another 44 apariments.
Another large apariment building was added last year one block west of 17" and Tacoma. A new apariment
development is also planned one block east of 17" and Tacoma,

Per the Bureau of Transportation study on parking concerns with CM1 housing developmenls 88% of residenis
in these type buildings own 1 or more cars. More residents are and will be driving on 17" street to work, and for
routine lrips, The "millgating factor” BPS staff suggests is under-researched at best. This area is not within an
easy walk to the LRT Tacoma slop - it is aboul 1 mile away from Sherrelt st. Residenis wanting to take the LRT
will and do DRIVE on 17" (o the Tacoma Stop and park - if no parking is found, which is frequenily the case, or
if they wanl a more secure area o park, they will travel further to the Bybee LRT stop and park in the
Eastmoreland area — THIS [S HAPPENING NOW.

To state biking on the Springwater Corridor Trail is a mitigating factor is also an overstatement, Based on City

Transportation Bureau data on bicycle count locations in 2014 during weekday peek limes, this trait had
approximately 1,400 to 2,160 people from the entire Sellwood-Moretand and nearby neighborhoods {over 11,200
people tolal) using it to commute during peak weekday hours in non-winter months. A 12% to 18% bike commuter
population is hardly a mitigating factor. For example, this means that the new residenis of the new 44 unit apartment
building may have 5-6 paople who will be bikers who maybe will bike all year round to work {weekend biking drops
nearly in half).

Existing CM1 zoning on 17" street properties owned by Brummell Enterprise in this area already allows them to
further Increase densﬂy resulting in more housing and more cars on the 17" corridor. This capacity issue is a
realily now — there is no need to further exacerbate this problem (and cause others) by changing zoning on non-
corridor facing properties that are near or in the middle of the biock on Sherrett St

The Brummell Enterprises proposal is nol about conforming to the comprehensive plan’s ideal of focusing
development in corridors and centers. It's about pushing high densily into an already dense residential area
(Sellwood is now 1.5 times more dense than the average Portland neighborhood) and maximizing their profit at
the expense of neighbors in the surrounding area. Their request also does not conform with other
Comprehensive Pian goals and policies such as: Policy 4.11 Access to light and air, Policy 4,12 Privacy and
solar access, Policy 4.18 Compact single-family options, Goal 5.B: Equitable access to housing, Policy
5.14 Gentrification/displacement risk, Goal 5,A: Housing diversity, Policy 4.81 Growing food, Policy 4.67
Design with nature, Policy 4.71 Hazards to wildlife, Policy 4.45 Historic and cultural resource protection

Multi-story buildings at these locations would adversely impact the neighbors on Sherrett St., Clatsop st. and on
Harney St (between 16™ and 17™). They would reduce privacy, and the sunlight, which is necessary to maintain
the gardens and prevent the death of the many plants many neighbors have established- using ecologically
sound and pesticide-free gardening {echnigues (one is a National Wildlife Federation Backyard Habitat). The
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many trees that have been planted to encourage a healthy ecosystem and watershed for all plants and animals

would suffer or die. Residenis on Sherrett St.,, Harney and Clalsop streets already suffered a reduction of .
ltvability and solar access when the Brummali company built the 4 story retirement home (1674 SE Sherrett st) ( e
on the South side of 17"& Sherreit SL. It would be devastating to further decrease the neighbors ability to enjoy

thelr homes, gardens, and the wildlife that have been encouraged {o share il

Many residents throughout this area frequently protes! the removal of the old homes.The historically significant
homes on Sharrelt st. (many over 100 ysars old) add o the characler of Sellwood and any reduction by
demolition would diminish that fact.

Per their previous written festimony to the Bureau of Planning, Brummell Enterprises intends to create a "south
gateway node into Porlland” on 17™& SE Sherrelt St. This would enable them to demolish existing renter
occupied homes. However, Sherrett St. is a very narrow street that boarders Sellwood Middle School with
abundant traffic and parking issues as itis. In facl, because of is narrowness, Sherrett St. has signs on it placed
by the cily to not allow large trucks to traval on it. They simply do not need to destroy any more homes, damage
gardens, create parking problems and reduce livability for their stated “opportunities”. Also the city recently
designated the intersection of 13™& Tacoma as a historic node — this is a far more appropriate gateway location
to the south side of the Sellwood-Moreland neighborhood.

Seliwood-Moreland is rapidly losing single family rental unils. This is making it very difficult for people who do not
have the ability to buy homes lo obtain enough space for gardening that can reduce their cost of living, and a

play area for children. This results in further gentrification, a lack of diversity and a forced exodus of families who
have lived in the neighborhood for many vears. The cily needs to pay attention to this problem and preserve the

current zoning for these houses.
Sincerely, W ( -

Name /[/@m ﬁq ‘é@/

REIF NE job . fp.
Address f;/ﬁﬁ_u(; i 722/)«
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To Whom It May Concern,

This document serves as a written testimony to ask that the mayor and ¢ity council to NOT approve the Comprehensive
Plan proposed amendment #M35 and deny the request of Brummell Enterprises for a change te the zoning stipulated for
the properties located al 1623, 1624, 1626, 1653, 1663, 1674, and 1735 SE Sherrelt St. Brummell Enterprises (head
quartered in Alaska) is seeking to change the zoning from R2.5ad to R1d, from R2ad to CM2, and from R2ad and Rid to
R1d and CM2 {multi unit housing - allowing up to 4-story structures).

For the following reasons the mayor and the city council should NOT approve amendment 35:

¢« TRAFFIC: The service considerations described by BPS staff are understated, and they make anyane living in
this area question the validity of the BPS dala source and analysis {which is not cited). On the 17th Ave. corridor
South of Tacoma, traffic is currently a capacify issue as it is extremely congested during rush hours in the
morning and evening due to local residential and Clackamas County traffic headed to the Sellwood or Ross Island
bridges. This seclion is ALWAYS difficult for pedestrians lo cross during the day.
The construction of a new apartment building (on Umatilla — a few blocks away) is to add another 44 apariments.
Another large apartment building was added fast year one block west of 17" and Tacoma. A new apartment
development is also planned one block east of 17" and Tacoma.
Per the Bureau of Transportation study on parking concerns with CM1 housing developmenis 88% of residents
in these type buildings own 1 or more cars. More residents are and will be driving on 17" street to work, and for
routine trips. The “mitigating factor” BPS staff suggests is under-researched at best. This area is not within an
easy walk to the LRT Tacoma stop — it Is about 1 mile away from Sherrelf st. Residents wanting lo take the LRT
will and do DRIVE on 17" to the Tacoma Stop and park — if no parking is found, which is frequently the case, or
if they want a more secure area to park, they will travel further to the Bybee LRT stop and park in the
Eastmorsland area — THIS IS HAPPENING NOW.,

To stale biking on the Springwater Corridor Trail is a mitigating facter is also an overstatement. Based on City
Transportation Bureau data on bicycle count iocalions in 2014 during weekday peek times, this {rail had
approximately 1,400 to 2,160 pecple from the entire Sellwood-Moreland and nearby neighborhoods {over 11,200
people total} using it to commute during peak weekday hours in non-winter months. A 12% to 18% bike commuter
population is hardly a mitigating factor. For example, this means thal the new residents of the new 44 unit apartiment
building may have 5-6 people who will be bikers who maybe will bike all year round o work {weekend biking drops
nearly in half).

e Existing CM1 zoning on 17" strest properiies owned by Brummell Enterpnse in this area already allows them to
further increase density resulling in raore housing and more cars on the 17" corridor. This capacity issue is a
reality now — there is no need to further exacerbate this problem {and cause others} by changing zoning on non-
corridor facing properties that are near or in the middle of the block on Sherrett St

s The Brummell Enterprises proposal is not about conforming to the comprehensive plan's ideal of focusing
development in corridors and centers. it's about pushing high densily into an already dense residential area
{Sellwood is now 1.5 times more dense than the average Portland neighborhood) and maximizing their profit at
the expense of neighbors in the surrounding area. Their request also does not conform with other
Comprehensive Plan goals and policies such as: Policy 4.11 Access to light and air, Policy 4.12 Privacy and
solar access, Policy 4.18 Gompact single-family options, Goal §.B: Equitable access to housing, Policy
5.14 Gentrification/displacement risk, Goal 5.A: Housing diversity, Pelicy 4.81 Growing food, Policy 4.67
Design with nature, Policy 4.71 Hazards to wildlife, Policy 4.45 Historic and cultural resource protection

o Mulli-story buildings at these locations would adversely impact the neighbors on Sherreit St., Clatsop st. and on
Harney St (between 16™ and 17'™). They would reduce privacy, and the sunlight, which is necessary to maintain
the gardens and prevent the death of the many plants many neighbors have eslablished- using ecologically
sound and pesticide-free gardening techniques {one is a National Witdlife Federation Backyard Habitat). The
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many irees that have been planted to encourage a healthy ecosystem and watershed for all plants and animals
would suffer or die, Residenis on Sherreil St., Harney and Clatsop streels already suffered a reduction of .
livability and solar access when the Brumrmell company built the 4 story retirement home (1674 SE Sherrelt st) (
on the South side of 17"& Sherrett St. It would be devastating to further decrease the neighbors ability to enjoy
their homes, gardens, and the wildlife that have baen encouraged to share it.

Many residents throughoul this area frequently protest the removal of the old homes.The historically significant
homes on Sherrett st. {many over 100 years old} add fo the character of Sellwood and any reduction by
demolition would diminish that fact.

Per their previous written testimony to the Bureau of Planning, Brummell Enterprises intends to create a "south
gateway node into Portland” on 17""& SE Sherrelt St, This would enable them to demolish existing renter
occupied homes, However, Sherrett St. is a very narrow slreet that boarders Sellwood Middle School with
abundant {raffic and parking issues as it is. In fact, because of is narrowness, Sherreft St. has signs on it placed
by the city to not allow large trucks to fravel on it. They simply do not need o destroy any more homes, damage
gardens, create parking problems and reduce livability for their stated “opportunities”. Also the city recently
designated (he intersection of 13"& Tacoma as a historic node — this is a far more appropriate gateway location
to the south side of the Sellwood-Moreland neighborhood.

Sellwood-Moreland is rapidly losing single family rental units. This is making it very difficult for people who do not
have the ability to buy homes to obtain enough space for gardening that can reduce their cost of living, and a

play area for children. This results in further gentrification, a lack of diversity and a forced exodus of famities who
have lived in the neighborhood for many years. The cily nesds {o pay attention to this problem and preserve the

current zoning for these housas,
Sincerely, ) (

Name

G ary M. @u!ﬁ;ﬂ
/

Address /’700 _SE éqdo‘ Ave
Portlasd an el

G:L”QOJAQL.(DNN

Ordinance 187832, Vol. 1.3.E, page 4746




m«mﬁ?q?:m:__ﬁz.h:rr:mzn%*:.:.r?;r?:mm: i IZOTEIEDES s

Y0226 HO ‘puepicd
QgL Wooy ‘enueny & MS 1221
313D frounoD

o . s v e
R Lo 5 0 s o S Ul

g

TR T CRPRETA

Ordinahce 187832, Vol. 1.3.E, page 4747



of |
EHIDTToE
G101 /2014

E *To Whom It May Concern,

This document serves as a writlen testimony to ask that the mayor and clty council to NOT approve the Comprehensive
Plan proposed amendment #M35 and deny the request of Brummell Enterprises for a change to the zoning stipulated for
the properties focated at 1623, 1624, 1626, 1653, 1663, 1674, and 1735 SE Sherrett St. Brummell Enterprises (head
quartered in Alaska) is seeking to change the zoning from R2,5ad to R1d, from R2ad to CM2, and from R2ad and R1d to
R1d and CM2 (mulli unit housing - allowing up o 4-sforv structures)

For the following reasons the mayor and the ¢ity council should NOT approve amendment 35:

TRAFFIC: The service considerations described by BPS staff are understated, and they make anyone living in
this area question the validity of the BPS data source and analysls (which is not cited}. On the 17th Ave. corridor

South of Tacoma, traffic is currently a capacily issue as it s exlremely congested during rush hours in the
morning and evenina due to local residential and Clackamas Counly traffic headed fo the Sellwood or Rase Iafenr

_bridges. This section is ALWAYS difficult for pedestrians to cross during the day.

The construction of a new apartment building (on Umatilla -- a few blocks away) is to add another 44 apartments.
Anocther large apariment building was added last year one block west of 17" and Tacoma. A new apartment
development s also planned one block east of 17 and Tacoma.

Per the Bureau of Transportation study on parking concerns with CM1 housing deveiopments, 88% of residents
in these type buildings own 1 or more cars. More residents are and will be driving on 1 7" street o work, and for
roufine trips. The "mitigating factor” BPS staff suggests is under-researched at best. This area is not within an
easy walk to the LRT Tacoma stop — it is about 1 mile away from Sherreit st. Residents wanting to take the LRT
will and do DRIVE on 17" to the Tacoma Stop and park — if no parking Is found, which is frequently the case, or
if they want a more secure area {o park, they will travel further to the Bybee LRT stop and park in the
Eastmoreland area — THIS IS HAPPENING NOW,

To state biking on the Springwater Corridor Trail is a mitigating factor is also an overstatement. Based on City

Transportation Bureau data on bicycle count locations in 2014 during weekday peek times, this trail had
approximately 1,400 to 2,160 people from the entire Sellwood-Moreland and nearby neighborhoods (over 11,200
people total) using it to commute during peak weekday hours in non-winter months. A 12% to 18% bike commuter
population is hardly a mitigating factor. For example, this means that the new residents of the new 44 unit apartmeant
building may have 5-6 people who will be bikers who maybe will bike all year round fo work {weekend biking drops

nearly in half}.

[

Existing CM1 zoning on 17" street properties owned by Brummell Enterpnse in this area already allows them to
further increase densﬂy resulting in more housing and more cars on the 17" corridor. This capacity issueis a
reality now ~ there is no need to furthar exacerbate this problem (and cause cthers) by changing zoning on agn-
corridor facing properties that are near or in the middfe of the block on Sherrett St.

The Brummell Enterprises proposal is not about conforming to the comprehensive plan's ideal of focusing
development in corridors and cenlers. It's about pushing high density into an already dense residential area
{Sellwood is now 1.5 times more dense than the average Portland neighborhood) and maximizing their profit at
the expense of neighbors in the surrounding area. Their request also does not conform with other
Comprehensive Plan goals and policies such as: Policy 4.11 Access to light and air, Policy 4.12 Privacy and
solar access, Pollcy 4.18 Compact single-famliy options, Goal 5.B: Equitable access to housing, Policy
5,14 Gentrification/displacement risk, Goat 5.A: Housing diversity, Policy 4.81 Growing food, Policy 4.67
Dasign with nature, Policy 4.71 Hazards to wildlife, Pollcy 4.45 Historic and cultural resource protection

Multi-story buildings at these locations would adversely impact the neighbors on Sherrett St., Clatsop st. and on
Harney St (between 16" and 17™). They would reduce privacy, and the sunlight, which is necessary to maintain
the aardens and prevent the death of the many planis many neighbors have established- using ecologically

=t T

sound and pesticide-free gardenina techniaues (one Is a National Wildlife Federation Backyard Hatétath
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\’v‘ould suffer or die. Kesidents on Snefret 0L, AArHgy anu VHIDUY 90600 AllSGUYY SUNGTI DU o 1 buuuus w
livability and solar access when the Brummell company built the 4 story relirement home (1674 SE Sherrett st)
on the South side of 17"& Shervett St. {t would be devastating to further decrease the nelghbors ability 10 enjoy

their homaes, gardens. and the wildlife that have been encouraged 1o snara :.

Many residents throughout this area frequently protest the removal of the old homes.The historically significant
homes on Sherrett st. (many over 100 years old) add to the character of Seliwood and any reduction by

demolilior_: would diminish that fact.

Per their previous written testimony to the Bureau of Planning, Brummell Enterprises Intends to create a "south
gateway node Info Portland” on 17"& SE Shermrett St. This would enable them o demolish existing renter
cccupied homss. However, Sherrett St. is a very narrow streef that boarders Sellwood Middle School with
abundant traffic and parking issues as ltis. In fact, because of is narrowness, Sherrett St. has signs on it placed
by the city to not allow large trucks to fravel on it. They simply do not need fo destroy any mare homes, damage
gardens, create parking problems and reduce livability for their stated “opportunities®, Also the city recently
designated the intersection of 13"& Tacoma as a historlc node ~ this Is a far more apprapriate gateway location
to the south side of the Seilwood-Moreland nelghborhood.

Sellwood-Moreland is rapidly losing single family rentat units. This is making it very difficult for pesople who do not
have the ability to buy homes to obtain enough space for gardening that can reduce their cost of living, and a
play area for children. This resulis In further gentrification, a lack of diversity and a forced exodus of families who

have lived in the neighborhood for many years. The city needs to pay attention to this-groblem and preserve the
current zoning for these houses. _ M
Sincerely, | ﬂOCQ jﬁ’m Igddr@(‘/
e A0/ S U /77%' %/é
12 Thnd, O. 97205

Address
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Arevalo, Nora

[ oo R T I
(" om; Washington, Mustafa
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 11:51 AM
To: , liane owen
Ce: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: RE: Proposed Amendment M33 - Against
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Liane,

‘Thank you for comments regarding the 2035 Comprehensive Plan, Testimonies for the proposed amendments to
the draft Comprehensive Plan will be heard Thursday April 14th, 6pm-8pm at the Portland Building Auditorium
and Wednesday April 20" 2pm-5pm at City Hall.

For more information, please visit the Burcau of Planning and Sustainability website at:
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/bps/57352

Thanks again,

Mustata Washington
. onstituent Services Specialist
Office of Mayor Charlie Hales
P:503-823-4120
mustafa. washington@portlandoregon.gov
www.portlandoregon.gov/mayor
hitps://www.portlandoregon.gov/toolkit/

From: liane owen [maiIto:equinbxpdx@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 2:08 AM

To: Hales, Mayor <mayorcharliehales@portlandoregon.gov>

Cc: Commissioner Saltzman <dan@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Novick <novick@portlandoregon.gov>

Subject: Proposed Amendment M33 - Against

Mayor Hales,

1 implore you NOT to pass proposed amendment M33 to rezone 57 acres of the Broadmoor Golf course from Open
Zone to Prime Industrial.

I am a resident of this area, it is a wildlife corridor and rich riparian environment that the City has consistently

promised (see 2012 Land Purchase) to protect and restore. This amendment has been added late in the process,
( ithout adequate public notice and review, seemingly driven by narrow and private financial interests.
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I beg you to visit this area, it is populated by dozens of wetland species, and is a migratory bird corridor, ranked by
the City as “high value” on its Regional Natural Resources Inventory. Nof to be mixed up with high value to
developers.

If you pass this amendment, you are giving lie to your past commitments and significant financial investments of
Public funds to protect and restore the Columbia Slough,

Sincerely,

_Liane Owen
6235 NE 30th Avenue
Portland, OR 97211
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Arevalo, Nora

( “om:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

Fellow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Dear Bob,

Washington, Mustafa

Thursday, April 14, 2016 11:50 AM

bsallinger@audubonportiand.org

BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony

FW: Audubon Comments on Comprehensive Plan Amendments

April 14, 2016 Audubon Comments on Comprehensive Plan Amendments.docx

Follow up
Flagged

Thank you for comments regarding the 2035 Comprehensive Plan. Testimonies for the proposed amendments to
the draft Comprehensive Plan will be heard today Thursday April 14th, 6pm-8pm at the Portland Building
Auditorium and Wednesday April 20" 2pm-5pm at City Hall.

For more information, please visit the Bureau of Planning and Sustainability website at:
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/bps/57352

Thanks again,

(-\, «ustafa Washington
Constituent Services Specialist
Office of Mayor Charlie Hales

P:503-823-4120

mustafa. washington(@portlandoregon.gov

www.portlandoregon.gov/mayor

https://www.portlandoregon.gov/toolkit/

From: Bob Sallinger [mailto:bsallinger@audubonportland.org]

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 12:38 AM

To: Hales, Mayoar <mayorcharliehales@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Novick <novick@portlandoregon.gov>;
Commissioner Fritz <amanda @ portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Saltzman <dan@portlandoregon.gov>;
Commissioner Fish <nick@portlandoregon.gov>

Cc: Alpert, Josh <losh.Alpert@portlandoregon.gov>; Schmanski, Sonia <Sonia.Schmanski@portlandoregon.gov>; Finn,
Brendan <Brendan.Finn@portlandoregon.gov>; Blackwood, lim <Jim.Blackwood@portlandoregon.gov>; Grumm, Matt
<Matt.Grumm@partlandoregon.gov>; Micah Meskel <mmeskel@audubonportland.org>; Zehnder, Joe
<Joe.Zehnder@portlandoregon.gov>; Anderson, Susan <Susan.Anderson@portlandoregon.gov>; Dunphy, Jamie

lamie.Dunphy@portlandoregon.gov>
subject: Audubon Comments on Comprehensive Plan Amendments

Dear Mayor Hales and Portland City Council,
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Please accept the attached comments from the Audubon Society of Portland regarding the Comp Plan Proposed
Amendments. ,

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.
Bob Sallinger

Conservation Director
Audubon Society of Portland
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April 13, 2016

Dear Mayor Hales and Members of City Counci,

On behalf of the Audubon Society of Portland, | would like to submit the following comments on the
proposed Comprehensive Plan Amendments,

Oppose Amendment M33: Designation of 57 acres of wildlife habitat at Broadmoor Golf Course as
Industrial Sanctuary: We strongly oppose Amendment #34 which would add an industrial sanctuary
designation to 57 acres of high value wildlife habitat at Broadmoor Golf Course. Audubon participated in
multiple Comprehensive Plan Committees including the Watershed Heaith PEG and the Industrial Lands/
Watershed Health PEG which extensively discussed future uses of Broadmoor Golf Course. Throughout
the entire process, the City repeatedly assured participants that, while it would consider converting
fower value habitat frontage along Columbia Blvd to industrial use, it was committed to permanently
protecting the rest of the goif course as openspace and wildlife habitat. Never ence during this multi-
year effort did the City indicate that high value habitat at the Golf Course would be consider for
conversion to industrial use. To the contrary, the City repeatedly represented the conversion of the
frontage as a trade-off that would ensure that the rest of the parcel would be permanently retained as
open space, similar to the deal that was cut at Colwood Golf Course to the east. While we do not
support conversion of any openspace at this site to industrial use, we chose not to actively and
aggressively oppose the conversion of the frontage along Columbia based on the clear understanding
that the City was committed to permanently protecting habitat and openspace throughout the rest of
the parcel. The decision to convert an additional 57 acres of high value habitat through the amendment
process fundamentally breaks faith with that extensive public process.

The additional 57 acres that are now bei‘ng proposed for conversion to industrial use occur on the
northern portion of the golif course, away from Columbia Blvd and inaccessible from the current road
grid. The entire 57 acres are ranked as high value habitat in the City’s most recent Natural Resource
Inventory and the majority of the site is currently covered by an environmental overlay. The site is
surrounded on three sides by wetlands inciuding the Columbia Slough to the south and City owned
Catkin Marsh to the north. In total, the site includes more than 6,000 linear feet of riparian habitat. The
City has spent millions of public dollars restoring the Slough and Catkin Marsh and the conversion of
these 57 acres would destroy the connectivity between these sites, leave them isolated from each
other, and significantly reduce their natural resource functionality. One of the most important features
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of urban natural areas in terms of functionality is their size---this amendment would take one of the
most significant large natural areas along the siough and reduce it to three small isolated fragments.

The site has been documented to provide habitat for 11 at-risk bird species as well as state listed
“sensitive” western painted turtles. This site is also full of dozens of very large, beautiful trees and
hundreds of smaller trees that would be eliminated by development. The amendment makes a mockery
of the City’s professed concern for protecting big trees.

Finally, conversion of these 57 acres is not necessary to meet industrial land demand. BPS staff have
confirmed that this conversion would add to a surplus of industrial land that now exists in the proposed
comprehensive plan. The property owner was already going to reap a significant financial windfall from
the conversion of the frontage at Broadmoor. Converting an additional 57 acres of high value habitat
puts the owner’s excessive profits ahead of the interests of the community and the environment.

Put simply, this is a site that should never have been given consideration for conversion. We are deeply
troubled that the city is considering converting any openspace at all to industrial use, but the conversion
of these 57 acres demonstrates a complete and total disregard for the vaiue wildlife habitat, openspace,
water quality and community livability. We urge council in the strongest possible terms to reject this
amendment.

Oppose: Amendment to Transportation System Plan to add Hayden island Bridge from Expo Center to
Hayden Island: This bridge, estimated to cost $80 million, but in all reality likely to cost far more, would
terminate in high value wildlife habitat on West Hayden Island causing extensive habitat destruction,
habitat fragmentation, loss of shallow water habitat for listed salmonid species, noise and pollution. It
would also require an extensive road through high value West Hayden Island habitat in order to connect
with development on East Hayden !sland, resulting in even more natural resource destruction and
introducing potentially destructive activities into the natural area that have not been discussed or
~ considered as part of the Comprehensive Plan process. Given that the Economic Opportunity Analysis
and Comprehensive Plan no longer includes development on any portion of West Hayden Island as part
of the industrial land supply or for any other purpose, it is completely inappropriate to locate a bridge
and road in this high value natural area. It is deeply surprising and disappointing, after all the work that
has been done discussing West Hayden Island, and which resulted in a clear decision to remove this
parcel entirely from the industrial lands inventory, that the City would now add back into the TSP a
major development proposal (bridge and road} without any discussion or analysis what-so-ever of the
potenti'a[ impacts. The City and Port have repeatedly indicated that the only justification for a bridge to
West Hayden Island would be to support industrial development on that parcel. In recent years, the Port
has indicated that even with development on West Hayden Island, a bridge still would not pencil out, If
the City's goal is to service West Hayden Island, then any new bridge that is needed should connect
directly to East Hayden Island. We are hard pressed to understand why the City would frivolously and
irresponsibly add as a last minute amendment, an $80 million bridge that was only ever proposed to
service a facility that will not be built and which would severely degrade one of the city’s most valuable
wildlife areas. We urge the City to remove this amendment to the TSP,

Oppose: Amendment 518 to retain single-dwelling 10,000 rather than down-designation to single-
dwelling 20,000. We believe this amendment is at odds with the city’'s commitment and obligation to
prevent unsafe development on steep slopes with high risk of fandslides. In this case, the property in
question is a large site of more than 12 acres that is significantly constrained. The property is largely
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comprised of forested slopes >25% with poorly infiltrating soils. Several streams/drainageways traverse
the property, as do historical landslide deposits, landslide scarps and scarp flanks, and liquefaction
zones. The property is ranked moderate-high for earthquake hazard and earthquake related landslide
hazard. Nearly the entire property is within the environmental protection or environmental
conservation overlay zone. The property is within the City’s potential landslide and wildfire hazard
zones, and experiences long emergency response times. There are no City of Portland storm-only
sewers available to this property. Future development would necessitate removal of trees that
intercept rainfall and maintain slope stability, and result in additional stormwater runoff to vulnerable
onsite drainage ways from new buildings and substantial required road and sidewalk improvements.
There is no water main in SW Humphrey at the site of the proposed development.

Put simply, intensive development on this property is an accident waiting to happen and will seriously
erode important natural resource values. Reducing future development potential in this area is
important to meet Comprehensive Plan goals and policies for public health and safety, resilience to
natural hazards and climate change, urban forest management, and protection of natural resources. We
urge you to reject this amendment.

Changes to the Economic Opportunities Analysis: Audubon is greatly concerned about the decision to
shift from the low scenario to the medium scenario in the marine cargo forecast. As the analysis notes,
this change is occurring based on the Port of Portland’s testimony to City Council at the final
Comprehensive Plan hearing in January 2016 in which it suddenly revealed that it possessed
“substantially expanded capacity for cargo growth” at its existing facilities {ie without relying on
development at West Hayden Island.) While we are pleased to hear that the Port has admitted that it
has greater cargo capacity at existing facilities than previously revealed and does not need West Hayden
island to meet that demand, something that we have suspected was in fact the case, it is deeply
troubling that the Port waited literally until the very final hearing of a multi-year process to reveal this
information. The Port not only denied that this capacity existed throughout the multi-year process to
develop the Comprehensive Plan, but also through multiple other river related public processes
including two recent West Hayden Island processes and the North Reach River Plan process.
Additionally, the Port not only denied the existence of this capacity, it also consistently and aggressively
asserted that this capacity could not be achieved through redevelopment, reconfiguration, land
assembly or any other strategy, save one: development of West Hayden Island.

The Port’s last minute revelation regarding increased capacity, calls into question why this information
was not revealed sooner. A dramatic increase in marine cargo capacity is not something that is suddenly
discovered looking behind a building or a tree. It is the product of years of careful planning and
deliberate development and it something that the Port has to know about long before it was revealed in
this instance. Given the degree to which the City and private consultants have previously validated the
Port’s denials of this capacity or even the potential to create this capacity, the City needs to take a hard
look at how it assesses industrial land capacity. The process as it currently stands is far too reliant on
proprietary infarmation, unverified information provided by corporate entities with a vested interest in
the outcome, subjective interviews with industrial property owners, and the review of a handful of
consultants that move back and forth between working for the City and working with industrial land
owners they are supposed to objectively assess. The process tends to exclude truly independent experts
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and non-industrial and community stakeholders. Put simply, the current process for assessing industrial
land capacity lacks credibility, reliability, transparency and it rife with conflict of interest.

While we are pleased to hear the Port admit that it has capacity and does not need West Hayden Island,
we are concerned that failure to disclose this information previcusly undermined the integrity of
multiple public processes. We are also concerned that the EOA, a highly complex multi-volume analysis,
that has previously undergone rigorous review and comment, is now being significantly modified at
literally the last minute with nominal rigor and review. This appears to us to he a recipe for error and
unintended consequences. As a stakeholder which has invested tremendous time and resources in
working on industrial land and natural resource issues in Portland Harbor, it is difficult to know exactly
how to respond to a fast minute revelation of this magnitude. We would however, like to capture three
points that we think are critical to moving forward:

1) The Port has stated explicitly that it has adequate capacity at its existing facilities to meet the
midrange forecast without necessitating development on West Hayden Island.

2} Woest Hayden Island was not included in the Comp Plan industrial fand inventory in either the
prior EOA {which used a low forecast} or the Revise EGA (which uses a midrange forecast.)
Should the last minute changes to the EOA result in unintended or unanticipated challenges,
errors, omissions, etc. we want to make sure that it is clearly on the record that under the
current or previous version of the EOA or under the low or midrange forecast is West Hayden
Island included in the industrial land inventory or expected to be needed for industrial
development during the life of this Comp Plan.

3) We urge the City to take a systemic look at how it conducts industrial land capacity and demand
analyses, A change of this magnitude so late in the process indicates that a much higher level of
rigor, transparency and credible independent validation needs to be incorporated into these
processes. '

Audubon greatly appreciates your consideration of these comments.

Respectfully,

Bob Sallinger
Conservation Director
Audubon Society of Portland
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rom: Jay Withgott <withgott@comcast.net>

Sent: Thursday, Aprit 14, 2016 11:24 AM

To: Council Clerk - Testimony; BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony; Moore-Love, Karla;
Hales, Mayor; Commissioner Fritz; Commissioner Fish; Commissioner Novick:
Commissioner Saltzman

Cc: City Auditor Griffin-Valade; Anderson, Susan; jim.rue@state.or.us;
mnalandusecommittee@gmail.com

Subject: Testimony - Comp Plan - Opposing Amendment P45

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status; Flagged

Dear Mayor Hales and Portland City Councilors --
This is to voice our opposition to Comp Plan Amendment P45 (New Policy after 5.5; Middle Housing...).

As longtime residents of Multnomah Village, we continue to feel that our neighborhood is under threat from ill-
planned development. Many hundreds of Multnomah Village residents have pleaded with Council not to
designate our neighborhood as a Neighborhood Center, but to make it instead a Neighborhood Corridor. We
repeat this plea. Now, Amendment P45 would appear to enable the wholesale conversion of the entire

_neighborhood from single-family housing to apartments across a diameter of half a mile. Until we receive a

ssignation of Neighborhood Corridor for our own neighborhood, we feel we must oppose policies such as

 Amendment P45, which could fundamentally alter the very nature of the place we live.

We are not arguing against density; we support urban growth boundaries and the infill they require. Past
apartment development in Multnomah Village has largely been done well. However, we now confront new 4-
story buildings being rammed through against the neighborhood's wishes, and the lack of parking is already
causing cars to sprawl along once-peaceful residential streets. At the same time, small affordable single-family
homes are being demolished and replaced by 'McMansions' that consume entire lots, destroy trees and gardens,
and tower over their neighbors. Working families and the middle class are being pushed out while the character
of the neighborhood that drew us here is being lost forever,

Amendment P45 is not the answer. Instead, you can encourage responsible infill in Multnomah Village and
similar neighborhoods by:
(1) Discouraging demolitions of affordable small homes -- now, before it is too late!
(2) Mandating that new development include enough parking so there is no increase in on-street congestion.
(3) Making Multnomah Village a Neighborhood Corridor rather than a Neighborhood Center.
(4) Amending zoning proposals by zoning central Multnomah Village as CM1(d), not CM2.

Thank you very much for your work with Portland's Comprehensive Plan, We encourage you to listen to
citizens and uphold the elements of the Plan that promote natural resource protection, environmental health, and
the careful regulation of development.

“ay Withgott and Susan Masta

© /515 SW 34th Ave.

Portland, OR 97219
withgott@comecast.net
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(- rom: Dan Casey <djcpdx@msn.com> -
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 11:13 AM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Cc: McCullough, Robert; Hales, Mayor; Commissioner Novick; Cormmissioner Fritz;
Commissioner Saltzman; Commissioner Fish
Subject: Amendment M74 to the Portland Comprehensive Plan
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged
Hello,

I am an Eastmoreland resident who lives on SE Henry Street hetween SE 36th Ave and SE Cesar Chavez Blvd. |
support rezoning Eastmoreland to R7, but | would like the remainder of the neighborhood, east of SE 36th,
also rezoned to R7, including my street, SE Henry. This is a beautiful and historic neighborhood, and it should
be preserved and protected in its entirety from the unchecked demolition of affordable, single family homes in
favor of over-priced McMansions that fill up entire lots.

Thank you,
_.Daniel J. Casey
750 SE Henry Street

\ Portland, OR 97202
503-228-3046
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Crom: TC Haddad <tchaddad@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 11:06 AM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: Land Use Testimony
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: - Flagged
Dear City Council,

I submitted the below testimony via tha Portland Map App, and was requested to also submit it directly to you,
and so I am doing so now,

sincerely,

Tanya Haddad

Dear conmumnissioners,

1 am submitting this testimony to formally request that my current R2 zoning be left in place, rather than be

" hanged to the proposed R5. My reasoning for this request relates fo the current status of the parcel

" immediately adjacent to the east (8705 SE 13th Street), which is in the process of developing into a 5 story
apartment building. This change, and the proposal of R1 on the neighboring 2 blocks of 13th street, causes me
to think it is not unreasonable for my parcel to develop at R2 density within the time frame of the proposed
comprehensive plan, and I would like to preserve this option. I also believe this request is compatible with
desires for overall increases in density within the UGB over time. Many thanks for your time,

Tanya Haddad 1216 SE Marion Street, Portland, OR 97202
503-475-7833
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. “rom: Linda Girard <linda.girard45@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 10:49 AM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: Re: Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Follow Up Fiag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Full name and mailing address for the accompanying email which was just sent:

Linda Girard
3108 SE Claybourne
Portland, OR 97202

On Thu, Apr 14, 2016 at 10:41 AM, Linda Girard <linda.girard45@gmail.com> wrote:

‘ I am writing in support of amendment M74 which would maintain existing lot sizes in Eastmoreland!
1 As a 40 year resident of Eastmoreland I feel it is critical to maintain the R7 zoning to support the livability,

- architectural heritage, and urban canopy of the neighborhood. I believe the term is "truth in zoning" which is
'~ changing the zone to match the reality. For some reason, the Bureau of planning staff decided to oppose this
. request while supporting almost all other R7 requests including our neighbor, the Reed neighborhood.

. Please support us in this request.

Rega_rds,
i Linda Girard
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April 14, 2016

City Council Clerk
1221 SW 4th Avenue, Room 130
Portland, OR 97204

[ urge you NOT to adopt Proposed Amendment M#33 (Broadmoor) to the new Comprehensive Plan. |
oppose this amendment for the following reasons:

The amendment proposed to rezone 57 acres of high quality habitat on the Broadmoor Golf Course,
including 38 acres that have an e-zone overlay. This property, currently zoned Open Space, would lose
virtually all of its habitat value if it is developed, especially if it is developed for an industrial use. Such
development would also have severe impacts on the adjacent city-owned wetlands, and a nearby Port of

Portland mitigation site.

It's my understanding that the analysis by the Industrial Health and Watershed Health Work Group found
that the job potential of the site does NOT justify the investment in infrastructure that would be needed to
develop the property as industrial land -- including not one, but two, bridges over the Columbia Slough.
This parcel is better suited as open space and habitat than industrial land.

Just because the owner of the property requests the zone change is not sufficient reason to make the
change.

| urge you to vote against or withdraw Proposed Amendment M#33 (Broadmoor).

Sincerely,
s

Linda Robinson
1115 NE 135th Ave
Portland, OR 97230

Cc: Mayor Hales
Commissioner Fritz
Commissioner Fish
Commissioner Novick
Commissioner Saltzman
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\%—Fom: Jim <jim@slhdesign.com>
Sent; Thursday, April 14, 2016 10:41 AM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: Comprehnsive Plan Testimony Council Amendments SW 25th Ave
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Fagged
Dear Sirs:

—_—

The Draft Council Amendments item B-92 include requests for zoning for 10040-10048 SW 25' Ave, but did not mention
our request of January 7, 2016 for the same R-10 zoning for 10500-10626 SW 25™ Ave, just down the street.

Please correct this oversight and include our properties in the R-10 zone as well.

The lots immediately to the south have already been developed with 5-6 houses per acre, and now lots to the north are
being designated R-10. It would be highly inconsistent and would reduce value of our lots that are in between the other
developments to reduce density by one-half,

The argument of inadequate transportation options is bogus as we have access to SW Barbur Boulevard with frequent
bus service and a transitmall.  We do ride tri-met to come downtown.

_Thanks for your consideration.

imes R. Harries — PE

10500 SW 25t Ave

Portland, OR 97219
503-246-5574 or 503-709-9123 cell
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%‘om: Rinta, Maya
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 10:33 AM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Cc: Parsons, Susan; Pat O'Shea
Subject: FW: My personal letter regarding Comp Plan amendment for properties at SW
Terwilliger and Lower Boones Ferry.
Attachments: Letter to City Council 41416.pdf; ATTO0001.htm
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged
FWD
Maya Rinta

Deputy Auditor | Office of the City Auditor
The City of Portland, Oregon

1221 Sw 4t Avenue, Room 130

Portland, OR 97204-1987

T: (503) 823,4717

F: (503) 823.4571
maya.rinta@portlandoregon.gov

( rom: Pat O'Shea [mailto:coyotesbrother@comcast.net]
- sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 10:23 AM
To: Rinta, Maya <Mavya.Rinta@portlandoregon.gov>
Subject: My personal letter regarding Comp Plan amendment for propertles at SW Terwilliger and Lower Boones Ferry.

Hello there, please direct my attached letter to the mayor and city commissioners regarding the Comp Plan
amendment for properties at SW Terwilliger and Lower Boones Ferry. [ would appreciate it if you would
please confirm that this has been received by the council.

Thank you.

Pat O’Shea

coyotesbrother@comeast.net
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Dear Mayor and Commissioners, 4/14/16

Hive in the Collins View Neighborhood, % mile south of the intersection of SW Terwilliger Blvd.
& Boones Ferry Rd. | have two main objections and concerns which | would like to be
addressed, regarding the Proposed Comprehensive Plan Map Amendment: Lewis & Clark
College property at Lower Boones Ferry and SW Terwillerger.

1. 1do not know all the details of how it came about that the Lewis & Clark's amendment was
allowed to be included at the last minute, but it seems this was NOT done in accordance
with the GOALS AND POLICIES of the COMPREHENSIVE PLAN. From what |
understand, it seems there is foul play at hand, and the wishes and opinions of the
Neighborhood Association are being ignored and discounted by a system that was set up to
include and protect the residents in the neighborhood. It is being said that one of the
Commissioners, Dan Satzman, is in cahoots with Lewis & Clark’s trickery, to pull the wool
over our eyes, and get away with something that is clearly harmful to the neighborhood.
How, in good conscious, can this be allowed?

2. You have the facts, | am not going to repeat them here. | will just say, from personal
experience, the traffic at the intersection of Boones Ferry & SW Terwilliger, where these
properties are located, has become increasingly worse every year, over the past 10 years.
There is frequently a 10-15 minute back-up during the hours between 7AM-10Am, and
4PM-7PM, It has been agreed upon by city officials and the Neighborhood Association in
past discussions that adding multi-house units (dorms, apartments, etc) on these
properties is not feasible, given the traffic is already at its limit. We need a plan that is
going to make this intersection less congested, not worse. Why would vou allow such a
thing to happen when this would be a dangerous and harmful act?

Please consider my objections and take action to restore my trust in City Council by
correcting this mistake. Please, do not allow this amendment to be included into the
Comprehensive Plan.

Thank you,

Pat O'Shea

310 SW Maricara St.
Portland, Or 97219
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—romy: Jason Karl <jkarlpdx@yahoo.com>
" Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 10:16 AM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Helle. My name is Jason Karl and I am a Sellwood resident.

I am writing in hopes of blocking the request to make changes in zoning in the Sellwood neighborhood.

I am all for growth and improvement, however There are many opportunities for new construction to happen on main streets, such as
SE 17th or Tacoma{which have already begun), To change zoning in a residential areas such as Sherrett Street, Harney, Nehatem,
Spokane or Clatsap will cause many traffic and parking issues

that seem to be growing at a very high rate in Portland. If passed this new zoning will change the are for the worse, not for the better.
There is already poor parking options being created and the congestion this attempted change will create will only affect
Sellwood/Moreland in a negative direction. Please do not let this happen! There is a reason the area was voted by Sunset magazine as
one of the best in city neighborhoods.

I oppose the approval of amendment #M35-Brummell Enterprises request for zone change.

Jason Karl
1346 SE Sherrett Street
Portland, OR 97202

Jason Karl Design & Hlustration www jasonkarl.viewbook.com
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{%'om: Dan Rutzick <drutzick@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 10:02 AM  °
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: 2035 Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Attachments: SNA_Amendment_M54.pdf; ATT00001.txt
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged
Council Clerk,

Here is 2035 Comprehensive Plan Testimony from the Sunnyside Neighborhood Association for tonight's City Council
public hearing.

Please confirm receipt of our additional testimony,
Thank you,
Sunnyside Neighborhood Assaciation

3534 SE Main St
Portland, OR 97214
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April 12,2016

Council Clerk
1221 SE 4% Aye, Room 130
Portland, OR 97204

Re: 2035 Comprehensive Plan - Amendment #M54

Dear Mayor Hales and City Commissioners,

The Sunnyside Neighborhood Association (SNA) Board [mailing address: 3534 SE Main
St, Portland, OR 97214] strongiy supports the 2035 Comprehensive Plan - Amendment
#M54 to extend the Mixed Use - Urban Center designation on SE Belmont Street from
42nd and 49th Avenue, The Sunnyside Neighborhood Association has been actively
engaged in the City’s 2035 Comprehensive Plan process over the past year-and-a-half.
We understand that the Comprehensive Plan Map designation along much of SE
Belmont Street within our neighborhood is recommended to be Mixed Use - Urban
Center which includes a Design “d” Overlay. The SNA Board is in favor of the Mixed Use
- Urban Center designation as this will further activate vibrant SE Belmont Street with
new residences and local businesses. The SNA Board is in favor of the Design “d”
Overlay because its design review or compliance with the Community Design Standards
requirement will help ensure that certain types of infill development promote the

conservation, enhancement, and continued vitality of this corridor.
Thank you for proposing this amendment,

Sincerely,

~

Tony Jordan, President

on behalf of the Sunnyside Neighborhood Association Board

Cc: Mayor Hales and Commissioners Fish, Fritz, Novick and Saltzman
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—om: Washington, Mustafa
Sent; Thursday, April 14, 2016 9:36 AM
To: Abigail Pierce
Cc: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: RE: BROADMOOR
Follow Up Flag: Foilow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Abigail,

Thank you for comments regarding the 2035 Comprehensive Plan, Testimonies for the proposed amendments to
the draft Comprehensive Plan will be heard today Thursday April 14th, 6pm-8pm at the Portland Building
Auditorium and Wednesday April 20™ 2pm-5pm at City Hall.

For more information, please visit the Bureau of Planning and Sustamablhty website at:
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/bps/57352

Thanks again,

*ustafa Washington
( onstituent Services Specialist
Office of Mayor Charlic Hales
P:503-823-4120
mustata,washington(@portlandoregon.gov
www.portlandoregon.gov/mayor
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/toolkit/

From: Abigail Pierce [mailto:abigailpierce@yahoo.com]

Sent: Wednesday, Aprif 13, 2016 7:35 PM

To: Commissioner Fish <nick@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Novick <nowck@port|andoregon gov>;
Commissioner Saltzman <dan@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Fritz <amanda@portlandoregon.gov>; Hales,
Mayor <mayorchariiehales@portlandoregon.gov>; Council Clerk — Testimony <CCTestimony@portlandoregon.gov>
Subject: BROADMOOR

PLEASE, do not let Broadmoor become an industrial zone! It is valuable habitat!

Cutting down dozens of large trees and destroying 57 acres of wildlife habitat at Broadmoor Golf Course so developers can turn
open space into industrial development is a really bad idea,

( ™ortland is a great city because we care ahout trees and green spaces!!

How valuable is this wildlife habitat?
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» The majority of the site is within a designated environmental overlay, an area the city recognizes has “highly
significant resources and functional values.”
e The site is bordered on three sides by waterways and wetlands including the Columbia Siough, the Catkin Marsh

Wetlands, and a Port of Portland environmental mitigation site. This parcel contains more than a full mile of riparian ;. _,

habitat! Destroying this site will not only eliminate important habitat, it will leave the surrounding habitat isolated and-
fragmented, cutting the heart out of one of the most important wildlife complexes on the slough.

e The site is full of massive trees including many large giant sequoias like the ones that the community fought to save in
SE Portland,

* 11 at-risk bird species and the state listed sensitive Western Painted Turtles have been identified in this habitat
complex.

e  The entire site ranks as “high value” on the regional natural rescurces inventory.

I implore you to protect this site! The area does not require upzoning. It is up to you to make the right call, Please do not
disappoint.

Abigail Pierce
SI. 74th Ave, 97206
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—om: Washington, Mustafa
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 9:31 AM
To: mschickadeedee
Cc: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: RE: Broacdmoor
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged
Dear Mickie,

Thank you for comments regarding the 2035 Comprehensive Plan. Testimonies for the proposed amendments to
the draft Comprehensive Plan will be heard Thursday April 14th, 6pm-8pm at the Portland Building Auditorium
and Wednesday April 20" 2pm-5pm at City Hatl.

For more information, please visit the Burcau of Planning and Sustainability website at:
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/bps/57352

Thanks again,

-Mustafa Washington

(_\ Jnstituent Services Specialist
Office of Mayor Charlie Hales
P:503-823-4120
mustafa.washington{@portlandoregon.gov
www.portlandoregon.gov/mayor
hitps://www.portlandoregon.gov/toolkit/

From: mschickadeedee [mailto:mschickadeedee@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, April 13, 2016 8:44 PM

To: Hales, Mayor <mayorcharliehales@portlandoregon.gov>
Subject: Broadmoor

Dear Mayor Hales,

Greetings!

I'm writing to express my concern about the possible sale of the land near the Broadmoor Golf Course. I want to
see this area protected as Open Space and Natural Area. Absolutely not converted to industrial use.

[ appreciate your consideration,

( .
"Mickie Harshman
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Sent on an LTE device from Consumer Cellular
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Fom:
~ Sent:
To:
Cc

Subject:

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Commissioners,

Lars von Sneidern <lars@vonsneidern.net>

Thursday, April 14, 2016 9:27 AM

BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony

Hales, Mayor; Commissioner Novick; Commissioner Fish; Commissioner Saltzman;
Commissioner Fritz; catherine@hackoregon.org

Open data in the Comprehensive Plan (Policy 2.11)

Follow up
Flagged

Access to data is essential for an educated electorate.

I would be proud to live in a city that supports equal access to information for everyone. We deserve a plan
rooted in the values of digital equity, and I urge you to stand up for Portland’s commitment to inclusion and a

transparent governing process.

Please keep the open data proposal (Policy 2.11) intact,

" Thank you,

( ~ars von Sneidern

SEUL/Montavilla
8058 SE Mill St.
Portland, OR 97215
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om: Washington, Mustafa

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 9:26 AM

To: RICHARD EMERY

Cc: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony

Subject: RE: Broadmoor Goif Course

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Richard,

Thank you for comments regarding the 2035 Comprehensive Plan. Testimonies for the proposed amendments to
the draft Comprehensive Plan will be heard today, Thursday April 14th, 6pm-8pm at the Portland Building
Auditorium and Wednesday April 20* 2pm-5pm at City Hall.

For more information, please visit the Bureau of Planning and Sustainability website at:
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/bps/57352 '

Thanks again,

- *Mustafa Washington

. _onstituent Services Specialist
Office of Mayor Charlie Hales
P:503-823-4120
mustafa, washington{@portlandoregon.gov
www.portlandoregon.gov/mayor
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/toolkit/

From: RICHARD EMERY {mailto:rsemeryl@me.com]

Sent: Wednesday, April 13, 2016 9:44 PM

To: Commissioner Fish <nick@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Novick <novick@portlandoregon.gov>;
Commissioner Saltzman <dan@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Fritz <amanda@portlandoregon.gov>; Hales,
Mayor <mayorcharliehales@portlandoregon.gov>; Council Clerk ~ Testimony <CCTestimony@portlandoregon.gov>
Subject: Broadmoor Gelf Course

Honorable Mayor and Members of the Portland City Council,

Please protect Broadmoor Golf course as open space and natural area. Do not convert it to industrial
use.

« The site is bordered on three sides by waterways and wetlands including the Columbia Slough,

the Catkin MarshWetlands, and a Port of Portland environmental mitigation site. This parcel
contains more than a full mile of riparian habitat! Destroying this site will not only eliminate
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important habitat. It will leave the surrounding habitat isolated and fragmented, cutting the

heart out of one of the most important wildlife complexes on the slough.

The site is full of massive trees including many large giant sequoias like the ones that the
community fought to save in SE Portland. =
11 at-risk bird species and the state listed sensitive Western Painted Turtles have been

identified in this habitat complex.

The majonty of the site is within a designated environmental overlay, an area the city

recognizes has “highly significant resources and functional values.”

The entire site ranks as “high value” on the regional natural resources mventory.

Thank you,

Richard Emery
3439 NE Sandy Blvd. #205
Portland, OR 97232
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om: Washington, Mustafa

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 9:24 AM

To: LINDA ROMANO Owner

Cc: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony

Subject: RE: Protect Broadmoor Golf Course

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Linda,

Thank you for comments regarding the 2035 Comprehensive Plan. Testimonies for the proposed amendments to
the draft Comprehensive Plan will be heard Thursday April 14th, 6pm-8pm at the Portland Building Auditorium
and Wednesday April 201" 2pm-5pm at City Hall.

For more information, please visit the Bureau of Planning and Sustainability web31te at:
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/bps/57352

Thanks again,

~Mustafa Washington
(\ onstituent Services Specialist
Office of Mayor Charlie Hales
P:503-823-4120
mustafa. washington@portlandoregon.gov
www.portlandoregon.gov/mayor
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/toolkit/

From: LINDA ROMANO Owner [mailto:Imr1998@centurylink.net]
Sent: Wednesday, April 13, 2016 10:18 PM

To: Hales, Mayor <mayorcharliehales@portlandoregon.gov>
Subject; Protect Broadmoor Golf Course

Dear Mayor Hales,

Please protect the open space & natural area at Broadmoor Golf Course for present and future generations.

We moved to Portland in 1969 and what makes this City special are places like Forest Park, Oaks Bottom, Hoyt

Arboretum, Peninsula Park, Portland Japanese Gardens, Washington Park, Crystal Springs Rhododendron

Gardens, local area Parks, Broadmoor Golf Course, etc. We need open spaces and now cherish them more and

=ore as the City/population has grown. There are enough industrial sites. Please permanently protect the open
(‘, sace/natural area at Broadmoor Golf Course, This land was proposed to be a permanently protected open

space & natural area and I am asking that you please honor that intent. Future generations will thank you for

saving this natural treasure. Thank you for your time and consideration.
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Linda Romano & Gisella Romano
SE Portland
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om: BPS - Mixed Use Zones
Sent: Thursday, Aprit 14, 2016 9:18 AM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Ce: Wright, Sara; Stockton, Marty; Engstrom, Eric
Subject: FW: NOTICE OF ZONING CHANGES - April 4, 2016 -- CITY COUNCIL submittal
Importance: High
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

| just got this communication — it is City Council testimony on Comp Plan.

Barry

Barry Manning | Senior Planner

Portland Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Avenue #7100, Portland, OR 97201
503.823.7965 {p) | 503.823.7800 {f}
barry.mannin ortlandoreqon.gov

From: Junk Henry mailto:junkhenry@comcast.netj
Sent: Wednesday, April 13, 2016 6:29 PM
To: BPS - Mixed Use Zones <MixedUseZones@portlandoregon.gov>
( 1 Stockton, Marty <Marty.Stockton@portlandoregon.gov>
" Subject: NOTICE OF ZONING CHANGES - April 4, 2016 -- CITY COUNCIL submittal

Portland City Council,

| am writing to request your consideration and approval to change the Comprehensive Plan Map for the property [ own
on SE Division Street from Multi-dwelling 1,000 to Mixed Use-Urban Center.

Property:

3508 SE Division Street
Portland, OR 97202

Waverly, Block 60, N 60’ of Lot 1
R299553
State ID # 151£12AB 6400
The property is a small lot on the corner of SE Division St. and SE 35" Avenue. [t is directly across SE 35 Avenue from
the Mixed Use 3434 SE Division St. and diagonally adjacent to the Mixed Use 3517 SE Division St. on the opposite side of
. SE Division St. It was built as a single family home over 100 years ago and was converted to an upstairs/downstairs
(_‘_. . Jplex 64 years ago. | receive numerous offers to sell from slick, fast talking developers who pose in their mail

solicitations as local-yocal individuals. | do not want to do that. My intent is to preserve the unique and cozy interior of
the home as well as the classic wood-sided exterior and offer the units to folks who might otherwise not want to live in
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some cookie-cutter, stapled together box apartment that is so prevalent on the street and who prefer not to spend a
ridicufous amount of their income on rent and fees.

Over the years the street has changed dramatically and the property’s prominent corner location presents opportunity (_:_
to further extend the goals and objectives of the Division Street Plan. A designation of Multi-Use-Urban Center would
allow me to reinvest and add a small retail or retail office space in the basement level of the building. Currently, the
basement floor is three steps up from the two adjacent sidewalks. Converting this lowest level to retail would help to
further increase the pedestrian activity in the area. Due to my small lot size, the scale of this retail would not be very

large and would not demand additional parking or create any additional traffic. | would likely remove some soil to add

light to the basement, lower the basement floor and raise the home up to 3’ {all of which | could do under either
Comprehensive Plan designation). The addition of the commercial component would allow for the property to adapt to
the changes in the area and enhance the experience and further serve the needs of the local residents without

detracting from the neighborhood.

Given the proximity of the property to other property that is mixed use and the corner location, a mixed use designation
for my property would allow for a creative, unique reinvestment in a great vibrant neighborhood in Portland.

Thank you for your thoughtful consideration.
David Henry
Property Owner

3508 SE Division Street
Portland, OR 97202
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%om: Council Clerk - Testimony
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 8:48 AM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: FW: Comprehensive Plan
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Susan Parsons

Assistant Council Clerk

City of Portland ,
susan.parsons@portlandoregon.gov
503.823.4085

From: Craig Heverly [mailto:heverlyjc@hevanet.com]
Sent: Wednesday, April 13, 2016 6:01 PM
To: Comnmissioner Fish <nick@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Saltzman <dan@portlandoregon.gov>; Council Clerk
- Testimony <CCTestimony@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Novick <novick@portlandoregon.gov>; Hales, Mayor
<mayorcharliehales@portlandoregon.gov>; Commmissioner Fritz <amanda@portlandoregon.gov>

. Subject: Comprehensive Plan

I am a resident of Portland and am writing to thank you again for your forward-looking and historic vote on the
measures to oppose oil trains and to limit infrastructure for shipping and storing fossil fuels. Those measures make me
proud to be a citizen of Portland.

| am now writing to ask you to vote for the amendments to the City's Comprehensive Plan proposed by Mayor Hales
which would insert these visionary measures into the Plan. Specifically, these amendments would: 1} Reduce carbon
emissions, 2} Limit fossil fuel distribution and storage facilities, and 3)Increase renewable energy.

Please vote yes, once again.

Many thanks.

Craig Heverly

4814 SE 30th Ave #131
Portland, OR 97202
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%‘om: Jani Iverson <jani.iverson@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 8:43 AM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony; Hales, Mayor; Commissioner Novick; Commissioner
Fritz; Commissioner Saltzman; Commissioner Fish
Cc McCuliough, Robert
Subject: Support for Amendment M74 to the Portland Comprehensive Plan
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

As a resident of Eastmoreland, I am writing in support of Amendment M74 to the Portland Comprehensive Plan
with a revision to include the entire neighborhood west of 39th/Caesar Chavez Blvd. I am very concerned that
without the passage of Amendment 74 revised to include the entire Eastmoreland neighborhood, its residents
will suffer significant irreversible degradation of livability, historical significance and property values.

Thank you for doing the right thing for maintaining this historic neighborhood in our community.
Jani Iverson

Jani Iverson
-~ ‘anilverson{@gmail.com
(U 03.382.7775
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(”-_%‘From: Eric Franklin <ericbfranklin@comcast.net>
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 8:43 AM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: comprehensive plan testimony
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed
To whom,

I wish to communicate my opposition to the approval of amendment #35 for zone changes along Milwaukee
Ave in Sellwood. I own one of the properties
who's zoning would change to CM2. (1668 Se Nehalem St). This property at present has a 100 yr old house on
it and is a duplex. The idea that it could become a
45 to 55 foot tall multiple use building doesn't make sense. Sure I could sell to a developer and make a killing.
However the cities proposal continues its policy
of increased density without regard to : The wishes of neighborhood residents, Increased parking and traffic
issues. Access to sunlight and privacy. Access to
convenient public transportation. Respect for neighborhood architectural, social and natural character. 1 for one
do not choose to value the dollar and allow _
the incursion of large insipidly designed boxes into a neighborhood who's character is intimate quiet and folksy
-~ -and is nationally recognized as such.
(. The city continues it's one size fits all push for density and for now chooses to ignore the input of thousands of
Portlanders like me. The city also abrogates
it's obligation and opportunity to enhance the architecture art and livebilty

Eric Franklin

1670 SE Nehalem St.
Portland, OR. 97202
503.490.8942
www.ericfranklindesign.com
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%cm: Allison Rouse <allisonrouse@hotmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 7:50 AM

To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony

Cc: McCullough, Robert; Hales, Mayor; Commissioner Novick; Comimissioner Fritz;

Commissioner Saltzman; Commissioner Fish

Subject: Amendment M74 to the Portland Comprehensive Plan

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Mr. Mayor, Commissioners and Planning Staff:

| understand that there is a proposal on the table, an Amendment to the Comprehensive Plan Update, to
change the zoning of half of the Eastmoreland neighborhood, west of SE 36th, to the R7 designation, leaving
the remainder as R5.

| would like the remainder of the neighborhood, east of SE 36th, rezoned to R7 also, Including my street, SE
Henry.

Eastmoreland is a fine old streetcar neighborhood that originated in a cohesive master plan, but we are
_suffering from the excesses of the current overheated real estate market. Large, cheapiy-built houses
(e being jammed on small lots carved out of the existing neighborhood fabric, with rampant destruction of
“affordable housing stock and the attendant loss of solar access and tree canopy that that sort of cheek-to-jowl
development produces. Leaving half the neighborhood vulnerable to these excesses would split Eastmoreland
in two, destroying the open and loving community that has grown and thrived for over 100 years.

In my day job, | work for you in the Parks Bureau as a Capital Projects Manager, designing and building new
parks. I love my job, my work and the City and have worked directly with many of you. In that capacity, lam a
change agent, deeply versed in the practice of fair public process and watchful to make sure that the pain of
change is balanced by development that will repay the cost many times over. | drank the density Kool-Aid
long ago, when 1 moved to Oregon, became a landscape architect and was educated on population growth,
equity and the Urban Growth Boundary. But feaving half of a fine old neighborhood vulnerable to the
predations of build-it-and-get-out developers does not fit with the values I associate with my City. Please
don't do this.

Please rezone the entire Eastmoreland neighborhood to the same R7 dgsignatiﬁn.
Thank you for your consideration and for the fine work that you all do every day.
Sincerely, .
Allison K. Rouse

( 750 SE Henry Street

Portland, OR 97204 .
503-752-4475
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%am:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Michael Desserault <mick.desserault@gmail.com>

Thursday, April 14, 2016 7:41 AM

Hales, Mayor; Commissioner Novick; Commissioner Fritz; Commissioner Saltzman;
Commissioner Fish : :

BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony; McCullough, Robert

Amendment 74 to the Portland Comprehensive Plan

Follow up
Flagged

“This email serves to indicate my support for Amendment 74 to the Portland Comprehensive Plan but ask for it
to be revised to include all properties west of SE Cesar Chavez Blvd, the neighborhood's natural boundary,
instead of limiting the affected properties to only those west of SE 36th as it is currently written. My home is at
6306 SE 36th and T am very concerned that without the passage of Amendment 74 revised to SE Cesar Chavez
Blvd, the Eastmoreland neighborhood and its resident will suffer significant irreversible degradation of
livability, historical significance and property values.

Thank you for your consideration

Michael J. "Mick' Desserault

%306 SE 36th

_ {_ick.desserauli@gmail.com

971.344.4001
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%:"""om: ‘ Wendy McDonald <wendy_mcdonald@comcast.net>
Sent: , Thursday, Aprit 14, 2016 7:29 AM
To: Hales, Mayor; Commisstoner Novick; Commissioner Fritz; Commissioner Saltzman;
: ' Commissioner Fish
Ca BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony; McCullough, Robert
Subject: Amendment M74 to the Portland comprehensive plan
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Re: Amendment M74 to the Portland comprehensive plan
| oppose my street being zoned R5. [ believe the area east of 36th and west of 39th should be included in the R7 zoning.
Eastmoreland is a neighborhood and should be zoned as a whole not divided. 1 find it suspicious that purposed R7 zoning

includes the Mayor's home and senator Wyden's home yet allows the tear down and infill on streets just to the east of
them. This is unacceptable. '

Please zone all of eastmoreland R7 to include the area between 36 to 39th.
Thank you
. Wendy J McDonaid

(\ ‘26 SE Carlton street
Portland OR 97202
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James F, Peterson

2502 SW Mulinomah Blvd.
Portland, Oregon 97219
April 14,2016

DLCD
Director Jim Rue, jim.rue{@state.or.us

Portland City Council

Mayor Charlie Hales, mayorcharliehales{@portlandoregon.gov
Commissioner Amanda Fritz, Amanda@portlandoregon.gov
Commissioner Nick Fish, nick@portlandoregon.gov
Commissioner Steve Novick, novick@portlandoregon.gov
Commissioner Dan Saltzman, dan(@portlandoregon.gov

Council Clerk , cputestimony@portiandoregon.gov
1221 SW Fourth Avenue, Room 130
Portland, Oregon 97204

RE: PROTECT SINGLE-FAMILY HOMES IN MULTNOMAH NEIGHBORHOOD

1 oppose City Council Amendment #P45, New Policy 5.5, Middle Housing to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan (see
amendment text on the following page). If passed, this spurious proposed amendment will allow the single-family
zoned property in Multnomah Village to be changed to multifamily zoning without the legal and adequate opportunity
for the required timely public review and comment in due process. This proposed amendment is a radical, last-minute
change to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan that is too far reaching to be incorporated into the plan with a very short time
of approximately one month for citizen evaluation to provide reasoned public comment. This is an insufficient amount
of time for our neighbors to become even adequately familiar with the desired and evaluated consequences of what is of
late being proposed and to voice either approval or reasoned and considered opposition to the proposed amendment.
The new Policy 5.5 has dubious legal standing, all elements considered.

In addition to objecting to the manner in which this amendment was introduced, I object to its substance, When the
Discussion Map in the Draft SW Community Plan proposed that essentially all of Multnomah Village be rezoned R 2.5

to allow for attached row housing, hundreds of owners and residents in our neighborhood objected to the wholesale

elimination of most single-family residential zoning at that time. I believe that the majority of the residents and
taxpayers in my neighborhood still oppose it, but they are mostly unaware that this recent amendment is even being
proposed or considered. The introduction of this recent amendinent fails the needed legal test of due process and is
specifically inconsistent with Oregon State mandated State Goal 1, wherein active citizen involvement in land use
planning is required.

Hundreds of Multnomah Village residents and taxpayers, the Multnomah Neighborhood Association and the Southwest
Neighborhoods, Incorporated have all considered and specifically requested that the Portland City Council change the
proposed designation of Multnomah Village from a Neighborhood Center to a Neighborhood Corridor in the 2035
Comprehensive Plan.

If Multnomah Village is approved to be a designated Neighborhood Center within a % mile radius of the center of
Multnomah Village, its legal boundaries will overlap with the legal and specified boundaries of the two adjacent Town
Centers (specifically, Hillsdale and West Portland) as well as the legal boundary of the Barbur Boulevard Civic
Corridor, The drafted higher-density development conteraplated within a quarter mile of these legally designated
centers will then overlap with Multnomah village’s legal designation and will leave marginal room for the existing
single family homes as proposed redevelopment continues to occur in the future. The Neighborhood Corridor
designation better fits with the extant design and character of Multnomah Village and is more in keeping with the
prevalent semi-rural character of the neighborhood that we currently live in and enjoy.
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The introduction of the Draft 2035 Comprehensive Plan stated that there is more than enough existing capacity to meet
the projected growth without changing any zoning. That being evident and said, during dozens of discussions with BPS
staff, as we as a group advocated for the Neighborhood Corridor designation and in opposition to the Neighborhood
Center designation, we were consistently and adequately assured that Mulinomah Village’s extant single-family zoning
will remain unchanged with the proposed Neighborhood Center designation. Were we being misled by our ¢ity Mayor
and our Portland City Commissioners and staff? The recently proposed Amendment #P45 directly contradicts those
explicit assurances, It undermines our trust in the workings of reasoned city government and the application of legal
standing in due process. I urge you to adequately consider the spurious proposed #P45 amendment and to vote against
it.

After the SW Plan blew up the City of Portland decided that they would no Ionger do community plans but in stead
would change the development code to achieve more infill. Amendment #P435 is another example of using the
development or zoning code to achieve more density with out changing the base zone. The minimum lot size in the
zoning code was reduced for each base zone. For example an R5 lot the minimum lot size was reduced to 3000sqft,
They allowed corner lots to be duplex lots and later made changes to allowed corner lots in RS and R7 zones to be
divided if the lot was over 50 x 100 for attached dwellings. This worked for a few years but now demolitions are at
record levels, the character of neighborhoods are changing and what people value about Portland is now being
destroyed. Over 150 requests have been submitted requesting the Truth in Zoning proposal be incorporated into the
2035 Comprehensive Plan it would remove the exception that allows for land divisions less than the base zone. With the
adoption of the Comprehensive Plan the zoning code would then need to be amended to comply. If the language
remains the size of lots in land divisions would be based on minimum lot size in the zoning code. The base zone lot size
in the Comprehensive Plan would then be meaning less. The Comprehensive Plan is intended to be the governing
document but with the proposed language the lot size would be governed by the zoning code.

Re: Truth in Zoning
I request specific language shown below be removed from the general description of land use designations on page

GP10-3 the 2035 Comprehensive Plan, This would preserve neighborhood character and would reduce the number of
demolitions. This would remove the exceptions that atlow land divisions less than the base zone. A Comprehensive map
amendment would then be required for a land division less than the base zone.

Land use designations - Amendment

The Comprehensive Plan is one of the Comprehensive Plan’s implementation tools. The Map includes land use designations, which are used
to carry out the Comprehensive Plan. The fand use designation that best implements the plan is applied to each area of the city. This
section contains descriptions of the fand use designations. Each designation generally includes:

Type of place or Pattern Area for which the designation is Intended.

Generai use and intensrty expected within the area. Fﬂsemeeases—the—akemaﬁv&develepmeﬂt—epﬁen&auewed

»

Level of public services provided or planned.

®  Level of constraint.

Please add these to the record.

Thank you,

James F Peterson

cc: City Auditor, La Vonne Griffin-Valade, LaVonne@portlandoregon.gov

Ordinance 187832, Vol. 1.3.E, page 4788




~ We ask you to support the

31O SW Fourth Ave. Suite 1206 Fortfand, Oregon 97204 5058274422 voice S03, 827

April 14, 2016

The Honorable Charlie Hales, Mayor of Portland
Members of the Portland City Council

Portland City Hall, 1221 SW Fourth Avenue
Portland, OR 97205

Subject: Portland Comprehensive Plan (Council Amendment #F83)
YMCA / Under Armour Site, 2815 SW Barbur Boulevard

Dear Mayor Hales and Council Members Fish, Fritz, Novick and Saltzman:

Winterbrook Planning represents Run Our Dream, LLC, which is responsible for
renovating the old YMCA Building at 2815 SW Barbur Boulevard. Under Armour
selected the YMCA building because of its iconic design and ideal location near
the Central City and next to Duniway Park track and field facilities.

The Portland Design Commission recently approved the Phase 1 design review
application. Winterbrook is currently working with Bora Architects and DKS
Associates on the Phase 2 land use and design review application. The Planning
and Sustainability Commission recommended a MU — Urban Center designation
for this site. This designation is appropriate for Under Armour’s regional head-
quarters and provides an
appropriate framework for
planned future expansion.

Figure 1. Planning & Sustainability Commission
Recommendation, supported by BPS staff

HEE

Planning and Sustainability
Commission and staff
recommendations to
designate the YMCA/Under
Armour site “Mixed-Use -
Urban Center.”

Winterbrool: Pfanning

4350 fax W, \wntubrgoL fannin COm
COMRUNITY RESOURCE = PLANNING v iy
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Why MU ~ Urban Center works and MU — Neighborhood does not

Under Armour’s approved regional corporate office use is consistent with the

purpose of the MU-Urban Center plan designation:
16. Mixed Use — Urban Center. This designation is intended for areas that are
close to the Central City ... where urban public services are available or planned
including access to high-capacity transit, very frequent bus service, or streetcar
service. The designation allows a broad range of commercial and employment
uses...

The YMCA / Under Armour site is located close to the Central City with planned

high-capacity transit and very frequent bus service. SW Barbur Boulevard is

classified as a Regional Transitway, Major City Traffic Street, City Walkway, Major

Truck Street, Major Emergency Response Street, Urban Throughway and

Greenway Street. This is why staff continues to support the MU-Urban Center for

the YMCA / Under Armour site. (See staff discussion on page 88.)

anure 2. Alternattve Proposa!
L s ; In contrast, the MU-Neighborhood

designation is a poor fit. The draft

Comprehensive Plan describes the purpose of

the MU-Neighborhood plan designation as

4 follows:

i 14. Mixed-Use — Neighborhood. This

““““ designation promotes mixed-use

' development in neighborhood centers and

along neighborhood corridors to preserve

or cultivate lacally serving commercial

areas with a storefront character...

U-Neighborhood
ternative

- | Mu-cc

The Under Armour regional corporate office
_ | building does not fit with the “locally-serving”
purpose of the MU Nelghborhood designation. The MU - Neighborhood
designation would pot effectively transition between the higher intensity MU -
Urban Center designation (orange) to the east and northeast and the MU-
Corridor designations (light brown) to the east and south.

If the YMCA site were designated for MU — Neighborhood, the resultant land use
pattern would make little sense, as shown on Figure 2. The lower-intensity MU -

Comp Plan - Council Amendmaent #F83 Page 2
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Neighborhood designation {purple cross-hatch) would be out-of-place compared
with the more intensive plan designations to the north and south —resembling a

“spot zone”,

Fortunately, as shown on Figure 1, the staff and PSC recommendation replaces
the hodge-podge of existing comprehensive plan designations and zoning that
currently exists immediately south of 1-405 with the MU — Urban Center
designation. Because the MU — Urban Center designation accommodates a range
of zaning districts, zone changes appropriate to existing and planned land uses
can be approved where transportation and other public facilities can adequately
serve the site — without going through the expensive, time-consuming and
uncertain comprehensive plan amendment process.

Why the Mixed Use — Urban Center designation is important to Under Armour
and consistent with draft comprehensive plan policies
The MU-Urban Center designation provides the flexibility needed to allow for
planned expansion of this multi-national, “traded sector” firm near the Central
C City. The proposed Portland Comprehensive Plan calls for “aligning plans and
investments” to support traded sector specializations with growth prospects like
the sports apparef industry:

Traded sector competitiveness

Global trends have put increasing pressure on regions to strengthen their
competitiveness for traded-sector growth, which drives regional prosperity.
Traded sectors are local businesses of all sizes that export goods and services
and compete in markets outside of the region, bringing income and jobs into
the region. These sectors have become more vulnerable and dynamic in the
shifting global marketplace, as they reinvent their supply and distribution lines
and concentrate activity in lower-cost or higher-productivity locations.

The following policies call for focusing limited resources on strategic traded
sector specializations with growth prospects. This region’s growing export
activity is concentrated in high tech and advanced manufacturing, where job
growth has been modest but output growth continues to outpace the service
sectors. Other growing export specializations include software, apparel,
clean-tech, freight-hub distribution, and creative services. While these growing
specializations are expected to shift over time with market changes, connecting

Comp Plan - Council Amendment #F83 Page 3
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existing and emerging focal business with global markets helps bring new

resources into the region. [Emphasis added.]

¢ Policy 6.21 Traded sector competitiveness. Align plans and investments
with efforts to improve the city and regional business environment for
traded sector and export growth. Participate in regional and statewide
initiatives.

* Policy 6.23 Clusters. Align plans and investments with efforts that direct
strategic business development resources to enhance the competitiveness
of businesses in traded sector clusters.

* Policy 6.25 Traded sector land supply. Foster traded sector retention,
growth, and competitive advantages in industrial districts and the Central
City. Recognize the concentration of traded-sector businesses in these
districts.

Conclusion

In closing, we would like to reassure the City Council that Run Our Dream, LLC has

and will continue to reach out to the South Portland Neighborhood Association

and other interested parties to address transportation and other impacts that - ( a
could result from Phase 2 expansion. We recognize that transportation impacts -
must be satisfactorily addressed, and that the City land use review process

demands such a resuylt. |

In summary:

* The Mixed-Use ~ Urban Center plan designation recommended by the
Planning & Sustainability Commission and supported by staff is consistent
with Under Armour’s regional corporate headquarters use.,

* The Portland Design Commission approved the design for Phase 1 of the
Under Armour project last November.

* Draft economic policies in the Portland Comprehensive Plan strongly
support "traded sector” employment useas, including the sports apparel
industry.

¢ The Mixed-Use — Neighborhood designation, as described in the proposed
Comprehensive Plan is not a good fit for a regional corporate headquarters,
and could unduly constrain Phase 2 improvement plans.

Comp Plan - Council Amendment #F83 Page 4
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On behalf of Run Our Dream, LLC and the project team, we request that the City
Council retain the Mixed-Use — Urban Center plan designation for the YMCA /
Under Armour site,

Sincerely,

?7,,,. LfraTecamd
- Gieg Wi teroin, Principal

Winterbrook Planning

Comp Plan - Council Amendment #r33 " Page 5
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The FreeBoise Coalition

Oppose the proposed commercial zoning change
on N. Fremont between Mississippi and Vancouver
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Under the original Comprehensive Plan Update, N. Fremont was to remain residentially zoned
{R1). Recently, the Bureay of Planning and Sustainability (BPS) along with the offices of Dan
Saltzman and Charlie Hales have proposed an amendment changing the zoning fromR1to
CM2 between N, Gantenbein and N. Commercial (Proposed Change #1514 Amendment M42)
and between N. Albina and Borthwick (Proposed Change #1471 Amendment M42).

This proposal was NOT Supported by the appropriate studies, evidence, and information. Nor
was it supported by the appropriate engagement from either affected residents or the Boise
Neighborhood Association (BNA),

We the signers of this petition are opposed to the proposed zoning change from R1 to CM2
along N. Fremont Street, The rationale for the opposition is as follows:

from the city. The Boise Neighborhood Association first learned of the proposal once o
impacted neighbors shared the notices they had received. Additionally, the city relied on a (
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7688 SW Capitol Hwy, Portland, OR 97219

TO: Mayor Hales and City Commissioners
RE: City Council Amendment P#45 to the Draft 2035 Comprehensive Plan

DATE: Aprif 14, 2016

The Multnomah Neighborhood Association opposes City Councll Amendment #P45, New Palicy 5.5, Middle
Housing to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan {see amendment text on the following page). i passed, this spurious
proposed amendment will allow the single-family zoned property in Multnomah Village to be changed to
multifamily zoning without the legally required opportunity for the adequate and timely public review and
comment in due process. This proposed amendment is a radical, last-minute change to the 2035 Comprehensive
Plan that is too far reaching to be incorporated into the plan with a very short time of approximately one month
for citizen evaluation to provide reasoned public comment. This is an insufficlent amount of time for our
neighbors to become even adequately familiar with the desired and evaluated consequences of what s of late
being proposed and to voice either approval or reasoned and considered opposition to the proposed
amendment. The new Policy 5.5 has dubious legal standing, all elements considered.

In addition to objecting to the manner in which this amendment was introduced, the Multnomah Neighborhood
Association objects to its substance. When the Discussion Map in the Draft SW Community Plan proposed that
essentially alt of Multnomah Viilage be rezoned R 2.5 to allow for attached row housing, hundreds of owners and
residents in our neighborhoad objected to the wholesale elimination of most single-family residentlal zoning at
that time. We believe that the majority of the residents and taxpayers in our neighborhood stiil oppose it and
that they are mostly unaware that this recent amendment is even being proposed or considered, The
introduction of this recent amendment fails the needed legal test of due process and is specifically Inconsistent
with Oregon State mandated State Goal 1, wherein active citizen involvement in land use planning Is required.

Hundreds of Muitnamah Village residents and taxpayers, the Multnomah Neighborhood Association and
Southwest Neighborhoads, Inc. have all considered and specifically requested that the Portiand City Councit
change the proposed designation of Multnomah Village from a Neighborhood Center to a Netghborhood Corridor

in the 2035 Comprehensive Plan.

If Multnomah Village s approved to be a designated Nelghborhood Center within a % mile radjus of the center of
Multnomah Village, its legal boundaries will overlap with the legal and specified boundaries of the two adjacent
Town Centers {specifically, Hillsdale and West Portland) as well as the legal boundary of the Barbur Boulevard
Civic Corridor. The drafted higher-density development contemplated within a quarter mile of these legaily
designated centers will then overlap with Multnomah Village's legal designation and will leave marginal room for
the existing single family homes as proposed redevelopment continues to accur in the future. The Neighborhood
Corridor designation better fits with the extant design and character of Multnomah Viilage and is more in
keeping with the prevalent semi-rural character of the neighborhoad that we currently Hive in and enjoy.

The introduction of the Draft 2035 Comprehensive Plan stated that there is more than enough existing capacity
to meet the projected growth without changing any zoning. That being evident and said, during dozens of
discussions with BPS staff, as we as a group advocated for the Neighborhood Corridor designation and in
oppasition to the Neighborhood Center designation, we were consistently and adequately assured that
Multnomah Village’s extant single-family zoning will remain unchanged with the proposed Neighborhood Center
designation. Were we being misled by our city Mayor and our Portland City Commissioners and staff? The
recently proposed Amendment #P45 directly contradicts those explicit assurances. Iy undermines our trust in the
workings of reasoned city government and the appiication of legal standing in due process. | urge you to
adequately consider the spurious proposed #P45 amendment and to vote against it
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Amendment P#45, New Policy after 5.5, Middie Housing

Proposed March 18, 2016

Enable and encourage development of middle housing. This includes multi-unit or clustered residential
buildings that provide relatively smaller, less expensive units; more units; and a scale transition between the
care of the mixed use center and surrounding single family areas. Apply zoning that would allow this within
a quarter mile of designated centers, where appropriate, and within the Inner Ring around the Central City.
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14-April-2016

Hello, my name is Carol McCarthy and I'm speaking today as the chair of the
Multnomah Neighborhood Association. | am submitting a letter on behalf of our
association objecting to the comp plan amendment #P45 that would allow “Middle
Housing” within a quarter mile of neighborhood centers and town centers, Our
neighborhood association objects to both its substance and the manner in which the
amendment was intraduced. | am also submitting a stack of signed letters from
individuals who object to the amendment.

At numerous planning meetings since the 2014 release of proposed draft of the
comp plan, we have had repeated assurances from BPS planning staff that the
zoning in our neighborhood would not be affected by being designated as a
Neighborhood Center. Qur persistence requests at hearings and in written
testimony that the designation be changed to the more appropriate Neighborhood
Corridor were met with assurances such as “there is no effective difference in the
case of Multnomah” and “the current Zoning capacity is adequate to meet the
projected density, so the zoning near centers will not change.” But with this
amendment, those assurances are revealed to be untruye.

This amendment will essentially rezone most of our neighborhood without due
process since we are located in close proximity to the Hillsdale and West Portland
Town Centers. That is, this amendment will remove the zoning protection that was

in place when our residents purchased their homes, effectively reducing the value of
most peoples’ largest investment without adequate notification and without their
meaningful participation. This amendment was buried in over 100 pages of
amendments with just a little over a month for public comment. 1 think the majority
of the people who will be most affected by it are unaware of it. This process does not”
allow for adequate citizen involvement in land use planning as required by State

Goal 1.
[ urge you to vote against it.

Thank you. .
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TO: PORTLAND CITY COUNCIL
Mayor Charlls Hales, mayorcharlighales@portlandoregon.gov
Commissionar Amanda Fritz, amanda@portlandoregon.gov
Commissloner Nick Fish, nick@ porttandaregon.gov
Commisstoner Steve Novick, novick@portlandoregon.gov
Commissloner Dan Saltzman, dan@portlandoragon.gov
Councll Clerk, cputestimony@portfandoragon.gov

'1221 SW Fourth Avenue, Room 130
Portland, Oregon 97204

RE: PROTECT SINGLE-FAMILY HOMES IN MULTNOMAH NEIGHBORHOOD

! oppose City Council Amendment #P45, New Policy 5.5, Middle Housing to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan (see
amendment text below). If passed, this amendment will allow the single-family zoned property in Multnomah
- to be changed to multifamily zoning without adequate opportunity for public review and comment. This
amendment is a radical, {ast-minute change te the 2035 Comprehensive Plan that is toe far reaching to be
incorporated into the plan with a pproximately a month for public comment. This is insufficient time for our
nelghborhocd to become aware of the consequences of what is belng proposed and te voice opposition to it.

- In addition to objecting to the manner In which this amendment was introduced, | object to its substance. When
the Discusslon Map in the Draft sW Community Plan proposed that essentially all of Multhomah be rezoned
R2.5 to allow attached row heusing, hundreds of peaple in our neighborhood cbjected to the wholesale
elimination of most éingfe-famlly residential zonlng at that time. | believe that the malority of the pecple in my
neighborhood still oppose it, but that they are unaware that this amendment Is even being considered. Thisis

totally inconsistent with State Goal 1 that requires citizen involvernent in land use planning, o

Hundreds of Multnomah residents, the Multnomah Neighborhood Association, and Southwest Neighborhoods
Inc. have all requested that the City Council change the proposed designation of Multnomah Village from a
Neighborhood Center to a Neighborhood Corridor in the 2035 Comprehenslve Plan.

if the Village Is designated a Neighborhood Center with a ¥-mile radius, it will overlap with the boundaries of
the two adjacent Town Centers {Hillsdale and West Portland) and the Barbur Boulevard Civic Corridor, The
higher-density development within a quarter mile of these designated centers will overlap with Multhomah and
teave little room for the existing single family hornes as redevelopment continues to occur. The Neighbsrhood
Corridor designation better fits the design and character of the Viltage and is more in keeping with the semi-

-rural character of the neighborhood,

The introduction of the Draft 2035 Comprehensive Plan stated that there was more than enough existing
capacity to meet the projected growth without changing any zoning. Durlng dozens of discussions with 8ps
staff, as we advocated for the Neighborhood Corridor and in opposition to the Neighborhood Center
designation, we were assured that Multnomah’s single-family zoning would remain unchanged with the
proposed Neighborhood Center Designation. Amendment #P45 directly contradicts those assurances. [t
undermines our trust in city government and In due process, | urge you to reconsider amendment #P45 and to

vote against it.

Please add this to the record.

Tfm& Oz torser. Votterng Clurslemeei

ce: City Auditor, La Vonne Griffin-Valads, tavonre@portlandoregon.gov
Susan Anderson, susan.anderson@portiandoregon.gov
Director DLCO Jim Rue, Jim.rue@state.or.us : . _
MNA Land Use Committes, mnalandusecommittee@gmail.com (

Ordinance 187832, Vol. 1.3.E, page 4798




Amendment P#45, New Pollcy after 5.5, Middle Housing
. proposed March 18, 2016

£nable and encourage development of middle housing. This includes multi-unit or clustered residential
buildings that provide relatively smaller, less expensive units; more units; and a scale transition between
the core of the mixed use center and surrounding single family areas. Apply zoning that would allow this
within a quarter mile of designated centers, where appropriate, and within the Inner Ring around the

Central City.
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TO: PORTLAND CITY COUNCIL
Mayor Charlle Hales, mayorcharllehales@portlandoregon.gav
Commissioner Amanda Fritz, amanda@portiandoregon.gov
Commissloner Nick Fish, nick@portlandaregon.gov
Cammissloner Steve Novick, novick@portlandoregon.gov
Commissioner Dan Saltzman, dan@portlandoregon.gov
Council Clerk, cputestimony@portlandoregon.gov

'1221 SW Fourth Avenue, Room 130
Portland, Oregon 97204

RE: PROTECT SINGLE-FAMILY HOMES IN MULTNOMAH NEIGHBORHOOD

| oppose City Council Amendment #P45, New Policy 5.5, Middie Houslng to'the 2035 Comprehensive Plan (see
amendment text below). If passed, this amendment will allow the single-family zoned property in Mulinomah
to be changed to multifamily zoning without adequate opportunity for public revlew and comment. This
amendment is a radical, last-minute change to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan that Is too far reaching to be
incorporated Into the plan with approximately a month for public comment, This is insufficient time for ouf
neighborhood to become aware of the consequences of what is being proposed and to voice opposition to it.

+ In addition to objecting to the manner In which this amendment was introduced, | object ta its substance. When
the Discussion Map in the Draft SW Community Plan proposed that essentially all of Multnomah be rezoned

R2.5 to allow attached row housing, hundreds of people In our neighborhood cbjected to the wholesale
elimination of most single- -family residential 2oning at that time. [ believe that the majority of the people in my
neighborhoad still oppose it, but that they are unaware that this amendment Is even being consldered. This is
totally inconsistent with State Goal 1 that requires citizen involvement in land use planning.

Hundreds of Multnomah residents, the Multnomah Neighborhood Assaciation, and South\;.'est Nelghborhoaods
Ine, hava ali requested that the City Council change the propesed designation of Multnomah Village from a
Neighborhood Center to a Neighberhood Corridor In the 2035 Comprehensive Plan.

If the Village Is designated a Neighborhood Center with a %-mile radius, it will overlap with the boundaries of
the two adfacent Town Centers (Hillsdale and West Portland) and the Barbur Boulevard Civic Corrldor. The
higher-density development within a quarter mile of these designated centers will overlap with Multhomah and
leave little room for the existing single family homes as redevelopment continues to oceur. The Neighborhood
Corridor designation better fits the design and character of the Villzge and s more In keeplng with the semi-

- ruraf character of the neighborhood.

The introduction of the Draft 2035 Comprehensive Plan stated that there was more than enough existing
capaclty to meet the projected growth without changing any zoning. During dozens of discussions with 8PS
staff, as we advocated for the Neighborhood Corridor and in opposition to the Neighborhood Center
designation, we were assured that Multnomah'’s single-family 2oning would remain unchanged with the
proposed Neighborhood Center Designation. Amendment #P45 directly contradicts those assurances. It
undermines our tryst in city government and In due process. | urge you to recansider amendment #P45 and to

vote against it

Please add this to the record.

Thank you,
el

ce: City Auditor, La Vonne Griffin-Valade, lavonne@portiandoregon.gov
Susan Anderson, susan.anderson@portlandoregon. gov
Director DLCD Jim Rue, fim.rue@state.or.us
MNA Land Use Committee, mnalandusecommittee@gmail.com
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Amendment P45, New Policy after 5.5, Middle Housing
' Proposed March 18, 2016

Enable and encourage development of middle housing. This includes multi-unit or clustered residential
huildings that provide relatively smaller, less expensive units; more units; and a scale transition between
the care of the mixed use center and surrounding single family areas. Apply zoning that would allow this
within a quarter mile of designated centers, where appropriate, and within the Inner Ring around the

Central City.
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T0: PORTLAND CITY COUNCIL
Mayer Charlie Hales, mayorcharliehales@portlandoregon.gov
Commissioner Amanda Fritz, amanda@portlandaregon.gov
Commissioner Nick Fish, nick@portlandoregon.gov
Commissioner Steve Novick, novick@portiandoregon.gov
Commisslener Dan Saltzman, dan@portlandaregon.gov
Councl Clerk, cputestimony@portlandoregon.gov

" 1221 SW Fourth Avenite, Room 130
Portland, Oregon 97204

RE: PROTECT SINGLE-FAMILY HOMES IN MULTNOMAH NEIGHBORHOOD

1 oppose City Councit Amendment #P45, New Policy 5.5, Middle Housing to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan (see
amendment text below). If passed; this amendment will allow the single-family zoned property in Multnomah
to be changed to multifamily zoning without adequate opportunity for public review and comment. This
amendment is a radical, fast-minute change to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan that is too far reaching to be
incorporated into the plan with approximately a month for public comment. This s Insufficient time for our
neighborhood to become aware of the consequences of what is being proposed and to volce opposition to it

- In addition to objecting to the manner in which this amendment was introduced, [ object to Its substance. When
the Discussion Map in the Draft SW Community Plan proposed that essentially all of Multnomah be rezoned

R2.S to allow attached row housing, hundreds of people in our neighborhood objected to the wholesale
elimination of most single-family residential zoning at that time. | beliave that the majority of the people in my
neighborhoed still oppose it, but that they are unaware that this amendment is even being considered. Thisis
totally inconsistent with State Goal 1 that requires citizen involvement In fand use planning.

Hundreds of Multnomah residents, the Multnomah Neighborhood Association, and Southwest Neighborhoods
Inc. have all requested that the City Council change the proposed designation of Multnomah Village from a
Meighborhood Center to a Nelghborhood Corridor In the 2035 Comprehensive Plan.

if the Village is designated a Neighborhood Center with a J4-mile radius, it will overlap with the boundaries of
the two adjacent Town Centers (Hillsdale and West Portland} and the Barbur Boulevard Civic Corridor. The
higher-density developrnent within a quarter mile of these designated centers will overlap with Multnomah and
leave little room for the existing single family homes as redevelopment continues to occur. The Neighborhood
Corrldor designation better fits the design and character of the Village and is more in keepmg with the semi-

- rural character of the nesghborhood

The introduction of the Draft 2035 Comprehensive Plan stated that there was more than enough existing
capacity to meet the projected growth without changing any zoning. During dozens of discussions with BPS
staff, as we advocated for the Neighborhood Corsidor and in epposition to the Neighborhood Center
designation, we were assured that Multnomah's single-family zoning would remain unchanged with the
proposed Neighborhood Center Designation. Amendment #P45 directly contradicts those assurances. It
undermines our trust in city government and in due process. | urge you to recansider amendment #P45 and to

vate against It

Please add this to the record.

Thank you

%”\w@@ Sl Modonald

3 Auditor, La Vonne Griffin-Valade, lavonne@partlandoregon.gov
susan Anderson, susan.anderson@portiandoregon.gov

Director DLCD fim Rug, Jim.rue@state.or.us
MNA Land Use Committee, mratandusecommittea@gmail.com
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Amendment P#45, New Policy after 5.5, Middle Housing
' Proposed March 18, 2016

Enable and encourage development of middle housing. This includes multi-unit or clustered residential
buildings that provide relatively smaller, fess expensive units; more units; and a scale transition between
the core of the mixed use center and surrounding single family areas. Apply zoning that would allow this
within a quarter mile of designated centers, where appropriate, and within the Inner Ring around the
Central City.
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TO: PORTLAND CITY COUNCIL
Mayor Charlie Hales, mayorcharilehales@portlandoregon.gov
Commissloner Amanda Fritz, amanda@portlandoregen.gov
Commissioner Nick Fish, nick@portlandoregon.gov
Commissioner Steve Novick, novick@portiandoregon.gov
Commissioner Dan Saltzman, dan@portlandoregon.gov
Councll Clerk, cputestimony@portlandoregon.gov

"1221 SW Fourth Avenue, Room 130
Portland, Oregon 97204

RE: PROTECT SINGLE-FAMILY HOMES IN MULTNOMAH NEIGHBORHOOD

t oppose City Council Amendment #P45, New Policy 5.5, Middle Housing to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan (see
amendment text below). If passed, this amendment will allow the single-family zoned property in Multnomah
- to he changed to multifamily zening without adequate opportunity for public review and comment. This
amendment is a radical, last-minute change to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan that is too far reaching to be
_ incorporated into the plan with approximately a month for public comment, Thisis insufficient time forour .
neighborhood to become aware of the consequences of what is being proposed and to voice opposition toft,

- In addition to objecting to the manner in which this amendment was introduced, | object to its substance. When -
the Discussion Map in the Draft SW Community Plan proposed that essentially all of Multnomah be rezoned
R2.5 to allow attached row housing, hundreds of people in our neighborhood ohjected to the wholesale
elimination of most single-family residential zening at that time. | believe that the majority of the people inmy
neighbarhood still oppose it, but that they are unaware that this amendment fs even being considered. This s
totally inconsistent with State Goal 1 that requires citizen involvement in land use planning.

Hundreds of Multnomah residents, the Multnomah Neighborhood Assoclation, and South\:vest Neighborhcods ( o
Inc. have all requested that the City Councif change the proposed designation of Multnemah Village from a :
Neighborhood Center to a Neighborhood Corrider in the 2035 Comprehensive Plan.

if the Village is designated a Neighborhood Center with a 4-mile radlus, it wilt overlap with the boundaries of
the two adjacant Town Centers {Hillsdale and West Portland} and the Barbur Boulevard Civic Corridor. The
highae-density development within a quarter mile of these designated centers will overlap with Multhomah and
leave little room for the existing single family homes as redevefopment continues to occur. The Neighborhood
Corridor designation batter fits the design and character of the Village and is more in keepmg with the semi-

“rural character of the nelghborhood,

The introductlon of the Draft 2035 Comprehensive Plan stated that there was more than enough existing
capacity to meet the projected growth without changing any zoning. During dozens of discussions with BPS
staff, as we advocated for the Neighborhood Corridor and in opposition to the Neighborhood Center
designation, we were assured that Multnomnah’s single-family zoning would remain unchanged with the
proposed Neighborhood Center Designation. Amendment #P45 directly contradicts those assurances, [t
undermines our trust in city goveriiment and in due process. | urge you {o reconsider amendment #P45 and to

vote against it

Please add this to the record.

Thank you,

B ﬁ&’/wéf C/c?cf%é/

cc: City Auditor, La Von ffin-Valade, lavonne@porttandoregon.gov
. Susan Anderson, susan.anderson@portlanderegon.gov
Director DLCD Hm Rue, jim.rue@state.ar.us
MINA Land Use Committee, mnalandusecommittee @gmall.com
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Amcndment PH4S, New Policy after 5.5, Middle Housing ;
Proposed March 18, 2016

Enable and enccurage development of middle housing. This includes multi-unit or clustered residential
buildings that provide relatively smaller, less expensive units; more units; and a scale transition between
the core of the mixed use center and surrounding single family areas. Apply zoning that would allow this
within a quarter mile of designated centers, where appropriate, and within the Inner Ring around the

Central City.
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TQ: PORTLAND CITY COUNCIL
Mayor Charlle Hales, mayorcharliehales@portlandoregon.gov
Commissioner Amanda Fritz, amanda@portlandoregon.gov
Commisstoner Nick Fish, nick@portiandoregon.gov
Commissioner Steve Novick, novick@portlandoregon.gov
Commissioner Dan Saltzman, dan@portlandoregon.gov
Council €lerk, cputestimony@portlandoregon.gov

" 1221 SW Fourth Avenue, Room 130
Portland, Oregon 97204

RE: PROTECT SINGLE-FAMILY HOMES IN MULTNOMAH NEIGHBORHOQD

I oppose City Council Amendment #P45, New Policy 5.5, Middle Housing to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan {see
amendment text below). If passad, this amendment wil aliow the single-family zoned property in Multnomah
to be changed to multifamily zoning without adequate opportunity for public review and comment. This
amendment is a radical, last-minute change to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan that is too far reaching to be
incorporated Into the plan with approximately a month for public comment. This is insufficient time for our
neighborhood to become aware of the consequences of what is being proposed and to voice opposition to It.

- In addition ta objecting to the manner in which this amendment was Intreduced, { object to its substance. When
the Discussion Map in the Draft SW Community Plan proposed that essentially all of Multromah be rezoned
R2.5 to allow attached row housing, hundreds of people in our neighborhood objected to the wholesale
elimination of most single-family residential zoning at that time. | befieve that the majority of the people inmy
nefghborhood still oppese It, but that they are unaware that this amendment is even being considered. This s
totally Inconsistent with State Goa! 1 that requires citizen involvernent in land use planning.

Hundreds of Multnomah residents, the Multnomah Neighborhood Association, and Seuthwest Neighborhaods
Inc. have all requested that the City Council change the proposed designation of Multnomah Village from a
Nelghborhood Center to a Neighborhood Corridor in the 2035 Comprehensive Plan.

if the Village is designated a Neighborhood Center with a %-mile radius, it will overlap with the boundaries of

. the two adjacent Town Centers {Hillsdale and West Portland} and the Barbur Boulevard Civic Corridor. The
higher-density devalopment within a quarter mile of these designated centers will overtap with Multnomah and
leave little room for the existing single family homes as redevelopment continues to occur. The Neighborhood
Corridor designation better fits the design and character of the Village and is more in keeplng with the semi-

rural character of the neighborhood.

The introduction of the Draft 2035 Comprehensive Plan stated that there was more than enough existing.
capacity to meet the projected growth without changing any zoning. During dozens of discussions with BPS
staff, as we advocated for the Neighborhood Corridor and in oppositicn to the Neighborhood Center
designation, we were assured that Multnomah's single-family zoning would remain unchanged with the

proposed Nefghborhood Center Deslignation. Amendment #P45 directly contradicts those assurances, it
undermines our trust In city government and in due process. [ urge you to reconsider amendment #P45 and to

vote against it.

Please adat isto; .ﬂ.'re;/w'(/Q -
B G 340 hpe_AH267

cc: City Auditor, La Vonne Griffln-Val lavonne@portlandoregon.gov
Susan Anderson, susan.anderson@portlandoregon.gov
Director DLCD Jim Rue, jimrue@state.or.us
MNA Land Use Committee, mnalandusecommittee @gmail.com

h nkyou,

Ordinance 187832, Vol. 1.3.E, page 4806




Enable and encourage development of middle housing. This includes multi-unit or clustered residential
buildings that provide relatively smaller, less expensive units; more units; and a scale transition between
tha core of the mixed use center and surrounding single family areas. Apply zoning that would allow this
within a quarter mile of designated centers, where appropriate, and within the Inner Ring around the

Central City.

Amendment P#45, New Policy after 5.5, Middle Houslng
' Proposad March 18, 2016
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TO: PORTLAND CITY COUNCIL
Mayor Charlfle Hales, mayorcharliehales@portlandoregon.gov
Commisslener Amanda fritz, amanda@portlandoregon.gov
Commissianer Nick Fish, nick@portiandoregon.gov
Commissioner Steve Novick, novick@portlanderegon.gov
Commissionar Dan Saltzman, dan@gportlandoregon.gov
Council Clerk, cputestimony@portlandoregan.gov

' 1221 SW Fourth Avenue, Raom 130 . -
Portltand, Gregon 97204

RE: PROTECT SINGLE-FAMILY HOMES IN MULTNOMAH NEIGHBORHOOD

{ oppose City Council Amendment #P45, New Policy 5.5, Middle Housing to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan (see
amendment text below). If passed, this amendment will alfow the single-family zoned property In Multnomah
to be changed to multifamily zoning without adequate opportunity for public review and comment. This .
amendment is a radical, last-minute change to the 2035 Comprehenslve Plan that is too far reaching to be
incorporated into the plan with approximately a month for public comment. This is insufficient time for our
nelghborhood te hecome aware of the consequences of what is being proposed and to voice opposition to it.

. In addition to objecting to the manner in which this amendment was Introd uced, | object to its substance. When

the Discussion Map In the Draft $W Community Plan proposed that essentially all of Muitnomah be rezoned
R2.5 to allow attached row housing, hundreads of people in our neighborhood ebjected to the wholesale
elimination of rast single-family residential zoning at that time. | believe that the majority of the people in my
neighborhood still oppose it, but that they are unaware that this amendment is even helng considered. Thisis
totally inconsistent with State Goal 1 that requires citizen involvement in land use planning.

Hundreds of Multnormah residents, the Muitnomah Nelghborhood Association, and Soufhwest Neighborhoods
Inc. have all requested that the Clty Council change the proposed designation of Multnemah Vitlage from a

" Nelghborhood Center to a Neighborhood Corridor in the 2035 Comprehensive Plan.

if the Village is designated a Neighborhood Center with a ¥ -mile radius, it will overlap with the baundaries of
the two adjacent Town Centers {Hillsdale and West Portiand) and the Barbur Boulevard Civic Corridor, The
higher-density development within a quarter mile of these designated centers will overlap with Multnomah and
leave little room for the existing single family homes as redevelopment continues to occur. The Neighborhood
Corridor designation batter fits the design and character of the Village and is more in keeping with the semi-

-riral character oflthe nelghborhood.

b The introduction of the Draft 2035 Comprehensive Plan stated that there was more than enough existing

capacity to meet the projected growth without changing any zoning. During dozens of discussions with BPS
staff, as we advocated for the Neighborheod Corridor and in opposition to the Neighborhood Center
designation, we were assured that Multnomal's single-family zonlag would remain unchanged with the
proposed Nelghborhood Center Designation. Amendment #P45 directly contradicts those assurances. [t
undermines our tryst In city government and in due process. [urgeyou to reconsider amendment #P45 and to

vote against it.

Please add this to the record.

hank you,
B Sed BYAA  PrlaS 0€ 7929

ec: City Auditor, La Vonne Griffin-Valade, lavonne@ portlandoregan.gov
Susan Andersen, susan.anderson@portlandoregon.gov
Dlrector DLCD fim Rue, jim.rue@state.or.us
MNA Land Use Committee, mnalandusecommittee@gmail.com
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Enable and encourage development of middle housing. This includes multi-unit or clustered residential
buildings that provide relatively smaller, less expensive units; more units; and a scale transition between
the core of the mixed use center and surrounding single family areas. Apply zoning that would allow this
within a quarter mile of designated centers, where appropriate, and within the inner Ring around the

Central City.

Amendment P#45, New Policy after 5.5, Middle Housing
Proposed March 18, 2018
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Aked

-rural character of the neighborhood.

TO: PORTLAND CiTY COUNCIL )
Mayar Charlie Hales, mayorcharllehales@portlandoregon.gov
Commissioner Amanda Fritz, amanda@portiandoregon.gev
Commissioner Nick Fish, nick@portiandoregon.gov
Commissianer Steve Novick, novick@portlandoregon.gov

_Commissioner Dan Saltzman, dan@ portlandaregon.gov
Council Clerk, cputestimony@portlandoregon.gov

' 1221 SW Fourth Avenue, Room 130
Portland, Oregen 97204

RE: PROTECT SINGLE-FAMILY HOMES IN MULTNOMAH NEIGHBORHOGD

| oppose City Council Amendment #P45, New Policy 5.5, Middie Housing to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan (see
amendment text below). If passed, this amendment will allow the single-family zoned property in Multnemah
to be changed to multifamily zoning without adequate opportunity for public review and comment. This
amendment is a radical, [ast-minute change to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan that is too far reaching to be
incorporated into the plan with approximately a month for public comment. This s insufficient time for our
neighborhood to become aware of the consequences of what is being proposed and to volce opposition toit.

. In addition to objecting to the manner in which this amendment was introduced, | object to its substance. When

the Discussion Map in the Draft SW Community Plan proposed that essentially all of Muftnomah be rezoned
R2.5 to allow attached row housing, hundreds of people in our neighborhocd objected to the wholesale
elimination of most single-family residential zoning at that time. | believe that the majority of the people in my
neighborhood still oppose i, but that they are unaware that this amendment Is even being considered. Thisis
totally inconsistent with State Goal 1 that requires citizen involvement in land use planning.

Hundreds of Multnomah residents, the Multnomah Neighbarhood Association, and Southwest Neighborhoods ( .
inc. have alf requested that the City Council change the proposed deslgnation of Multnomah Village froma - :
Nelghborhood Center to a Neighborhoed Corridor in the 2035 Comprehensive Plan.

If the Village is designated a Neighborhood Center with a %-mile radius, it will overlap with the boundaries of
the two adjacent Town Centers {Hillsdale and West Portland) and the Barbur Boulevard Civic Corridor. The
higher-density development within a quarter mile of these designated centers will overlap with Mulinomah and
leave little room for the existing single family homes as redevelopment continues to occur. The Neighborhood
Corridor designation better fits the design and character of the Village and is more in keeping with the semi-

" The Introduction of the Draft 2035 Comprehensive Plan stated that there was more than enough existing

capacity to meet the projected growth without changing any zoning, During dozens of discussions with BPS
staff, as we advocated for the Nelghborhood Corridor and in opposition to the Neighborhood Center
designation, we were assured that Multnomah’s single-family zoning would remain unchanged with the
proposed Neighberhood Center Designation. Amendment #P45 directly contradicts those assurances. It
undermines otr trust in city government and in due process. 1 urge you to reconsider amendment #P45 and to

vy S Bt v

cc: City Auditor, La Vonne Griffin-Valade, lavonne@portlandoregon.gov.
Susan Anderson, susan.anderson@portlandoregon.gov
Directar DLCD Jim Rue, jim.rue@state.or.us
MNA Land Use Committee, mnalandusecommittee@gmail.com L

Portle-d ,oR 27319 |

vote agalnst It

Please add this to the record.

Thankyou,
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Amendment P#45, New Policy after 5.5, Middle Housing
Proposed March 18, 2016 :

Enable and encourage development of middle housing. This includes multi-unit or clustered residential
buildings that provide relatively smaller, less expensive units; more units; and a scale transition between
the core of the mixed use center and surrounding single family areas, Apply zoning that would aliow this
within a quarter mile of designated centers, where appropriate, and within the Inner Ring around the

Central City,
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TO: PORTLAND CITY COUNCIL
Mayar Charlle Hales, mayorcharlichales@portlandoregon.gov
Commissioner Amanda Fritz, amanda@portlandoregen.gav
Cammissioner Nick Fish, nick@portlandoregan.gov
Commissioner Steve Novick, novick@portlandoregen.gov
Commissioner Dan Saltzman, dan@portlandoregon.gov
Council Clerk, cputestimony@partlandoregon.gov

" 1221 SW Fourth Avenue, Room 130
Portland, Cregon 87204

RE: PROTECT SINGLE-FAMILY HOMES IN MULTNOMAH NEIGHBORHCOD

| oppose City Council Amendment #745, New Policy 5.5, Middle Housing to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan (see
amendment text below). If passed, this amendment will allow the single-family zened property in Muitnemah
to be changed to multifamily zoning without adequate opportunity for public review and comment. This.
amendment Is a radical, last-minute change to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan that is too far reaching to be
incorporated into the plan with approximately a month for public comment. This is insufficient time for our
neighborhood to become aware of the consequences of what is belng proposed and to voice opposition to it.

. In addition to objecting to the manner in which this amendment was introduced, ! object to its substance. When
the Discussion Map in the Draft SW Community Plan proposed that essentially all of Multnomah be rezaned
R2.5 to allow attached row housing, hundreds of paaple in our neighborhood objected to the wholesale
elimination of most single-family residential zoning at that time. 1 believe that the majority of the people in my
neighborhood stilf oppose it, but that they are unaware that this amendment is even being considered. Thisis
totally inconsistent with State Goal 1 that requires cltizen involvement in land use planning.

Hundreds of Multnomah residents, the Mulenomah Neighborhood Association, and Southwest Neighborhoods
Ine. have all requested that the City Council change the proposed designation of Multnomah Village from a
Neighborhood Centerto a Neighborhcod Corridor in the 2035 Comprehensive Plan.

i the Village is designated a Neighborhood Center with a %-mile radius, it will overlap with the boundaries of
the two adjacent Town Centers {Hillsdate and West Portland} and the Barbur Boulevard Civic Corrider. The
higher-density dévelopinent within a quarter mile of these designated centers will overlap with Multnemah and
{eave little room for the existing single family homes as redevelopment continues to occur. The Neighborhood
Corridor designation better fits the design and character of the Village and is more in keeping with the semi-

-rural character of the nelg_hborhood.

The introduction of the Draft 2035 Comprehensive plan stated that there was more than enough existing
capacity to meet the projected growth without changing any zoning. During dozens of discusslons with BPS
staff, as we advocated for the Neighborhood Corridor and in opposition to the Nelghborhood Center
designation, we were assured that Multnomah's single-family zening would remain unchanged with the
propesed Neighborhood Center Designation, Amendment #P45 directly contradicts those assurances. It

undermines our trust In city government and in due process. |urgeyou to reconsider amendment #P45 and to

vote against it.

Piease add this to the record.

Thank you,
LGB sW Frsanasl . ST ﬁaw'f(w/f OR,

cc: City Auditor, La Vonne Griffin-Valade, lavanne@portiandoregon.gov
Susan Anderson, susan.anderson@portiandoregen.gov
Director DLED Jim Rue, fim.rue@state.or.us
MNA tand Use Committee, mnalandusecermnmittee@gmail.com
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Enable and encourage development of middle housing, This includes multi-unit or clustered residential
buildings that provide relatively smaller, less expensive units; more units; and a scale transition between
the core of the mixed use center and surrounding single family areas. Apply zoning that would allow this
within a quarter mile of designated centers, where appropriate, and within the Inner Ring around the

Central City,

Amendment P#45, New Policy after 5.5, Middle Housing
Proposed March 18, 2016 ]
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T0; PORTLAND CITY COUNCIL
Mayor Charlie Hales, mayorcharﬁehaies@porua_ndoregon.gov
Commissioner Amanda Fritz, amanda@portlandoregon.gov
Commissioner Nick Fish, nick@portlandoregon.gov
Commissioner Steve Novick, novick@porilandoregon.gov
Commisstoner Dan Saltzman, dan@portlandoregon.gov
council Clerk, cputestimony @ portiandoregon.gov

1221 SW Fourth Avenue, Room 130
portland, Gregon 97204

RE: PROTECT SINGLE-FAMILY HOMES IN MULTNOMAH NEIGHBORHOOD

| oppose City Council Amendment #P45, New poficy 5.5, Middle Housing to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan {see
amendment text below). If passed, this amendment wili allow the single-family zoned property in Multnomah
to be changed to multifarnily zoning without adeguate opportunity for public review and comment: This
amendment isa radical, last-minute change fo the 2035 Coraprehensive plan that is too far reaching to be
incorporated into the plan with approximately a month for public comment. This is insufficient time for our
neighborhood to become aware of the consequences of what is being proposed and to voice opposition to it.

In addition to objecting to the manner in which this amendment was introduced, | object to its substance. When
the Discussion Map in the Draft SW Community Plan proposed that essentially all of Multnomah be rezoned
R2.5 to allow attached row housing, hundreds of people in our neighborhood ohjected to the wholesale
elimination of most single-family residential zoning at that time. { believe that the majority of the people in my
neighborhood still oppose it, but that they are unaware that this amendment is even being considered. This is
totafly inconsistent with State Goal 1 that requires citizen involvement in land use planning.

Hundreds of Multnomah residents, the Multnomah Neighborhood Assaciation, and Southwest Neighborhoods chs
Inc. have all requested that the City Council change the designation of Multnomah Village from a Neighborhood ( - '

Centertoa Neighborhood Corridor in the 2035 Comprehensive Plan.

If the Village s designated a Neighborhood Center with a ¥%-mile radius, it will overlap with the boundaries of
the two adjacent Town Centers {Hillsdale and West portiand) and the Barbur goulevard Civic Corridor. The
higher-density development within a quarter mile of these designated centers will overlap with Multnomah and
leave little room for the existing single family homes as redevelopment continues to oceur. The Neighborhood
Corridor designation better fits the design and character of the Village and is more in keeping with the semi-

rural character of the neighborhood.

The introduction of the Draft 2035 Comprehensive Plan stated that there was more than enough capacity to
meet the projected growth without changing any zoning. During dozens of discussions with BPS staff, as we
advocated for the Neighborhood Corridor and in opposition to the Neighborhood Center designation, we were
assured that Multnomah's single-family zoning would remain unchanged with the proposed Neighborhood
Center Designation. Amendment #iP45 directly contradicts those assurances. it undermines our trust in ity
government and In due process. 1 urge you to reconsider amendment #PA5 and to vote againstit.

please add this to the record,

Thank you, /jb;‘- %/ dM ’ o7 /q s
7&925 rj(/'(/‘)t jjf__-/c’/r/“‘;,
Da it OR 7728 1

¢c: City Auditor, La vonne Griffin-Valade, favonne@portifandoregon.goy
Susan Anderson, susan.anderson® portlandoregon.gov
Birector DLCD Jim Rue, jimsue@state.or.us
MNA tand Use Committee, mna[andusecommittee@gmail.com (
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Amendment P#45, New Policy after 5.5, Middle Housing
Proposed March 18, 2016

buildings that provide relatively smalier, less expensive units; more units; and a scale transition between
the core of the mixed use center and surrounding single family areas. Apply zoning that would allow this
within a quarter mile of designated centers, where appropriate, and within the Jnner Ring around the
Central City.
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TO: PORTLAND CITY COUNCIL
Mayor Charlie Hales, mayorcharlichales@portlandoregon.gov
Commissioner Amanda Fritz, amanda@portiandoregon,gov
Commissioner Nick Fish, nick@portlanderegon.gov
Commissioner Steve Novick, novick@portlanderegon.gov
Commissicner Dan Saltzman, dan@portlandoregon.gov

Councll Clark, cputestimony@portlandoregon.gov

1221 SW Fourth Avenue, Room 130
Portiand, Oregon 97204

RE: PROTECT SINGLE-FAMILY HOMES N MULTNOMAH NEIGHBORHOOD

1 appose City Council Amendment #P45, New Policy 5.5, Middle Housing to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan (see
amendment text below), If passed, this amendment will allow the single-family zoned property in Multnomah
to be changed to multifamily zoning without adequate opportunity for public review and comment. This
amendment is a radical, fast-minute change to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan that is too far reaching to be
incorporated into the plan with approximately a month for public comment. This is insufficient time for our
neighhorhood to become aware of the conseguences of what is being proposed and to voice opposition to it.

in addition to ohjecting to the manner in which this amendment was introduced, | object to its substance. When
the Discussion Map in the Draft SW Community Plan proposed that essentially all of Multnomah be rezoned
R2.5 o allow attached row housing, hundreds of people in our neighborhood objected to the wholesale
elimination of most single-family residential zoning at that time. | believe that the majority of the people in my
neighborhood stilt oppose it, but that they are unaware that this amendment is even being considered. Thisls
totally Inconsistent with State Goal 1 that requires citizen involvement in land use planning.

Hundreds of Multnomah residents, the Multnomah Neighborhood Association, and Southwest Neighborhoods ( o
inc. have all requested that the City Council change the designation of Multnomah Village from a Neighborhood -
Center to a Neighborhood Cerridor in the 2035 Comprehensive Plan,

If the Village is designated a Neighborhood Center with a ¥-mile radius, it will overlap with the boundaries of
the two adjacent Town Centers {Hillsdale and West Portland) and the Barbur Boulevard Civic Corridor, The
higher-density development within a quarter mile of these designated centers will overlap with Multnomah and
leave little room for the existing single family homes as redevelopment continues to occur. The Neighborhood
Corridor designation better fits the design and character of the Village and is more in keeping with the semi-

rural character of the neighborhood.

The Introduction of the Draft 2035 Comprehensive Plan stated that there was more than enough capacity to
meet the projected growth without changing any zoning. During dozens of discussions with BPS staff, as we
advocated for the Neighborhood Corridor and in opposition to the Neighborhood Center designation, we were
assured that Muitnomah’s single-family zoning would remain unchanged with the proposed Neighborhood
Center Designation. Amendment-#P45 directly contradicts those assurances. It undermines our trust in city
government and in due process, | urge you to reconsider amendment #P45 and to vote against it.

Please add this to the record.

Thank you, :\9& @
623 S0 B3V Adn e
cc: City Auditor, La Vonne Griffin-Valade, lavonne@portlandoregon.gov
Susan Anderson, susan.anderson@®portlandoregon.gov

Director DLCD Jim Rue, jim.rue@state.or.us :
MNA Land Use Committee, mnalandusecommitiee@gmail.com ( L
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TO! PORTLAND CIiTY COUNCIL
Mayor Charile Hales, mayorcharfliehales@portlandoregon.gov
Commissioner Amanda Fritz, amanda@portfandoregon.gov
Commissloner Nick Fish, nlck@portlandoregen.gov
Commissloner Steve Navick, novick@portlandoragen.gov
Commissioner Dan Saltzman, dan@portlandoregen.gov
Council Clerk, cputestimony@portiandoregon.gov

" 1221 SW Fourth Avenue, Room 130
Portland, Oregon 97204

RE: PROTECT SINGLE-FAMILY HOMES IN MULTNOMAH NEIGHBORHOOD

{ oppose City Councit Amendment #P45, New Policy 5.5, Middle Housing to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan {see
amendment text below). If passed, this amendment will allow the single-family zoned property in Multnomah
to be changed to multifamily zoning without adequate opportunity for public review and comment. This
amendment is a radical, [ast-minute change to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan thatis too far reaching to be
incorporated into the plan with approximately a month for public comment. Thisls Insufficlent time for our
neighborhood to become aware of the consequences of what is being proposed and to voice opposition to it.

. In addition to objecting to the manner in which this amendment was introduced, | object to its substance. When
the Discussion Map in the Draft SW Community Plan proposed that essentially all of Multiomah be rezoned
R2.5 ta allow attached row housing, hundreds of people in our neighborhood chjected to the wholesale
elimination of mast single-family residential zoning at that time. | believe that the majority of the people inmy
neighborhood still oppose it, but that they are unaware that this amendment is even being considerad. Thisis
totally inconsistent with State Goal 1 that req uires citizen Involvement in fand use planning.

Hundreds of Multnomah residents, the Multnomah Neighborhood Association, and Southwest Neighborhoods
inc. have all requested that the City Council change the proposed designation of Multnomah Village from a
Neighborhood Center o 2 Meighbarhood Corridor in the 2035 Comprehensive Plan,

i the Village is designated a Neighborhood Center with a Yi-mnile radius, It will overfap with the boundaries of

the two adfacent Town Centers {Hillsdale and West Portland) and the Barbur Boulevard Civic Corridor. The

higher-density development within a quarter mile of these designated centers will overlap with Multnomah and

leave little room for the existing single family homes as redevelopment continues to occur, The Neighborhood

Corrldor designation better fits the design and character of the Village and is more in keeping with the semi-
-rural character of the nelghborhood. ' . :

The introduction of the Draft 2035 Comprehensive Plan stated that there was more than énough existing
capacity to meet the projected growth without changing any zoning. During dozens of discussions with BPS
staff, as we advocated for the Neighborhaod Corridor and in opposition to the Neighborhood Center
designation, we wera assured that Multnomah’s single-family zoning would remaln unchanged with the
proposed Nelghborhood Center Deslgnation. Amendment #P45 directly contradicts those assurances. it
undermines our tryst in city government and in due process. I urge you to reconsider amendment #P45 and to

vote against it.

Please add this to the record.

Thank you,

58T S Woninsd S Rl R 9729
c¢: City Auditar, La Vonne Griffin-Valade, lavonne@portiandoregon.gov
Susan Anderson, susan.anderson@portlandoregon.gov

Director DLCO Jim Rue, jim.rue@state.or.us
MNA Land Use Committee, mnalandusecommittee@gmall.com
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Amendment P#45, New Policy after 5,5, Middle Housing .
Proposed March 18, 2016

Enable and encourage development of middle housing. This includés multi-unit or clustered residential
buildings that provide relatively smaller, less expensive units; more units; and a scale transition between
the core of the mixed use center and surrounding single fa rmily areas. Apply zoning that would allow this
within a quarter mile of designated centers, where apprapriate, and within the Inner Ring around the

Central City.
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10: PORTLAND CITY COUNCIL

Mayor Charite Hales, mayorchadieha[es@portlandoregon.gov
Commissioner Amanda Fritz, amanda@porﬂandoregon,gov
Commissioner Nick fish, nick@porﬂandoregon.gov

Commissioner Steva Novick,

novick@portlandoregan.gov

Commissioner Dan Saltzman, dan@portlandoregon.gov

Council Clerk, eputestimony

@portlandoregon.gov

" 1221 SW Fourth Avenue, Room 130

portland, Oregon 97204

RE: PROTECT SINGLE-FAMILY

HOMES iN MULTNOMAH NEIGHBORHOOD

} oppose City Council Amendment #P45, New Policy 5.5, Middle Housing to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan {see
amendment text below). if passed, this amendment will allow the singte-family zoned property in Muitnomah
to be changed to multifamily zoning without adeqguate opportunity for public review and comment. This
amendmentis @ radical, last-minute change to the 2035 comprehensive plan that Is too far reaching to be
Incorporated into the plan with approximately a month for public comment. This is insufficient time for our
nelghborhood to hacome aware of the consequences of what is being proposed and to voice opposition to it.

. {p addition to objecting to the mannerin which this amendment was introduced, | objectto fts substance. When

the Discussion Map in the Draft SW Community plan proposed that essentially alt of Multnomah be rezoned
R2.5 to allow attachad row housing, hundreds of people in our nelghborhoed objected to the wholesale
alimination of most single-family residential soning at that time. | believe that the majority of the people inmy ‘
neighborhood stilt oppose it, but that they are unaware that this amendment is even being considered. Thisis
totally inconsistent with State Goal 1 that requires citizen involvement in fand use planning.

Hundreds of Multnomah residents, the Multnomah Nelghborhood Association, and South\.;qest Neighborhoods
inc. have all requested that the City Council change the proposed deslgnation of Multnomah Village from a

' Neighborhood Centertoa Neighhorhood Corridor in the 2035 Comprehensive Plan.

if the Village is designated a Neighborhood Center Wwith a %-mile radius, it will overlap with the boundaries of
the two adjacent Town Centers {Hilisdale and West Portland} and the Barbur Boulevard Civic Corridor. The
higher-density development within 2 quarter mile of these designated centers will overlap with Multhemah and
leave little room for the existing single family hornes as redevelopment continues to oceur, The Nelghborhood
Corridor designation better fits the design and character of the Village and {5 more in keeping with the seml-

- rural character of the neighborhood.

" The introduction of the Draft 2035 Comprehensive plan stated that there was more than enough existing

capacity tomeet the projected growth without changing any zoning. During dozens of discussions with BPS
staff, aswe advocated for the Neighborhood Cotridor and In opposition to the Neighborhood Centet
designation, we were assured that Multnomal’s single-family zoning would remain unchanged with the
proposed Neighborhood Center Destgnation. Amendment #P45 directly contradicts those assurances. it
undermines our trust I city government and in due process. jurgeyou to recansider amendment #P45 and to

vote against it.

Please add thist the pecord.
Thankyou, A A&(AE bb

st e WARD

cc; City Auditor, L2 Vonne Griffin

37964 sw 47T AVE, PORTLAND oF 97219- 3428

-Valade, lavenne@portlandoregon.gav

Susan Anderson, susan.anderson@porﬂandoregon.gov
Director DLCD Jim Rue, Jim.rue@state.or.us
MNA Land Use Committee, mnaiandusecommittee@gmai!,com
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Enable and encourage development
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Central City,
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_ ’ Amendment P#45, New Policy after 5.5, Middie Housing

Proposed March 18, 2016
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E[°H PORTLAND CiTY COUNCIL

Mayor Charlie Hales, mayorchar1[eha1es@porﬂaﬂdoregon.gov

Commisstoner Aamanda Fritz, 3manda@portlandoregon.gov
Ccommissioner Nick Fish, ntck@portlandoregon.gov '
commissioner steve Novick novick@portlandoregon.gov
Commissioner Dan Saltzman, dah@portianéoregon,gov
councit Clerk, cputesﬂmony@porﬂandoregon.gov

" 1221 SW Fourth Avenue, Roem 130
portiand, Oregen 97204

RE: PROTECY SINGLE-FAMILY HOMES tN MULTNOMAH NEIGHBORHOOD

i oppose City Council Amendment #P45, New Policy 5.5; Middle Housing to the 2035 Comprehensive plan {see
amendment text below). If passed, this amendment will allow the single-family soned property in Muitnomah
to be changed to rmultifamily zoning without adequate opportunity for public review and comment. This
amnendmentis 3 radlcal, last-minute change to the 2035 Comprehensive ptan thatis too far reaching to be
incorporated into the plan with approximateiy a month for public comment, Thisis insufficlent time for our
neighborhood to become aware of the consequences of what is being proposed and to volce opposition to it.

. in addition to objecting to the manner I8 which this amnendment was introduced, | object to Its substance. When

the Discussion Map in the Draft SW Community Plan proposed that essentially ali of mMultnomah be rezoned
R2.5to0 allow attached row housing, hundreds of people in ouf neighborhood objected 10 the wholesale
elimination of most singie-famil‘;' residential zoning at that time. | believe that the majority of the people inmy
nelghborhood still oppose it, but that they are unaware that this amendment is even being considered. Thisis

totally inconsistent with State Goal 1 that requires citizen involvement in land use planning.

Hundreds of Multnomah residents, the Muitnomah Neighborhood Assoclation, and South\;rest Neighborhoods
inc, have all requested that the City council change the proposed designation of Multpomab Village froma

' Neighborhood Centertoa Neighborhood Corridor in the 2035 comprehensive Plan.

if the village is designated 2 Neighborimod Centerwith a 4-pmile radius, it will overlap with the boundaries of
the two adjacent Town Centers {Hillsdale and Wast portiand} and the Barbur goulevard Civic Corridor. The
higher-density development within a quarter mile of these designated centers will overiap with Muitnomah and
jeave littie room for the existing single farnily homes s redevelopment continues to occur. The Neighborhood
Corridor designation better fits the design and character of the Villege and is more in keeping with the semi-

- yural character of the neig_hborhood.

" “rhe introduction of the Draft 2035 comprehensive Plan stated that there was more than enough existing

capacity to meet the projected growth without changing any zoning. Durlng dozens of discussions with BPS |
staff, aswe advocated for the Neighborhood Corridorand In apposttion to the Neighborhood Center
designation, we were assured that Multnomah's single—famﬂy soning would remain'unchanged with the
proposed Neighborhood Center Designation. Amendment #PA5 directly contradicts those assurances. It
undermings out trust In city government and in due process. lurge you 10 reconsider amendment #P45 and to

yote against it.

piease ad his to fhe record.

H -~
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Thank you C\z\f YA
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cc: City Auditor, LaVonne Griffin-Valade, lovonne@porﬂandoregon.gov ©

Susan Anderson, susan.anderson@portlandoregon.gov .

Directorf pLCD fim Rue, j‘m.sue@state,or.us
MNA Land Use Committee, mnaiandusecommittee@gmaii.com
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T0: PORTLAND CITY COUNCIL
Mayor Charlie Hales, mayorcharliehales@porﬂandoregon.gov
Commissionar Amanda Fritz, amanda®@pertlandoregon.gov
Commissioner Nick Fish, nick@portlandoregon.gov
Commissloner Steve Novick, novick@ portiandoregon.gov
Commissioner Dan Saltzman, dan@portlandoregon.gov
Councll Clerk, cputestlmony@porﬂandoregon.gov

' 1221 SW Eourth Avanue, Room 130
pertland, Oregon 97204

RE: PROTECT SINGLE-FAMILY HOMES IN MULTNOMAH NFIGHBORHOOD

{ oppose City Councit Amendment #P45, New policy 5.5, Middle Housing to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan {see
amendment text befow). I passed, this amendment will allow the single-family zoned property in Multnomah
to be changed to multifamily zoning without adequate opportunity for public review and comment. This :
amendment is a radical, jast-minute change to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan that Is too far reaching to be
incorporated into the pian with approximately a month for public comment. This Is insufficient time for our
neighborhood to become aware of the consequences of what s being proposed and to voice opposition to it.

. In addition to objecting to the manner in which this amendment was introduced, t objectto its substance. When
the Discussion Map in the Draft $W Community Plan proposed that essantially 2li of multaomah be rezoned
R2.5 to allow attached row housing, hundreds of people in our neighborhood objected to the wholesale
elimination of most single-family residential zoning at that time. i believe that the majority of the people in my
neighborhood stilt oppose it, but that they are unaware that this amendment is even being considered. Thisls
totally inconsistent with State Goal 1 that requires citizen involvement in land use planning.

Hundreds of Multnomah residents, the Multnomah Neighborhood Association, and Southwest Neighborhoods
inc, have all requested that the Clty Council change the proposed designation of Multnomah Village from a
Neighbotheod Centertoa Neighborhood Carridor in the 2035 Comprehensive Plan.

If the Village is designated a Neighborhood Center with a %-mile radius, it will overlap with the boundarles of
the two adjacent Town Centers {Hilisdale and West portland) and the Barbur Boulevard Civic Corridor. The
higher-density development within a quarter mile of these designated centers will overlap with Multnomah and
leave little room for the existing single family homes as redevelopiment continues to occur. The Nelghborhood
Corridor designation better #its the design and character of the Viilage and Is more in keeping with the semi-

- rural character of the neighborhood.

The introduction of the Draft 2035 Comprehensive Plan stated that there was more than enough existing
capacity to meet the projected growth without changing any zoning. During dozens of discussions with BPS
staff, as we advocated for the Nelghborhood Corridor and In opposition to the Neighborhodd Center
designation, we were assured that Multnomah’s single-family zoning would remain unchanged with the
proposed Nefghbothood Centey Designation. Amendment 1PAS directly contradicts those assurances. It
undermines our trystin city government and in due process. | urge you to reconsider amendment #P45 and to

vote againstit.

Please add this to the record,
';[-hfi:l?k:{cu, S t\)d.fLJt/S
BN G o Hooy, PHL OR TF2IT

cc: City Auditor, La Yonne Griffin-Valade, lavonne@portlandoregon.gov
Susan Anderson, susan.anderson@porifandoregen.gav
Director DLCD kim Rue, Jim.rue@state.or.us
MNA Land Use Committee, mna|andusecommlttee@gma‘zl.com
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Amendment Pi45, New Pollcy after 5.5, Middie Housing
Proposed March 18, 2016

Enable and encourage development of middle housing. This includes multi-unit or clustered residentiaf
buildings that provide relatively smaller, less expensive units; more units; and a scale transition between
the core of the mixed use center and surrounding single family areas. Apply zoning that would allow this

within a quarter mile of deAsignated centers, where appropriate, and within the inner Ring around the
Central City.
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TO: PORTLAND CITY COUNCIL

Mayor Charlie Hales, mayorcharuehaEes@portlandoregon.gov

Commissloner Amanda Fritz, am

anda@portlandoregon.gov

Commissioner Nick Fish, nick@portiandoregon.gov
Commissioner Steve Novick, novick@ porttandoregan.gov
Commissioner Dan Saltzman, dan@portlandoregon.gov
Counci Clerk, cputesﬂmony@porﬂandoregan.gov

"1221 SW Fourth Aveaue, Room 130

portiand, Oregon 97204

RE: PROTECT SINGLE-FAMILY HOMES 1N MULTNOMAH NEIGHBORHOOD

{ oppose City Counci! Amenﬂmer_avt}_iPtis, New Policy 5.5, Middle Housing to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan {see

amendment text below). i passe
* té be changed to multifamily zoni

d, this amendment will allow the single-family zoned property In Multnomah
ng without adequate opportunity for public review and comment. This

amendment is a radical, jast-minute change to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan that is too far reaching to be
incorporated into the plan with approximately a month for public comment. Thisis insufficient time for our
neighborhood to become aware of the conseguences of what Is being propased and to voice apposition to it

. In addition to objecting to the ma

nner in which this amendment vas introduced, | object to its substance. When

the Discussion Map in the Draft SW Community Plan propesed that essentially alf of Multnomah be rezoned
R2.5 to allow attached row housing, hundreds of pecple inour neighborhood objected to the wholesale
elimination of most single-family residential zoning at that time. | believe that the majority of the people in my
neighborhood still oppose it, but that they are unaware that this amendment is even being considered. Thisis
totally Inconsistent with State Goal 1 that requires citizen involvement in fa nd use planning. :

Hundreds of Multnomah resident

5, the Multnomah Neighborhood Association, and Southwest Neighborhoods

tnc. have all requested that the City Council change the proposed designation of Multnomah Village from a
Meighborhood Centerto a Neighhorhood Corridor In the 2035 Comprehensive Plan.

if the Village Is designated a Neighborhood Center with a t4-mile radius, it will overlap with the boundaries of
the two adjacent Town Centers {Hillsdale and West Portiand) and the Barbur Boulevard Civic Corridor. The

higher-density development withi

leave little room for the existing s

in & quarter mile of these designated centers will overlap with Multnomah and
ingle family homes as redevelopment continues to occur. The-Neighborhood

Corridor designation better fits the design and character of the village and is more in keeping with the semi-

- rural character of the neighborho

od.

" The introduction of the Draft 2035 Comprehensive Plan stated that there was more than enough existing

capacity to meet the projected gr

owth without changing any zoning. During dozens of discussioas with BPS

staff, as we advocated for the Neighborhood Corridor and in opposition to the Neighborhodd Center

designation,

wa were assured that Multnomah's single-family zoning would remain unchanged with the

proposed Neighborhood Center Designation. Amendment #P45 directly contradicts those assurances. It

under
yote againstit.

please add this to the record.

Thank you,

K VUQ,{/,/(/L‘/

Bz S W Freeman

mines our trust In city government and in due process. | urge youto recansider amendment #P45 andto

ff'r Povinards R4

c¢: City Auditor, La Vonne Griffln-Valade, lavonne@pertlandoragon.gov
Susan Anderson, susan.anderson@portlandoregon.gov

Director DLCD Jhm Rue, jimrue@

state,or.us

MNA Land Use Committes, mnalandusecammittee@gmall.com
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Amendment PH#45, New Policy after 5.5, Middle Houslng
Proposed March 18, 2016

Enable and encourage development of middle housing. This includes multi-unit or clustered residential
buildings that provide refatively smaller, less expensive units; more units; and a scale transition between
the core of the mixed use center and surrounding single famnily areas. Apply zoning that would allow this
within a quarter mile of designated centers, where appropriate, and within the Inner Ring around the

Central City.
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T0: PORTIAND CITY COUNCIL
Mayar Charlle Hales, mayorchadiehaies@porﬂandosegon.gov
Commisstoner Amanda Fritz, amanda@portlandoragen.gov
Commlssioner Mick Fish, nick@portlandoregon.sov
Commisstoner Steve Novick, novick@portlandoregon.gov
commissioner Dan Saltzman, dan@portlanderegon.gov
Council Clerk, cputestimony@portiandoregon.gov

' 1221 SW Fourth Avenue, Room 130
portland, Oregon 97204 ; !

RE: PROTECT SINGLE-FAMILY HOMES IN MULTNOMAH MEIGHBORHOOD

| oppose City Council Amendment #P45, New policy 5.5, Middie Houslng to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan (see
amendment text below). if passed, this amendment will allow the single-farnily zoned property in Multnomah
to ba changed to multifamily zoning without adequate opportunity for public review and comment. This
amendment is a radical, last-minute change to the 2035 Comprehensive Pian that s too far reaching to be
incorporated Into the plan with a pproximately a month for public comment, This is Insufficlent time for our
nelghborhood to become aware of the consequences of what is being proposed and to voice opposition toit.

. 1y addition to objecting to the manner in which this amendment was introduced, | object to its substance. When
the Discussion Map Inthe Draft SW Community Plan proposed that essentially all of Multnomah be rezoned
2.5 to allow attached row housing, hundreds of people in our neighkorhood objected to the wholesale
elimination of rnost single-family residential zoning at that time. { believe that the majority of the people in my
neighborhood still oppose it, but that'they are unaware that this amendment is even heing considered. This is

totally inconsistent with State Goal 1 that requires citizen involvement in fand use planning.

Hundreds of Multnomah residents, the Multnomah Neighberhood Associatien, and South\;.rest Neighborhoods
inc. have all requested that the City Council change the proposed designation of Multnomah Village from a
Neighborhood Centertoa Neighborheod Corridor in the 2035 Comprehensive Plan. :

ghborhood Center with a t-mile radius, it witl overlap with the boundaries of
the hwo adjacent Town Centers (Hillsdale and West Portland) and the Barbur Boulevard Civic Corridor. The
higher-density development within a quarter mile of these designated centers will overiap with Multnomah and
leave little room for the existing single family homes as redevelopment continues to oceur. The Neighborhood
Corridor designation better fits the design and character of the Village and is more in keeping with the semi-

- rural character of the neig_hborhood.

The introduction of the Draft 2035 Comprehensive Plan stated that there was more than énough existing

¢apacity to meet the projected growth without changing any zoning. puring dozens of discussions vith BPS

staff, as we advocated for the Nelghborhood coreldor and in opposition to the Neighborhodd Center
designation, we were assured that Multnomakh's single-family zoning would remain unchanged with the
proposed Neighborhood Center Designation. Amendment #P45 directly contradicts those assurances. it
undermines our tryst in city government and in due process. jurgeyou to reconsider amendment #p45 and to

vote againstit.

1f the Village Is designated a Nel

Please add this to the record.

Thankyou, :
it TG SoW Lol It e 2y 472l Q]

ce: City Auditor, ta Vonne Griffin-Valade, Javonne@yportlandoregon.gov
susan Anderson, susan.anderson@poﬂlandoregon.gov

Director DLCD Jim Rue, fim.rue@state.or.us
MNA Land Use Committee, mnalandusecommlttee@gmali.com
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Amendment P#45, New Policy after 5.5, Middle Housing
Proposed March 18, 2016

Enable and encourage development of mi
buildings that provide relatively smaller,
the core of the mixed use center and sur

ddle housing. This includes multi-unit or clustered residential
less expensive units; more units; and a scaie transition between
rounding single family areas. Apply zoning that would alfow this

ers, where appropriate, and within the Inner Ring around the
Central City.
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T0: PORTLAND CITY COUNCIL
tMayor Charlie Hales, mayorcharllehaies@portIanduregon.gov
Commissloner Amanda Fritz, amanda@portlandorezon.gov
Commissioner Nick Fish, nick@portlandoregon.gov
Commissioner Steve Novick, novick@ portlandoregon.gav
Commissioner Dan Saltzman, dan@portiandoregon.gov
Councll Clerk, cputestimony@porﬂandoregon.gov

' §221 5W Fourth Avenue, Roam 130
portland, Oregon 97204

RE: PROTECT SINGLE-FAMILY HOMES IN MULTNOMAH NEIGHBORHOOD

i oppose City Ceu ncll Amendment #P45, New policy 5.5, Middie Houslng to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan {see
amendment text below). If passed, this amendment will allow the single-family zoned property in Multnomah
to be changed to multifamily zoning without adequate opportunity for public review and comment. This
amendment is a radical, last-minute change to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan that is too far reaching to be
incorporated into the plan with approximately a month for public comment. Thisls insufficient time for our
neighborhood to become aware of the consequences of what is being proposed and to voice opposition to it

. In addition to objecting to the manner in which this amendment was introduced, | object to its substance. When

the Dlscussion Map in the Draft SW Community Plan proposed that essentially all of Multnomah be rezaned
R2.5 to allow attached row housing, hundreds of people In our neighborhoed ohjected to the wholesale
climination of most single-family residential zoning at that time. { belleve that the majority of the people in my
neighborhood still oppose it, but that they are unaware that this amendment is even being considered. This is
totally Inconsistent with State Goal 1 that requires citizen Involvement In land use planning.

Hundreds of Multnomah residents, the Multnomah Neighborhood Association, and South\;.rest Neighborhoods
Inc. have all requested that the City Councll change the proposed designation of Multnomah Village from a
Neighborhood Center to a Neighborhood Corridor in the 2035 Comprehensive Plan. (

I the Village is designated a Nelghborheod Center with a %-rnile radius, it will averlap with the boundaries of
the two adjacent Town Centers (Hillsdale and West Portland) and the Barbur Boulevard Civic Corridor, The
higher-density development within a quarter mile of these designated centers will overlap with Multnomah and

leave little room for the existing single family hames as redevelopment continues to occur, The Neighberhood
Corridor designation beiter fite the design and character of the Village and Is more in keeping with the semi-

-rural character of the neighborhood.

" The introduction of the Draft 3035 Comprehensive Plan stated that there was more than enough existing

capacity to meet the projected growth without changing any zoning. During dozens of discussions with BPS
staff, aswe advocated for the Neighborhood corridar and in opposition to the Neighborhodd Center
designation, we were assured that Multnomah's single-family zoning would remain unchanged with the
proposed Nelghborhood Center Designation. Amendmaent #P45 directly contradicts those assurances. It
underminas our tryst in city government and In due process. [urge you to recansider amendment #P45 and to

vote against it.

please add this to the record.

Thank%" erﬁrﬁ Z'gb lomon
gy B Yud e Poritlaad 7727

ce: City Auditor, La Vonne Griffin-Valade, Javonne@ portlandaregon.gov
Susan Anderson, susam.anderson@portiandoregon.gov
Director DLCD Him Rue, Jimrue@state.ords
MNA Land Use Committee, mna[andusecommittee@gmai[.com
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[_ Amendment PH45, New Policy after 5.5, Middle Housing
Proposed March 18, 2016

Enable and encourage development of middie housing. This includes multl-unit or clustered residential
buildings that provide relatively smalfer, less expensive units; more units; and a scale transition between
the core of the mixed use center and surrounding single family areas, Apply zoning that would allow this
within a quarter mile of designated centers, where appraopriate, and within the Inner Ring around the

Central City,
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TO: PORTLAND CITY COUNOL :
Mayor Charlie Hales, mayorcharliehales@porttandoregon.go\!
Commisstoner Amanda Fritz, amanda@portiandoregon.gov
Coramissioner Nick Fish, nick@yportlandoregon.gov
Commissloner Stave Novick, novick@port}andoregen.gov
Commissioner Dan Saftzman, dah@porttandoregon.gov
councll Clerk, cputestimony@poniandoregon.gav

1221 SW Fourth Avenue, Room 130
portland, Oregon 97204 '

RE: PROTECT SINGLE-FAMILY HOMES IN MULTNOMAR NEIGHBORHOOD

| oppose City council Amendment #P45, New policy 5.5, Middle Housing to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan {see
amendment text below). 'f passed, this amendment will allow the single-family zoned property in Multnomah
to be changed to multifamily zoning without adequate opportunity for public review and comment. This
amendmentis a radical, last-minute change to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan that is too far reaching to be
incorporated into the plan with approximately a month for public comment. This is insufficient time for our
neighborhood to become aware of the consequences of what is belng proposed and to volce opposition to it

. In addition to objecting to the manner in which this amendment was introduced, 1 object to lts substance. When
the Discussion Map in the Draft SW Community Plan proposed that assentially all of Multnomah be rezoned
R2.5 to allow attached row housing, hundreds of people in our neighborhoed objected to the wholesale
elimination of most single-famfly residential zoning ot that time. | believe that the majority of the people inmy
neighborhood still oppose it, but that they are unaware that this amendment is even being considered. Thisls
totally inconsistent with State Goal 1 that requires citizen involvement in fand use planaing.

Hundreds of Multnomah resldents, the pMultnemah Neighborhood Association, and Southwest Neighborhoods

Inc. have all requested that the City Council change the proposed designation of Multnomah Village from a ( -

Neighborhood Center to a Neighborhood Corridor in the 2035 Ccomprehensive Plan.

if the Village Is designated a Neighborhood Center with a ¥%-mile radius, it will overiap with the boundaries of
the two adjacent Town Centers {Hillsdale and West portland) and the Barbur goulevard Civic Carridor. The
higher-density development within a quarter mite of these designated centers will overlap with Multnomah and
{eave little room for the existing single family homes as redevelopment continues to occur. The Neighbarhood
Corridor designation better fits the design and character of the Village and is more in keeping with the seroi-

- ural character of the neig_hborhooci.

The introduction of the Draft 2035 Comprehensive Plan stated that there was more than enough existing
capacity te meet the projected growth without changing any zoning. During dozens of discussions with BPS
staff, as we advocated for the Neighborhood Corridor and in opposition to the Neighbcrhodd Center
designation, we were assured that Multnomah'’s single-family zoning would remain unchanged with the
proposed Neighborhood Center pesignation. Amendment 4p45 directly contradicts those assurances. it

rust in city goverament and in due process. furge you to reconsider arnendment #P45 and to
please add this to the recerd.

Thank you, v/%Zy ) %A
ip el f Y

Y, T 088 I
K o RAPLL DA IR
cc; City Auditor, L2 Vonne Grlfin-valade, 1a 4nne@ portlandoregon.gov
Susan Anderson, susan.anderson@porttandoregon.gov .
' Director DLCD Jim Rue, }im,fue@state.or.us
MNA Land Use Committee, mnaiandusecommlttee@gmail.com

underminesourt
vote against it.
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Central City,

Enable and encourage development
buildings that provide relatively smaifer,
the core of the mixed use center and syr
within a quarter mile of designated cent

Amendment P#45, New Policy after 5.5, Midd

le Housing
Proposad March 18, 2016

of middle housing. This tncludes multi-unit or clusterad residential
fess expensive units; more units; and a scale transition between

rounding single family areas. Apply zoning that would allow this

ers, where appropriate, and within the inner Ring around the
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Eric Hovee Retail Policy Amendment Testimony (4-14-1¢)

For the record, my name is Eric Hovee, economic and development consultant. On
behalf of RTF/ICSC, [ am here to speak in support of policies for grocery stores and

retail development — especially in underserved neighborhood business districts.

In addition to a summary of Retail-Related Revisions to the Portland EOA (already
submitted), I am also submitting a 4-page overview of retail performance for “pattern
areas” as currently identified with the BPS proposed Mixed Use Zones Project. Three

overall conclusions emerge from our analysis:

e Outside of the Central City, Portland is under-retailed — not meeting the day-to-
day needs of city residents, especially for grocery retail.

 Retail needs are particularly underserved in east Portland where building rents
are lowest and least adequate to support high costs of new development. The
lack of adequate, affordable full service grocery means that residents must
travel further to shop or use convenience stores as a less healthy alternative.

o City-wide development standards that work in higher density areas with good
transit service run the risk of proving counterproductive for residents living in

areas with the poorest access to quality, healthy and affordable retail services.
Our analysis supports two policy additions requested by Commissioner Saltzman:

Policy 4.79 Grocery Stores and Markets in Centers — including the provision of
adequate land supply to accommodate a full spectrum of grocery stores catering to all

socio economic groups and providing groceries at all levels of affordability.

New Policy after 6.65 Retail Development ~ to assure a competitive supply of retail
sites for customer convenience, affordability, accessibility and diversity of goods and

services, especially in underserved areas of the city.

We encourage your suppott of these retail policy amendments. Thank you.
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RETAIL PERFORMANCE BY PATIERN AREA (Drarr 1-14-16)

At the end of 2015, the Retail Task Force (RTF) and Oregon Government Relations Committee of the
International Council of Shopping Centers (ICSC) submitted testimony to Portland City Council members
expressing concern that current proposals for commercial areas of the city “will make access to
affordable goods and services, including healthy food, more difficult.”

To understand the rationale for these concerns, RTF/ICSC has conducted in-depth evaluation of current
patterns of retail sales and commercial real estate rental space city-wide. Principal findings are that:

* Portland Is already under-retailed — especially lacking in meeting the day-to-day needs of city
residents as for grocery retail.

* Disparities are greatest for areas removed from the city core — to the east where commercial
space rents lowest and least adequate to support high costs of new development and to the
west where viable retall sites are limited due to topography and proximity te Beaverton retail.

» City-wide imposition of development standards that may be workabie in higher density areas
with good transit service risk even greater shortfalls in retai! availability for residents who
already have the poorest access to quality, healthy and affordable retail services.

The remainder of this discussion paper details RTF/ICSC analysis and findings.

City PATIERN AREAS (..

As part of the BPS-prepared Mixed Use Zones Project — Discussion Draft report, “pattern areas” were

identified for areas of the city being considered for added mixed use zoning {including replacement of

existing commercial zone designations):

Proposed Cily of Portland Paltern Areas
¢ Central City —not part of the [ T T e e

mixed use zones project but 5
shown with this analysis for
comparative purposes .

# Ihner— an area extending east
to about the 1-205 freeway

s Eastern - from the lnner area to
the eastern city limits

*  Woestern - extending west of
the Central City area

Not included within any of the City
pattern areas are industfial and other
land uses generally extending along the
Cotumbia and Willamette Rivers (north
of the Central City). While nat included,
it is noteworthy that about 18% of all
retail sales in the city are generated
from these other non-pattern areas.

Source: City of Portfand Bureau of Planning & Sustainability (8PS), : .
Mixed Use Zones Profect - Discussion Draft, September 2015, (

c o -~ Ordinance 187832, Vol.-1.3.E, page 4834




RETAIL SALES & LEAKAGE

As a first step, 2015 retail sales patterns have been evaluated using nationally recognized Nielsen
(formerly Claritas) data for the entire City of Portland and for the pattern areas roughly aligning with
those defined by BPS. Sales leakage estimates are Income-adjusted, with consumer spending measured
as a % of resident demand. A synopsis of findings reflects RTF/ISCS concerns.

¢ City-wide sales leakage is about 9% of

resident-generated demand -~ meaning that
spending in Portland is about 9% less than
one would expect based on resident
household incomes and typical expenditure
levels. Grocery leakage is about 24%. ) b
Surplus sales (greater than supported by City-Wide Total l
resident demand alone) are found only with
categories of home furnishings, electronics,
apparel and dining — based on substantial Central City
support from other metro area residents
and visitors as well as Portiand residents.

Retail Leakage by Pattern Area (2015)

<< leakage | Surplus>>

» Cehtral City, not surprisingly, is the
axception to the rule for the rest of the City.
Retail sales in the Central City are more than
doubie what the purchasing power of
Central City residents alone would support. Eastern Area
The only categories of apparent leakage are
with health/personal care products, gasoline
stations and general merchandise (inciuding
discount stores). Grocery stores are above
par {somewhat).

Inner Area

Western Area

s Inner areas are indicated as having net sales -100% 0% 100% 200% 300%
leakage at about 38% of resident demand, )
including grocery leakage of 15%. Overall
sales leakage is least of the pattern areas
{except for Central City} ~ with the strongest
performing retail generally west of César
Chavez Blvd. Retail categories noted as
“oversupplied” for residents alone are home furnishings and dining.

7 Grocery  ® All Retail

Source: E. . Hovee & Company, LLC from
Nielsen purchasing power and retail sales data.

e Eastern areas are indicated as having overall sales leakage at 48% of resident demand, including
grocery leakage of 39%. Leakage is experienced across virtually all major categories.
interestingly, a couple of subcategories for which sales are indicated as above the norm are with
convenience stores {a subset of grocery} and drinking places (a subcategory of food
service/dining). Of Portland’s pattern areas, the western area is the most racially and ethnically
diverse, albeit with lowest average incomes and highest rates of family poverty.

e Western has the highest overall sales leakage of any pattern area at 61% and grocery even
higher at 66% — as many residents go over the hill to Beaverton, especiaily for day-to-day
convenience purchases. Subcategories performing above the norm are computer/software and
camera sales (subsets of the overall electronics/appliances category) and Hmited service dining.

p:
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As noted, about 18% of retail sales activity occurs outside of BPS defined pattern areas. Retail categories
with relatively high volumes of sales activity {at 25% or more of city-wide sales) including motor vehicle
and parts dealers, furniture and home furnishings, bullding materials and garden supply, and general
merchandise (notably discount} stores.

These sales are occurring within areas designated largely for industrial use {as with Hayden Meadows
and the Columbia Corridor) or with commercially zoned property outside of the pattern areas (as at
Jantzen Beach). The types of retail activity represented tend to be strongly oriented to large format
users — requiring more substantial building floor area and/or site acreage.

COMMERCIAL RETAIL SPACE RENTS

As a second step in evaluating retail performance, retail space leasing conditions also are compared for
each of the BPS pattern areas — using data from the real estate information service CoStar.

The chart to the Retail Vacancles & Rents by Paltern Ared {end of 2015)
right provides a .

comparison for
two important
indicators of
retall vitality —
vacancy rates
and rental
rates.

Clty-Wide Avg

Central City

As with the
sales leakage
analysis, this
data shows
considerable
variation in
retafl
performance
between the
BPS-designated
pattern areas in
Portiand.

|
|
|

Eastein Area

{ ~ Western Area

|

' R S et

The eastern ] :
00% 25% S5.0% 7.5% 50 S5 $10 $15 S0

pattern area, in
particular, is : @ Vacancy & Rental Rate*
noted as having

substantially

higher retail * Note: Rental rates are shown as annual averages by pattern area.
vacancies and Source: E. D, Hovee & Company, LLC from CoStar as of year end 2015.
jower rental

rates than the rest of the city.
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Retail leasing and occupancy observations by pattern area are noted as follows;

» City-wide, CoStar has inventoried 42.6 million square feet of retail space. As of year-end 2015,
retail space was renting at an annual rate of just over 516 per square foot, typically quoted on a
triple-net basis with tenants paying all expenses. Overall vacancy averaged just 4% city-wide.

e With about one-quarter of Portland’s retail inventory, the Central City is experiencing rental
rates above the city-wide average but also somewhat higher vacancies nearing 5%. Space
absarption reportedly was negative in 2015 {meaning that more space was vacated than
leased), although considerable added Central City construction is currently planned.

» The Inner area {including 23" Avenue) accounts for the largest share of the city's retaif space
inventory, with above-average rental rates and below average vacancy under 3%, This area took
a dominant share of retail space absorption in 2015 — with further planned construction ahead.
Note: added analysis indicates rents are lower and space absorption slower in the portion of the
Inner pattern area east of César Chavez Blvd than is the case going west to the City core.

» Eastern area rental rates average less than $13 per square foot, about 20% below the city-wide
average. At over 6%, vacancy rates are more than 50% above the City-wide retail vacancy figure
of 4%. CoStar data shows no new construction in 2015, with little new inventory planned ahead.
A chalienging conundrum for Portiand’s eastside pattern area is that despite substantial unmet
retail demand, the economics of new store construction in a lower rent environment do not
appear to readily support adding more retail commercial space to better meet local need.

o At just over 2%, the Westside area has the lowest vacancy rate combined with rents of 518+
that average the highest of Portland’s pattern areas. Despite strong market pressure including
substantial unmet local demand, delivery of new retail product is constrained by west hills
topography, limited suitable retail sites, and substantial travel to shop in Beaverton {for day-to- |
day convenience goods) and Central City (for higher end, comparison goods). The challenge of -
finding sultable sites is highlighted by the fact that CoStar data indicates zero absorption of retail
space in 2015 and no hew construction in the pipeline as currently planned.

IMPLICATIONS FOR CiTY REvall Poiicy & PROPOSED MiIXED USE ZONES

Two implications for City policy and planning deliberation are drawn from this analysis:

»  City policy and zoning as proposed appears counterproductive for places like the Eastern pattern
area that already are grocery and retail deserts, as retail rents will prove ever more challenged
to meet design requirements and higher development costs with proposed added regulations.

.+ Providing adequate retail goods and services throughout Portland requires regulations that not
only reduce the development cost burden but also provide sites adequate for grocery and other
retail not well represented throughout the city, including even much of the inner pattern area.

_ RTF/ICSC participants stand ready to assist in framing and reviewing policies supportive of City
Comprehensive Plan objectives that also can be crafted as customer and retail friendly.

This analysis of Portland retail performance by pattern area has been prepared for the
Retail Task Force (RTF} and Oregon Govemment Relations Cormmittee of the Infematlicnal Counc of
Shopping Centers {ICSC)by the economic and development consulfing fism E, D, Hovee & Company, LLC.
For further infermation, contact firm prncipol Eic Hovee, phone: (503) 230-1414,
email: ehovee@edhovee.com. or website: www edhovee.com,
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April 13, 2016

Mavyor Charlie Hales

Portland City Council

1221 SW 4th Avenue, Room 130
Portland, OR 97214

Re: 2035 Comprehensive Plan - Mixed Use Zones
Transportation Analysis
Project Number 2160034.01

Dear Mayor Hales and Council Members:

Mackenzie has prepared this transportation analysis on behalf of the Retall Task Force and the International Council of
Shopping Centers {iCSC) to address the potentlal traffic impacts of proposed mixed use zoning changes in the City of
Portland.

Specifically, we have considered the impacts of reducing the opportunities for auto accommeodating development as it
pertains to larger grocery and discount stores. These uses are important for lower income residents and typically are
accessed by automobites, While some alternate travel occurs for these uses, customers are lmited to what they can
carry when biking or riding transit. Even with current zoning requirements, many of these users have located to the
fringes of the City of Portland along 82nd Avenue and locations to the east or into the suburbs.

The analysis prepared by Eric Hovee identifies that many Portland residents travel outside of their local neighborhoods
to access these types of retall uses — referred to as retail leakage. Not only does this result in retail dollars leaving the
City, but can result in increased automobile travel distances, which leads to more congestion and greenhouse gas
emisslons. Impacts on congestion are difficult to measure without addressing specific locations, but the travel distances

are more readily quantifiable.

We have considered two examples of existing retail uses that are located in or around the City of Portland where
residents of the City are currently driving outside of the City or out to the fringes.

One user we consldered was Costco. Costco serves the needs of consumers to buy bulk goods and groceries. At one
polnt Costco had proposed locating 2 store in Northwest Portland but was unsuccessful in siting the store. Currently,
residents of Portland shop at Costco stores located in Beaverton, Tigard, Clackamas, and Northeast Portland on 138th
Avenue near Alrport Way. Costco confirmed a significant number of City residents shop at these stores, and that these

are all automobile trips.

In order to assess the potential reduction in travel distances, or vehicle miles traveled {VMT), we made an assessment of
average travel distances for areas of Portland to each of the stores that residents would likely shop at, We then
compared that distance to the distance they would have driven to a store In Northwest Portland. See the attached maps
showing the location of existing Costco stores, the previously planned store location, and travel distances.

©§03.224.3350 » - 503,228.1285 » . MCKNZE.COM s Shoariact Canter 1515 52 yaler Averue, RIGD Portlend OR 97214

g
ﬂ(‘,{‘_’ é = i e S TR EE R BT S R g Sy T A TSP Lk Bt N A LA SRR TUE ST QR R SF B SR
i Ha DR e nLT S e STl wnEin Ty g

H:\Projects\216003400\6_Final\LTR-Mayor Hales and City Counclb-Transportatlon Anatysls-160413.docx
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Mayor Charlie Hales

Mixed Use Zones

Project Number 2160034.01
April 13, 2016

Page 2

On average, a trip to Costco for a Portland resident would be 6.2 miles less each way with the proposed Northwest
Portland store location. Nearly all trips to a Costco are made by private vehicles. With an average of 14,000 daily trips for
a Costco store, the VMT is estimated to be reduced by up to 86,800 miles per day or approximately 32 miilion miles
annually. We also looked at a number of other grocery retailers currently focated along the 82nd Avenue corridor within
Southeast Portland and Clackamas. We were able to obtain customer information from one of these retailers to confirm
the effective service area of a store. The information is not Included with this letter, as it is proprietary, but in general,
the data show a market area extending west to the Willamette River in the area of Southeast Portland.

For this one store in particular, the percentage of customers traveling from the west or inner Southeast Portland is
higher than those traveling from the east. This clearly shows customers are driving from inner Southeast Portland out to
less dense areas of the city for these shopping opportunities. Again, we would note most customers buying groceries or
farge bulk items travel in automabiles.

For residents living between downtown Portland and the 82nd Avenue corridor, there is not an opportunity for pass-by
trips during an evening commute. Instead, these customers would nead to travel beyond their residence for these
shopping oppartunities, resulting in additional congestion and VMT.

In summary, by {imiting the opportunity for lecating auto-accommodating retail uses in close-in areas of the City and
along high density corridors, City residents will continue to drive to the fringes of the City or to other nearby Cities for
these shopping opportunities. The result will be increased congestion, increased VMT, Increased greenhouse gas
emissions, and loss of retail dollars for these neighborhoods of Portland.

Sincerely,

;o
Brent Ahrend, PE

Traffic Engineer | Senior Assoclate

Enclosure: Costco Location and Travel Distance Information

H:A\Projects\216003400\6_Final\LTR-Mayor Hafes and City Councl[-rranspodaﬂah Analysis-160413.docx
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Forttand, (IR 97209-4178 PerkinsColecom

Mark D. Whitlow
MWhitlow@perkinsceie.com
D, +1.503.727.2073

F. +1.503.346.2073

April 14,2016

Mayvor Charles Hales

Portland City Council

¢/o Council Clerk

1221 SW 4th Avenue, Room 130
Portland, OR 97204

Re:  2-35 Comprehensive Plan Testimony - RTF & ICSC
Dear Mayor Hales and Council Members:

This letter is submitted on behalf of the RTF and the Oregon GR Committee for ICSC. Please
make it part of the hearing record.

I transmit copies of letters from various retailers and their consultants urging adoption of the
proposed grocery store (new Policy 4.79) and retail (new Policy after 6.65) policies aimed at
solving the food desert problem, plus a number of newspaper articles that tatk of the problem.
F ' These letters also speak of the need to avoid nonconformity, which is addressed by the proposed
' new Sub-Policy 6.17.

I also forward letters from ORLA, OBA and USBLN stating concern over the proposed
prohibition of drive-through facilities in opposition to the new Policy being proposed after 4,23,

Thank you for opportunity to comment. Please vote for our proposed policies.

Respectfully submitted,

T

Mark D, Whitlow

MDW:sv
Enclosures

( 91004-0005/130629521.1

Fetnaloz LLP

Ordinance 187832, Vol. 1.3.E, page 4860




US Business Leadership Network® (USBLN""') (T
l BUSINESS 1310 Braddock Place, Suite 101

% ; LEADERSHIP Alexandria, VA 22314

i % NETWORK Phone: (800) 706-2710 |
DRIVING SUCCESS THROUGH DISABILITY INCLUSION Fax: (800) 706-1335 i
info@usbin.org

www.usbin.org

April 14, 2016

The US Business Leadership Network (USBLN) urges the Portland City Council and Mayor Charlie
Hales to reconsider their proposal to prohibit drive through facilities in the Central City and
limit them in other centers and corridors. While the intent of the policy is admirable, it is
shortsighted in recognizing the impact to people with disabilities.

Drive through allow people with disabilities access to a variety of businesses including
restaurants, banks, and pharmacies. While it may seem like a matter of convenience to some,
being able to access these and other establishments can often be challenging to people with a
variety of disabilities, and a drive through can often be a solution. This policy would have a
negative impact an people with mobility issues, including wheelchair users and senior citizens,

The USBLN opposes any action that would limit the accessibility of public accommodations to
people with disabilities, and hopes that City Council and the Mayor will work with the business
community on an alternative solution. ( -

#itH

The US Business Leadership Network is a national non-profit that helps business drive
performance by leveraging disability inclusion in the workplace, supply chain, and marketplace.
The USBLN serves as the collective voice of nearly 50 Business Leadership Network affiliates
across the United States, representing over 5,000 businesses. Additionally, the USBLN Disability
Supplier Diversity Program {DSDP) is the nation’s leading third party certification program for
disability-owned businesses, including businesses owned by service-disabled veterans.
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February 29, 2016

Barry Manning

Senior Planner

Portland Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW Fourth Avenue #7100

Portland, OR 97201

Re:  Mixed Use Zones Project
Request for CE Zoning for Alberisons/Safeway Stores

Dear Mr. Manning;

I am the Senior Real Estate Manager for Albertsons Companics, Inc. and wish to comment on the
proposed zoning for the Albertsons and Safeway stores in the areas of Portland subject to the proposed
mixed use zones. Our stores are all "auto-accommodating", as defined in the Portland Zoning Code
{copy attached). None of the proposed mixed use zones provide development standards which are as
auto-accommodating as the development standards (for access, parking and main entrance locations)
contained in the definition, but the CE zone comes the closest, Also, we notice that the CE zone is the
only new zone that doesn't prohibit drive-through facilities, which are part of our grocery supermarket
operations. Therefore, we request that our store sites be zoned CE, without the CMSO overlay, because
we need auto-accommodating development standards to continue to operate, inodernize and grow our
grocery supermarket business in Portland. A list of our existing Albertsons and Safeway stores

impacted by the Mixed Use Zones Project is attached.

We are also concerned about the high degree of nonconformity which will be created for our existing

Portland stores if they are zoned anything but CE. Noncanformity lowers market value, makes it more
difficult to obtain financing and fo sell ‘and, finally, makes it difficult if not impossible to maintain and
upgrade in the interim. Zoning the Albertsons and Safeway stores to CE, with no CMSQ overlay, will

be necessary to avoid excess noncenformlly

We are also concerned that the proposcd CE zone is not truly “auto- accommodatmg" Accordingly, we
would ask that consideration be given to sofiening the main entrance and glazing requirements of the CE
zone's development standards to be consistent with the Code's definition of "aute-accommodating”.

Finally, we are concerned with the City's proposal to greatly reduce, if not effectively eliminate, drive-y
through facilities in the City. Plcase remember that grocery supermarkets consist of a vatiety of drive-

through facilities, including those for fuel, pharmacy and grocery pickup. In addition, grocery
supermarkets frequently have pad users with drive-through facilities for restaurants, banks and coffee

shops. Elderly citizens and people with disabilities rely on drwe-through facilities to assist them in
obtaining their daily goods and services. We request that fuel stations in conjunction with grocery
supermarkets be exempted from any prohibition of drive-through facilities in any of the zones,

especially the CE zone.
P 4 Working logelher to be the M MWWM M

Hmigos UF Yoited Aﬂibertsuns SAFEWAYE? EESCTA - PAVILIONS, shaw$

ExracEs
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, Albertsons

Thank you for the opportunity to present written comments. We would appreciate an opportunity (o
further discuss our recomimendations with you prior to the issuance of your next staff report.

Yours truiy,
Eric Holzer

Enclosure
Ce:  RTF/ACSC GR Committee

Store Current Zoning Proposed Zoning
Banner Street Address Sq. Ft. | Zoning | Zoning g;::p g::;lay
Safeway 3527 £ 122nd Ave 48,564 | CG CE MU-C No
. 5415 SW Beav.-Hilisdale
Albertsons Hwy 37,547 | CG CE MU-C No
5920 NE Martin Luther .
Safeway King Bivd 39,064 | CG CMzZ MU-C No
Albertsons 5850 NE Prescott 5t 48,754 | CG chM2 1 MU-N CMSO
119192 North Jantzen
Safeway - | Ave 54,975 | CG CE MU-D No
_Safeway 6901 NE Sandy Blvd 51,602 | CG cM2 | MUC | CMSO
Safeway - 221 NE 122nd Ave 52,568 | CX Cii3 MU-C CMSO
Safeway 4515 SE Woodstock 54,689 | CN2 CM2 MU-N CMSO
"y | Safeway 3930 SE Powell Blvd 47,248 1 CG cm2 MU-C CMSO
Safeway 8336 N. lvanhoe 5t 56,536 | CN2 Cvi2 MU-UC 1 No
Safeway 2800 SE Hawthorne Blvd 55,787 | C5 ChM2 MU-UC | Deslgn
Safeway 8145 SW Barbur Blvd 62,925 | CG M2 MuU-C No

Working togelher to be the favsde &M,,:mew s

Vigos W Wted 22X A Albertsons SAFEWAYEJ, KGN, DWILIONS, shaws

Larwivs

ACME stay. cnmmsicy, GRIAY VONS Unlted  (uohy DAlbpysons T sueorsme

Ordinance 187832, Vol. 1.3.E, page 4863

RRIT N




OREGON
OBANKERS
ASSOCIATION

| ko Woleo of Otegon Bandlng * Stuce 1905

January 6, 2016

partiand City Council

Attn: Council-Clerk

1221 SW Fourth-Ave,, Room 130
Portland, Oregon 97204

RE: 2035 Comprehensive Plan and Drive-Through Facilities

Dear Mayor Hales and Members of the Portland City Council;

On behalf of the Oregon Bankers Association (OBA) and the Indepéndent:Community Banks of
Oregon {ICBO) and our membership of Oregan's state gnd natlonal banks, we-appreciate the
opportunity to provide written testimony on the above-referenced proposal concernlng-updates
to the City of Portland Comprehensive Plan and the issue of autd-orlented uses, including drive-
through facilities. By way of background, the OBA is the full-service trade association for the
banking industry in the State of Oregon. The ICBO serves the independent banks headquartered
in the State of Oregon. OBA and ICBO work collaboratively and fepresent the volce of the
Oregon banking community before federal, state, and focal governmental entities.

Discussion

We would'strongly encourage the City to adupt a comprehensive:retail policy that gives biétter
direction for commercial zoning and allows aute-oriented usesand developments, including
drive:through facilities: OBA, Itke:many of its business community: partners, is concerned that
changes to thie Comprebensive Plan and zoning requirements-could tead to the prohibition of
drive-through facilities or their redevelopment, éxcept in rare and Ilm:ted circumstances, in the

City of Portland

Drive- thmugh facilitles are a necassary component of retail deveiopments of all kirids,
including banks. Reasons far deive-thiough facilities in the bankirig Industry’ Include,- ariong other

things:

" s Customer ease and convenience;
s Access opportunities for the elderly and disabled;
i -
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+ Physical Safety and Security (especially during non-peak business hours);
« Customer demand for drive-through access; and
« Lackof parking alternatives.

These same justifications apply to other Industries who utillze drive-through facilitles including
pharmacies, grocery stores, dry cleaners, coffee shops, restaurants, and others. Banking
customers want drive-through facilities and we strongly encourage that City to preserve this
option in adopting it Comprehensive Plan and the applicable zoning allowances.

Conclusion

We appreclate the opportunity to provide written testimony with respect to the 2035
Comprehensive Plan. If you have additional questions, please feel free to contact us. Thank you.

' )
Very best rege};ds—;/x
~

-~

I
,»e/l

vin T, Gliristiansen
Governq{ent_Affairs Director
Oregon’i}ankers Association &
Independent Community Banks of Oregon ' ) (
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January 5, 2016

Mayor Charles Hales

Portland City Council

c/o Council Clerk

1221 SW 4th Avenue, Room 130
Porfland, OR 972014

Re: 2035 Comprehensive Plan

Dear Mayor Hales and Council Members:

| amt the CEO of the Oregon Restaurant & Lodgjing Association and submit our letter of concern
to be placed in the Council's hearing record on the proposed Comprehensive Plan
amendments. .

The City should adopt a comprehensive retail policy thai gives better direction to adopt
commercial zoning that allows auto-oriented uses and developments in appropriate areas,
including those with drive-through components. The unwritten policy expressed in the City's
proposed commercial zoning in the Mixed Use Zones Project is to prohibit drive-through
facilities or their redevelopment, except In rare gircumstances.

Drive-through facilities are a necessary component of retail development and redevelopment of
grocery stores, banks, pharmacies, grocery stores, dry cleaners, fuel stations and coffee kiosks,
in addition to fast food. Many of these uses develop with grocery stores and pharmacies as pad
users needed to off-set the high cost of urban development, absent which it is harder to provide

essenlial grocery and pharmacy facilities.

The City needs a better retail policy in the City's Comprehensive Plan to provide belter zoning
guidance in the proposed amendments to the Zoning Code. Please adopt the retail policy

proposed by the RTF and ICSC. -
Thank you for the opporiunity to comment.

Sincerely,

Jason Brandt
President & CEQ
Cregon Restaurant & Lodging Association

Cc: Tem Armsirong, BPS
Eric Engstrom, BPS
Susan Anderson, Director, BPS
RTFACSC GR Commitiee

4565 SW Salish Lane, Saite 120 | Widsanvillo, OR 97070-9633 | M: 503.682.4422 | T:800.462.05619 | F:503.682.4455 | www.CregonRLAorg
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G +1.503.727 2600

PERKINSCOlE - | 1170 MW Couch St PRt

Fortland, OR 97209-4128 PerkinsCoie com

January 6, 2016 - Mark ). Whitlow

MWhitlow@perkinscoie.com
p. +1.503.727.2073
VIA EMAIL £ +1.503.346.2073

Mayor Charles Hales

Portland City Council

¢fo Councif Clerk

1221 SW 4th Avenue, Room 130
Portland, Gregon 97204

Re: 2035 Comprehensive Plan Supplemental Testintony - RTE & ICSC

Dear Mayor Hales and Council Members:

This letter supplements the December 31, 2015 letter written on behalf of the Retail Task Force (RTF)
and the Oregon Government Relations (GR) Commitice for the International Council of Shopping
Centers (ICSC) regarding the above matter. Please make this supplemental letter a part of your record of

proceedings.

Enclosed are additional letters from concered retatlers and their consultants, each testifying to the need
to adopt a concise retail policy within the City’s Comprehensive Plan. The retail policy is needed to
direct the City’s work in implementing the Comprehensive Plan through the Portland Zoning Code.
Without the requested policy, the amendménts cutrently proposed to the Zoning Code inhibit rather than
facilitating new opportunities for grocery store development in Portland’s neighborhaod. :

We are working with Barry Manaing and Bill Cunningham on the companion Mixed-Use Zones Project,
but first wanted to request the needed policy in the Comprehensive Plan, as we are now doing:

Thank you again for the further opportunity to comment. We look forward to working with your staff
regarding the proposed retail policy.

Very truly yours

A

Mark D. Whitlow

Enclosures

CCs (with enclosures):
Tom Armstrong, BPS
Eric Engstrom, BPS
Susan Anderson, Birector, BPS
RTF/ACSC GR Commiitee
Barry Manning
Bill Cunningham

00000-0003/314382 13,1

Perkims CoizLAP
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Integra Really Resourcas 1220 5W Morrison Street TS503.478.1000
Portland Swite 800 F503.274.8630
Portland, OR 97205 wavrvrsre.comfportland

January 5, 2016

Mayor Charles Hales

Partland City Council

c/o Council Clerk

1221 SW 4™ Avenue, Room 130
Portiand, OR

RE: 2035 Comprehensive Plan Testimony — RTF & ICSC

Dear Mayor Hales and council Members:

The Retail Task Force (RTF) and the Oregon Government Relations (GR) Committee for the
International Council of Shopping Centers (ICSC) have already provided testimony on the 2035

Comprehensive Plan. I want to testify from a slightly different point of view. I have been
appraising and consulting on commercial real estate in Portland for more than 40 years and am a.
- native. ] hold the professional designation of MAI (Appraisal Institute; the largest and oldest
professional valuation organization in the United States), FRICS (Fellow RICS; the largest
international valuation organization); and CRE (Counsellors of Real Estate; a national
professional consulting organization). I was the national president of the Appraisal lustitute and

~ chair of all of the Americas for RICS and scrved two terms on the Internationat Valuation
Standards Council (IVSC), writing international standards for professional practice.

The proposed plan identifies the potential for 120,000 new residents in Portland and proposes
increased density to accommodate them. Regarding transportation, the Plan pushes increasing
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walking, biking and public transportation and proposes much lower parking availability to lower
the carbon footprint. Data from the U.S. Census Bureau (2006-2010) show that only 12 percent
of Portland workers commute to work by mass transit and another 12 percent walk, bike or work
at home. Dan Anderson of the Portland Burcau of transportation has stated that Portland has the
highest percentage of bike commuters in the U.S. at 6 percent. That leaves 75 percent of the

population using the automaobile,

[ further believe that many, if not most, of the other 25% of commuters do not use mass fransi( or
their bikes when grocery shopping or shopping for larger items that must be transported home,
especially when they have children with them. Replacing carbon fuels is a notable goal, but [
submit that those vehicles will eventually be replaced by automobiles powered by electricity or
other fuels. Thus, there will still be automobile waffic to deal with. Utopian 1deals are to he

commended, but leaders must also ook at reality.

" Two basic components of value for commercial real estate are cxposure to traffic and the

availability of parking. Lenders require that these two questions be answered in detail, as the fack
of either can have a major negative impact on value, hence increasing the risk of a business
failure and property foreclosure. If the propertly does not meet market expectations, either the
loan will not be made or a lower loan to value ratio will be applied.

The Plan appears to encourage reduced parking for major shopping sites on transit streets. The
consequences of this policy can be expected to result in some failed and poorly performing
projects and will eventualiy force many retailers to move to the suburbs, forcing Portland

residents to drive even further for their shopping needs.

For an example of-an under parked shopping center, | suggest looking at Bridgeport Village in
Tualatin, yet it has far better parking than the proposed pan would allow. Portland is already
having trouble attracting grocery stores to the East side and this change of zoning will not help. |
encourage the Council to look closer at the proposed Comprehensive plan and make adjusiments

to the policy to better serve the residents of Portland.

Respectively submitted:
INTEGRA REALTY RESOURCES - PORTLAND

Brian A. Glanville, CRE, FRICS, MAI
Senior Managing Dircctor
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Mayor Charles Hales January 4, 2016
Portland City Council
VIA EMAIL

¢/o Council Clerk
1221 SW 4th Avenue, Room 30
Portland, OR 972014

Re: 2035 Comprehensive Plan Testimony

Dear Mayor Hales and Council Members:

| have been a retail broker active in the Portland region for almost 20 years. | have been
fortunate to represent some great retailers over these years, including large-format operators
selling affordable groceries. These grocery operators need properly zoned cominercial sites with
access in the close-in urban area to allow their loyal customers to shop local and not have to
drive out to their stores in the suburbs to save on their shopping. Appropriate zoning for these
grocery operators would allow traditional horizontal development with ample off-street parking
and convenient access. There are few, if any, sites in Portland thal are Jarge enough with

appropriate zoning to accommodate traditional grocery stores.

it would be great if in this round of amendments to the Comprehensive Plan a concise refail
policy could also be adopted to provide better direction in the zoning code implementation,
especially now that the Zoning Code is also being amended without that needed guidance. With
appropriate retail zones that allow market- based development, land within existing centers and
commercial strips might be assembled into sites large cnough to accommodate grocers providing
affordable food to customers using all modes of transportation, including the auto, The City
needs to create some retail zones with safe harbors for auto-oriented grocery store and related
pad development in the city’s commercial zoning regulations that make development or
redevelopment within those zones affordable for these grocery operators,

For the above reasons, [ urge you to adopt the retail policy proposed by the RTF and ICSC into
the City’s Comprehensive Plan to give better guidance to the City in adopting new amendments

to the city's Zoning Code. Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

Sincerely,

(4 Ll

Robert L. LeFeber

Principal Broker
ce: Tom Anderson, Eric Engstrom, and Susan Anderson. BPS

RTF/ACSC GR Committee

733 SW 2" Ave., Suite 200 + Poriland, OR 97204 ¢ 503-274-0211 » Fax 503-274-0985
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Corporate Real Estate
3800 SE 21* Ave,
Paortlal, OR 97202

(503)797-3117

Lo Forrest
Fay, {503) 797-3538

Wivision Real Eslate Manger
dot.forrest@lpugercom

December 31, 2015

Mayor Charles Hales

Portland City Council

cfo Council Clerk - ‘
1221 SW 4th Avenue, Room 130
Portland, OR 972014

Re: 2035 Comprehensive Plan
Dear Mayor Hales and Council Members:

I am the Division Real Estate Manager for Fred Meyer. Cutrently, Fred Meyer operates
over 140 stores throughout Oregon, Washington, Alaska and Idaho.. Fred Meyer supports
the retail policy now being proposed by the RTF/ICSC GR Commitiee to facilitate new
grocery store development and redevelopment in Portland’s residential neighborhoods.

Grocer y stote development and redevelopment is controlled by the current mazket and the
cconomic challenges associated with existing circumstances and those that are planned for
in the future’ If one of Portland’s goals is to provide healthy food choices for all of

Portland’s neighborhoods, many of which are unserved or under-served, Portland needs to
provide retail zones that work for grocery stores selling goods to customers using cars, the

- dominate mode choice both currently and within the next 20-year planning period. Most

of the City's commercial zones outside the core are still not served by frequent transit with
good ridership that may mitigate the need for tradatmnal building orientation and parking

to serve the auto mode of transportation.

Please adopt a cogent retail policy in the comprehensive plan amendments that addresses
traditional grocery stote site zoning needs for adequate off-street parking and convenient
aceess. ‘

Thanks for the opportunity to comment, We urge the Council to direct staff to include the
requested retail policy in the next discussion draft,

‘Oll 6
Ce: Tom Armshrong, BPS
Eric Engstrom, BPS

Susan Anderson, Director, BPS
RTF/ICSC GR Comumittee
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FOODS

An Employee Owned Company

WinCo Foods, LLGC P.O. BOX 5756
Corporate Office Bolse, idaho 83705-0756
650 N, Armatrong Place {208) 3770110
FAX (208) 3770474

Bolse, Idaho 83704

December 29, 2015
VIA EMAIL

Mayaor Charles Hales

Portland City Council

cfo Council Clerk

1221 SW 4th Avenue, Room 130
Portland, OR 972014

Re: 2035 Comprehensive Plan Tesh'mony

Dear Mayor Hales and Council Members:

I am the Vice President of Real Estate for WinCo Foods and coordinate WinCo store development in
eight states, including Oregon. For many years, WinCo has sought to add additional stores to the
Porifand area but unfortunately have had to to skip over most potential store sites in Portland because the
zoning standards in most existing zones do not work for us regarding building placement and limitations
on parking and access, WinCo needs retail land that can serve people needing affordable groceries who
shop by car, meaning moré of a traditional retail center with direct arferial access and Coxde allowance
ample off-street parking. That type of land just doesn’t exist in Portland. It is unfortunate, as we get
many requests from your constituency wanting a full size WinCo in areas where we do not have a store

close by.

Please consider adding a good policy statement to the Comprehensive Plan that results in the creation of
commercial land zoned to allow development of autc-oriented retail grocery facilities which do not need
structured parking. Mixed use projects with structured parking are too cxpensive for value-based grocers
such as WinCo to develop and operate. The City has the obligation to make zoning allowances to provide
affordable food facilities, not just affordable housing. Please adopt a retail policy that resuits in making

affordable food available in all of Portland’s neighborhoods.
Thank you for the opportunity to comment,

Yours truly,

greg Goié ; é : .

VP of Rpal Estate
WinCo Foods, LLC

G1004-0005/129859136.§ :
www.wincofoods.com

Ordinance 187832, Vol. 1.3.E, page 4872




{ 1120 NW Couch Street © +1.503.727.2000
. PERKINSCOIE iﬂth[anrw * e :1.533.727.2222

Porttand, QR 97209-4128 PerkinsCole.com

December 3 }, 2015 Mark D. Whitlow
MWhitlow@perkinscoic.com

D. +1.503.727.2073

F o +1.503.346.2073

VIA EMAIL

Mayor Charles Hales

Portland City Council

¢/o Councif Clerk

1221 SW 4th Avenue, Room 130
Portland, OR 972014

Re: 2035 Comprehensive Plan Testimony - RTF & ICSC

Dear Mayor Hales and Council Members:

This letter is written on behalf of the Retail Task Force (RTF) and the Oregon Government
Relations (GR) Committee for the International Council of Shopping Centers (ICSC) regarding
the above matter. Please make this letter a part of your record of proceedings.

The RTF participated in the City’s Zoning Code Rewrite Project from 1989-1991. The RTF was
then concerned about the extent of commercial lands appropriate for retail development being
subjected to restrictive pedestrian and transit-friendly development standards ahead of the
market. The RTF and ICSC have the same concerns with the current proposal. All of the City’s
commercial lands will become non-conforming, which is a huge problem for property owners
and business operators. Non-conformity stifles redevelopment because it jeopardizes the ability
to sell and finance non-conforming property. The current retail market needs convenient access
and adequate off-street parking, which would not be allowed by the proposed mixed-use zones.
Constant planning pressure to eliminate needed off-street parking, especially where inadequate
transit services or ridership is in place, is not equitable to retailers and defeats the notion of
supporting “local access to healthy food” in neighborhoods. In fact, it will make access to
affordable good and services, including healthy food, more difficult.

The RTF and ICSC submit that the root cause of the problem is the lack of any clear retail
commercial policy in the City’s past, current or proposed comprehensive plans.! Without an
articulated retail policy to guide the City’s planners, the City’s zoning code is deficient of zones
that allow commercial retail use and development needed to provide affordable daily goods and
services to Portland’s neighborhoods. This lack of land zoned for retail uses has also been

! See attached correspondence from 1989 between the RTF and the Portland Planning Commission regarding the
lack of general commercial land needed. See other attached correspondence between then-Commissioner
Blumenhauer and then-Planning Director Robert Stacy who agreed with the RTF that a retail zoning study and

policy was needed.

91004-0005/129111964.2

forkers Coe LLP
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Portland City Council
December 31, 2015
Page 2

recognized by the City through the efforts of the Portland Development Commission to study the
problem. See the attached study by Leland Consulting Group.

The RTF and the Oregon GR Committee for ICSC hereby request that the following statement of
a clear, commercial retail policy be adopted into Chapter 6: Economic Development of the
City's Comprehensive Plan, with appropriate references to it to be added throughout the various
other chapters, and that a new discussion draft be issued for comment prior to adoption by the

City:

New Policy — Retail Development. Assure compelitive sites and a zoning framework that
recognizes and supporis the diversity of customer, employee and business needs for convenience,
comparison and destination retail goods and services throughout the City of Portland, at
locations readily accessible and convenient to residents, employment centers, and visitors to
Portland. Commercial and mixed use zoning will facilitate the full range of needed retail
products and services for all socio-economic groupings, especially in underserved areas of the

City:

~a. Day-to-day convenience retailing including grocery, pharmacy, food service, l::anking,
hotel and entertainment uses should be widely dispersed in formats readily accepted by i,
customers, retailers and commercial service providers at locations conducive to multiple -
travel modes and reduced travel time.

b. Comparison retail for goods and services as for apparel, electroniecs, and home
Surnishings, are typically purchased on the basis of price and selection, requiring larger
trade areas to achieve market thresholds, and should be located in areas and at sites’
appropriate to industry standards inchiding a range of travel modes suitable for
transporting the types of purchases being made.

c. Destination trips occur when lourisis or residents of the metro region access a particular
business or district based on reputation and quality of the shopping, dining, -
entertainment and/or lodging experience and should be sited at locations with high-

Jrequency transit and/or auto service capability.

d Clustering of commercial retail and service businesses drawing similar groupings of
customers for multi-purpose (internal) irips with options for shared parking is to be
prioritized wherever feasible.

e. Land use planning should promote the availability of affordable healthy food options
throughout the City by facilitating development of medium- and high-sales volume
grocery options, discount and value-based retail appropriate to resident budgets also is
to be encouraged, especially in underserved neighborhoods.

f Both new development and upgrading of existing retail facilities will be accommodated at
a cost structure affordable to owners as consistent with neighborhood and trade area
land values, supportable sales volumes and building rents.

21004-0005/129111964.2
Prebns Coe tLE
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Portland City Council
December 31, 2015
Page 3

8. Adjust FAR, parking, building design and mixed use standards to market thresholds
consistent with existing availability of high-frequency transit and mode share; prioritize
market-based incentives for increased FAR and pedestrian/transit orientation rather than
mandatory requirements.

h. Continue to encourage a range of full- and part-time retail sector employment
opportunities filling the increasingly diverse life-siyle and work objectives of Portland-

area residents. '

i, Involve the full-range of directly affected commercial/mixed-use stakeholders including
properly and business owners, developers and public service agencies in the initial
determination and future adjustment to commercial/mixed use zoning and development

standards.

The RTF/ICSC GR Commmittee requests that the above retail policy be adopted as part of the
.City’s economic development policies, with appropriate cross-references in other chapters, We
are facilitating the submission of letters of concern from the retail industry. Enclosed is a letter
from WinCo Foods, with other letters from owners, users, and their consultants to follow.

Please direct planning staff to issue a new discussion draft including the new retail policy in
advance of the next round of public hearings. -

Thank you for the opportunity to comment,

Very truly yours,

Whitlow

MDW:sv
Enclosures
CCs (with enclosures):
Tom Armstrong, BPS
Eric Engstrom, BPS
Susan Anderson, Director, BPS
RTF/ICSC GR Committee

1004-0005/129111964.2
Pecbirt Qya LEP
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Figure Vil-1: Commerclal/Mixed Use Rezoning Summary
Number of properties assigned to each new zone, by old zones, Other = non Commerclal/Mixed Use {EG1, £G2, R1, etc.}
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March 2016 Mixed Use Zones Project—Proposed Draft Page 319
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Figure VII-2: Commaercial/Mixed Use Rezoning Summary

Number of acres assigned to each new zone, by old zones. Other=non Commercial/Mixed Use (EG1, EG2, R1, etc.)
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East Of 82nd: Raising Children In A 'Food Desert’ . News | OPB Page 1 of 9

(% Fi

«* OPB FM Q Now Playing: All Things Considered &

8]zl

contribute {hitps:iisecure.opb.org/support/coniributel} .

News

News (INews(Topic/News!) | Food (fNewsTopiciFoodi) | Locat (INews/TopiLocat) | Bast Of 82ad (INews/SerioEast-Of 89nd-A-Closer-Look-At-fast-
Pordiands}

East Of 82nd: Raising Children In A 'Food
Desert'

by Amanda Peacher (fcontributosfamanda-peacher/) OFB| Juns 25, 2013 5am | Updated: Feb 18, 2015 8:16 a m. | Fortiand

THANKS TO QUR SPONSORS

PBNass =y FaunoTioug
East Of 82nd: Raising Children in A 'Food Desert! Share

Coalde puticy

According to the 1.8, Census, East Portland is the fastest growing part
af the city and home to many of the area’s youngest residents. With
S only a quarter of the city's total population, East Portland is where 40
(\— percent of the children live.

Related Content

This week in our series,"East of 82nd” we'll explore what’s available
for children there. Where can they play? How safe is it for them to
walk in their neighborhood?

We begin our series with a look at the auailability of affordable,
Sfresh food.

You can share your East Portland stories on our Tumblr page
(hitp://eastportland. fumblr.com).

(Inewsivideofyoutube-east-of-82nd-playgrounds-as-
healing-spaces)

Naniloa Bannister likes being the responsible big sister. Every day after £, ot 8ond: Playgrounds As Heafing Spaces

school the 8-year-old gets a snack ready for herself and her little {(newsivideolyoutube-east-0f-82nd-playgrounds-

sister Adrianna. as-healing-spacas’)

“I usually open a can of food for
us,” says Naniloa, as she works

a can opener around a can
of SpaghettiOs.

Adrianna and Naniloa live with
their mom Casey Bannister in a

( - compact, two-bedroom

http://www.opb.org/news/setiesscast-of-82nd-a-closer-look-at-east-portland/east-of-82nd-r..,  4/13/2016
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East Of 82nd: Raising Children In A 'Food Desert' . News | OPB : Page 2 of 9

Addanna and Naniloa Bannlster enioy

apartment near Burnside and
{resh slrawberies

151st Avenue in East Portland,

Today, the cupboard and the

fridge are well-stocked, That’s

because Bannister just made a trip to the grocery store.

Amanda Peacher XDPB

“We eat strawberries, and we drink juice,” says four year-old Adrianna,
as she peers into the fridge.

{newsiideofyoutube-east-of-82nd-better-than-my-
Hter)
H ] ’ " . : N
Banmster_doesn t have a car, so she usually takes the bus or light rail to Eastof 820d: Beltar Tnan My Life
get groceries. {fnewsivideolyoutube-east-of- 82nd-batler-than-my-
life}
“I want to get to the grocery store and I want to get a whole bunch of
stuff but I have to remember that [ can’t carry all those things home,”
says Bannister. “Tt can be challenging at times, and tiring, But you gotta
do what you gotta do sometimes.”

Bannister lives in part of
Portland that that the U.S.
Department of Agriculture calls
a “food desert

porllandfeast-of-82nd-kids-seek-parks-and-places-to-
playi}

East Of 82nd: Kids Seek Parks And Places To
Play {inewsiserag/east-of-82nd-a-closardook-at-

Four-year-o%d Adrianna Bannister loves eash-portiandleast-of-82nd-kids-seek-parks-and-
SpaghieitiOs as an afternoon snack. places-to-playl}
Amanda Peacher JOPB

(http:/ /apps.ams.usda.gov/fooddeserts/foodDéserts.aspx).” Those are
regions where it's hard to find of fresh fruit, vegetables and other
healthy unprocessed foods.

Forty percent of Portland residents live more than a mile away from a
grocery store, according to the USDA. Many live East of 82nd Avenue.

In this part of town, five major grocery stores have closed in three years 3
— most recently a Safeway at 82nd and Burnside. (newsseriesteast-of-82nd-a-closer-look-at-easl-
. porlland/east-of-82nd-city.slruggles-to-make-

The closest grocery store to Bannister is a mile and a half away, and that neighborhosds-walkabiel)

can make walking or biking a challenge. East Of 82nd: City Struggles To Make
Heighborhoods Walkable {(fnews/serlesipast-of-

~ 82nd-2-closar-look-at-east-poriland/east-of-82nd-

sy . .
I've had to stopa couple times city-stcuggles-to-make-naighborhoods-walkables)

beeause the groceries are so

heavy and either sore on my

Shoulder oron m}' hands’ . THANKS TO QUR SPONSGRS
especially when they were

plastic bags,” says Bannister.

http://www,opb.org/news/scties/east-of-82nd-a-closer-look-at-east-portland/east-of-82nd-r...  4/13/2016
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East Of 82nd: Raising Children In A 'Food Desert’ . News | OPB

“They would cut off the
circulation in my fingers and I'd
have to stop and take a break.”

Neighborhood activists have
been asking for more fresh focd
i options here for years.

A Grocery Qutlet discount store
Casey Bannisler lives wilh her two kiss inouter  opened in February on 122nd

East Portand. Avenue, But the demographics
Amanda Paache10P8 of this area won't support a high
end grocer.

In some outer East Portland neighborhoods, more than 30 percent of
residents live in poverty. The median income here is $10,000 - $25,000
less than the median income for the Portland metro area as a whole.
Only two of 24 Portland farmers’ markets are located Zast of

82nd Avenue.

" Bannister divides her grocery dollars between Safeway and Winco. She’s
unermployed right now, and she gets income assistance from the state.
She plans meals to a tee, based on what she can afford and what

groceries she can carry in her arms,

According to the USDA, forty percent of Portland fives in a food desert. This map shows
neighborhoods where grocery stores are mofe than ona mite away.

USDA

“Spaghetti, baked chicken with broceoli or corn, or steamed rice,” says
Bannister, listing some af her typical meals.

When money gets tight at the end of the month, sometimes she collects
cans and botties for the deposit money. She dreads any
unexpected costs.

N et
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Saul Orduna is familiar with that feeling, He's a single dad with shared
custody of two young kids.

“I try to provide them as much
as I can,” says Orduna, A couple
of years ago he went through a
rough time. He lost his job and
moved his family to a homeless
shelter. They lived there for five
months before Orduna found
work and was able to afford a
one-bedroom apartment across
from the train tracks in outer

Six-year-o'd Andrea Orduna picks out some fruit
for the family at the SUN food pantry at
Shaver Elementary. Northeast Portland.

Amanda Peacher 0P8
Now, Orduna works nights at a

group home for disabled people, He earns about $1,300 each month.

“My utility payments come up to $200,” says Orduna. “Plus my rent is
about $600 a month. And I have to use probably $100, $120 for gas
every month, So the rest, I have it for groceries.”

That leaves about $380. Sometimes that’s not enough to feed a family
of three, says Orduna, So twice a month, he gets food assistance from a
program at Shaver Elementary,

Six and seven-year-old Andrea
and Ethan Orduna are helping
their dad pick out groceries at

the school food pantry.

Any family with kids at Shaver
can get groceries here, Tables
are piled with boxes of fresh
fruits and vegetables. Shelves
are lined with bread, juice and
other staples, and there’s milk
and eggs in fridges.

The SUN food pantry offers famitias fresh fruits
and vegetables.

Amanda Peacher 0P8

“Daddy can we get this?” says Andrea, pointing to fresh strawberries
and pineapple.

Orduna says yes, and looks at the other fresh fruits and vegetables piled
high on the table. “So, let’s see-bananas... asparagus .... You
want grapes?”

Orduna gets half, sometimes two thirds of his groceries here. There are
more than 50 food pantries East of 82nd Avenue in Pertland. For many
low-income families, these services help fill the “food desert” gap.

http://www.opb.org/news/series/east-of-82nd-a-closer-look-at-east-portland/east-of-82nd-r...  4/13/2016
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Orduna relies on this kind of help to put food on the table for Ethan
and Andrea.

W W -« Ordunasays he'dlovetobeina
~_ position where he doesn’t need
~ the services. But he says he’s
better off than he was two years
ago, when he was living with his
kids at the homeless shelter.

¢
!
1

“I'm happy just to have them
here with me. Just to spend

Andrea Orduna helps fier dad Saul pick outfood  time with them, to see them
atthe Shaver Elsmantary food pantry. sleeping and see them smiling.

Amanda Peacher /0P8 " Those are the best moments,
when I'm able to provide
for them.”

Five-year-old Andrea loves family dinners at home. “Some of my
favorite things are food Daddy makes, and maearoni and cheese
and sopa.”

And with a little help from the food pantry, those are all options for
dinner tonight.

Many of the sources for this series came to OFB via our Public Insight
Network. (http://wiww.opb.org/news/pin/} Do you live or work East
of 82nd Avenue in Portland? You can share your stories, photos and
more on our tumblr (hitp://eastportiand tumblr.com/).

More From East Of 82nd (/news/series/east-of-82nd-a-closer-look-at-
east-portland/)

{/news/series/east-of-82nd-a-closer-look-at-east-portland/east-of- >
82nd-city-struggles-to-make-neighborhoods-walkable/)
East Of 82nd: City Struggles To Make Neighborhoods Walkable
(/news/series/east-of-82nd-a-closer-look-at-east-portland/east-
_of-82nd-city-struggles-to-make-neighborhoods-walkable/}

More News

http://Awvww.opb.org/mews/series/east-of-82nd-a-closer-look-at-cast-portland/east-of:82nd-r...
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(/news/series/ eIection—2016/bud-plerce-oregon—governor—cémpaign—
fund/)

Satem Cancer Doctor Has Spent $1 Milion On Gubernatorial Campaign (fnews/seriesfelaction.
2018/bud-plerce-oragon-govermor-campaign-funds}

¥ o

(/news/article/warm-springs-voters-no-constitutional-amendments/}

Warm Springs Voters Say No To Constituioral Amendmants {fnews/articieAvarm-sgrings-volers-
no-constitutional-amendmentss)
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{/news/article/oregon-state-university-cascades-campus-planning/)

Q5U.Cascades Kicks Off Community Campus Pianaing Workshops (fnewsfadicie/oregon-siate-
universily-cascades-campus-planning/}

{/news/article/npr-adapting-to-a-more-extreme-climate-coastal-cities-
get-creative/}

Adapling To A More Exlreme Climats, Coastal Cities Get Creatlive {fnewsiarticlenpr-adapting-to-
a-more-axtreme-climate-coastal-citios-get.creativeh
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(/radio/programs/thinkoutloud/segment/rent-control-rural-organizing-
project-threats-sould-out-regional-roundup/)

Rent Controt | Rural Qrganizing Project Threats | Sould Oul] Regional Roundug
. {Iradiodprogramsithinkoutioud/segmenvrent-contral-rifal-organizing-project-threats-sould-out-
regicnal-roundup/}
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